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| AUTHOR’S PREFACE TO MANKIND PROTESTS*

It is the lay public that ultimatcly controls governments.
If people are not alive in an adequate mecasure to the mischief
of any policy, governments will act according to their own notions
of £xpediency. It seems as if between the fear of Communist
aggression and what the scientists have warned about radio-
aktive pollution as a conscquence of the test explosions, govern-
Tnents have deliberately chosen the latter as the lesser evil, It
is alleged that the fear of laymen about radio-active pollution
i5 exaggerated, and this argument is sought to be supported by
*the comparative statements of scientists of natural and already
olerated radic-activity as against the addition through test
explosions. The fallacy is that what we add takes us nearer
and nearer to danger point. Far from the fears of laymen being
exaggerated, the truth is that the consequences of what is going
on are not fully appreciated by laymen. If they were, the pcople
of America or Britain or Russia would not allow the fear of aggres-
Ision to overwhelm the warnings of scicnce. On the other hand,
'fear of aggression is cxaggerated until it has taken the shape of
i a morbid complex which interferes with sane discrimination in
{ the choosing of the lesser evil when faced with the need for such
choice.

In avoiding and preparing for an apprehended aggression
mankind is led by unrestrained technology into certain calamity,
casting away all wisdom and prudence. The lay public who ought
to control govérnment policy are not adequately alive to the
mischief, the experts having played it down.

Goethe wrote in a letter to Wilhelm von Humboldt in 1830 :
“The world is ruled today by bewildering wrong counsel, urging
bewildered wrong action.” We have not improved since then.
After another hundred years we are in a state of ¢ balanced terror.
We are held prisoners by technologists who have lost the sense
of restraint in the intoxication of their discoverics, and who in

* A collection of the author’s speeches and writings on the subject of nuclear
warfare and test explosions, entitled Alankind Profests, was published by the
Delbi Peace Council in the Spring of 1957. A Russian translation of the book
appeared in Moscow in 1938.  Thus is the author’s preface to that Look
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turn ave made governments dangerously mad. The wiser
- men of science have woken up to the danger and have been issaing.
?.dxnomshmcnts and serious warnings. The latest among the.
.important 'statg'xhent; about the harmful consequences of nucicar
. tcst vexplosnons is that of Prof. C.F. Powell of Britain and Prof.
Joliot-Curie of France, both Nobel Prize winners. These and
- others like them have achieved their efninence because {(heir
ﬁ;s.t .loya]ty is to science. Eminent men of science have a puhlic
‘opinion and a censorship they cannot escape, whatever tht'r
politics may be. These two atomic scientists said in April 30 tﬁ.
yeari—— . 4

: -*In spite of repeated grave warnings by>scientis i -
eminence in many countries, test explosions og;' nu);lcar wtcat;o(r)x{s. atr}::e c:rlx%;i t'
ing. ‘Oncc again, therefore, in the name of all scientists in our federatior
and th‘l: an added sense of urgency we wish to reiterate these solemn warnin
) Today the dangers resulting from the pollution of the atmos l?srt ’
@d'mg ground are better known and the latest information increascsp )

V’ax_xxxc?y. The radio-strontium produced by explosions of A. and H. bo, Oll;:
with its ‘ haif life ' of about 30 years is carried to the higher lm‘cl; of nt]he
atmosphere .and circles the carth.: Tt settles slowly and continually
thc‘gmund in dust or rain and is taken up by plants. The de, siti; 0';‘
radxo-s‘(rommm resulting from previous nuclear explosions is stillpo iy
gnd will continue for several more years. oo

¢ *Human beings as well as domestic anim i
th?n:by absorb into their bodies mdiwstmntiumu::'?::xC?ﬂ,:r;}ﬁfemg?n'and
Milk contains radio-strontium. - rdatons.
‘ . “If further test explosions are not prevent 2 i
strantiura in adults and more important in chilgmn is l?l?el;h:o ifs::dsuc;gc::::(l)‘ A
to p':oduoc many cases of bone cancer and leukemia.  From radio-stronti .
and’ other products of the test explosions particularly radio-caesi lu}"“
amount of radiation to which man is exposed is increasing and mstitutes
a threat to future generations. s comtivtes

“* We call on scientists to spread clear and precise i i
and wide so that all men may understand the daxlz;c:lsc \?:orzc;lnf:x ‘:ll;
‘g;f:;nnc‘n;: to r_mch agreement .lul.ding to the immediate cessation of
tesis of n :lalu- weapons. . This “indispensable safety measure is of prime
o or all governments and all peoples, not only those of nations which
ve made or intend to make such tests.” ) l

{

Ubjgth;?‘rmshmcdl(;:al joxlxsmal, The Lancet, has dealt with the
bject in two.recent editorials. - On Apri i ' '
Pllons e 4 pril 26, 1957, it has appealed
'%,27% ¢ Propasals for nuclear disarmament ha e
» LY, > ve been put bef o
 Disarmament Sub-Committes by Mr. Stasen. Russia avows hee :Cg(ix -

+ 10 ‘call a halt to testing, . and from many sides there come signs that st i
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and governments realise that something must be done very quickly. The
British Government should acknowledge that the situation is a new and
deadly one, in which it has become an urgent duty to negotiate an agree-
ment with all speed so that tests can stop very soon and not at somc vague
appropriate stage. A

* Perhaps no single act could do more to bring agreement on dis-
armament nearer than the abandonment of the British tests.”

It is therefore not the exaggerated fears of laymen that have

induced these protests against test explosions. The opinion of

the veterans of science is the basis of the world’s opposition. The

cold war, or for that matter even an outbreak of full-scale belli-

gerency can furnish no justification to any of the belligerents
for the poisoning of’the whole world’s atmosphere, and its sources
of food and drink. There is no question that when the bellige-
rency starts the end is certain. The present argument that there
is no real danger to mankind arising out of the manufacture of
these so-called deterrent weapons and the race for such manu-
facture is not supported by independent men of science.

(ii)

A symposium was held in Frankfurt-on-Main in Junc 1956
in which the President of the Federal Institute for Givil Defence
as well as an expert from the Federal Physico-Technical Institute

_took part among other distinguished and responsible men. The

following conclusions are gathered from that symposium as it
has been reported in medical journals :—

Whereas, formerly, a person would absorb from cosmic space
and the carth’s surface only about 0-3 to 0-4 r. in a year, this
amount has now been greatly increased through ecxposure to
therapeutic and diagnostic X-rays, the manufacture and distribu-
tion of radio-active isotopes, construction of nuclear reactors for
peaceful purposes, and the experimental cxplosions staged by
the Great Powers. While it is alleged that laymen exaggerate
the terrible conscquences, it is also true that the dangers are often
played down by specialists engaged by the Powers. The question
of tolerance is still under debate, the tolerance dose being the
amount of radiation absorbed in a lifetime which is not cxpected
to cause any degree of damage to the organism.

There is no such thing as a tolerance dose as far as genetic
effects are concerned. Any amount of radiation affecting the
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. ,gan can lead to changes in the germplasm For functional
unpan’gncnt of cells an exposure of 0-3 r. per week has been accepted
as - the tolerance dose... This dose, however, has been already
reached by regular television watching for two hours a day. It

~was clearly affirmed at thé symposium that there is no tolerance
dose for ‘genetic injury, nor is there any causal therapy for acute

“radiation injuries. Therapeutic management is limited to sympto-
matlc mcasureS. There is no prophylaxis against delayed effects.

* The lymphatic system is the most sensitive and liable to

. suﬂ'cr ‘damage. Second place is takeri by bone marrow, the

. most sensitive components being the blasts, that make the red corpu-
scles.  In' the gonads the maturing follicles®and spermatagonia

. are ‘those most exposed to danger—of castration in women and
sterility in men. Changes in the heredity structure are irreversible.
‘Once affected there is no going back. The extent of the damage

_is in direct ‘proportion to the dose of radiation. With increasing
mutation‘consequent on radio-active damage there is an increased
-tendency to spontanecous mutation.

: Mutations induced by radiation may not show at once or
even in the next generation, but are there to come out later in
our progeny.. Mutations are nearly always detrimental.  As
alrcadv stated, there is no threshold below which mutations may

“be expected not to occur. Doses of radiation arc cumulative in
“action. Gcnetxcally active doses are lower than those leadmrr to
functnonal changes. - The danger of radiation mutation oceurring
in man is great. Subsequent generations will consist of increased
numbcrs of unfit individuals and families will have to bear greater
‘misery and worry.. The scientists who met at Frankfurt were of
“the view that exposure, to radiation otherwise than as the result

of test: cxplosxons is greater than the average layman assumes.

"To this is added the fall-out of the test explosions.

- The stratosphere stores the radio-activity liberated by the
‘nuclear. -explosions. ~ As a result of meteorological conditions
stratospheric radxo-actmty is continuously for many years carricd
to earth by rain. - Radio strontium coupled with calcium accumu-
“lates on_the ecarth’ 'S surfacc, comammatmg vegetable life, pastures,
‘and thcncc milk and cheese.

e Amﬁcnal sources of radiation, besides nuclear test cxplosmns,
such as increasing installations of X-ray apparatus, isotopes and
thexrn products, excretions of patients treated with radio-active
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drugs, luminous paint industry, artificial manure, uranium mines,
television seis, nuclear reactors and their waste products, have
not yet been assessed in the estimates so far made.

(iii)

Mr. Selwyn Lloyd was asked whether the Christmas Isla.nd
tests would not prejudice Britains moral leadership of the Asnz?n
world. To everyone in Asia it is clear that such moral leadership
as Britain still held has been completely shattercd by Britainjs
obstinacy. How could any moral leadership survive this conti-
nual victimisatioR of Japan which has suflered so much already ?
The history of Asia has been such that we cannot but look at
these things from the racial angle. It is, however, not only "]a.p:m
but all the people of this part of the carth who apprchcnd' injury
from this programme of two or three nations who are poisoning
the world in order to deter one another from aggression. What
greater injury can be conceived than that which medical men
and the biologists have so répeatedly predicted ? .

We arc told seriously that the rcason for this agitation is
Russian deceit.  We are deceived by nobody, but believe that
the best scientists that America, Britain, France and Germany
have produced and who know all about the business are speaking
the truth. We do not wish to be poisoned, arid we do not want
our progeny to be the victims of genetic damage just because the
Poxxexs cannot trust onc another and scttle their problems.

“ It would be quite fatnous,” said Mr. Selwyn Lioyd, *
devote so much money, matcrials and men to the making of lhcsc
nuclear weapons and then not test them.,” What has lmppchfl
to British sensitivity that they are not ashamed: to repeat this
argement ?

“ Britain’s test in this respect can be completely disregarded,”
pleads Mr. Lloyd. How can we disregard additions to a poison
whose cumulative character is beyond doubt ? Each addition
small or great, is an addition, and not a comparison. ““If Brxlfnﬂ
did not have thermo-nuclear weapons it would mecan lcavmg
the supreme power in the hands of- thc U.S and Russia.” “1
do not think, ” said Mr. Sclwyn Lloyd, * we should contract out
of the influence and power that being a nuclear power involves.”
Here is the real impelling motive, the fear of going down in the
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ca e of ¢
>.In’ th
O Britajn,

€ new caste-system of world powers, ignoring the potentia
far better caste-system of the world that it would briny
if it responded to world-protest. '

| (iv)
pOisbe:i: ‘déc to-expect the world to give up its opposition to presen
?ﬁahagcagbj €cause the tests may lead to .the evolution of morn
;':"{né.}ﬁﬁnd € nuclear weapons. Whether it be one big blast o
;l‘l i red smaller blasts, the nuclear programme is a delusior

& L a::l'c for everybody. C_)ncc. the game starts the frustratec
7 dthat No escape from using its powcer to’strike effectively
-y co-Imeans the last, or last but one step to annihilation.

I am grateful to the All India Peace Council who haw

C. RAJAGOPALACHAR
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1922
THE AEROPLANE

WaesTERN civilization is trembling at its own engines of des-
truction. The British have been developing the Aeroplane chiefly
as a weapon against savages and semi-civilized men. ‘It has
hunted mad Mullahs and subdued the Bedouin of Iraq,” and
has added to the chapters of British military romance. But this
game of romance’and amusement on one side and indescribable
pain and misery on the other, will not always be played against
“ savages.” Other people also have aeroplanes and, we are told,
many more than the British, It is rcalised that these satanic
engines can be used not only by nation against nation, but also in
civil war... Such are the tendencies and the future for what
is known as civilization. . .

‘ Young India, June 8, 1922



1945

' THE ATOM BOMB

N_QYY'} that Japan has fallen, India has a very great fesponsi
bxhty ;ptA‘sig‘:..;; On the question of the use of the atom bomb
“there sa lat of ;uppxcﬁsion of honest indigﬁatioh at the last phas
; pfi"‘thg .war, It cannot be gainsaid that it has made peopl
thmk _;afhpr sadly and even bitterly about it all, People restrainic
hcmsclves :,fro.nﬂl}using poison gas, because they restrained them
cwllycfs’;_fygfn'domg something which, though possibly effective, wa:
-too bad to be practised. - Even under great stress and trial nc’ithc;
'Bp_t"q?x.)&novr Germany . yielded to the temptation of usiné poisor
gas 3 and —f‘t{hc European war came to an end without horror:
of th nd.. But the last act in the Japanese war ended witl:
theuscof thq_ physi_cist’s weapon, the atomic bomb. The atonﬁé
‘ bomb is worse than poison gas, or anything one can imagine could
: ‘P‘c_;_four_xsl.-‘ - Yet it must be the result of silent investigation and
ch work for a good:length of time, because science, as was

: .,kl‘}f)wn‘j’,bpff)rc the war, did not develop anything like th’e bon;b
thr;gix;esotfr_csﬂ on which atomic bombs were based, though
had Imagined there was great power in the disintegrated
- atom A new and terrible weapon of destruction has been made
outof hxsysci.cn:tiﬁc possibility and used actually. The process
< is stillra secret, rr;-_:But when men have discovered a wicked thing
it .Yv?qldfupttrcmain‘a secret for long. The data available aré
..quite g;}g?gh,, _fpr‘ people to develop it further. No doubt, the
~war hgs;pgded, but it has ended in a terrible way and pcopI:: are
ot i ,‘?".‘3345‘9 be jolly about it. - Let us hope that cblivion will
ratonthlsrlatcst invention, if for no other reason, now that there
s s obody, ag;giflst'whom they need use it.

- From an Address to the Madras Christian College Union,
: Augustlﬁ,1945 PR SRR " ege Umoﬂ,’

1954

UNILATERAL ACTION

Tuere is in the fable of the Tree of Knowledge and man’s
fall something more than mere theology. There is in it a pre-
vision of what dreadful fate hangs now over our heads as a
result of the discovery of atomic energy—the Supreme Issue, as
Churchill rightly called it recently. We have eaten of the forbidden
fruit, and the fate that awaits the world is more dreadful than the
iegendary expulsion from Paradise.

Is there any way to regain the Paradisc from which we
expelled ourselves, or is it too late ? Respectfully and in all
humility, from this obscure corner of the busy world, I say it is
possible yet to save mankind. The way, however, lies through
tremendous courage—courage against one’s own fear. It docs
not lic through negotiation with evil.

Most experienced statesmen, all well-wishers of mankind,
are busy with negotiations about conventional weapons and
inspection and control of stock. These terms will not work., At
the critical moment they will be found to fail.

Intemational' opinion is clear that germ warfare would be
disgraceful. We have succeeded in keeping even the thought

" of germ warfare out. Is atomic warfare more humane than germ
warfare ? Should we not pause to comsider whether the way
.of negotiation is really the path to follow ?

How did we arrive at a state of things whercin cannon, tanks,

~ torpedoes, submarines and aerial bombing have become quite
conventional? * It was by a process of quiet, secret competition
equivalent to negotiation. The state of things thus reached was
{bad enough.even before the atom bomb came. Now we arc un-
- |consciously preparing the next stage of barbarity by the same
drocess of making terms with Satan, giving and taking. We
e daily and steadily progressing towards making the atom bomb,

p, a conventional weapon.
America has evolved a thesis based on a calculation of rela-

'e potentiality in respect of conventional weapons. The weaker
. e L0 i i Leanada civaaman__thie je the new theie



1955
e CRITICISM AND FRIENDSHIP
‘ (An intefpiew with a correspondent of the United Press of India)

lc, gzgstswlri ?WHY have ‘you appcalcd to America and not to
,'_T-An.ruger: I have appealed to both, but I addressed the
't_tetr to a leading newspaper of America because the test of true
1end§hip is the readiness to give and take good advice, though
‘may be unpalatable. What hope have I that any ne’ws a ge'
. Russia will take a letter from me ? pape
-~ There is another reason, too. I am anxious that America
xoqld not lose the goodwill of the intellectuals of Asia or let it
mxfxish‘. '.Intclligcnt men in Asia are beginning to wonder f
tahtanat'usm,or Communist economy is after all so dangerous
- humanity or to Asia in particular as these new diabolical
eapons and ‘the race in them started by America. They are
kmg: whether the burning of the whole house is the best
;y_.to roast. the pig. After the H-bombs are used, where will
talitarianism, or-individual freedom or private enterprise be ?
- Iptcl}ec;tuals in Asia are getting to fear that America is pushin :

x.ng»srt’owaxjds the use of these demoniac weapons in Asia t§
ike terror at a safe (I question whether it is safe) distance. If
>donot desire - Communist infiltration, this loss or diminution of
odwill - towards America is just what we do not like. Thc‘"
om a_nd, ?)’dr'ogcn policy of America is making Commum'st“

Gltration .in" Asia easicr. In the net result, American fission

mbs are reducing American power and influence, not increasing ™

The goodwill of the people is more important than arm: -
tential. W'xllmut goedwill arms potential creates only fear
d not real power. : -

h'lt]m good toﬂc':a_rry‘ on the campaign against all war. But:
should not be used as an escape to cover the disgrace of making ]

d piling up these diabolical weapons. - This can and should be |
ipped at-once, whether we ‘are able to prevent all war or not. -
espectfully welcome the statement of the ailing Pope that peace

" NUCLEAR WEAPONS WILL LEAD TO TOTAL DISASTER 7

through fear is not real pcace. It is a continuous hell-condition,
This is the answer to the American argument about making
war more and more dangerous to all parties.

"Even the talk about constructive uses of fission power is, I

fear, a camouflage to familiarise the world to the bomb policy.

Scientists can go on with research for constructive use, but why
should bomb-making governments speak about it so much in
advance ?

Why do I fear that these bombs will be used in Asia ? Because
I remember Hiroshima. I believe that not even all the Allies
knew about it before the bomb was dropped there, after Japan
had been smashesl on the sea. I cannot ignore the unfortunate
fact that values of human life differ from continent to continent.
Anyway, my fear is confirmed by the threat issued by Admiral
Radford and the Chinese reply to it since I sent my letter to the’
New York Tumes.

.. The Hindy, January 6, 1935

NUCLEAR WEAPONS WILL LEAD TO TOTAL
DISASTER

Averica is suffering from a strange illusion. The U.S.
Government has succeeded in making most of the people in that
country believe that the holding of a heavier quantity of nuclcar
weapons as compared with that held by the U.S.S.R. has ensured
for Amecrica and the world a kind of peace, not the best form of
it but a good second best, as against the ambitious plots of the
U.S.S.R. and her populous allicd friend in Asia. The idea is
that no nation will go light-hcartedly to war against a Power
that holds these nuclear weapons in great bulk, sceing the cata-
clysmal nature of the destruction that will be involved in any
large-scale war at the present time. I say definitely that this is
but an illusion.

No one goes light-hcartedly to war in these latter days,
nuclear weapons or no nuclear weapons. It has been abundantly
“shown, and cvery nation has rcalised fully, that war does not
and cannot advance the interests of cither party in the conflict.
What leads to war is, however, not cold calculation but the
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frl:esisftible hatred or anger which seizes nations at aggression or

Injustice, x‘Eal or supposed, or fear, which counts no cost.
‘The American thesis of peace through nuclear weapons is

based on certain assumptions. It is assumed that the enemy is

Cxtremely “wicked, bent on aggression and world domination.

It is also assumed at the same time that the enemy will be govern-
ed by selfish interests and, therefore, on an intelligent calculation,
that he will abstain from giving provocation such as must lead
to total disaster from the enemy’s nuclear weapons.

The deterrent potentiality of nuclear weapons would be real
only if it is made clear that America will use these weapons when
found necessary. Proceeding from this it is easy to see that the
€nemy’s calculation of selfish interest will lead to his immediate,
Fffcctive and ruthless use of the same weapon. This is so because
1t'is only by such prior and ruthless use that he can save himself.
Evcn an erroneous belief that one party has prepared, and intends,
a sudden attack would be enough provocation for the other for
a preventive anticipatory attack on Britain or America.

Supposing a wicked Government calculates the dire conse-

quences of a big war and its intelligence is not clouded by anger
or hatred, it could easily sec that the destructive nature of the
new weapon is such that it would be dangerous to wait for the
other side to use it first; for once it is used, it would be so used
that no chance would be left for the victim to draw on his own
reserves of nuclear weapons for retaliation. It is something like

the situation in hunting big game. One does not, and cannot,

safely use anything but the most deadly and effective weapons.
The sportsman must assure himself that there is no chance for
the tiger to spring on him after receiving a wound.

" More than one eminent American has, in discussing my
letter to the New York Times, argued that bad as nuclear weapons
are, they have made war more dangerous and so the nuclear
weapons work for peace in an indirect way. I see a wholly differ-
ent picture. Some nations are bound to be hesitant. They will
not resort to the use of these most deadly weapons at the outset.
This hesitation of theirs is exactly what has raised their prestige
and reputation to the moral plane and that position cannot be
given up ecasily on considerations of military strategy. But what’
about others ? They are bound to anticipaté the danger of
hesitancy and, somehow, to find adequate reason for seizing the

NUCLEAR WEAPONS WILL LEAD TO TOTAL DISASTER - 9

initiative and making the most deadly and effective use of the
weapons. '

The power potential of these new weapons is not just the
tonnage and the number of the weapons. There is another co-
efficient in the calculation, the absence of any compunction in the
use of it. Twenty cartridges in the hands of a hesitant moralist
are no good against an encmy who does not hesitate, although
the latter may have only a couple of cartridges in his belt hut knows
how to hit his mark and do it without waiting.  All this is ugly
to argue : but it has become necessary in view of the widespread
illusion and the specious points raised by some people. The
conclusion is that ¢hese nuclear weapons definitely do not add to
the strength of the truly peace-loving and conscientious pariy
while it greatly adds to the strength of the wicked. The only
result of the possession of these weapons by the peace-loving
party is that it gives a justification and an incentive to the party
that is less conscientious. How one wishes that America had
not invented the atomic bomb and proved its diabolical cfficacy
in actual war and initiated a race in the manufacture of nuclear
weapons! The world would have been so different had this not
happened. There is really no quantitative law of potential that
is applicable to these new weapons. A race in them has lost
meaning after the H-bomb was made. Strength lies much more
in the element of unhesitating readiness to use the weapon than
in the tonnage lield by either party,

Recently a story was started that a U.S. air division in
Britain had been authorized to make an atomic attack on
the Soviet Union and Britain had to contradict the allegation.
Such and even more provocative allegations or genuine suspicion
will ever be forthcoming once the nations have resolved, with
public approval, to hold these diabolical contraptions in their
armoury. At any time, a strong suspicion will justify an ‘intelli-
gent’ calculation and the cataclysmal use of the H-bomb in
pure self-defence. Or on a long-range ‘ intelligent’ calculation,
an allegation can be floated even without belief, to get up a situa-
tion for the use of H-bombs so as to end an otherwise unending
nightmare.

We know now from very authoritative sources how exten-
sive and irrecoverable will be the damage resulting from the use
.of the new weapons. Whoever makes up his mind to use the
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- ‘nuclear weapons' gains his object, no matter what reserves of the
: ‘samcith'e vi\rtimmay have held on his side. There is no time for
o graduatm taliation: with this weapon, which is an essential
" element in the propcr and effective use of any form of violence
- for the proper purposes of defence. If I mix arsenic in the tea of
“.my enemy, what does it matter and how would it help if he had
laboriously stored a lot more poison in his cupboard than I had ?
-He wins who first dares to commit the crime. There is no ques-
" tion of defending oneself by retaliation graduated to suit the
“enormity of the enemy’s crime.
. Aneurin Bevan said the other day that if a major war broke
, Out'B;itgin would last only 32 hours and he aslded that scientists
" held this gloomy view with “every circumstantiation to prove
_it.”  Others too have said that all ideas of defensive measures.
" against nuclear attacks are a sheer xmposs1bxhty
* It is good to take steps to prevent all war ; but what is the
- measure of success that such attempts can hope to obtain so as to
. 'warrant giving precedence to the all-out agitation against war over-
~the particular agitation against nuclear weapons and allow huma--
nity’s horror at these new weapons to cool down ? The immediate:
. duty should not be forgotten in the hope that we may succeed
~ome the wider issue. President Eisenhower has not improved the
situation by ‘his' frank admission' when questioned that nothing
could be: prccluded in mlhtary affairs. 'What one nation may
consider to be ‘ police action’ another may treat as a military
affair, and then thcre is room for a most disastrous diabolical
surpnsc. :

Thc Hmdu.slan szcs January 17, 1935

THE BOMB AND THE COMMONWEALTH

* Tue lcast satisfactory part of the statcment issued at the!
-conclusion of -the' Commonwealth Premiers’ Conference is that
which deals ‘with the menace of the nuclear weapons. The '
menace is recognized but the issue is left to lie unsolved in a maze
of good words. "¢

When a particular and definite evil is found beset with diffi-
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culties which, for some reason, onc is not willing to tackle, the
tendency is to make that evil part of a much bigger problem,
the insolubility of which is well-known ; and the world is told
that with the solution of that insoluble problem, this particular
evil also will be automatically ended. Thus the abolition of war
altogether and cease-fire in the intervals and the solution of dis-
putcs by negotiations are placed against the footlights, so that the
issue of nuclear weapons may remain where it stood.

Obviously the U.S.A. is not willing to let go her illusion
and like the Old Man of the Sea on Sinbad’s shoulders, the nuclear
weapon is firmly fixed on Uncle Sam’s shoulders and Uncle Sam
is, so to say, on the shoulders of the Commonwealth. I mean no
offence, but this represents the position that has resulted from
the great error of 1945.

The nuclear weapon came into existence and instead of
being a source of power, it has proved, by reason of the race in
that armament that has followed the display of America’s success-
ful exploits in the field of misdirected science, to be the cause of con- -
tinuous dread to each party that it might be used first by the other
side, a cause for insecurity instead of- a means to greater sccurity.

Two illusions are encouraged by the great powers : (1) That
th: power of retaliation in the usc of the nuclear weapons is an
advantage against aggression, and (2) that gradual diversion of
the nuclear power to peaceful purposes will take place and there-
by reduce the menace of its use in war.

About illusion No. 1, it has only to be pointed out that
nuclear weapons, by reason of their inflexibility and cataclysmal
consequences are not fitted to be used as a means of protection
against aggression, whichever side may become the aggressor.
Again, aggression is a term that has completely failed of heing
defined or being ‘grasped after being defined. The danger of
aggression becomes sometimes as good as aggression itself, and
when a chain of conscquences has been sct going it becomes
extremely difficult to catch the aggressor, or even 1o tell who
it is. Further again, to live in a hell of continuous fear is not
what men and women want, if we can help it.  The whole ques-
tion is, whether we cannot help it at all. Somc people think
we-cannot. But the better opinion’is that we can put the monster
down. The question is : Shall we go on bargaining and waiting,
each side wanting the other to begin, knowing very well that it
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cannot ‘be reasonably expected ? The only way is unilateral
action. Awaiting bilateral action or an international declara-
tion that the war is, for ever, ended, is tantamount to choosing
to remain in hell. "

, As for the second illusion that the gradual increase of con-
structive uses will reduce the destructive uses, it is so obviously.
absurd that it has only to be stated to be perceived as sheer non-
sense. The increasing use of wool will not reduce the breeding
of sht?ep : the increasing use of gunpowder for fireworks is not
red}xcxng the manufacture of cartridges. It is not as if the resources
of ‘131tclligencc and raw material will get exhausted by priority
for industrial uses so as automatically to starve the military use
out. Indeed the minor industrial uses will serve more effectively
to maintain and advance the Frankenstein.

To choose to remain in continuous fear or to take courage
to begin—these are the two alternatives. The right choice is the
latter and it is rendered all the easier as it is now well understood
that it is-not a paying proposition to use it at all. Even if one
chose to keep the weapon, one is bound, and has practically
Fesplch not to use it.. 'What then is gained by choosing to remain
in-continuous fear ? Nothing.

. «There is no trust, and this has to be admitted. But admitting
ity wh.at follows ? There is no conceivable point of time at which
zur distrust will disappear of itself, if we maintain the conditions
‘or mutual distrust and especially this supreme cause for mutual
‘ear and distrust,

One wishes the Commonwealth Conference had discovered
1 way out of this moral and psychological deadlock. It would
have been the most powerful form of unilateral action if the -
?ommonwcalth Conference had plumped for a courageous deci- ?
ion, "

Tmterview with the United Press of India,
_ February 11, 1955

b

INDIA HAS A MISSION

COMPLAISANCE can never cope with the evils of this world.
Indeed it is often the greatest ally of evil. The leading article
in the Sunday Standard of February 27 leads me to utter this warn-
ing. Newspapers run on rotaries have acquired great power
these days. Their headlines do all the thinking for most pcople.
You have, forgive me for saying it, done great disservice to a
cause in which India is the most important fighter.

In 1806 protdsts were raised when Napoleon issued his decree
for a blockade against Britain by which England was to be cut off
from its food imports. It was considered disgraceful that Napolcon
should lead a war against women and children. Those were days
when international morality was still alive. It felt outraged éven
so late as during the victorious days of Japan when she took Port
Arthur and her soldiers were guilty of barbarous acts. I was at
college then and my Scotch professor argued then that the material
advancement achieved by Japan did not amount to civilization.
Woestern civilization has advanced now to the manufacture of
bombs expressly intended for mass destruction of non-combatants
and the target is to be state-wide and the ¢ guided’ missiles are
to traverse continental spaces. British collaboration in this busi-
ness is the latest feather in the cap of the monster that America
has made a gift of to civilization. It is indeed a feather in the
devil’s cap, for is not Britain still the leader of international wis-
dom and the maturest among the great powers ?

Scientists have now come forward to plead that the syllo-
gism of the anti-bomb people is fallacious, for they say the des-
tructive effects of these nuclear bursts have not been definitely

proved beyond doubt to be as great as apprehended by some.  As
if it matters much, our Prime Minister put it well, whether it is
only half a continent that will be destroyed or the whole of it.
The benefit of the doubt must be given to the delinquent, these
propagandists claim, for British jurisprudence must remain
though Britain may be burnt up !

To kill non-combatants is mean enough. But to kill. them
deliberately and in mass, and by using gadgets which save you
from putting out your own men to dic is cowardly in the extreme.
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The advance guards of h ivilizati
‘advance gu: uman civilization have reached i
the limit of meanness. . : od indeed

Yet I take it if a calamity occurs témorrow in one of these

satanic laboratories, and i )
: 1 A a holocaust is reported
condolence meetings ! ’ e shall fold

- "And then this talk of *“taming the beast !” It is puerile |

to be led to believe that the evil is to be met by making some good
use of the \.vaste-products of this monstrous affair. Tigers’ excgrec;
may con'ta.m some very useful medical stuff, but we do not ailowt
tigers to. roam about among our women and children because
of Phat. .Heavy water and other bye-products and the use t
which they may be put if exported away, have nd bearing whats ;
cver on the issue. - But we are all too ready to be dece?ved ”
o -The one answer is : “1It has come to stay.” So it cou.ld be
sa.ld of every evil known to the world. Let us hope and
still- that man is made of braver stuff than is assuIrJn d i St
formula of complaisance. ol in that
It is no defence whatsoever to possess these weapons. Th
most rec.kless has the advantage and not the wisest. o )
India has a mission in this. It must be deemed a shame for

us to collaborate anywise with this E
. > ! nemy of Manki
by the folly of a thoughtless nation. v o Manlind et foose

Letter to The Indian Express, February 28, 1955

B 'I‘HE NIGHTMARE OF NUCLEAR ARMS

' "];HB subject of the evening is * Mankind’s Self:-made Preci-
pice.” "1 have borrowed this apt phrase from The Tin
e ¢ Times of
It pains me very much that the Western Pow i
;;:-ong in wh.at;thcy- are doing and that it has fallc‘:xez ?1::' ﬁ)otu:g
oe pointing it ou.t,,x.n unequivocal terms. I would have felt far
tmpplf:r perhaps if it had been the other way about and I had
:1 ol:ﬁ::-t ;ut 'only the faults of another party. I have said at
nothe mo:c;mg how greatly we are bounden to America and
[ oeed @ cpeat the reason here. It is, however, good that
peat my hope i»{that what I say should be interpreted as the

g~ v
of 21129
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anxious thoughts of a friend and not as carping criticism from
one who is not concerned in the welfare of America or the otlier
Western Powers. '

So much has recently appeared in the daily press about
nuclear weapons that everyone now knows quite a deal about
them. It is possible to know a lot in a vague way and yet not
have it all in order in the mind so as to be able to come to reason-
ed conclusions. The papers daily bring fresh news of what is
done and said about these nuclear weapons. We may thus by
verbal familiarity and repetition even lose the sense of danger
about them. This is the reason why I am before you to attempt
to explain the poings involved.

Much has been 'said in defence of science in general, as if
science stood accused, and we were in need of being told about
the advantage of scientific knowledge and progress. I am com-
pletely in favour ofjthe search of truth that is called science, lead
it where it may. ¥ do not for a moment support state or church
control over knowledge. It is impossible and undesirable to put
restraints on the scarch for truth ; but it is desirable and possible
to put restraintsjon the application of what we unravel out of
the mysteries of Naturc. If we control our application of know-
ledge there is na danger in knowledge itself. The responsibility
is on those who rule the affairs of men not to misuse science or
employ men of scence for wicked purposes. A

There is a spate of written and spoken matter about the
constructive uces to which atomic knowledge can be put. Most
of this comes from Governments and Government agencics, not
scientists or industrialists. The industrial use of atomic energy
is not likely to spring out of Government hand-outs. It is all
totally irrelevant for my plea which is that we should prohibit
the production and the use of nuclear weapons and that we should
stop the test explosions that are carried out, which contaminate
the atmosphere and waters of the world and endanger present
life and the normality of the human species for future generations.
1 can see no relevancy in these political tributes to atomic energ
‘unless the Governments that want to keep nuclear weapons going
want to confuse the public mind.

Who hates or disrespects science ?  Who dishelieves in the
45 {~§n".?'cr of knowledge as capable of being used for good purposes ?
I

2% fl.does the possibility of using atomic encrgy for good objects
¥
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Justify the present use of nuclear weapons for indiscriminate mass
destruction and injury to future generations \&ith all the incidents
‘of cowardly assassination ? Everything in the world can be put
_ both to good and bad use and atomic energy is not an excep-

tion. - The good use need not be called up to confuse a calm
; 3

examnation of the bad uses or the prohibition thereof. If it is.
pro:oliscd to poison the wells of enemy countries and some people
-~'object to such methods of warfare, is it relevant to talk of the
excellent medical uses to which arsenic can be put ? It is not
contended or proposed or possible that we' shall speedily use up

all the nuclear material available so as to starve out the military -

requirements. . On the contrary it is proposec? to use mostly the

_ waste. by-products of the regular military use of such material.
It was my good fortune to study physics in my College when
“nuclear physics began its career. I was in callege in the closing’
years of the nineteenth century when the X-rays were discovered
and made known to the world. Thereafter began the great work
of Rutherford, the Curies, Becquerel and others. My professor at
College was an able Scot whose-talent for demonstrating the
wonders of science endeared him to all of us.) He was a fine
* teacher wha belicved not in dictating notes to llelp' us pass our
examinations but arranged and showed exciting :beautiful demon-
“strations throughout the year and kept us entranced in the wonder-
land of optics' and electricity. And when the X-rays came he
showed us the new wonders and lost no time in making us sec
through opaque wooden boxes and to project the bones of our
hands on the fluorescent screen. All this and more I saw in
College and my professor explained the causes and the theories,
- behind them. We saw the glow in the cathode tubes in all those
wonderful ' phenomena of the moving particles of electrified’
matter. Those borderland days when old theories of science:
were put to severe trials were truly great days. Soon came there-
after the break-up of the whole atomic theory and I knew enough’
when I left College to follow what was going on in the world of;
science which brought matter and energy together into one equa-!
‘tion. I am not a hater of science or its wonders. But I wish |

i
H

-to warn those who examine the issues of disarmament and of |
prohibition of “anti-civilization weapons of the irrelevancy of all ]
the talk of the blessings of the atom. Onec should love science
but we should hate the making of nuclear weapons for cowardly

{

that man has achieved.
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mass destruction leading to the annihilation of the civilization
Disarmament does not mean the shutting-up of science.
The prohibition of nuclear weapons for purposes of: wa;‘1 d(f)‘eidno:‘
mean the closing up of laboratories or of research in t e fie O0
fundamental or applied science for the good of mankind. ' 13
the contrary the prohibition of nuclear weapons for war w}c;u].
mean the release of the monopoly of Go.vermncnts and the a 01(;
tion of secrecy which comes into operation to prevent the spreit1
of knowledge when anything is held ‘for war purposes. T 'e
present military use of atomic science in fact blocks the frct.a ex-
change of knowledge which is necessary for the progress of sc1en€c
and its beneficent application. What I plead for is the emanci-
pation of science from the trammels of war. !
When in fear and trouble, men’s brains like tl.lOSC of othes
animals are sharpened. It is true that' war and its fears afld
hatreds quicken the brains of the men of science cngaged by Govern~-
ments. War is said to be the mother of inventions. What a
mother! Let us not fall in love with war because fOf' war purposes
some clever things are discovered. Secrecy goes \Y1th the work of
science in war and secrecy impedes scicncc: It is reported tl.mt
a very eminent Cambridge scientist who desired to go to Amcrxca'
was refused permission. I read that a broadcast' proposed by
an eminent scientist in America was recently p[.'Ohlblth and he
had to talk only what had already been widely know?.. I
believe that the most valuable report of an important commission
was delayed by order of the American qucmmcnt an'd pub-
lished only when the policy of Government demanded it lgtcr.
‘ 1 these are illustrative, Dr. James B. Conant, an American
‘vho served in the Department of War, has made the matter per-

ﬁcca);}z}‘:(: going to the question of the prf)hibition of nuc.lc:n'
\fveapons and the issue of disar'mamcnt .whlch has bcen ;Il:l}md
ap with it, I should like to point out, {ndccd.l S}!Ol:lld i chto
‘emphasise, that the most urgent matter is the 1mr.ncdmtc_pro i-
bition by international authority of the test explosions which are
;going on in spite of every protest. It w'xll not do to suppress
Ionly the bang, as Churchill said. What is demanded is to stop
either loud or silent radio-active poisoning of the world atmo-
sphere and of the clouds that pour the rain for man and beast
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' and plants. The world has some rights in spite of the fears of

Ell::s grgﬁt li)otwelr Qf agg':l:ss‘ion by another and their mutual dis
- -1t s ‘truly. scandalous that these tests could i )
| :A}rxhen eminent men of science, one after another have ot o
S e-grav&dgggc.r to world health and to f'utu,
;hc clearest ;?ossxble language that men of scien
1'can .1‘0t: bcl;cvc that any civilized nation cou
. ,dgn;g ‘that has ‘been adduced and which is a
day. ' The News Chronicle (March 24), wy
nuclear radiation, says ,

‘have pointed out
re generations in
ce can command.’
Id ignore the evi-
Y ccumulating every
writing on the effects of
~ nuclea ’ : * Professor i
:rgeszpf;{lsiz);ci:nuc!ear scientist, . says. if Oiﬁla;;t?:lecxglerlt;tccjt: nfi
S }i;endz.;t; .Z;yr:z;é gubhshed t}}is‘moming that it is imperatz’:
the . da tésts he dose of radiation we have all received from
Jucleas e ‘kp ate, a‘nd the rate at which this dose is increas-
g"wzuldc75n1?1w1: to the Government and published.” .
o ol ld— omb tcsts.ovcr the next 30 years bring evefy-
1. the world to the ‘point where many children might be

born mentally or physi :
kit ysically- deft .
Professor Rotblat thinks it m};y';eosx:) ed forgenerations to come ?

Scientists is_similarly alarmed over

" the future. i
ut{éru:;;fhinBut (cuir_n both sides of the Atlantic the Governments
: ‘ g and reassuring statements
thir . No Go
dc;cntly dz_um the benefit of the doubt in s e T 1t oo
favour as defence lawyers do in criminal cas
humanity is apprehended
- not be done. :

The Federation of American
possible genetic disasters of

uch a case in its own
0 ases. Where danger to
Yy men ?f science, the thing should
- It was reported that an attempt was made on b |
ehal ia|
f,:t ;}__x:a;z(:;t ft;::nonwcalth Conference of Premiers tfooi‘;i? il:
ntcenatior greement -at  once that all these test explosions
_fv;c: the stopped, but the attempt did not go through p'Surcl
en .
i e o of sl weor
further | ; } > ons may well be stopped at
ones morirr; ;:v;:‘; gt‘hatI;}cxlt; :(;r:;ti%z{(;g nuclear weapons ;r)é)quires
“a lot more of ¢ vould grant that ing i
;;:;Zle b;;tllf.ﬁdd \V}ll soon become necessary as ntss Zxﬁ:xlut}cl);
‘.neécssarys évmlstbcqu(xivalent to batt}e practice ! Tests may be
;so T . eve re u'cefthc Intensity or the area of destruction
s a8 to ;pnvcptanahsc the new weapons. Whatever be the .
mo ive }c:xj pgccssxty, the cold war Powers have no right to disre .ar:;
the rig ts of the world to continue in good health and ingthc
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prospect of successive uncontaminated gencrations of men and
women being born. '
There are people in the world with a conscience that is
troubled. There are others who do not suffer at all this way.
The bombing of Japan at the close of the last world war is troubling
the conscience of America. The point is irrelevant for the pre-
sent issues. Indeed all matters relating to past history, where
men and rulers have committed mistakes are irrelevant, when
we propose to do something to correct all those errors and to
avoid future calamities. All the same, America is proud of her
ideals, past and present, and anything that goes to the detriment
of her moral position has a tendency to cause pain. Let me
dwell on it for a moment. There is no question about the fact
that the use of the atom bomb over Japan followed closely upon
a successful test in a desert and that two bombs were burst one
after another with only a very short interval, August 6 and
August 9 of 1945. About the advisability of this atomic bomb-
ing there was just an exchange of information in an informal
awvay between the President of America and Churchill. ~ Stalin
was kept uninformed till the last moment. It was felt that some-
thing should be mentioned to Stalin. This was perhaps done but
nothing was conveyed beyond a vague and ununderstandable
hint. One could understand this because the American Govern-
ment then was not sure whether such valuable, sccret and dan-
gerous progress in military science could safely be conveyed
to Russia even though at the moment she happened to be an
honoured ally.
: It does not matter, however, whether it was the entire res-
ponsibility of America or it was shared by others. The moral
issue is not altered on that account. So far as we arc concerned,
if it was wrong, it was wrong whether it was done by onc or more
than one or by all of them. The crime of Japan was that she
‘was on the wrong side during this war. A further crime m the
lopinion of the West was that although Germany had been com-
ipletely crushed by that time, Japan’s courage could not be over-
_ ]"whelmed by defeat and that some groups among the Japancse
| nation were prepared for mass suicide rather than for uncondi-
' tional surrender. This was called fanaticism and so any new
' ,nonstrous weapon could be permitted by Christian morality.
-, More American lives could not be sacrificed to meet this fanaticism
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?i&ilscn:)gh a;l pc;wcr had been knocked out of Japan by that time
8 est 1 refer to Churchill’ i ible
i bis o L efer urchill’s narrative and as far as possible
“ A more intricate i
‘ question was what to tell Stalin
‘,P:e&dent and I no .longcr felt that we needed his aid to c;)n:l};:
12 fa;l d A devastating attack on Japan had continued from thcj
o thn sea. - Among the principal targets were the remnants
o eOJapanese ﬂce_t now dispersed for shelter in the inland
Jul;, ﬁln(:be one big ships were picked out and by the end of
€ Japanese navy had completel i
homcland ot Ju ' pletely ceased to exist. The
. pan was 1n chaos and on th
> : ' e verge of coll .
; he ﬁ;'ofessxonal diplomats of Japan were ccnvingccd that a(f)rfle
s‘nuna ediate surrender under the authority of the Emperor coulc}if
p ve‘_]apan from f:omplcte annihilation. The only point the
hap.':‘mesa were particular about was the saving of the Emperor’s
‘sct:lxtqll)xr‘.t‘théls was known to the allies. A message hadp been
y the Emperor to Stalin. It had not bee
; . n addressed proba-
gly beca:xse it was not clear to the Japanese then to whoIr]rrlotl?e
wx}:;}:g?t)r s letttf:r (sihould properly be addressed ; but Stalin knew
contained and it had been delivered b
) y the Japan
z‘q:ll)lass?}d;ré RIt \Ivas meant either for Stalin or the %rfsid;i
L the U.5.5.R. It stated that Japan could not
was .then called ‘ unconditional surre ieh onctaded e
then nder,” which included th
handing over-of tl.’lC; Emperor as a war criminal but japan wa:
Src;.)arcd for admission of defeat and cessation of war. It wa
ecided .by thg z.lllxed authorities not to recognise this appca?
and to gw,e an u%tlmatum calling for an immediate ¢ unconditionaf
surr.endct_‘., Tluf‘» was published on July 26th. By that time
terrific air bombing of cities had already become familiar to th?
- world and. leaflet-throwing was also a familiar process. A large
number of leaflets were thus thrown over Japan warning her nit
-of thf; atom bomb but of destruction by bombing. In fact, as
: I have :'xlrcady stated, even Stalin was very imperfectly infom’led
and deliberately kept out of any information beyond this that a
novel weapon had been got ready and tried and would be used
i{e,;)vas not tlold about radio-active or atom action. The twc;
ombs were thrown 4 ] ‘
Dombs we v on August 6th and August 9th. We know
+ ¢ It would be a mistake to su " wri i
ppose,” writes Churchill, ** that
the fat}c of Japan was scttled by the atomic bomb. Her detzcat v,:':s-
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certain before the first bomb fell and was brought about by over-

whelming maritime power. Her metropolitan army had capitula-
ted without striking a blow. Her shipping had been destroyed.”
Now Churchill is not a negligible authority. These are the
circumstances under which I believe one is entitled to say that
there was no real necessity to use the atom bombs and the un-
necessary use was due to either of two causes. (One), that
although Japan was crushed completely it was intended to save
wasteful sacrifice of American lives in street and house to house
fighting, before she could be reduced to complete possession
and therefore the new weapon and its horrors had to be exhi-
bited, or (two), tae irrepressible urge of scicnce to demonstrate
itself when the ground for the demonstration was all clear. My
own view is that the second cause prevailed and that the political
authorities of America were induced to accept the decision to
use the bomb by reason of this urge operating on those who were
aworking on military science. Those who have lived and worked
for science and research in the mechanical arts can understand
the intensity of the urge to which I refer. Progress in science is
based on the natural force called curiosity. There is an equal
and obverse force operating in science, the hunger for demons-
tration of what has been discovered. But again I wish to remind
-you that this is irrelevant for the present discussion of policy.
One who believes in the Law of Karma may well attribute the
present tension and the pain and anxiety now suffered by all the
victorious allies to the moral conscquence of crimes committed by
the triumphant allies. Triumph leads to delusion and error. As
a result of that American use of the Atom and following it, science
has progiessed ; but equally rapidly has the Law of Karma
ipursued those who triumphed. Little consolation it is for those
iwho do not belicve in the Law of Karma to be told all this and
;perhaps it may even hurt.
; Leaving the Law of Karma aside, the use of the Bomb had
“ian immediate cffect on Russia, between whom and the other two
¢ victorious allies there had already begun fear and suspicion as to
| the future. Is it a matter for surprise that thc automatic result
! was a quickening of Russian scientific research to mect the newly
* demonstrated power of America ? And we have what we now
: have. We need not give the name of Karma to this. But it is
\ in accordance with the permanent pattern of human affairs.
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. My eamcst plea ‘that the nuclear weapons should be done
© away. with can be Justlﬁcd entirely on reasons of pure military
strategy and commonsense. . Apart from any question of ethics or
the future of civilization, I am convinced that it is good for
Amenca and for all the Western nations that these weapons be

- given up’ boldly, openly and as soon as possible even from the

+ point of view of their own self-preservation and future safety.
.My advice for unilateral action apart, we have now a definite,
clear and reiterated proposal- and readiness on the part of the
- U.S.S. R. that immediately all nuclear weapons should be destroy~
ed ‘and no more of them should be made. Here then is a splendid
- ppportumty for the West to accept the positidan without putting
-forward any further conditions. Let us not try to find and attri-
‘bute this to base motives or fear. This proposal unfortunately is
: strenuously’ opposed by America. - And Britain supports the
‘American unwillingness and the machinery of polmcal parties
‘and the Press have been’ successfully roped in.

Here is an incubus sitting on the world. Everybody really
‘wants_to get rid of the incubus. * But,” says America, ‘‘ the
‘world is not yet free from fear. We suspect, we distrust, we fear
‘:aggrcssxon. ‘This is the only thing that enables us to feel strong.
‘We cannot drop-it.”. Now one can understand this, if this new
,vmapon had been only in Amenca s possession.  Unfortunately it
is now with the other party also and as Churchill put it very
lgraphxcally and very :correctly, it is no use relying merely on
‘keeping ahcad in the race. ~The other side’s capacity for destruc-
~ tion, howevcrmuch less than what is ours, is yet so great that the
_difference is _irrelevant. In this admitted circumstance of
-extreme danger, if the other side definitely offers that the nevw
weapons should unconditionally be given up by all parties, is it
‘not time that we accept that offer even though America migh
reject the proposal that she should act in the unilateral, Christian
Gandhlan way.? It would be wisdom to show at least relative
courage- if not.the absolute kind of faxth that is required for uni
(latcral action,

“In spite of this, what does ‘America say? *‘ Set the balance
“right in regard to strength in conventional weapons and manpower,
before we deal with nuclear weapons.” She asks for a favourable

“balance in. conventional weapons and manpower or at least !
eanalitv hefara sha ran sivaan nuelane wranmane  Thic fn calthoe
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wise nor reasonable. There is not any reality in the idea of .
equalisation of strength in conventional warfare. One can under-
stand the ideal of total disarmament. But there is no meaning
in asking for equalisation. Equalisation between whom and whom?

‘It is a wrong assumption that the world must, for purposcs of war

appraisement, be divided solely on the issue of Communism and
anti-Communism. . The pattern of international grouping can-
not be assumed always to remain what it is now. Whatever
arrangement we make for equalisation of conventional arms on
the basis of the present pattern of friendships, it would be of no
avail if the pattern alters. Russia was with the West against
Hitler. Indeed it fought all the time in a manner which extorted
the admiration of the world. America came to help Russia and
the Yalta papers show Roosevelt was quite fond of Stalin and his
people. We cannot rely on any particular pattern of likes and
dislikes or alliance in assessing dangers and safeguards. It is
only those who lived in the Hitler days that can realise the
intensity of hatred that had been developed against Germany and
the German people as a whole. The entire nation to a man was
behind Hitler and his atrocious ways. But now the world is
ready and eager to put Germany on her feet and arm and trust
her. It is a hopeful turn in the affairs of man, and we should
welcome it because it proves that so much hatred and fear can
be forgotten by men as if it were just an ugly dream. But it also
proves the folly of relying on any particular international pattern
as a permanent thing.

Again, apart from the pattern of international grouping,
is there any commonsense behind the demand for an asscssment
‘of strength in conventional warfare? Would anybody belicve that
much time would be lost in adding to conventional strength in

quipment and manpower if the nccessity arose? Again, although
t is a matter of faith and not of recason or argument, let me say
hat I am fully convinced that the power of thc West is quite
ood enough if nuclear weapons are out of the field and there is
. no cause for fear. A great issue is involved in solving which we
; should set aside all other considerations. It is not right therefore
that the acceptance of the Russian proposal entirely to abolish
nuclear weapons by international agreement should be delayed on
grounds based on ‘hc rclatxvc strcngth in conventional arms,

P PR - . ~ war . n
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if the oﬁ'er of the U.S.S.R. in this respect stands accepted by the
West and- the great incubus is removed. Let us not revert to the
feeling that Russia has made this offer because she is weaker in
7 nuclear weapons.. Let us.-remember what Churchill has stated on

this pomtg;hlch I have already quoted. Weaker she may be to-day,
but she has enough to destroy Western civilization if she makes
- up her mind? Why did Churchill fear the Japanese suicide man ?
- When a certain point of desperation is reached, there is no question
of deterrence through self-interest. Mad courage takes the place
- of calculation and history has recorded many instances of this.

- When once this nuclear incubus is removed by solemn inter-
~ national agreement, it will not be easy, for many reasons, to revert
~to it suddenly by a party guilty of aggression. The time lag
necessarily operates. It is no reason for not doing the right thing
now.. -’

- If the world is freed from the 1ncubus of nuclear weapons,
is therc much ground to fear aggréssion and a new world war
with .conventional weapons? A set of people will tell us to be
afraid. But let us remember that the results, positive and negative,
-of war, stand much better understood now than ever before.
~ International negotiations will have a much better chance in the
present world than they had ever before. It is therefore not
reasonable to demand what is called balanced disarmament and
make it'a previous condition for doing anythmv on the nucleax'
weapon issue.

... We were told the other day that both America and India
have the common goal of peace before us. This is true but we
~ should not forget means are as important as ends. The grtat
difference between America and India is that the means Amenca,
is adopting for establishing peace on earth do not appeal to India.l
The  Daily . Telegraph wrote on March 21 : “ The pace o
nuclear rearmament is getting faster. Can it avoid becoming
furious ?  Can the pacific end prevail over the warlik
means ? >’ The Avadi Congress passed the following resolution :
** The ominous developments in respect of atomic and hydrogen,
bombs are a menace not only to world peace but to civilization
itself. - Even the experiments of the hydrogen bombs, if continued,
_ threaten; the entire world by their far-reaching and unascertained
effects, which may lead to grave and permanent damage to human
- life and civilization.  The total prohibition of the manufacture
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and use of atomic and hydrogen and other weapons of mass des-
truction is imperative if civilization is to be saved from destruction.
“This. Congress earnestly requests all concerned to bring about
a cessation of the experiments and the immediate consideration
.of this matter by the Disarmament Commission of the United
Nations.” This is the Indian position. It is no use mixing our
‘Prime Minister with the Commonwealth policy about nuclear
weapons.

The U.S.A. does not accept this and that is the issue I am
dealing with. The free world, according to American opinion,
must demand ¢ balanced disarmament’ in respect of all weapons,
and meanwhile, till an agreement is reached on balanced disar-
marment, she must continue to make, test and stock nuclear weapons.
What is the climate likely to result from U.S.A. continuing to
manufacture these weapons and making the necessary tests and
in order that they may have the necessary deterrent effect, to
announce from time to time her increasing and accumulating
strength ? This process would necessarily develop a climate
of ‘increasing fear and distrust. Can any agreement towards
disarmament grow or be given effect to in this climate ? Can
any plant of peace but fail to wither in this scorching condition ?

It is simple logic that if America and the Western Powers
cannot agree to disarmament in respect of nuclear weapons where-
in they are superior, much less could it be expected that the other
party would agree to disarmament of conventional weapons.
Stopping of further nuclear production is not an adequate offer
when you have an established present superiority. The idea
that it is easier to obtain general disarmament than to give up
nuclear weapons is based on the belief that the terror of nuclear
aveapons would induce people, by nature wicked, to do the right
thing at once. The more I examine the position, the more non-
sensical it secems to me. These ideas remind one of the country

behind Alice’s looking-glass in Lewis Carrol’s book, where if you
tran in the opposite direction, you got more quickly to where you
wished to go.

Distrust and fear are at the root of the present internatjonal
“ malaise. If we desire to change the situation, we should do some-
thing to remove the causes of fear and distrust. Maybeitis a
‘vicious circle but we should cut it somewhere and in any case, the
opposite course namely, doing that which will create more distrust
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' We were told the other day that the disarmament talks have
made some progress ; 1 should be very glad if even beginning
at the wrong end, disarmament in the true sense became a reality.
Whether they begin with nuclear weapons as I want or with con-
- ventional weapons as America desires, if a satisfactory situation
is reached we shall all be glad. »

My view that they should begin with nuclear weapons is
not a religious dogma to which I hold fast even if the other way
about succeeded. But let me read the Daily Telegraph of
March 21 : * Disarmament is a monstrous paradox. It becomes
more niecessary as the Powers move farther away from it. The
bigger the Hydrogen bombs we build, the more urgent becomes
the need to control their production and prohibit their use.
Certainly the current disarmament talks in London, which
apparently have reached a deadlock, give no cause for hope.”
The Times of March 21 said: “ The London talks have achieved
nothing, and there is no sign that the Soviet Government thinks

and fear, is no’ remcdy - But that is exactly what you are doing”
,through nuclear ‘weapons and by the stand you are taking in respect.
of them..: We are told: that ‘war -is the real enemy and not the
nuclear’ wcapons, and we should therefore all try to prevent war
and ‘meanwhile. both sides should go on making nuclear weapons:
and ratthng the sword and use the possession of nuclear weapons:
as an’ instrument of terror in order that men may agree to end
war.. Mr. Clement Attlee wrote in an article in the Daily Mirror
in: the first week ‘of March : “ Proposals for banning weapons of
mass destruction get us nowhere. - War cannot be regulated like a
football game. It cannot be humanised. It must be abolished. Delay
increases the danger that some spark may set the world ablaze.”

Is' it not absolutely absurd that we could abolish war i
such a hurry ? ‘We are asked to believe: that it is impossible
“to give up these weapons which instead of helping to win wars
certainly lead to bring civilization to an end. Yet we are asked:
to believe we can get war abolished straightway. The testimony

. . : . . . . of them as more than an opportunity to divide opinion.” The
of history is contrary to this as Mr. C. R. Srinivasan pointed out: P . PP Y ¢ oP
News Chronicle of March 21 wrote : ““Mr., Lisenhower observes
‘the other day when he presided over the address of my friend, . s . .
that the current United Nations meeting on disarmament has
the crican Consul-General. - ot nowhere.” After the oncurrent ions of opinion
. .. g s vhere, e se xXpressi i
- My plea is that instead of talking of what is impossible in the: g coney expressions ol op

on the part of important London papers, it is difficult to believe
that anything has been or will be achieved beginning with con-
ventional weapons, keeping nuclcar weapons geing. :

k prescnt climate, . deceiving ourselves and deceiving others, we'
take up the lesser issue of getting the nuclear weapons out of the
way because they threaten mankind in general and not only one

warring nation or another and its interests or peace of mind. There is a report that Harold Stassen has been appointed
The - Vgcstcm thesis is that we ar¢ arming to dxfarm obtainin to a newly created post, namely an Assistant Sccretaryship for
ace throuch terror, Attractive epigra s atic forms’of s eechg Disarmament. Much hope has been expressed over this gesture.
'}l;f“ they uﬁll not help to comgr% what is s cholofr) 1c.111’ But an important British paper has cxpatiated on this appointment
ibl bpl And f ley .2 1 U in a way which leads one to think that it is just a budgctary job
ltg)f(:s:s‘t < l:{:? ;.’f’:;s;rlil;y ssc:‘sc d“lj cl;rcit: s? dest I:n:rg::ﬂtcl?: .to reduce unnecessary and overlapping expenditure. Since
“enough of it on either si dcp::lthough (z,nc may have more of it *acco'rding to American policy nuclear weapons have come to
N < -
' . . . stay, much expenditure on the old-fashioned weapons 1
-than the other.  Winston Churchill said truly the other day that ‘ cuty,out and sopsomeone has to work Onl th'd \\Sﬁp © i .Colu (il lic
‘%4t is no use relying on keeping ahead in the race of nuclear lany h > Di ¢ di t‘ls' IOCS s e (Z
L . . . any hope ? Disarmament in one direction plus rearmamen
weapons.. The production is rapidly reaching the point of no . NI
weapons.. | p . piCy g e p ! | in another and worse direction is not much of an improvement.
return, when the other side’s capacity for destruction, however- The Archbishop of York, Dr. Garbett J h d
"much less than ours w1ll be so great that the dlﬂ'crence will be ) . Lors T Dabet, made a fremendous
jrrelevant.” | ! ] P speech in support of the British H-Bomb programme. He repeated
“The - British war-horsc has understood the posmon Vet the American thesis that the nuclear weapons will provide a good
. ¢ . . ) . .
he wants Britain to make more H-bombs as if America had not umbrella beneath which the work of peace-making can be continued.

cnough I ody. ; \ - T am affraid that this thesis has found a.great deal of hasty accep-
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tance in British thought, in spite of. previous doubts and native
commonsense. The leaders of all the political parties in Britain
have rallied round this policy of Peace through terror with remark-
able unanimity. The fear of a world war starting with aggression
by the US.S.R. has seized the Western mind and is leading it
blindly to“very erroneous policies which take it in a direction
contrary to where civilization has to go. We have a repetition
of Hitler’s days when the fear of Jewish conspiracies brought so
much calamity into being.

In order to support the thesis of apprehended aggression
and- the consequent need for poing on with nuclear weapons
as' a deterrent force, we are referred to three grounds.

The Western Nations have had the experience they say, of
what happens when they are weak. They have seen, they say, -
how ' their weakness tempted Hitler to aggression, Secondly
they refer to the temporary unpreparedness of America which
led to the Northern attack on Korea. Thirdly, they point out how
Czechoslovakian freedom was trampled upon by Soviet Russia.

- As this fear of aggression is at the root of the unwillingness
to give up nuclear weapons, it is important though unpleasant
to analyse the position in respect of these three grounds. First
about Hitler. Would it not be better to agree completely to
forget those days ? Have not all nations including Russia learnt
lessons from Hitler and from the war against Hitler ? Is it sensible
to assume that the U.S.S.R. will repeat the errors of Hitler ?
‘The history of no nation is so clean as to enable us to refer to past
history for present purposes. Indeed I would suggest that the
policy of hugging nuclear weapons is itself a dangerous copy of
Hitler’s vast errors. ;

Then as regards Korea, is it so completely clear that th
partition of Korea into North and South was so good and per
'manent that we should consider any attempted unification to b
-aggression ? - Of course, all violent efforts are to be condemne
‘but can we.maintain that the use of violence to unify Korea shoul
be deemed as a proof of unalterable Communist aggressive spirit 'f‘}
I think it is unfair to use what happened in Korea as a ground for
holding on to these new dreadful weapons.

The third ground for apprehending Communist aggression
is what happened to Czechoslovakia. Even before the war came
to a conclusion, soon after the Allies smelt victorv. therc was a
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deplorable competition among the powers whose coalition had been
forged only for the purpose of defeating Germany and was therefore
not deep-rooted enough to last.  There was a race between Britain
and America on one side and Russia on the other to occupy ground

_with their armies which they respectively believed to be either their

just reward for sacrifices suffered or necessary for national security.
Czechoslovakia was all through that period, assumed to fall within
the Soviet zone. Czechoslovakia was at the very outset taken
under Soviet control. What happened subsequently is not
televant. Czechoslovakia was ‘liberated” but the earliest oppor-
tunity was taken by Soviet Russia to regain what she felt to be her
ﬁpwn. I am not taking sides. I wish nobody played with the
freedom of nations in the manner in which it has been done.
My point is what happened in Czechoslovakia is not adequate
renson to feel that the moment nuclear weapons are now given
up Soviet Russia will start aggression again against the West and
will not abstain from throwing the world into a fresh world war.
i Past history in respect of Czechoslovakia cannot thercfore
help us to come to correct conclusions as to what we should now
do to save civilization. The Yalta disclosures have served if
nothing else, one good purpose—that we should not now rake
up what was thought or said or decided upon or done in the flush
of victory in those ugly days of ambition, hatred and folly. I have
1o objection to reasonable suspicions and reasonable vigilance,
But I object to the misanthropy of unalterable distrust and un-
controlled, unreasoned fear. These arc our real dangers and
seal enemies.  We should not allow worry and suspicion to develop
into madness and anti-civilizationist folly. I have no objecticn
io defence plans. But I object to blind faith in retaliation as an
effective form of defence or ‘deterrence’ as intimidation is now
venamed. Retaliation has been sufficiently demonstrated to be
10 defence.
We cannot assumc at one and the same time contrary psy~

-chologies in our enemy. We believe that he is so madly aggressive

that he will forget all lessons of history and create a new world
war. . At the same time and contrarily we believe that talk
about total destruction will deter him. Deterrerce requires

foccasional use of the bombs and that is fatal,

1 object to anybody assuming that the U.8.S.R. will proceed
beyond her present boundaries and start a world war even if we,
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by mternauonal agrcements ‘drop all nuclear weapons on both
sides. -1 want nations to pursue the path of friendship, to be

. cautious but to be friendly, to watch each step and go forward
“in the path of trust and friendship.

contrary }vay, vz, to create terror, hoping it will deter the enemy .

I want nations not to go the

from" doing what is wrong. I do not want nations to announce

- and rehearse preparations to evacuate cities when nuclear attack
_is threatened. All this does not create an atmosphere for friend-
““liness to grow. ‘I do not believe that there is any danger so great

y

‘)_
3

as to bring about a feeling of desperation. The weaker party i

' always likely to get this and then he will not mind the consequences

: conventlonal weapons. |

and do what we just do not want him to do.
1. do not want Government departments to be talking about
the vast power that lies in the atom to do good, when it is irrelevant

and premature and is _]ust counter-propaganda against the growmg.

" world opinion that it is cowardly to be occupied irr producmg
instruments for mass killing by pressing a button without even
the compensation of pexsonal sacrifice and risk, which went wx(h

!

No one hates nuclear Energy as such ; no one hates atomit

*_power. or constructive uses thereof when such uses are ready to be

;:

brought into operation. But the talk of such matters undertakeﬁ
by the political-and military arms of a Government serve only as
v propaganda. ¢ ;
I do not approve of people talking about the ‘atomic agc
‘havmg arrived and to believe and make others believe that there
x‘ no escape from it. I am wholly against men throwing the blamé
ox‘\v abstract phrases when what counts is human action or human
forhearance. - The atomic age comes through the activities of men,

. not ‘.)y itself. . We want it to come in one way and not in another

- ~way. " I do not approve of people talking of the atomic age having

come in order to make people accept a nuclear weapon policy.
It is our business to see that the atomic age in this sense does not
come, - Such talk is a form of escapism, throwing the blame on
“'the age, asif we were compelled to it by some supernatural agency,
“We should not develop a kindly attitude towards evil saying that
" evil has come 10 stay. |
An mcxdcntal matter is that the preparation of nuclear’

. weapons by the great powers leads to a considerable quantity of
by-products which are most deleterious to local health. A lnt
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of these by-products are accumulating in the countries manu-
facturing nuclear weapons and have to be got rid of. They carry
radio-activity. It is possible to utilise them to good purposes
abroad. Now what happens if we buy such stulf ?  We get
radio-active cnergy but we co-operate with the manufacture of
nuclear weapons by the cold war nations, which is bad. 1 would
rather prefer waiting to manufacture radio-active material our-
selves without co-operating with evil.

If any official reports lead people in America to think that

_there is in India a want of goodwill for America, it is entirely due

to the stupidity or impatience of those impression-gatherers.
‘There is deep-rooted respect and gratitude and even partiality
for America among intelligent sections in India. Indeed they
are unwilling to do anything that is likely to give the impression
of antipathy to America.

“1 do .not think,” wrote Bertrand Russell in a rccent book,
¢ that the sum of human misery has ever in the past been as great
as during the last 25 years,” and the reviewer of Russell’s book
adds, “ with the latest advance in technique it looks as if we might
surpass even that achievement. It is literally true that if the species
were to exploit to the full the resources of destruction now at its
disposal, it would be the end of humanity as we know it.”

There is irremediable catastrophe facing the world. Yet
the ‘realists’ will not listen to Bertrand Russell or to the evidence
of the greatest men of science or even to smaller men of the world
among whom I claim to be one. Is America to be the nation
Erovidence has chosen for the melancholy task of perfecting and
using this last weapon of destruction and bringing about the
supreme climax in the brilliant play of civilization that man born
out of the ape had in his foolish conceit, started cnacting ?

Again and again comes up the question of realism. Can
there be anything more unrealistic, T ask, than this notion that
1ve can defend ourselves through retaliation when we know that
there is enough and more of these weapons on both sides ? Which
master strategist will arrange the sequence of retaliatory measures
so as to prevent, onc after another, American civilization from
being utterly destroyed, British civilization from being utterly
destroyed, Russia from being utterly destroyed and all hope of
civilization in Asia from being similarly destroyed ?  Captain
Liddell Hart, one of Britain’s most eminent experts on war, has
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roundly condemned all these defence plans as absurd, insane and
lunatic. ““ After devoting forty years to the study of warfare,””
says Captain Liddell Hart, he has now to face up to the fact that
“ this accumulated -knowledge has become useless, that any war
in the atomic age would lead to the destruction of all the hations
coucerned.” - Now- this conclusion should not be used by either”
side mérely to threaten the other side. It should be utilised to
come to' only one conclusion, that this new defence scheme of
retaliatory ‘use of nuclear weapons should be given up. The way
should be shown for the abnegation of this folly as soon as possible,.
. while still it can be shown. It should be obvious to those conver-
sant with war-psychology that as soon as the lunacy begins to
~ take concrete shape, the weaker will be much more desperately
inclined to make an anticipatory attack than those who believe
they are stronger.  Here lies the greatest danger for the democratic
world. Safety-does not lie through preparation for retaliation as
far as nuclear weapons are concerned.

On the last Christmas the ‘ comfortable words’ were spoken
from Cathedral Hill and James Reston commented on it that
“for all its bickering and divisions, Washington has sought in
these past ten years to carry the message of Christmas into its
foreign policy * and that ¢ it has striven to carry the Command-
ments into its relations with other nations.” So it is that I have:
dared .to persist as I am doing, though it may lock funny for an

individual like me to play the part of adviser to great and powerful
nations. I know that there are many hearts in America and.
Britain and France beating in sympathy with what I say although
they dare not say in America as I say lest they be thought to be
communist hearts. I believe there is a fundamental loyalty tc-
the word of Christ in America such as there is not in other places-
and on which humanity’s fate hangs.

Brotherhood Week was celebrated according to a 21 years”
custom in the United States and Canada in the last week of February:
and Dwight Eisenhower who is Chairman of the 1955 Brotherhood
Campaign sent a message which contained these words : “ In the'
face of forces which work to lock each man within the prison of his-
own mind, which make friend distrust friend, nation distrust!
nation, it is imperative that we heroically, by word and deed, gave

voice to our faith : that every man is indeed his brother’s keeper,. )

that no human being in the world can escape his spiritual involve~
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ment in what happens to any other human being, that no man in
the troubled sea of mankind can be an island.”

Speech at Madras Y.M.C.A., March 1955

WHY WERE HIROSHIMA AND NAGASAKI
ATOM-BOMBED ?

I quotep from Churchill’s book in my recent speech at the
Madras Y.M.C.A. Here are extracts from pp. 441 and 442 of
I Was There by Fleet Admiral William D. Leahy (Chief of Stafl
to President Roosevelt and President Truman) with a foreword
by President Truman, October 1949 :—

‘It is my opinion that the use of this barbarous weapon at
Hiroshima and Nagasaki was of no material assistance in our war
against Japan. The Japanese were alrcady defeated and ready
to surrender because of the effective sea blockade and the successful
bombing with conventional weapons. It was my reaction that
the scientists and others wanted to make this test because of the
vast sums that had been spent on the project. Truman knew
that, and so did the other people involved. However, the Chief’
Executive made a decision to use the bomb on two cities in Japan.
* Bomb * is the wrong word to use for this new weapon. It is not
a bomb. It is not an explosive. It is a poisonous thing that
kills people by its deadly radio-active reaction more than by the
explosive force it develops. The lethal possibilities of atomic
warfare in the future are frightening. My own fceling was that,
in being the first to use it, we had adopted an ethical standard
common to the barbarians of the Dark Ages. I was not taught
to make war in that fashion, and wars cannot be won by destroying
women and children, We were the first to have this weapon in
our possession, and the first to use it.  Therc is a practical certainty
that potential enemies will develop it in the future and that atomic
bombs will somctime be used against us. That is why, as a profcs-
sional military man with a half-century of service to his Government,
I come to the e¢nd of my war story with an apprechension about
the future. Employment of the atomic bomb in war will take
us back in cruelty towards noncombatants to the days of Chengis

c.R.—3
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Khan. It wxll be a fox‘m of pillage and rape of a socxcty, done
impersonally by one State against another, whereas in the Dark
Ages it was the result of individual greed and vandalism. These
" new and terrible instruments of uncivilized warfare represcnt a
modérn type of barbarism not worthy of Christian man.’
i The above words written in 1949 by an American Admiral
‘who had so much to do with the last war have, alas, proved too
true. * Yet ‘great nations refuse to learn. They refuse to draw
the only true lesson from what has happened, but persist perversely
to come - to the, very opposite of that lesson. Such is the force
of evil and perhaps the irresistible hand of fate. When I made
~ certain observations in the Y.M.C.A. address about the urges
. that must have led to the Hiroshima and Nagasaki bombing, I
~had not been aware of the existence of such good authority for
. my -remarks ‘as the above extracts from the American Chief
of Staff’s almost contemporaneous notes and observations
furmsh ) , i '

_ Letm to The Hmc’u, Apnl 15, 1955

_INDIA SHOULD SACRIFICE U.S. AID

I am anxious that I should not be misunderstood. I am in
dead earnest. ‘What I want is not boycott but sacrifice. I want
~to inflict not the slightest injury, but I want India to be ready to
injure herself for the sake of the world.
.~ There: were people who most genuinely and strongly felt
‘that our nori-co-operation with the British Government in India
and the legislatures under that Government was wrong and involved
serious losses.  Yet if we had not stuck to it and carried it out,
courageously facing the obloquy and misunderstanding and
‘suffering the losses and sacrifices, we would today have been still
-a British dcpendcncy, and English rulers and Anglo-Sa.xon personnel
“in the main services would have still held us in effective obedience.
Or we would have given away the initiative to Communists and
- been’ walléwing in the morass of disorder and subversion on the
~one side, and on the other side subjected to intense repression by
British authority, as witness the conditions in Malaya.
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We would not have had independence. And there would
not have been fres Burma and dominion status in Ceylon. In
fact, Asia would have been quite a different picture from what
it is today but for the firm policy followed by India under the
leadership of Gandhiji and the independence we have thereby
secured.

There were most convincing arguments advanced even then
by worthy friends that it would be a blunder to go through the
sacrifices involved and that we were generating ill-will. That
mentality still persists in several quarters. But we sec now not
only that we have secured freedom but maintained goodwill and
friendship of the highest order both in quality and measure with
Britain.

Britain had entrenched herself  in full authority over India,
and non-co-operation with her authority and government meant
something tremendous, far more sweeping than the trifling gesture
of self-respcct that I am now advocating, viz., not to ask for or
take economic aid from an external Government.

I am not asking for the withdrawal of friendship or for the
withdrawal of even the smallest assistance we might be able to
give to the U.S.A. on our part, or even non-co-operation as a
whole or in any extensive sense. All that I ask for is that while

-we are pleading on behalf of the world for sanity and restraint

.on the part of the U.S.A. in her efforts to strengthen her defenccs,
-‘we should not nullify the earnestness of our protest or render our
displeasure into hypocrisy by accepting monetary assistance from
the same party. Let it be remembered that what I suggest is
very limited in time as well as in scope.

If we could recover and maintain goodwill and cordial friend-
ship and mutual trust with the.British Government and British
wmen and women after non-co-operation for 27 years and all that
it implied, surely there need be no alarm on account of what I
have suggested. It cannot and will not lead to dangerous or
deadly ill-will or cven loss of goodwill. Far from it, we shall
have earned the respect of the Americans for I know they have, with
all their faults, a keen and just emotional understanding. As for
the cause, it is a great one, a world cause, onc for which we might
sacrifice this and much more.

Our need for cconomic aid is great. Hence the sacrifice
is real, and hence its power. If we give up what we can casily
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2?&:?;0" give up there is no sacrifice or sanction in it. On the
: res : .a‘nd,r sacrifices for great and good causes ultimately never
Suit in harm. Surely we shall gain in the net result provided
- We are brave and honest. ,
; Wi'tml;:;:en as 1 say to the Americans that, had they not gone on
i had th el\ganhattan project, had they never worked on the atom,
ey never made these nuclear bombs, they would yet have
. ,:...WQI} ?hc war as they did and the U.S.A. would have held its present
. - Position without the slightest doubt, I say to my countrymen that
- we Wc.luld be on our steady uphill path to progress and prosperity
;:.e"er} if th¢ U.S:A. never offered us economic aid. Surely those
‘:'_Who seem to be alarmed over my suggestion do not believe that
< 'we would perish but for the U.S. aid that is offered.
o What I say about American aid, I need not point out, applies-
= to.a hypothetical case of U.S.S.R. aid. : :
R There is no time to be lost. The matter is most urgent, for
, ﬂ'}?— rl‘ec.klcss cumulative poisoning of the world and the dangerous
}’-fllSSefnmation of deleterious matter into the world’s atmosphere
. 1S.going on. 1t is as foolish to imagine that by scattering into the
moving air-or into the seas these deadly anti-biotics and monster-
Producers we get rid of the evil, as it is foolish for common folk
to believe that by spitting out tubercular spittle into the broad
. Toads or sending infected clothes to the laundry we get rid of
-, danger to public health, '

pleasant and a long lecture at the end is not exactly what is indicated
for relieving the tedium. A string of platitudes on the unquestioned
importance of character and discipline which one has heard or
read so often until they have lost their meaning does not, I am
afraid, rouse much interest. Every Convocation address by
whomsoever given covers a wide range of subjects leaving nothing
untouched. On one occasion when I deliberately avoided this
plan, a retired Headmaster came down upon me and wrote a
critical letter to the Press condemning my speech for not being as
comprehensive as a Convocation address should be. I think it
is time some University gave a bold lead and dropped the Convoca-
tion address altogether and substituted for it some lighter and more
attractive programme devised for the occasion.

This evening I shall obediently fulfil my part, but I shall try
to avoid the subject of discipline in colleges—mnot out of despair,
my young friends, but for the reason already explained. T shall
not only avoid the subject of discipline but shall not suggest any
plans for the improvement of education. I shall deal with just
one specific matter and try to do it briefly. It is a subject that
does not concern students or college life at all and therefore 1
hope the graduates may listen with that interest which is generally
attracted by extra-mural matters.

Among the things that make the evening of my life not very
cheerful, that which distresses most is that America has not seen
her way to give up nuclear weapons. Not even does she show signs
of encouragement to others to think on those lines. The Powers
have not seen their way to give up these weapons, the use of which
it is well known will certainly destroy civilization. Even after
fully realising the consequences apprehended by the most eminent
scientists, some of them active workers in the technical field that
produced thesc weapons, the great Powers do not appear at all
able to sum up the courage required to give them up. I wonder
whether this indicates what Providence has definitely decreed for
mankind in this century. If America has not done well in this
matter, Britain has not helped at all. Negotiations by cxpert
Foreign Secretaries may take us some distance, but ultimately
it is as plain as the proverbial pike-staff that unilateral action is

: Interview with Press Trust of India, May 12, 1955

. ADDRESS TO THE THIRTY-THIRD CONVOCATION
OF THE DELHI UNIVERSITY

- MR. CHANCELLOR, Members of the Court, Professors and
. :-Graduates | 1 have had the privilege of delivering a number of
. ~Convocation addresses at various Universities. I have a feeling that
;- the graduates to whom these disquisitions are addressed are rather
bored by oft-repeated advice. It is an exciting moment for young

:pgople when they gather to receive the diplomas which classify
‘them as the elite of the nation ; but the crowding and the long
~waiting and the dull uniformity of dress all over the hall are not

the only path that can lead to the goal. Courage is another word
for trust and trust is not folly but heroism.
Two men can stand for hours together without shaking hands
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although thcy come togcther for that very purpose, if each one of’
. them suspects the other to-have his hand equipped with poisoned
- waagnaks.* - The stronger and the braver must extend his bare
hand without ‘waiting for the other to do it first.
. I wrote a letter last December appealing for unilateral action
_on the part of America to make a beginning. The New York Times
. was good enough to publish my letter on Christmas Sunday of
1954, Since then much. has happened in connection. with these
weapons altcrnatcly raising and. shattering hopes, Recently I
rcccwed a communication from the International Fellowship of
‘Reconciliation along with a copy of a preliminary report of what
they call the * Third Way * Conference, that was held in London
" early in September last. The conference aimed at promoting
.opposition to all war and to encourage nations to remain neutral.
_ The general aim of the * Third Way’ Conference may be said to
be a reiteration of the brotherhood of man.
- All 'nations ‘and” all races—black, brown, white or yellow—
are derived from the same parents. This is what the Bible tells
if I have understood it aright. Every religion tells its votaries
that we are all children of one great and good Father. Graduates !
Strangely enough “this good doctrine of religion is the conclusion
of - modern  science also. Charles Darwin in his book, The
Ongm qf Species, written after an enormous number of careful
unbiassed observations has declared that no smglc species could
possibly have started atimore than one spot in the world. So
many circumstances must combine to produce a species according
to the theory of natural evolution, that by the mathematical law
of probabilities it is impossible that it could happen at more than
one spot.  Man' accordmg to Darwin and the evolutionists was
- not evolved at various points of the earth. It could have happened
~at only one placc. 1 shall give you Darwin’s own words :—

e All the.'individuals of the same species and of the species
- of the same genus are descended from comnon parents ;

- and  therefore in however distant and isolated parts of
' the world they may now be found, they must in the course
. of suécesswe generations have travelled from one point
to'all the others.. When we feel assured that all the

A kind of stccl claws shaped hkc uzcr s claws.
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individuals of the same species and all the closely allied
species of most genera have within a not very remote period
descended from one parent and have migrated from some
one birthplace ; and when we better know the many
means of migration, then, by the light which geology now
throws and will continue to throw on former changes of’
climate and of the level of the land we shall surely be
enabled to trace in an admirable manner the former migra-
tions of the inhabitants of the whole world.”

What Darwin said is a much bigger thing covering all species of
animals. But nothing is more certain according to him than that
man who is a more complicated phenomenon was evolved at only
one point. All the men and women of the world according to
Darwin therefore are children of the same parents. Even if we
reject religion, we dare not reject science also.

In the struggle of man to survive in spite of very adverse
environments, civilization has been evolved. We have arrived
however at a counter-force, ziz., mutual war among men, and so
good men and women are seeking to end war which hinders the
onward progress of civilization.

The ° Third Way’ of the International Fellowship must in
my opinion be only a way of thought, growing into a way of life,
without any organisation behind it. To form an organisation
and a party is the surest way to ruin a good cause. The way of
thinking and the consequent way of lifc must in course of time
become a force in national affairs and thereby affect policy. It
may seem to be a slow process, but there is no quicker way and
when men begin to think sincerely, the process I have described
will not be so slow as may be imagined. The only road to peace
and goodwill is unilateral action and the guiding lamp of that
path is courage.

Friends in Canada, Britain and other countries including
America ask me, what guarantee is there that Communist nations
will not resort to atomic warfare once they see the disappearance
of America’s power to wage it ? There is and there can be no
guarantce. ‘The other side can urge the same fears and there is
no end to that kind of mutual fear. There is no devil-proof’
defence against evil, fraud or violence. Rectaliatory preparations
for violence only prolong and increase wickedness.
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ﬂ;e ég‘},xvtlstl;l ito Roint out on this occasion that the readiness to do
bégun e bng 1rrt:spcct1ve o.f whzj.t others may or may not do has
,.Cfc;‘rin . eh r?P‘_dl}f pracusec_.l in unexPcctcd quarters. I am
cular E o the anclplc of unilateral action and not to the parti-
I On‘-lthe.stlor} Qf nuf:lear weapons. The U.S.S..R. has begun to
" onerm lS }?mclplc in scyeral matters, whereas in quarters where
it ‘h’z‘{}, ng:t(:h ave expected it to be undfzrst.ood and swiftly practised,
’SVPstealin appened. To use an undignified pl\rfise, the U.S.S.R.
lﬁitiativég(; a‘march. The Govemr'nent of Russia has.takcn the
ng i, uring tht? last.fe\\.( months in several mat.ters with surpris-
Ctionp ity applying in its practice the doctrine of unilateral
g - Th €'are prone to scz.trch and ﬁn'd wrong explanations for
he ﬁro e true explanation is that Russia has seen the light and
o settI:l:‘e thcreof: Whatever be the cause, Russia is determined
.o~ Sitie down, be it out of a sense of expediency or the force of
: ;u:th i{)t:cjxfm It is not too l.atc, nor is there any hux.nilia.ti(')n involved
facture erica or Britain to make up fpr lost time in the manu-
’Th m‘?pOf this much better bomb, the bomb of unilateral action.
~1€re 1s more power in it than even in E = MC®% Moral power
18 ‘abrcality and not a mere phrase. On the other hand when there
@“n?:one to fight with, the power of explosives has no real value
b‘“ 18 2 cause only for suicidal expenditure of resources. I believe
.he ‘U.S.S.R. has seen this and is stealing a march when America
{ke the hare in the old story is sleeping on the roadside.
. - The thing to be remembered is that Gandhi and India have
;~_i-cstablished that it is no longer possible for any nation to overwhelm
+and govern a people beyond their borders if the latter are determined
D0t 10 be s0 governed. Apart from little trespasses and infringe-
Taents on the borders, the idea of one country governing another
2 f_-‘_OUf.l'fr_Yv against their will is a demonstrated impossibility. No
.;one 1s going to try it hereafter. It is therefore pure waste of
;. -resources to build up huge armaments of any kind in fear of this.
B Another fact to be realised is that trespasses and infringe-
'mc.ngs. of borders can never be met by the use of A and H bombs.
It 1s just impossible. In no case, therefore, is there any use for
wiclear weapons.  As for their potentiality of deterrence, it is a
apidly diminishing quantity sceing that it is more and more
ealised that they can and will never be used. ~
- After winning a great victory in the most terrible war of the
world’s history and reaching the highest heights of power and
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Tustre,is it not a tragedy that a sense of insecurity has scized
Americk and for ensuring safety and peace of mind she hugs to
her bosom a monster of horror and ugliness and disaster ? It is
no figure\of speech but a feeble attempt on the part of a prosaic
man to elpress the sadness that oppresses his mind. No greater
disscrvice § the world can be imagined than what has been unwitt-
ingly acconplished by America during this decade in the invention
and perfecthn and practically completed conventionalisation of
weapons that must inevitably destroy civilization and corrupt the

-very seed of man if ever they are used. I have watched America’s

steady progressin its propaganda for the abolition of the difference
between these tew weapons and those till now classed as conven-
tional weapons.

We are told'that these new weapons are not for use and are

-only for dcterring\‘ the other side from misbehaving. Meanwhile

we succeed in banghing all peace of mind, we deter real progress,
and powerful natiors not only hurt themselves but commit scrious
infractions on the rights of neutral people to an atmosphere un-
poisoned by radio-aciive elements. .

The question commonly raised in answer to my pleais : Why
do you not address your panacca to Russia ?  How can we accept
your proposal when we know that the other party will retain its
advantages ? Whetherthe onc or the other side puts this question,
it is a plea for bilateral agreement and prior performance on the
other side before anything is to be done by oneself. It is the nega-
tion of the principle of unilateral action. T have already explained
that without the readiness to take the initiative for giving up this
evil, we can never begin or accomplish anything in that dircction.
But let us see what exactly. Russia has done and is prepared to do.
She has not, it is true, offered to throw away her nuclear weapons
unilaterally. But she definitely and vepcatedly asks for an agree-
ment on the earliest date for an international prohibition of all
nuclear weapons, to which the answer of the West is : “ We cannot
trust you and therefore we cannot agree to an international prohi-
bition. We cannot give up nuclear power as without it you arc
not definitely weaker than us.”

A brief news item from New York dated November 7, giving
what happened in U.N. debates, said: *“ Another Sovict amendment
called for a ban on atom tests and prohibition of nuclear weapons.
This was rejected by 39 to 6 with 12 abstentions.”
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I have not in the whole penod of my life read anyfhing so
depressmg as the views expressed in the British and American
Press about. the xmtxatxvcs on other connected mattery recently
taken by Russia. . Frowns were disliked ; now smiles argsuspected
and . carxcatured :Sphinx faces, the only other alternitive, were
always dlshkcd - Every good gesture is systematically suspected
‘and cancathrcd in the international press. This is net the way to
“develop tmst or friendliness or goodwill. It is tragif the way the
West is going. '
, In a change-over from enmity to friendlinesy every gesture
towards the'latter can be interpreted as a sign of feakness, but it
‘is ‘not right or wise to put that construction and by ridicule or
contempt mp in the bud every good though bylated attempt at
friendliness. :
' Mr. Dulles said recently : When there is §sense of msecurxty
and when arms. consequently seem needed, imitation of arma-
ments is virtually unattainable.” Can ther¢ be anything more
categorical or more depressing ? What a thought to go with, to
-discuss disarmament at Geneva ! And the (lasgow Herald quoting
this statement of Mr. Dulles with much satsfaction adds: “The
‘West will retain its nuclear superiority znd the Soviet bloc its
_man-power advantagcs until mutual cony dence is sufficient for
both sides to begin to dispense with safcguards > The London Times
‘welcomes the relaxation of tension on the basis of what it. calls
“military equilibrium and insists that th’e former is dependent on
the latter, that is to say, the Cold War and nuclear weapons must.
continue as permanent elements of the world atmosphere. Deter--
rence is declared to be the settled official foreign policy of America.

and this is printed on donated space in bold advertisement type

in the New York' Times (International Edition) And we know
that deterrence ’ is ‘another word for a race in nuclear armament..

I have used strong language. But when human civilization.

is threatened according to the testimony of the most reliable and
well-informed and qualified men in the world, is it not time some’
one uses strong language ?

. It is not a noble approach to interpret the Russian insistence:
‘on priority for the question of prohibition of nuclear weapons as a
sign of weakness or as a trick to secure a secret advantage. Almost
all men of science join in that demand for a prohibition of nuclear
weapons, apart from the question of equalisation of strength as

™
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between East and West. It would be wrong to attribute stupxdxty’
or want of patriotism to men of science.

I am not unaware that the problem of world-peace involves
many issues which I have not touched. There is the great German
issue. And in the East there arc the problems of China itrredenta,
viz., Formosa, and the steady Communist drive towards the southern
seas with armed backing. I have however deliberately restricted
myself to one matter because that matter affects the physical basis
of life itself and of civilization apart from international peace ;
and also because by its nature this matter permits of no delay,
for the world is being steadily poisoned by the new armament
programme and the experiments and processes involved thercin,

Friends ! What I have said I wrote out somc days ago so
that the Registrar may have it printed.  Some things have happened
since then and much has been said by the men that govern the
affairs of nations. But they only confirmed my depression. The
sentiments expressed by important lcaders of the West and by the
great newspapers of America and Britain after the break-up of
the last Geneva meeting are even more depressing than what had
been said before to which I made reference at the outset.

Those who have received their degrees to-day have listened
to words that represent the gravest apprehensions and thoughts
of one who still deems himself an understanding friend of the
western people. May Providence bless us and enable the peoples.
of the world to secure the peace of mind that is necessary for
progress.

Graduates of the Year ! I invoke on your behalf the blessings
of God and of the Rishis who built the enduring culture of our
land and, in particular, of the last of them whom we call the Father
of the Nation.

November 26, 1955
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UNILATERAL ACTION

IN Cd{mectlon with nuclear weapons sometime ago I pleaded
for an apprec1atxon of an ancient tactic against evil—that one
“Tmust do the right thing without waiting for the ¢ other fellow.’
;MY lctter to the New York Times fell on sceptical ears as far as
;gqvcmrlncnt was concerned. Private men and women in America,
f,.I, believe a very large number, were in agreement but they felt it
“was not their job but their government’s.

In this world, the unexpected often happens. The a-moral
‘gOVcrnment of the U.S.S.R. has accepted the principle of unilateral
‘Aaction. Tt has successfully seized the initiative. It has announced
.and proceeded with unilateral action in many important matters
and now publicly presses for the adoption of that principle by all
mations concerned in World-disarmament. This attitude has met
“with "cold and cynical reaction instead of encouragement and
imitation or co-operation. Instead of welcoming this great and
‘hopeful line of action, the Western nations actually plead against
it and protest that what is wanted is agreement and simultaneous
multilateral action.. To those who cling to the ancient faith
that right ever wins and not might, this is a sad and grievous
“disappointment.

Some of us thought that the West being professedly Christian
‘would be the first to understand. But the ways of Providence are
mysterious and it may be that this is God’s way to humble the proud.
An a-moral government has proved to be the better Christian !
I 'do not say that Russia has accepted the full moral doctrine of
.umlateral action. But she has, I believe, scen the expediency
«of it. She has realised the necessity of it for getting out of the
present fatal entanglement. To realise the practical necessity
‘of a step and to have realised it so clearly as to begin to act on
°that basis in spite of the risks, is the first step to a more complete

acceptance of the moral doctrine. Tt is wrong to indulge in belitt-

:lmg what Russia has done and is doing, when we are not prepared
to do even 50 much.
-+ Mankind was blessed wnh a brain constituted for co-operation

UNILATERAL ACTION %2

and peaceful progress. Isit nota pity that after so many millennia,

‘men are full of fear of one another ? Andin this we are worse

than our fellow-beings that are not blessed with our brains and
have no speech—the beasts of the forest and the birds and reptiles.
With all our tremendous advantages we have not learnt the way
of peace and look out for caves in which to hide against human
enemies and are engaged in manufacturing poisons and making
monstrous contrivances to kill one another that we and our pro-
perties may be safe.

Yet we all know for certain, not even the armament-indus-
trialists would deny it, that men and women of all nations fervently
believe in and desire peace and mutual trust and heartily hate
the opposite. The saddest and strangest paradox of human
civilization 1s this contradiction between what we all desire and
what notwithstanding that desire we do. And it is a tremen-
dously expensive contradiction, and a most perilous one.

Fear is eating into the vitals of all the proud nations. The
humble have no means to make armaments of  deterrence’ and
cannot afford to indulge in what fear dictates. There is what I
may call alaw of abstinence, by which if we do not feed an emotion,
the emotion dies of starvation. The poorer nations of the world
have therefore learnt to beless afraid and are comparatively happier
than the prosperous and great.

The human family is however one and the progress of
invention has brought about a total unity of human disaster.
Madness at any point in the world will involve the whole of it in
utter disaster. The peril is imminent. I respectfully appeal to
my friends in the Peace Groups throughout the world to give a
concrete shape to the Pacifist movement, concentrating on the
most dangerous aspects of the present cold war, rather than con-
tenting themselves with preaching the doctrine of not bearing
arms and losing themselves in a vague effort to prevent all armed
conflicts.

War has been prevented as Bertrand Russell expected.  But
the prevention is worse than the disease.  The most urgent
problem is the particular evil of nuclear armaments. T would
appeal to all friends of Peace to concentratc on this and
carry on a vigorous campaign for the furtherance of the way of
unilateral action which is the only way in this as in other things.

Can all the nations who are not in any particular war of aggres-
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~sion or defcncc rest completcly assured about the marksmanship
of ‘nuclear combatants and assume that the guided missiles will
- not err-but will always reach only the intended targets ? Human

" experience has demonstrated - that despite .every caution errors

“happen and ' can - produce unintended and irreparable harm to
“those who have nothing to do with the particular war.

"+ All intérnational morality seems to have come to an end.
1 The poweré"arc engaged in a programme of continually poisoning
¢ the air and the waters of the world, disregarding the rights of

" nations against whom no war has been declared. In the name of
‘ipreparatxon for. security against possible aggression, wholesale
. and reckless aggression is practised against the whole world, dis-

.~ regarding the protests of those who are not parties in the cold

* . -war and who sufler irreparable damage by this programme. The

“highest scientific authority backs their objection, but it is not heeded
“and unconvincing explanations are occasionally given as dope.

What Mr. Gromyko has said about the plan of aerial inspection

- s true. The proposal was no doubt well-intentioned, but there

- is no doubt that such inspection will only promote the °lust’
“for further invention and inflame the passion to make deadlier

things than what the ‘ other fellow * has. There is no use harping

- on aerial mspectxon and taking no action meanwhile. The hour
*has struck .for seizing the offer made by Russia. When earnest
men and ‘women. pray, the needed courage will arrive. What

moral initiative has been lost to Russia cannot now be recovered,
but we can save further loss by the courage not to be ashamed

“and to do all we can even now.

Peace News, London, July 27, 1956

; 'QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS :
-+ TELEGRAM FROM Rapio Moscow

DEAR SIR, Radxo Moscowls circulating a questionnaire among

. public and political figures of different countries of the East and

- the West. - The questions that we have decided to address are
the following :—

3)) What is your attitude towards peaccful co-existence ?
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(2) What are in your opinion the possibilities of a solution
of the disarmament problem ?

(3) What do you think about the proposal to stop nuclear
‘weapons tests ?

We shall be very grateful if you will kindly take part in
this discussion by correspondence,

REerLY

Question one : Peaceful co-existence is a sound policy and is
the first step towards good mutual understanding and world progress.

Question fzwo : Disarmament in the total sense is, in the present
circumstances, even of internal affairs in unsettled countries, impos-
sible. Tt has been now established beyond doubt and demonstrated
by experience that no nation can be governed by another people
against their will. A considerable reduction of armaments is
possible and desirable in order to release resources for promoting
happiness. The U.S.S.R.’s initiative in this respect is most com-
mendable.

Question three : I have been shrieking for a total ban on all
nuclear weapons and for the immediate stopping of all nuclear
aveapon tests that cumulatively and irretrievably pollute the world
and gravely threaten to hurt the normality of future generations
of humanity., Any scientific opinion that now lamely secks to
minimise the evil is obviously a political prostitution of science.
Every proposal to stop these tests is most welcome and opposition
to it is wicked.

July 24, 1956

RADIO-ACTIVE POLLUTION

Wiy do we allow ourselves to be classified as backward and
receive aid from superior nations who generously wish to raise us ?
We are not backward and we do not wish to be gradually involved
in the doubtful superiority of all-round expensive life as indivi-
duals and as a nation. We can help ourselves to fulfil our mission
in life whatever we feel it is.

- By all means let us fit oursclves into world co-operation,
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but not as poor relations who must be silent about the bad beha-
viour of our benefactors. What I am driving at is that we cannot.
effectively  protest against nuclear armaments and radio-active
pollution of the world, if at the same time we go on taking financial
assmta.ncc from the guilty nations.

- The U.N. has refused to stay the British or any other test
cxplosmns, either in Trust Territory or elsewhere, whatever be the-
scientific evidence about the lasting cumulative evil effects on the
present and future generations of the radio-active fall-outs. Ame-
rica is of course deaf to all protests. Her one consuming passion,,.
Fear, makes her blind and deaf to all else but security through.
demonstrated power to destroy inretaliation. Britain and America
who have joined in refusing to stop this process of pollution of life-
on this plariet have, we should realise, declared a nuclear war
against humanity.

In their preparations and strategies against those who, they

consider, are their potential or possible enemies, they do not care

about other people’s rights or what happens to them. Interna-
tional morality is at an end.

‘What about the Russians, it will be asked. They have rcpeat-

~edly and publicly declared, and have recently made it plain again,.
that they are ready to stop this poisoning process and want all the
powers to come to this decision at once, but their proposals have
always fallen on deaf ears. Instead, arguments based on mistrust.
are advanced for inspections et cefera which are likely to operate:
‘as incentives to baneful competition rather than to a termination
of this evil.

What we arc up against is not a cold war but a real hot radio.-
active war against us all. Let us recall to mind the principle
which played so important a part in our own national evolution.
We realised the truth when Gandhiji explained it to us that it is
no use protesting, when at the same time we go on taking benefits.
from the wrong-doer. We bear no ill-will but we must drive
our protest home. So long as America and Britain know that
we are gratefully receiving benefits from them, our protests can

~have no effect. Indeed I go so far as to say that we must be taken
to be co-operating with them in these test explosions so long as we:
“receive aid from them. Do we really deem the value of these
benefits that we receive from them to be much greater than the
evil that these nuclear tests are, or is it mere thoughtless drift ¥
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If we desire that our protests against this continuous radio-active
pollution should be taken seriously, we should forego assistance
from those responsible for the obstinate disregard of those
protests.

If we are resolved on fighting a great evil with moral weapons
we must be prepared to suffer losses and privations as a result
of our opposition. That is how we fought the British. It is time
we face the issue squarely. We should declare that these activities
of nuclear powers are acts of aggression and we should demonstratc
our conviction by readiness to forego something that is valuable
for the sake of that conviction. If our national plans of develop-
ment are going to succeed, certainly they will not fail for our
foregoing these benefits and because we reconcile ourselves to
some consequent delay in the execution of our plans. Maybe
this sacrifice will put more spiritual content into the propaganda
about our plans. It will be linked to a world-benefit and to a
great moral issue.

Swarajya, July 28, 1956

HIROSHIMA DAY 1956—A MESSAGE

AvcusT 15 is our Independence Day. But August 6 before
that is the anniversary of Hireshima. On that day the pilot
trial of the atomic bomb took place. Japan can never forget it,
for on that day began what is called the atomic age by those who
think it is a good thing.

Every new organisation or factory has its debris to be disposed
of, and the debris of the atomic reactors will ruin the world, unless
we invent a way of shooting it all into the moon, there to stay !

A trust area has been created near Japan for the victorious
nations of 1945 to carry on their explosions and {urther researches

,into the speediest way of ending human progress.  Japan’s suffering

has not ended with Hiroshima.

May God grant to the men in power among the great nations
the light that can come only from above. Let us devote August 6
to prayer that this may happen.

George Kennan, an eminent publicist of Amcnca, former U.S.

C.R.—%
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Ambassador to thc Sowet Union, rcccntly said that * the image
of a’Stalinist Russia poised and yearning to attack the west and
deterred only’ by our. possession. of atomic weapons was largely
a creation of our own imagination against which some of us who
were familiar thh Russian matters tried in vain over the course
of years to make our voices heard.” - Even America may shed her
fear df the U.S.S.R. once Heaven so wills it.

AL the science doctors that were honoured with the Nobel
award have warned, but:it will be all in vain unless God wills
that pohtlcxans should think otherwise. May He so will it, let us
pray on August 6 o

TAMING THE BOMB

" MILITARY actwmcs in rescarch on both sides at present appear
to- be assxduously engaged in the designing of relatively milder
nuclear weapons. ;' The race for destructive capacity has defeated
its.own purpose. | So now, the object is to produce weapons which
while serving-to destroy on a more extensive and effective scale
than ' conventional weapons will yet not be so greatly destructive
as to invite reprisals from the other side against city populations.
The idea is-to utilise nuclear energy for warfare but to tame it to
a lower level in order to keep off the total horror. The nuclear
powers have stocked enough thermo-nuclear bombs of the civili-
zauon-datroymg type ready on each side, if it comes to it, for
retahatory use. The capacity of these is so monstrous that com-
pared to them the Hiroshima and Nagasaki bombs are mere
chxldrcn s toys. .

~All this wealth of satanic weapons has however achieved
nothmg, for their very power of total destruction bars their use.
The law that makes. human wishes vain has operated. Hence
the present drive is for the making and tcstmg of weapons that
can be considered ©usable.’ The objective is to make bombs
as well ‘as thc .means of effectively delivering them, such as will

confound and incapacitate the enemy without cnraging him to the

pomt of an insane reprisal involving city populations. The hope
is that a nuclear war can be designed which will not mean the
wiping out of civilization as predicted by the scientists. Professor
Raymond Aaron seems to think that this is possible. But the hard
truth is that war in the atomic age cannot be limited in this manner.
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“The use of nuclear explosives even if either side starts with only
the milder types will lead to the total horror that is sought to'be
avoided. The belligerent who feels he is in a dangerously inferior
position will surely have recourse to what is sought to be kept
out of the programme. The attack on city targets with high-grade
thermo-nuclear bombs is bound to follow. At the moment when
the crisis of defeat is reached and surrender must be faced, no
considerations will have weight enough to defer the use of the
H-bomb. The enemy is sure to use all the power he has and
-will not mind dragging all mankind into the catastrophe. We
cannot-tease and wound a tiger without making it angry.

The way to prevent the enemy from using the weapons that
will spell total horror is not the engagement of the enemy with
less horrible weapons but the renouncing of all atomic power for
destructive purposes. Tit-for-tat cannot be regulated. The tit
will at each step be bigger than the Zaf, until it reaches the total
horror plane. Nations at bay cannot be expected to preserve
sanity or consideration for others. The side threatened with utter
defeat will cease to be rational or normal.

. If what is sought to be done with milder explosives is effective
defeat, the atmosphere created by all that must happen to reach
the point will be such that it is most unlikely that any restraining
influence will be felt. The angry enemy facing defeat and surren-

“der, shame and disaster and the penalty of ‘war-crime,” will

not agree to it with self-respect but would rather disappear, taking
along with its own disappearance millions of men and women
on the opposite side and human civilization with it.

It is futile to try to devise ways of carrying on nuclear war
withont leading up to city-bombing. The monster whom the scien-
tific nations have indentured for fighting their battles cannot be
tamed to tactical requirements.

It is not as if the clever technicians at work in this new phase
of research are unaware of the futility. But they hope against
hope and are blindly led by science. Science drives them, it is
not they who drive science. Satanic knowledge has acquired
an inorganic soul-less will-power of its own which is irresistible,
And so.they are all absorbed in this vain chapter of rescarch.
Much the better occupation would be to devise a way to summon
the courage to take the initiative for unilateral renunciation of all
nuclear weapons of any sort or type. If this be not possible, let
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the nations devise steps for an agreement all round for such renun-
ciation. It is not as if this last is impractical, for there is a definite
offer from Moscow which has not been thhdrawn and which
awaxts acceptancc.

Pedce News, {;ohdon,‘ September 12, 1956

MUS"F_ NUCLEAR PREPARATIONS GO ON ?

WRrITING on the subject of ¢ Security * in a high-class journal
issued -from Harvard, Mr. James Burnham poses the question :
“Is war worse than Communism ?” He asks : “ What is at
issue ? No sane person will wish or choose all-out nuclear war for
its own sake. What then is in dispute ? The issue is, whether
twar in the nuclear age is worst of all, worse than anything ? Specifi-
cally, the issue is whether war is worse than Communism.”’

He proceeds to analyse the position and contends that the
consequences of acceptance of this doctrine that war is worse than
anything and therefore worse than Communism, would mean
surrender and the acceptance of defeat.

This appears to be a fallacious simplification of the issue of

nuclear weapons. The confusion arises over the use of the
abstract word, Communism. No one can possibly believe that
war can be a means of demolishing Communism er any other
‘jsm.’ No one seriously suggests that armed forces can hold
philosophies or ways of life. The dilemma, properly stated, would
be : “ Nuclear war or submission to force and aggression by a
Communist State.”

It is not Communism that we level our guns against. Itisa
Communist State and its armed forces that in the hypothetical
case we have to resist. Armed forces resist not Communism but
aggression, plain and simple.

.No one will deny that war is preferable as an alternative to
grave dishonour of any kind, if there be no other way of opposing
it. But other means are certainly preferable to war. Any grave
dxshonour threatened presents the same problem as aggrcssnon
by Communists—for example, to refer to a topical issue: aggression
by U.K. and France against Egypt. It must be admitted that
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- 'war is not worse than grave dishonour and grave injustice of any

kind, be it threatened by Communists or by any others. But,
should we not find other ways of meeting aggression or dishonour
rather than assume that nuclear war is the only alternative to
defeat and submission to injustice and dishonour ?

Again the issue is whether the mere apprehension of aggression
at a future time justifies the preparation for nuclear war and all
that it implies. Indeed, it implies a great deal that trespasses
on the natural rights of other peoples who are not in the quarrel.

These considerations vitiate Mr. Burnham’s logic. And
therefore, the quantitative nature of the destruction involved in
the use of nuclear weapons becomes very relevant, and is not, as
Mr. Burnham argues, irrelevant. The evidence of eminent
men of science—whose eminence is of the Nobel-Prize-proved
type and not merely of the vague and general variety—must be
accepted if the human race does not desire the annihilation of
civilization. Satire or any other literary device cannot throw
doubt on their evidence which has been publicly given without
a dissentient voice in clear and unvarnished terms.

Maybe democracy and pacifism have no valid arguments
to meet Mr. Burnham’s case for secrecy or national security.
But the nations that arc not involved in the hot or cold war have
certainly a claim to urge that has not so far been attempted to
be met, against injury done and lasting injury threatened by the
would-be belligerents. If nation A must fight or preparc to fight
nation B with diabolical weapons, is nation A justified in poisoning
people C or people D and their future generations on the ground
that it is inevitable in A’s attack or defence against B? If 1 cannot
conduct my quarrel without causing damage to my peaccful
neighbours, I must abstain from causing that damage. No one
is allowed to commit even a small nuisance to others by crecting
a factory of great importance to his own financial interests.  Inccr=
national damage is not less than what is prohibited by domestic
law, but immensely greater, and the prohibition must in that
proportion be of greater validity,

Swarajya, September 29, 1956 .



A STRANGE CONSEQ_UENCE

WHEN Amerlca begzm her rcsearch ‘in the explosive and
dcstructwe potcnual of the atom and discovered a radio-active
weapon of immense power, she thought she finally won her place
in the sun and could feel high and secure in the midst of a vastly
inferior: crowd of natlons. Alas, however, the Devil had wings
and cscaped into -the enemies’ camp. His work was in both
places thereafter and the race began.  In a few years the feeling
of security was gonc and was replaced by a terror the like of which
no_one had known before. It secemed this terror could never be
escaped. and’ the Powers were doomed for all nme to live in an
unbrokcn mghtmarc. '

% But ph;losophers, civil and military, came to the rescue, and
assured the Powers that out of evil cometh good and these nuclear

weapons that came to stay actually prevented war, and so they might -

offer thanks to the very Devil. ‘They said, here was Evil frustrated
in a strange way and where Jesus and Buddha failed, the A and H
bombs did the trick of bringing Peace on earth.

Some sceptics croaked dissent and said that this unbroken
Terror was no better than war, that the maintenance of a balance
of nuclear power meant an ungodly wicked waste of the world’s
rcsourccs, and that we could even so not rule out the catastrophe
one. day that will end civilization and doom man to begin from
the cave again. These fears were expressed but had no visible
cﬂ'cct on the Proud Powers to whom an inferiority in armamental
potenuahty meant immediate danger. So the race is going on
to the ifnmense satisfaction of watching Satan. -The atmosphere
‘of the earth and.the waters on which it floats is being continually
poisoned for future gencrations, the race during Peace being not
much less dangerous than War itself.

" The psychologxcal effects of the nuclear danger arc unfolding
themselves in strange and yet newer ways. It has begun to be
realised now that war has not been banned by this Great Terror.
The Powers are mw:ntmg localised destruction and designing ways
to hurt onc another in a graduated way. Not total destruction,
,but graduated retaliation shall- be the target of our inventive
‘talent, say the new scientists that have been hired by the Powers
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to help their armamental programme. Here, too, both sides are

-at work and the race has begun. Both sides are rapidly testing,

trying and progressing in organising °graduated retaliation.’
The Devil is laughing for he knows better what it will be than
these military scientists.

There are some nations who are ncutral, who hate war and
all these preparations. They imagined they would just be peace-
makers and help the war-mongers to maintain peace, even if they
must keep this armament race going. But what do we sce
now ?

The threat of war is used not only against one another as a
deterrent against aggression, but it is used effectively against the
peace-makers themselves— Make peace, force acceptance of
terms such as we impose, otherwise we are likely to burst and
you will see civilization disappear !*> This is what the nuclear
Powers, onc or the other, tell the peace-makers. And so the
latter are more terrified than the cold war participants themselves
and are gradually getting lost in the fray.

We have arrived at a strange and unexpected development.
The idea that nuclear weapons have ruled out war has proved
wrong. A power can wage localised war and win its unjust objec-
tive, for the rest of the world dare not intervene because that may
lead to an all-destroying war with nuclear weapons. To illustrate,
an attack on Egypt will not mean a big war, for the U.S.A. and
the U.S.S.R. do not want a nuclear war in any case and bhetween
the two evils would prefer to let Egypt be crushed. They would
be disinclined to intervene. To give another illustration if only
to avoid a charge of prejudice, let me state a hypothetical case.
If India led physical force against Goa, once upon a time it was
thought it might lead to world war and so force against Goa was
ruled out. But now it seems that if—God forbid that it ever be
done—India exercisc her naticnal right to end this Portuguese
anomaly in India by force, the probabilitics are that no nuclear
power will intervene for to them their own existence is dearer
than Goa and her aflairs. This was not the case hefore the
‘ atomic age.’ .

Strange are the ways that things take ! The Atom no longer
deters. It actually isolates the weak from possible external pro-
tection. The call of justice will no longer be heard and aggression
will have a freer field. There can be no salvation for the world
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unlef\s nuclear armaments are banned and to this end the whole
world must unite and work.

Swarajya, October 20, 1956
~ INTERNATIONAL TOTALITARIANISM

Normarry, we in India can find nothing to interest us in the
trends of American electioneering.  But it appears that the battle
Pctwecan‘tcvenson and Eisenhower has taken a turn that must
Interest ‘even us in-India in a greater measure than mere news-
hqucr. The Democratic candidate has definitely and stoutly
:t&l‘k{:n' up the issue of test explosions and stuck to it in spite of
E!S}f:n}.lower’s appeal to the chronic fear of Communists which
émel'lca.suffcrs from and by which the people of that great con-

- tnent can so easily be whipped into frantic partisanship. Stevenson
has 50 fgr stood firm and declares that it is folly to go on piling
what isusdcss for either offence or defence and cannot add in
th.e least to security but only augments danger to the world and
with it to America alsa. The American President’s latest defenée
O_f' .th_e test explosions is that they are required for organizing
civil defence measures | It has never been reported during any
of these many nuclear tests that scientists or engineers were

vcngaged in invcstigating this aspect of the matter.

There ‘seems little ground to doubt that these tests were
solely intended to make new ultra-monstrous weapons or to dis-
Cover ways ‘of using these satanic inventions along with conven-
tional weapons and as a deceptive part of old-time munitions.
It was never hitherto hinted that the devising of safety measures
was the aim of these terrible explosions. It is therefore legiti-

. mate that those interested in the abolition of nuclear war should
pray for Stevenson’s success although American domestic politics
is not our concern,,

The cry of * security * which reverberates so loudly in America
is an unquenchable fire such as is so often referred to in our scrip-
tures. Tt is really a hunger for liquidating all possible enemies,
-which of course is impossible. He who today is friend may be-
come a foe the day after tomorrow. Indeed ©--'---1t:-7 -
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were great allies during Roosevelt’s time. - Now the world knosws
what has happened to that friendship. As national parties in
power have a craving to abolish all opposition parties to become
totalitarian and that, too, in spite of every confession of faith
that an opposition party is always necessary for the working of
democracy, so also in international aflairs, although a balance
of powers is secretly admitted to be the safest thing for the world,
and co-existence is proclaimed to be possible and desirable,
nations in a position of power are not satisfied and cannot sleep
for the thought that there is a co-existing power to whom science
is not a stranger and who does not lag behind in the possession
of demoniac weapons of destruction. There is a hunger for
totalitarianism in international affairs even as there is in domestic
politics. The nations have to learn co-existence yet, even as
they have learnt to run democracy without fear in spite of the
existence of an opposition party with a large following. This
will come about only with substantial disarmament in conven-
tional weapons and total abandonment of nuclear munitions
open or concealed. This again can’ come only when nations
begin to accept one another’s word and give to an offer the full
value it bears on its face. The policy that America has been
following, of not trusting what is solemnly offered to be under-
taken on the other side, must be given up.

Swarajya, November 10, 1956

INTERCONTINENTAL BALLISTIC MISSILES

Tue Daily Express Service tells us that the U.S. Air
Force is ready with the first model of a ballistic intercontinental
missile that makes 1,500 miles *‘ in a matter of minutes.” ¢ Thor,’
the Pagan god of war, is the appropriate name given to this
weapon. We are told that the U.S. Air Force is cstablishing a
centre to train men in firing thesc intercontinental pilotless
missiles. We are assured that America is well ahead of U.S.S.R.
in these matters. Whoever is ahead and whatever be the velocity
of these missiles, as I have asked many times, arc the people in

Locirinne sbt Llian smnwter and tha tanant narace rantinantc ta cnnhmit
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: wnhout any nghts of protest ?° Are they to remain unperturbed
on ‘the assumption that either or both belligerents employ such
expert and “accurate - hands that' the self-operating missile will
not go wrong or miss its way on any occasion and will not destroy

- other people and other towns that are to be crossed before reach-

. ing their targets ? Is soverexgnty over the atmosphere above no:
longer to be deemed a valid right of nations ?

A few days ago we read a report that a test missile of this-
-.sort went amuck and nothing was known of what became of it.
.. Surely the nations. of the world have some rlghts too while this
_mad race betwcen U.S.S.R. and U.S.A. is going on. No one

seems to care and yet there is sickening talk of morality and love

- of peace. These intercontinental missiles are a challenge to the

.whole world and not only to the partisans in the cold war. The
issue has never been squarely faced by those who have an un-

: -doubted right” to protest. If General Motors devise a pilotless:

imotor car, can we let it go at, say 500 miles an hour, through

New York or the Calcutta streets relying on the perfect condition

of the safety mechanism ? The I.C.B.M. is a thousand times
~more reckless,

, Swa'myg;, December 22, 1956

TO THE PEOPLE OF AMERICA

.. 1 am rencwing the appeal I made during Christmas 195¢
- in the New York Times. And Ishall do it quoting a great American.
General Douglas MacArthur asked in a speech on January 20,

1955, at Los Angeles : “ Must we live for generations under the
killing pumshment of accelerating preparedness for war ?

: General MacArthur was discussing a * possibility that would
mark. the greatest advance in civilization since the Sermon on
' thc Mount.” - The prcsent tcnsxons, he said, were kept alive by

¢ two great illusions.”

vHe used this term to denote the belief, on the one hand of
Amgcrica, and of the Soviet on the other, that sooner or later its
- adversary mtcnds to strike. ‘

- Both ‘akrc wrong,” thc _conqueror of Japan declared, and
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said that the problem was one of  who will lead ? When will

some great figure in power have the imagination and courage

to translate the universal wish for peace into action ?”

A miracle is the only solution for the cold war. When God
wills that America should wield the courage for it, that miracle
will happen. Divine missions are not given to two at a time,
nor ever to delegations with typed briefs negotiating with and
suspecting one another,

Unilateral Initiative and no other is the way to smite the illusion
referred to by General MacArthur, and to do away this wasteful
monster, * this peace of balanced terror.”

The problem is of leadership, of a divire mission, not ol’
negotiation. To quote the hero of Japan again : * Old methods
no longer suffice. We must break out of the strait jacket of the
past. There must always be one to lead, and we should be that
one.”’

“ Why don’t you address this appeal to Russia also 77 ask
adherents to the principle of parity. Jesus has answered the
question nineteen centuries ago. You do not cast pearls every-
where and surely there is no meaning in asking two hostile partics
to take °unilateral’ action. I can make my appeal only to
the one 1 have faith in, and who has more than once shown capa-
city for moral leadership.

Peace News, London, December 14, 1956
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RADIO-ACTIVE CONTAMINATION
iteds

The H”g’lké’;' Januvary 8—The Dutch Government .
told Parliament yesterday that precautions against
food contamination would become necessary if
‘Duclear weapon tests continue at the present rate.
svicasurements taken after each test showed an
mcrease of radioactivity in the air and in rain and
rinking water. Apart from weapon tests, there was
a1’-.50 a danger that the peaceful use of atomic energy
ight cause harmful - radiation, according to a
vernment reply to a parliamentary question.

HE above is a Reuter’s message. It has found a corner
PIe of the Indian newspaper columns. At least the Dutch
7dVErnment has realised the gravity of the situation. No pre-
cautlpn_s save putting-the food market in caves and underground
c}ls €an meet the danger and such would be a manifestly impossi-
.S Programme for continual practice : continual, because the
On?nﬁnaﬁon is not when an air-raid is on and a siren is sounded,
ut. lWaYS, right through day and night and all the year round
15::0Dg as the cold war is going !

It is not only the military weapons, but the so-called peace-
ul ‘and unwanted use of atomic energy instead of conventional
el | .-t_hat will cause this nonstop contamination. Truly the
”bldden Fruit is operating. Man will not retrace his foolish
eps: - He must slide down to perdition for he has discovered a
eat thing and will not give it up ; anickchannapi vaarshneya, balaa-
niyojitah. He goes on doing the wrong things as if pushed
external force to do it, though he knows it is wrong. Such is
ompelling urge of the know-how !

There is no alternative for saving humanity but the total
ng up of this atomic energy. For the evil strikes at the root
he matter, the seed of humanity, which according to Darwin,
ook many millions of years to shape.

i

2 -

X araiva, January 19, 1957

THE RISING TEMPO OF DANGER

THE message of Christ and the teaching of Mahatma Gandhi
were that the more powerful should unilaterally take the first
step to counter wickedness. But the exact opposite of it we see
in Eisenhower’s Budget Message to Congress for 1957-38. Never
was a louder voice of war heard in the history of nations including
even Hitler’s mad career. The Amcrican lion’s roar is redoubled
in tone by the sounding board of Dollars infinite.

¢ We shall continue to expand our nuclear arsenals. Until
an agreement for limitation of armaments is negotiated and an
effective inspection system is functioning, the nation will con-
tinue to increase the number and variety of nuclear weapons.
In the fiscal year 1958, emphasis will be placed on weapons for
tactical purposes and weapons with reduced radio-active fall-
out. By the end of the current fiscal vear the stock-pile of strategic
and critical materials will have reached a value greater than
6,000 million dollars.”

The American Budget, in spite of this, is a balanced budget.
That is to say, the rcsources of America are gigantic and they
will be put into full service for the accumulation of nuclear weapons
for use when fear and anger reach a predestined point. Thus
is human civilization threatened with destruction. Amecrica is
making more and more danger and calls it © pcace > and commands
the world to sit on that pile of danger.

All efforts will be put forth for making the diabolical Atom
play the role of conventional weapons and in such a way that
the objections of humanitarians could be bamboozled into silence.
“ Until an agreement is ncgotiated ”—is the velvet phrase that
hides the mailed fist. Anyone can sec that the way to bring
about any ncgotiation is completely blocked by this provocative
challenge of brute force. The pride of the American Budget
of 1957-58 is a record performance in the history of the world.
It was an unfortunate date for the world that a war-lord was re-
elected to the Presidency of America.

Psychological studies are said to command the largest vogue
in America. -Yet it is the Government of America that is doing
all it can to provoke the forces of evil and destroy any chances
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~that yet remain. for conversion and for the recovery of courage
“and ‘sanity, - " America has come to believe itself to be a chosen
-agent to guard the. world against the evil of proletarian mis-
: managcment. “ One of the besetting infirmities of living crea-
tures is egotism,” said :a great student of history. This truth
: apphcs to living organisms of all kinds including national govern-
',“‘ments ‘It is in‘full swing in Eisenhower’s administration which
. has dctermmed to bunld up and look upon a dynamite barrel
";as Peacc. PR
" As a result of thc Anglo-French invasion of Egypt and the
/American’ preparations- over the Middle East, the function of
“the U. N. is’ rapidly becoming paradoxical—the protection of the
'smaller mcmbcr-States against the aggression of the States wielding
-supreme - authonty in the U.N, Assembly itself. “If the salt
Jost_its savour, wherewith shall it be salted.? It is henceforth
“good for nothing but to.be cast out, and to be trodden under
foot of men—" strong language, but these are words of Jesus
’;Chnst as ngcn in the Holy Book.- '

.Swarajya, ]anuary 26 1957

THE SPREADING DANGER

: THE new policy of America of putting toned nuclear energy
in the field is perhaps even more calamitous than the bombs of
total destruction. Pitching the explosions at lower intensity and
’drcssmg the atom up as part of the conventional equipment of

- military forces deployed in various parts of the world is fraught
_with grave ‘and permanent evil, because of the insidious com-

- pleteness of its penetration into orthodox military strategy. This

~masking of the Devil has been under way for a long time, and

" it transpires from Eisenhower’s recent announcement of * Atomic

. Fire-Brigades * that things are now ready for an extensive policy
of fixing up Iow-pitcli atomic bases in Asia wherever the Com-

: munist danger is smelled. Atomic bases are sure doom for the
territories they will be located in. Nothing but predestined
. catastrophe can be the meaning of succumbing to the call to serve
as tools for such a provocative strategy.
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Otce upon a time some of thyphilosophers of science thought
the very monstrosity of nuclear Vveapons was a blessing in 'dis-
guise, because they believed civiized man would abandon war
‘in whick these weapons would mow surely play a part. But
this paredoxical argument has tcen circumvented by the now
toned-dovn weapons of nucleargexplosion. Each discharge will
not destro7 a whole continental yrea but only a thousand square
miles will bz affected, and it will & done only as graduated strategy
may require !  All this is indeedthe Prince of Darkness’s progress
towards his inpending victory ofer civilization.

How lony' will the West coFinuc to refuse to recognise that
Russia may mw truly desire prace and co-existence and there
may be no deceit in it-? Howllong will the West continue to
persist in rejectmg the profferedhand ? How long will America
go on doing what she knows to E)c of no use, namely, te oppose

. doctrine by militairy force ?

The cold wa: is eating into he vitals of all nations involved
and even those rot involved. Disarmament is fleeing farther .
and farther away as the need|for it is growing greater and
greater. The tonec atomic enejgy weapons have set the seal of
impracticability on ever reaching agreed disarmament.

There is only on> way of getting out of the present world
mess.  But that would Ye only %y the grace of God. DBritain is
great still and if the Powver alx')vc guides her, she will one day
declare herself neutral ir th(j cold war ! Such a declaration
will work a real revolution and bring in the dawn of a new day
for the world.  Perhaps thic 1s\Br1tams mission.

The cold war cannot be diminated by more and more nations
being invited to join it. Tnaé‘ will only serve to intensify it.
It will fade out only if, onc by ohe, nations get out of it, and dec-
lare neutrality. It will then mbet its natural death one day.
|
|

y
\
\

Swarajya, February 9, 1957



THE W EgI‘ERN MIND (

1 HER® is fine material ajd plenty of scope for study by
of WW’PSYShologists of eminejce in the attitude and approach
2 aggm lgations and their ledlers towards problems concerning’
YVesternt peoples and the Yon-Western areas of the world.
\ériﬁnOt‘,help wondering ometimes whether if an Asiatic
oVernment, comparatively pojr and otherwise bakward, held
the c‘;'lfe.ts of nuclear fission an{ fusion and used that knowledge
foriwarlike purposes and expdimented as the ruclear powers
Ly 10w dOing with explosions, fontaminating the air and waters
f he world and spreading deleerious radio activity and’pervert-
ing -the. genes of humanity an{ poisoning the frod of men and
Stock - everywhere—whethe{ the Western pations and their
overnments would have sat qietly and watched. Would they
not'have thundered their just opjection and demanded that these
i kd processes should cease 4t once, being an infringement of
rlghts of other people all ofer the world ?

Agams psychologists should examine bow far and why the
Western peoples take for grantedjn spite of all their recent protests
1 PheY have an exclusive righ to colonise backward areas and
ve new forms of happiness to the pecple living in those areas,
n"d;‘—tq -create spheres of ‘influenge anl penetrate and * advise’
n order to protect those people against enemies and against their
: veaknesses. If and when [nda or China does that kind
th'in-g to people who live in neighdouring areas, it is considered
jnconsistent with principles of }nd:pendcncc and highly repre-
ble ; but the right of Ame lca, or Britain to do these things
ot only a right but human/obligation arising out of funda-
ntal charity. ¢ Withdraw all military forces, hold a plebiscite
d give what form of government the people desire under impar-
L?Tegtemal supervision >’ is a,ﬁirmula that cannot for a moment
pply to South Africa or Kenva or Algeria or Cyprus, but it is o
‘solicy over which all political parties unite in western countries,
‘peing based on eternal truth so far as Kashmir or Tibet or Nepa
j ny other conceivable Asiatic territory is concerned.

hese are not mere political controversies but interesting
i;mathial for scientific psychological rescarch. How is it that th

R
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human mind genuinely sees differently in different contexts and
what is the remedy for the perversions noticed, if any ? A pilot
experiment of actual destruction of human beings and their cities
by nuclear bombs was made over Japan. I raised the question
then whether Truman and Churchill would have done it over

German people and German citics. Triends raised their brows

in surprisec and indignation over this suggestion of racial bias.
But I am still unconvinced. It is not anything that touches the
soul or the moral being. It is, I believe, just a psychological
phenomenon and want of education in universalism. Look at
the attitude of Western Christians over such social segregation as
is observed in India and their attitude towards the same in Africa.
Exaggeration and unmitigated condemnation is the attitude in
the one case, shereas underestimates, cautious statesmanship and
black-out of facts mark the treatment of the same disease in the
other case. These things call for immpartial research by competent
men versed in modern mental sciences.

Swarajya, February 16, 1957

TEST EXPLOSIONS

Wt are told that Mr. Macmillan’s Government refuses to
listen to the Japancse protests. Crific in the London diary of
New Stetesman and Nation writes : ¢ To millions of Asians the
atom bomb is the bomb which white men dropped on yellow men
and which they would never have dropped on other white men.
Every time there is an H-bomb test in the Pacific, the Asians
believe that their theory of racial discrimination is confirmed.”

Bombs may be exploded at high level in order to minimise
the local fall-out. But high level bursts augment the radio-
active material in the upper atmosphere and it returns to the
earth at the rate of 10 to 20 per cent a year. The strontium
found in the bones of Britain’s atom-age babies and in the bones
of Welsh sheep browsing 12,000 miles from the testing grounds
show that the mischicf is dangerous even from the British point
of view. It seems as if the Destiny of the Kaliyuga is implacably
working out its programme.

C.R.—3
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And now we have the Eisenhower °doctrine’ of planting
. “atomic fire-brigades ’ in the Middle East and at other availat.zle
outskirts ‘of the Communist world ! There can be no speedier
way . of setting the world on fire.

- Swarajya, :F eb

1 R

ruary 23, 1957
i

"TACTICAL ATOMICS

REceVING “aid without strings * is what we are revelling in.
" If any one tried, one could see that what seemed a soft and p.lea-
sant bed of loose strings to dance upon, would soon develop into
.'a coil and an entanglement for the feet. Being out of touch th_h
~affairs, I asked for dissociation with the Co’mx'nonwcalth as it
" were an easy affair. Only those who are in intimate touch can
- understand the entanglements ! .
" Aid without strings apart, ear-marked military aid including
¢ iacticél * atomic weapons, tactically so-called, are an even more
- complicated affair. In spite of any negative car-mar‘kmg——t'hat
is that these weapons should not be used for aggression against
_ countries friendly to America, when * aggression > reaches a stage
 of ¢ self-defence,’ amidst attacks and counter-attacks, what exactI'y
is *defence ® and what is ¢ offence’ will all become as compli-
cated as metaphysics. It is as futile and silly on .the whole to
ear-mark weapons as to ear-mark coins for a foolish messenger
sent to the bazaar for buying odd things.
" 1 am not an alarmist, but it will not require much greater
frenzy: or folly than prevails now_in Pakistan, to try an aerial
experiment with the tactical atomic weapons on the rear of our
lines. - The atomic scientists can note with mxxcd- satisfaction
how the law of nature follows its steady and prcdestu'led course.
~ Give weapons and they will be used. Bombers carrying tactical
atomic explosives will, if the Powers go on as they now do, become
" the normal feature of border enterprises all over the world.
U.S.A. and U.S.S.R. may advertise their super and super-super
bombs and their inter-continental ballistic missilcs', but the tactical
atom is the more disastrous invention in fact, being more tempt-
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ing for actual use by ardent pupils who have no need to make
them but have only to buy or beg for them..

These tactical atomic explosives can probably send to perdi-
tion a hundred square miles apiece. And a score of them fired
from bombers flying in the air can accomplish quite a deal in Asia.

The American aid programme then must force India also
to look out for these tactical weapons ; because, against these
new explosives the only defence is a previous attack. What are
‘we coming to, as a result of the West’s mission to protect and
-advance the cause of backward peoples ! I write in this strain
because it is better to laugh than to cry though the latter be
-easier.

Swarajya, March 2, 1957

STOP THIS NUCLEAR LUNACY

“ Give the benefit of the doubt to mankind and not to the
destroyers,” Professor Haddow said in an address to members
of Parliament. I am glad that this cancer research chief of
Britain has urged in unequivocal terms what ought to be dinned
into the ears of all the non-nuclear governments of the world,
United and firm action has not yet been organised in spite of
the urgent need for it and meanwhile the nuclear-mad govern-
ments are going on in their lunatic career. The dangers of
atomic fall-out have been deliberately underestimated in many
government publications. Some of them seck to confuse the
understanding by pushing the danger to a distant future, as if
that were an answer at all and as if present mankind were not
interested in their children and grandchildren but were intensely
interested in immediately opposing economic doctrine by physical
force, not minding the dangerous consequences to future gencra-
tions. All of us, says Professor Haddow, should address our
protest to the Americans, the British and the Russians and it is
not right that the Japanese should be left in isolation to appeal to
the British to stop these dreadful operations. It is not the Japa-
nese but the children of all the countries of the world that will
suffer.
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We cannot 1mprove on the scientific prec1smn and the force
»of the Professor’s words :* “ The case for stopping atomic tests
rests not on grounds of scientific certainty but on those of scientific
doubt, on the, unique responsibility of medicine, on grounds of
moral certainty, and possibly on grounds of law.” How can the
three or. four nuclear powers claim the right to poison the air and
) waters of the whole world in a process that science says is cumula-
tively ‘injurious Yo generations of mankind all over the world ?
- The fears of particular nations and their capacity to produce
these nuclear weapons cannot give them the right to commit.
_the most pernicious of all conceivable nuisances to their neighbours.
/ The law of nations must be invoked against this violence and a
~'strong group of prosecuting peace-loving nations should be formed
for this purpose. They cannot shirk their responsibility by wait-

. ing for the dawning of reason in the minds of the lunatics.

Here is the news item about Professor Haddow :(—

" Professor ‘Alexander Haddow, British cancer research chief
and head of the London Chester Beatty Research Institute.
- addressmg a meeting of Members of Parliament on 27th
‘February, said that the American, British and Soviet Govern~

‘ ments had . all underestimated. the dangers of atomic fall-

. out. ~ He said the atomic tests of the past few years might result
in many thousands of cases of leukaemia—a kind of blood

' _cancer———thhm the next 15 to 20 years,

Referring to the recent Japanese Government note to Britain
 about the forthcoming hydrogen bomb tests on Christinas
= Islands, Professor Haddow said it should not have been addressed

. by the Japanese to the British, ¢ but by all of us to the Americans,
" the British and the Russians.”
Professor Haddow said the case for an international ban on
the tests was a humane one. He said : * No one who has
- seen a child stricken with leukaemia can be in doubt as to the
" humane answer.”
- \thn will the Powers learn that peace is better than a stand-
_ing army, that friendship is better than security, and that secu-
- rity based on_cumulatively poisoning the world is as wicked as
Citismad ?.

- 'swérab't;, March 9, 1957

WORLD EXPERTS’ REPORT ON ATOMIC RADIATION

At last Truth has found its way out through the cold war
‘barrage. A distinction was made by even very eminent men
between ¢ Atom for Peace ’ and Atom for War as if the evil effects
-of radic-active pollution would differ in the two cases. The
nuclear reactors installed for peaceful purposes are just there
for conversion at any time into what will serve the other object.
It is like arms-aid for defence as distinguished from aggression !
The follomnrr warning from World Health experts has come
not a day too early. It is a warning not ‘to humanity’ but
to the wicked governments and their experts who are marching
their people to ruin.

Geneva, March 12, World Health Organisation experts

“today warned humanity that the well-being of descendants of

the present generation was seriously threatened by developments
in the use of nuclear cnergy.

This was the unanimous opinion of twenty \W.H,O. experts
from nine countries who met in Copenhagen last August to dis-
cuss the effect of radiation on human heredity. :

' The nine countries were : Britain, United States, Brazil,
India, Canada, Denmark, France, Sweden and West Germany.

Their report published today said : “ Radiation has been
demonstrated to be one of the agents which produces mutations
in a wide range of organisms from bacteria to mawmmals. The
group is agreed that additional mutation preduced in man will
be harmful to individuals and to their descendants,”

“In essence, all man-made radiation must be regarded
as harmful to man from the genetic point of vicw,” they said.

4

Swarajya, March 23, 1957 =7

1



SOVIET DISARMAMENT PROPOSALS

COMPREHEI\SIVE, and to those who are not obsessed by impla—
cable’ suspicion, ,obviously very reasonable proposals have been
madc by Mr. \}alorxan Zorin on behalf of the Soviet Govern-
ment for reduction of all armaments and for quickly reaching a
complete prohibition of the military use of atomic energy. These
proposals if quickly accepted and carried out in the right spirit
‘can save the world from the almost certain fate to which the
present race in nuclear weapons of all kinds must lead.

A subtle programme has been put in operation by the
nuclear Powers, of screening off spectacular fall-outs, lulling huma-
nists :to sleep by lowering potential and at the same time vastly
increasing the spread of masked atomic weapons all over the-
‘world. ~All this is stated to be entirely defensive as it probably
is genuinely intended to be. ¢ Defence’ in the case of atomic
weapons is attack and never anything else and is a misleading
term. The poison emanated by the explosions is the same what-
ever the motive of the operator may be. In the ultimate analysis
it is fear that operates in all armamental programmes and there
is no aggression that cannot be proved to be an advance defence
against an anticipated attack. Military dialectics have made con~
siderable progress since the last war.

We are facing today the main question : Can humanity
survive if offers and proposals are not taken at face value and if’
agreements are made impossible by implacable distrust ? Modifi-
_cations of proposals, if arising out of careful analysis, are relevant.
But out-of-hand rejection on the old ground of the unreliability

_of Soviet promises is suicidal. Few Western thinkers really
belicve now that the U.S.S.R. intends to gobble up Europe by
force or lead a mad undertaking such as Hitler did. What was
folly fifteen years:ago would be impossible idiocy today. It is

~ doctrine and not aggression that we dislike and fear. And doc-
trine cannot be met or stemmed by weapons, either conventional
or atomic. If a quixotic attempt of that type must be made,
to oppose doctnm: by arms, let it be with conventional weapons

OUR CLEAR DUTY .M

and not with weapons that will poison unconcerned natxons and
future generations.

' Swara_iya, March 30, 1957

OUR CLEAR DUTY

A crisis has developed on the nuclear issue. The persist-
ence of governments on the onec hand and the opposition of .
informed ‘and enlightened opinion on the other have both reached
a pitch this month which promises a decisive conflict. My
solemn appeal is that India should recogmse the importance of
this occasion for supreme service.

Bertrand Russell has once again come out with his powerful
protest against the programme of his Government for the
Christmas Island test. He has disentangled the nuclear issue
from the almost unavoidable generalities about the evils of war
and concentrated on the immediate question. A great man
still alive with us has pointed out that to let this crime go on is
to be an accomplice in it. He has used language which reminds
one of Thoreau and Gandhi.

All enlightened opinion has expressed itself in severe and
unqualified condemnation of these tests that are cumulatively
and dangerously polluting humanity’s present and future condi-
tions for life. Again and again the wisest among the people
of the world have called for a complete ban of these tests and
these weapons. Again and again have the U.S.S.R. offered to
accept an agreed ban.

But America has her world superiority anchorcd in nuclear
armament. She feels it is not easy for her to deal with local -
conflicts in a vast world for which she has been compelled by fate
to take responsibility and she feels her only policy can be to be
prepared for a total war with the inescapable corollary of mass
retaliation meaning total destruction of civilization. Her plans
for decentralisation of destruction by means of multiplied bases
spread over treaty-bound non-nuclear territories have not met
with much encouragement.

Britain is emphatic that she ought not to become a satellite
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as she fears she must be if she has not her own nuclear programme.
Unléss she explodes her test bombs, she will, she thinks, com-
pletely lose her ‘place among the Powers.

" 'The  time has arrived when something must be done to
relieve the. mclancholy fruitlessness of the offers of the U.S.S.R.
Others who ‘are not tarred by the brush of nuclear production
mkst take up ‘the battle with fierce determination. The Japanese
Government, as distinguished from her scientists and her un-
official orgamsatxons, have now vigorously taken up the question.
The voice of martyrdom cries through Japan’s appeal and the
issue has reached a high pitch. If this decisive moment is let go
and the occasion is not utilised, the powers of darkness will have
it all their own way.

" 'How I wish Gandhi were alive at this critical hour in the
history ‘of the world ! He would not have hesitated to throw
India into. this supreme battle. The moral issue is clear. In
‘his name and inspired by his spirit let us take up the challenge.

V\(e'arc supposed to be in the Commonwealth. If the connec-

tion has.any meaning and our being in it has to serve any pur-
‘pose, it is time we solemnly demand in the name of that Common-
wealth - that - the British proposal to carry out the Christmas
Island - programme against the Japanese Government’s protest
‘must be given up.” We have indubitably shown that we greatly
value -the connection with Britain, but our continuance in the
'Commonwealth would be totally immoral if our protest in this
~matter is not heeded. The connection would be selfish and
‘maintained for mere pottage at the cost of our soul. Our econo-
“mic entanglements are no answer to the supreme call of duty to
dissociate ourselves from this deliberate offence against humanity.
' The disscciation cannot be deemecd as done if we stop with
verbal condemnation. Is our Commonwealth connection volun-
“tary or is it imposed ? Isit a high-minded bond in the interest
“of world-peace or is it a low-class treaty for selfish purposes ?

“1If it is 2 noble high-minded voluntary attachment, there can be .

no greater or juster occasion and reason to sunder it than this
criminal -obstinacy of the British Government. We have the
. chance of rendering supreme service to humanity and I hope
“and pray that the Guardlan Spirit of our nation may inform us
now, so .that the occasion may not be lost.. The step I suggest
is a very serious step, but the cause and the call are great and
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sufficient for such a big step and history will vindicate it in golden
memory for future generations. May we be blessed with the
courage needed !

Swarajya, April 6, 1957

NUCLEAR TOTALITARIANISM

THE ‘ heartening’ news has been received by a newspaper
in London that America has leapt five years ahead of Russia
because it is now in a position to fire a long-range rocket over
inter-continental space with a  hydrogen-bomb warheud.
¢ Heartening ’ it may be to the British newspaper, but not to

sane men and women in arcas below the flying rocket’s passage

in space. Even American technologists working under orders
of the Pentagon may make mistakes in the course of their tests
during this cold war, not to speak of activities during a period,
when it arrives, of greater hurry and conscquent inadver-
tence.

The nuclear powers have- their plans.  But are the rest of
humanity to live under a constant dread of damage from missiles
passing over their hcads and humbly submit to this new domina-
tion of totalitarian nuclearism ? In days of yore, according to
Hindu mythology, the mountains had wings and ilew over the
heads of men hither and thither and Indra, the chief of the gods,
led a fierce campaign against the menace of these lawless moun-
tains and with his thunderbolt struck them down clipping their
wings and reduced them to their present civil condition. The
cuwrrent menace of long-range rockets to carry A and ¥ warheads
darting over the heads of nations who are not in the quarrel calls
for a more indignant and more terrible saviour-avenger.

Once as a youngman-at-law, I was told that nation- rights
included in international law all space overhead straight up to
the skics. What has happened to all those cobwebs of public
law ?  And what has happencd to the publicists whose reputa-
tion was once so great and who spent their days spmnmg these
webs of law ? Or must we wait for an ¢ accident’ to take place
for a cause of action to arise ? The damage will be so compre-
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hensive then that there will be no one to lodge a complaint and

' no-one to try the action.

What has happened to the mind of the scientists that they
have sold themselves body and soul to the war-offices ? We
read the statements of some men of science pleading that the

. addjtional ‘pollution is each time not much. Our hats off to
the men of science of Germany. Is it too late for others of their

tribe to follow a good example ? The time is now—it is not
too early by a day—that the rights of man in the truest sense
of the term must be asserted and the Proud Powers clipped of
their wings and made to settle down to immobile grandeur like
the post-Indra mountains. Can India find any other nation to
undertake this mission ? I fear the task is hers and hers alone.

Swarajya, April 20, 1957

BAD LAW AND BAD MEDICINE

WHEN some Labour members in the British Parliament
raised the question of the legality of test explosions and of the
walling off of ‘danger zones’ during the tests, the Minister of’
Supply replied that he was not competent to reply in such matters.
of law—swhich was true enough in more senses than one—but
that there is a ‘convention’ that danger areas may be
declared and such declarations have ** never been regarded before
as an infraction of the high seas.” A reference to legal
dictionaries will show what a ‘convention’ is and that the
Supply Minister’s claim is entirely without foundation. Imposi-
tions by force and by causing extreme fear of danger to life,
however often repeated, cannot result in a ‘convention’ the
fundamental essence of which is agreement. Nor can the prac-
tice of the nuclear powers during the last ten years become law
without agreement on the part of the majority of the nations
of the world who are suffering what has becn imposed at the
.paint of death without any corresponding advantage of any sort,
not even an imagined sense of sccurity through a show of the

nnwer Af retalintinn

THE GREATER DANGER 15

We were seriously told the other day to make up for the
dangerous strontium poisoning that is stcadily going on, by
drinking more milk and imbibing other dairy products ! Truly
both medical and legal doctrines are hitched on to the military
waggon in a manner that would be amusing were it not thoroughly
dishonest and tragic. Some scientists appear to be ready mot
only to sell their souls for salaries and work for the steady and
sure poisoning of the human race but also to give false testimony
which is a vulgar crime not even relicved by the satanic splen-
dour of bigger crimes.

. Swarajya, April 20, 1957

THE GREATER DANGER

Tie best news of the week is that the Prime Minister of
India has publicly raised the question whether the nuclear powers

. have the right to spread radio-active poison over other parts of

the world. I hope the matter will not be allowed to rest there
but the issue will be vigorously fought out by all the lcaders of
the neutral nations of the world.

The most significant clement in the psychology of present
day America, the fear of communism, is a two-fold fear : a fear
that the doctrine will spread and a fear of physical aggression.
The daily programme of America’s representatives cverywhere
and of her press is to spread this two-fold fear over the world and
infect all nations with it. The belicf is that this fear-programme
is a measure of defence. The spread of this two-fold fecar is expect-
ed to help the organisation of anti-Communist defence. Dut
actually it does nothing of the sort, but only creates a patho-
logical condition that interferes with the normal healthy func-
tioning of individuals as well as national enterprise and the frugal
utilisation of resources. It encourages the wasteful misapplica-
tion of talent and resources against a conjured-up danger and
the neglect of substantial objects. Fear supplants courage with
resulting deterioration of spirit. A constant anxiety to obtain
external assistance takes the place of healthy self-confidence. The
consequences of these are far-reaching. Nations who have
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ecently emancipated themselves tend to fall back into a state of
inancial and moral dcpendcnce. .

-The. strange thing is that on account of this fear of com-
nurusm, ‘measures are adopted by powerful nations which are
ncalculably injurious to the physical basis of man’s life and to
he fature of human civilization. I refer to the development of
uclear weapons which have now assumed the role of the main
lefence against communist aggression. The magnitude of this
:vil development is disclosing itself daily.

-"The pollution of the world’s air, water and food caused by
the testing of these nuclear weapons for adaptation for the various
strategical purposes of war is cumulative and, unlike other pollu-
tions, is ‘not washable by water or removed by exposure to air,
Scientists—not old women or persons of morbid psychology—
but the most eminent well-qualified men of science have repeatedly
explained the nature and the magnitude of this cumulative
poisoning. They have pointed out that each relatively small
addition is an ‘eddition to what is already there and its relative
smallness is, therefore, no mitigation of the evil. Eminent and
reliable men of science—as distinguished from those hired for
organising manuiacture in the war departments—have also made
it-clear that all their abstruse investigations and calculations do
not enable them to make a true and trustworthy quantitative
appraisement, but that the danger is beyond doubt great and they
have warned mankind not to be indifferent about the consequences.

The conjured-up fear of communist aggression has made the
opposing powers blind to these dire and certain consequences
and deaf to all scientific warning. They even occasionally bring

up witnesses to lull public anxiety on the basis that the benefit

of quantitative doubt should be given to the poison rather than
go in favour of caution and wisdom.

" Instead of fcarmg what is the gravest and truest danger
America persists in indulging in the morbid fear of communist
territorial aggression which she has conjured up and insists on
spreading. This is a tragic error that has to be set right if we
have 'to save mankind and civilization. The communist menace
is not so serious or so certain as the menace of nuclear poison
which is both serious and certain. The latter is the present
menace and neutral nations must unite against this threat to man

and hic civilizatinn
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The worst feature of American. policy and now of British
policy too, is that in trying to erect a defencc for themselves,
these powers consider it right and proper to cause fatal damage
to man’s environment all over the world irrespective of the natural
and national rights of the other peoples of the world. They are
able to persist in iflicting this damage on all the inhabitants of
the world and their progeny by reason of their great power. Had
America or Britain been a small nation it is inconceivable that
cither would have been allowed to commit this international
crime. Had India discovered the secret and made nuclear
weapons to defend herself against possible Pak aggression and

.no one else in the world had the technology, would we have

been permitted to poison mankind ? Because we could not
overcome our fear of Pak aggression and preferred to defend
oursclves only in that way, would we have been allowed to
indulge in such poisoning ? We have only to exercise a
moderate degree of imagination and reasoning to sce the mons-
trosity of the claim the nuclear powers are making to spread
poison all over the world.

That America is not alone in causing this pollution and that
her enemy is also doing this at the same time is an argument
that does not stand to reason. It no doubt helps to confuse the
real issue. Two wrongs do not make a right. -So far as the
rest of the world can sce, Russia has, over and over again, offered
immediately to ban all nuclear weapons and refrain from all
further test explosions if America also would agrce. But the
offer has been always rejected on the ground that Russia’s word
cannot be trusted. No agrcement can ever be reached, no peace
is possible, not even a truce would be practicable, if such a stand
were to be permitted. How can America claim to be trusted
if she refused to trust the other party ? No human agreement
can ever be arrived at if this attitude is persisted in and justified.
An international agrecment is absolutely necessary and impera-
tively called for if the warning of Science is to be heeded and
if we wish to save mankind and civilization. Offers become mere
propaganda, only if we rcject them. They become a basis for
agreement if we receive them as genuine and proceed to deal
with them. Itis the attitude of the West that converts all Russian
offers into mere propaganda.

That Russia is carrying on her tests cven while she makes
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‘ihcsc offers is no reason to reject them or to treat them as in-
- sincere.  America is not prepared for unilateral action in advance
- .of agreement and that bcing so, how can she expect Russia to
: bcgm unilateral action ?° American technologists have not called

a halt to their- activities because talks are going on in London

or elsewhere.” So have the Russians not called a halt to the
" activities of their technologists. Technology all over the world
- today ‘has taken the bit between its teeth and is running its inter-

national race. This should not confuse the issue before us but

‘should rather hasten us to speedy achievement of an agreed ban.

One cannot expect other technologists to follow a moral law and

exhibit a Christian courage which one’s own technologists are

refusing to do. This cannot be made an excuse for continuing
the vicious circle and waging a radio-active war against the
unoffending peoples of the world. An agreed °cease-poison’
must be reached immediately and any breach of that agreement
should be the'subject of indictment when the breach does take place.
The breach should not be anticipated and the fear of it made an

objection to arriving at a truce at once and working for an

agreement thereafter. On issues of lesser gravity suspicions may
be an answer or cause for delay. But this issue is far too grave
to be allowed to be confused and postponed on such grounds,
‘The world demands an agreement. It cannot submit any longer
to this cumulative poisoning. Distrust of the Russian word is no
answer to the imperative call. These nuclear explosions are a graver
and more immediate danger than communism or Soviet Russia.

“The Indian Express, April 20, 1957

BARGAINING COUNTERS

JIT is sad to find the New Statesman prefacing its argument
for the postponement of the Christmas Island tests with a state-
ment -which seems to indicate some sympathy with the point

of view of politicians who are dealing with this great moral issue-

in terms of what you call ‘bargaining counters.” Since these
¢ counters ’ are about to be used for gambling with the future
. of humanity on a scale which the most eminent scientists are
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unable to calculate, the decision as to whether unilateral action
should be taken to stop the tests is surely not, as you suggest, a
question to be decided on scientific or political grounds, but in
terms of the simple choice between right and wrong.

The first principle of political, as of personal, morality is
not to do wrong because another does it. The great wrong about
to be committed by the British Government cannot be excused
on the ground that such things*have been done by the Govern-
ments of Russia and the U.S.A.

To Britain’s friends in India it is a source of great grief and
dxsappomtmcnt that British public opinion should so far have

" proved not strong enough to compel those in authority to sce

the issue in its true light, and to act. Now it seems that even
the moving appeal of the Japanese people and of their govern-
ment have been equally ineffective.

The non-nuclear powers have to do what they can in order
to stop these tests and prevent further damage. That is why I
have said that India must, on this issue, exercise her right as a
partner and leave the Commonwealth. I am one with those
who believe that membership in a great Commonwealth is some-
thing we should hold to be precious. But there are occasions
when the best use to which you can put a precious possession
is to offer to lose it. To break over the Kashmir resolution
sponsored by Britain would have been selfish and wrong. Equally,
to remain in the Commonwealth now would be to share in the
guilt of a crime whose magnitude can only be guessed.

The hesitation of India’s many friends in Britain to approve
of my suggestion is understandable. It is just a further proof
of their friendship, and that again is the measure of the sacrifice
I propose.

Letter to the New Stalesman, April 14, 1957



REQUIRED : AN ACT OF HEROISM

.My friends in Britain have been puzzled by the appeals
'hz’we reéently been making for gestures of non-cooperation on
¢ part of India to emphasize India’s disapproval of nuclear
armaments and test’ explosions* and, in particular, of British
policy in respect of them. I hope you will allow me the hospi-
tality of your columns to try to remove misunderstanding by
‘explaining my position, and to make an appeal to the British
vpeople and to all the governments who make nuclear weapons.
It is agreed that steady, cumulative poisoning is going on
of the air, water and food on which the world must sustain itself,
‘and -that the health of the present generation of men and the
future -normality of man and his environment are endangered.
In spite of the evidence of most eminent men of science and
their repeated warnings, why, I ask myself, are the enlightened
governments of the West proceeding with this insane plan of
what they call and seem to think to be defence, but which is
nothing but a reckless drive towards catastrophe ?
- The causes, I believe, are distrust and Micawberism.
“Faking the second first, the great powers believe that some-
how catastrophe will not arrive, that the poison emitted by the

continuing race in manufacture and testing may not accumulate,

. and ;that by some new magic of nature it.may be dissipated.
. They just ignore science when wishfully thinking this, even while
using science in the most real and diabolic way when making
these poisons., Or . do the powers go on with these tests and

_ preparations in the hope that agreement will be reached to limit-

“the poisoning before, in their opinion, any ‘real’ harm can be done?
If this were the case, one would wish it had been explained,

because distrust accumulates more rapidly than the poison, |

~making an agreement morc and more difficult to reach.

.- Distrust is the real menace. So long ‘as the * other’ fellow
is so incorrigibly wicked, one whose word we can never trust,
how can we stop our preparations for defence ? It is because
“of :this- adamantine distrust of the word of the Soviet Govern-

. ment that it has become impossible for either side to stop these
~test explosions:and to halt their drive towards what science has

A

TWO THOUSAND SCIENTISTS HAVE WARNED

Dr. Rarpa Lapp, atomic sciéntist of the United States of
America, has testified before the special Congressional sub-commit-
tee studying radiation dangers. On Wednesday, june 5, he said
that there was so much radio-active matter in the atmosphere
already that in Washington itself one could wipe a tissue over a
car top and cause a ‘ geiger counter’ to respond readily. He has
suggested that the United States might consider creating a * human

“sperm bank’ to carry on succeeding generations in case of a

nuclear war. The grim irony of this suggestion may perhaps
be explained to the uninformed. The genctic effects of radio-
activity, Dr. Lapp believes, will be so serious that to maintain
the race of American citizens in health and normality, a bank of
sperm of normal health may have to be opened (like the © blood
banks’) for fertilisation in future generations! Dr. Lapp is
not a layman or ‘fellow traveller” He is one of the group
who worked and rose to prominence during World War II in the
metallurgical laboratory of the Atomic Weapons Project of U.S.A.
(called the Manhattan Project). It was the project that produced
the bombs that were dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki. After
the war, among other things, he has been hecad of the Nuclear
Physics Branch of the Oflice of Naval Rcesearch and Director of
Nuclear Science Service in Washington. He has declared it as
his opinion that limited and small-scale atomic wars which arc
the hope of the West in their present day military circles, is a
futility. (Atoms and People, by Dr. Ralph Lapp : Harper). He
has alreadv expressed the view emphatically in this book that
¢ the decision to use the bomb (over Japan in 1945) will rank as
one of the greatest errors of judgment on the part of U.S. officials,”
Dr. Lawrence Snyder, President of the American Association
for the Advancement of Science, said on Friday, June 7, that the
President was “a little out of line ”’ in underestimating the valuc of
scientific opinion protesting against further nuclear tests. * Certainly
the men who signed the appeal,” he said, ‘ knew what they were
talking about. Some were physicists, chemists and mathematicians,
of course ; but the majority of them were highly competent biolo-
gists and all of them have intimate knowledge of radiation effects.”
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Two thousand scientists led by Nobel Prizeman Dr. Linus Pauling
have appealed for a ban on nuclear tests in a signed petition.

Swarajya, June 15, 1957

\{ THE FAMILIAR PATTERN

THERE was a gleam of hope in the closing week of June but
again the sky has been darkened by incorrigible distrust and the
desire to get an advantage. The international disarmament
talks have assumed the familiar shape of our talks with Jinnah.

‘Whatever you offer is a basis for further conditions and not a_

_thing to be accepted and closed into a pact. Whenever a condition

'is accepted, it is treated as a concession and made a foundation
for a further condition. Russia’s offers have all gone to waste in
the same way. Each time when the world’s hope is raised reading
a Soviet proposal, the reaction is a further condition that strangles
the hope. One is sorry to say this, as we were sorry to say it
when Jinnah was alive,

And if it is true that on behalf of his government Mr. Stassen
has stated in the Disarmamernt Committee that the U.S.A. will
never agree to the total ban on nuclear weapons even if other
powers agree to it, then it is a turning point in the history of Ame-
rica’s moral influence in the world. From now on, America
will be known to stand for barbarity and destruction and the most
<cowardly weapons of war that mankind ever invented even when
her opponent was willing to forego them. Of what use are other
conditions invented to cover this disgrace, when it is well-known
that nuclear weapons can be effective only if used in anticipation
and can never await the cnemy’s attack ? To refuse to give
them up means a readiness to use them in advance on some pretext

" or other, to examine the justification of which no time will be
given to any one clse,

We have it now clear on the record that U.S.8.R. has declared
hereagerness to agree to a ban on all Atomic and Hydrogen
bombs and other masked weapons evolved out of nuclear power,
whereas U.S.A. has refused to accept any such international ban.
‘That is, if Mr. Stassen has truly declared his government’s policy.
If it is true, it is a challenge to all anti-nuclear weapon nations
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«vhich they must take up with the determination to win. It is
«ivilization’s cause. :

Former American Ambassador Mr. Chester Bowles has
recently written in the New York Times : ** India has felt it ncces-
sary to match United Statés build-up of Pakistan’s military csta-
blishment and committed over one hundred million dollars in
‘hard currency toward the purchase of British and French military
planes at full market price.” This money, Mr. Chester Bowles
-points out, ¢ was withdrawn necessarily from the funds available
for India’s Second Plan.” :

Our battle for progress thercfore includes a relentless battle

' against the cold war of the Powers and particularly against

their jet-nuclear programme. Without winning the battle for
«<ivilization, our hattle against poverty will be lost as fast again as
.cach time we seem towin. To relent in this is to lose all our policies.

Swarajya, July 13, 1957

AMERICA’S NO

NEerTHer the poet’s satire nor the warnings of the learned men
+vho have attained the highest distinction in the world of science have
had any effect. The solemn appeals of the Church have fallen
.on deaf ears and have proved as vain as the cxpressed fears of the
biologists. America shakes it all off as “a lion shakes the dew
off its mane.” The evolution of nuclear power has captured the
imagination of the rulers of the United States.

It is costlier than other armaments and that is an attraction
by itself tc America. It saves the element of human agency to the
maximum and it eliminates distance. It is therefore a complete
answer to the man-power and the land-mass which are the Commu-
nists’ strength and America’s headache. So she must have it and
«an never agree to give it up, whatever others may be willing to do.

After all it is her own baby to whom she gave the haptism at
Hiroshima. The mother loves her child. She does not rcalise
that it is Satan’s progeny and hugs it to her bosom. And now
‘Satan promises to make the baby quite ¢ clcan.’

Swarajya, July 20, 1957



~THE OBDURACY' OF THE WEST

THE political institutions and way of life of the West are
tcertainly "far superior to those of the totalitarian governments.
But in the matter of A and H weapons they have displayed an
attitude that puts them far.below the Soviet government in the
scale of civilization. Even when Distrust has substantially dis-
appeared, Fear seems to strangle reason and morality. Man-
power and the land-mass advantage of the Soviet power and its
own inferiority in these respects have created a morbid fear that
has pushed the West into an indissoluble embrace of the nuclear
weapon. They seem to believe that the marriage of their military
policy with the H-bomb is now final and can never be dissolved.

Those vast millions of the world’s people who want these
nuclear weapons to be given up and consigned to the limbo of
forgotten evils should cast off the hypnotism of the money power
of the West and translate their just wishes into active policy. If
world opinion gives up its effeminacy, victory is certain. The
West German League has spoken in the language that is called
for at this juncture, when the ‘ clean * American H-bomb is offered
to the world as the coming Messiah of Peace. It is unabashedly
offered as an alternative to accepting the U.S.8.R.’s repeated
offer that all these nuclear weapons and bomb tests should be
totally banned and the nuclear powers should sign an inter-
nrational agreement to that cffect at once and see to its exccution
and for that purpose excrcise all powers irrespective of national
boundaries. All this is considered no good and that the coming
‘clean’ American bomb will solve all difficulties.

It is refreshing to read the appeal of the West German League
agziinst atomic weapons. This league claims 250,000 members
and in its statement (July 10) appeals for the formation of an
international league to oppose the development of atomic weapons.
It asks for ** world-wide strikes and boycotts to bring unreasonable
and’ unteachable rulers to reason and make them bow to world
opinion.” Only a downright earnest attitude and readiness
of action of this nature can stop the obduracy displayed by the
Western Powers in this respect.

International friendship and good manners are necessary;
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but it is fatal to include in that code a relenting towards the nuclear
weapons-programme of the Powers. A tolerance of the obdurate
nuclear policy of the West as it has now developed is no part of
civilization. A more relentless battle is called for than what has
so far been given to this monstrous and too long permitted pro-
gramme that stands so justly condemned by all the enlightened
leaders of humanity and science.

Swargjya, July 20, 1957

WEATHER REPORT

Hore glimmered for a time on the horizon. But now black
clouds have returned and the sky is dark again. Arrangements
are being made for the winding-up of the disarmament talks in
courteous and conventional terms.

The only thing that remains in the scrap-heap is a definite
offer of Mr, Khrushchev that Russia is prepared here and now
to sign an agreement for a ban on the use of atomic and hydrogen
weapons. America does not agree to this. She says this offer
of Russia is only propaganda. But it was in America’s power at
once to nail it to the counter by saying Yes.

Is deterrence better effected by an uncnding technical and
armaments race in nuclear weapons than with this ban that Russia
oflers to sign? Will not an agreed ban on the use of nuclear
aweapons be a powerful added deterrent ? If Russia and the
U.S.A. and Britain lodged an agreed ban on the use of atomic
and hydrogen weapons in the U.N. archives, it would have been a
step in the recovery of cxvxhzatxon of which the year 1957 could havc

been proud. PR

It is a pity that-Arfericy: “has got into this delusion. A vast
scattering about (,f'/nuclear-hcad missiles and weapons all over
the world among the. various nations, on the strength of temporary
and doubtful pac{s Awill not build- peace.  Asia will be a perilous
house to live i m.',« It is easy to prepare a multi-continental network
of danger, but lt‘ \uﬂ not be possible later to undo the mischief,
It would be a cAlamnous inheritance that this generation \\ ould
leave for the futu?c mcn and women of thxs globc. V 1 U ;} 7~

lta A\l LT
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- America has given, and is giving, assistance to Pakistan with
the intention that Pakistan may stand up to Russia, but the thing
works altogether differently. It has set up a minor armaments
race between Pakistan and India, which is of major significance to
us because it eats up whatever Plan-resources arc available. All
the u‘{tcrnal difficulties in India’s economics that have recently

" come into the hmehcht are traceable to the armaments race which.
India has been thus forced into. It is not easy for India to turn a.
blind eye on this. It is one of the reasons for the growing coldnesy
of India towards America.

"It is foolish for India ever to hope to equip her military forces
to cope with any country which has America as a financing and
technical partner. It may also be unnecessary to attempt it,
because America will never tolerate war between Pakistan and
India. Yet national psychologies go their own way. The arma-
ments race between India and Pakistan has become a reality.

Our not being in the cold war of the West is paying a good
dividend in international influence. We have been useful to
others and they appreciate it. But in budgetary consequences:
for ourselves our non-alignment has not been of much use by way
of saving us from military expenditure. Even those who stoutly
_oppose the new taxation measures will not ask for reduction irr
the defence budget. They support the armaments race, and in
fact: want it to be further intensified. This is the. unintended
consequence in India of the global strategy of Mr. Dulles.

Thus, America, while thinking and talking of helping Indiz

- with funds for her Plan, is actually forcing a diversion of available
funds from the Plan and reducing India’s foreign exchange for

" nothing. |, Amecrica is bound to see her error if this is frankly
explained. But if America does persist in this policy, India is
not going to double the folly by herself accepting Defence Aid from
America in parity with Pakistan. This is inconceivable for more
reasons than one. India will have to think of what she will have
to do to meet this difficult situation.

Whatever she may or may not do, one thing is clear. India
must sct her tecth against being pushed into a suicidal race in

~ defence expenditure, in spite of the pressures that may naturally

come from certain sections. It should be made plain to the world,
and to America first, how the Asiatic arms policy of the United

States postpones economic and industrial development and increases
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local ‘mutual tensions, weakening instead of strengthening the
nations whom Mr. Dulles wishes to set up as a buhwark against
Communism.

Swarajya, July 27, 1957

THE COMMO;N\VEALTH CONNECTIONS

TuE Prime Minister has claimed in his recent speech in the
Lok Sabha that our Commonwealth connection ‘ has not injured
our policies or advocacy of any cause that we hold dear.,” 1
admit the claim in the particular form it is put. But must we not
be prepared to throw this connection on the counter, if by readiness
to give it away we can make -our expression of disgust and our
advocacy more effective than it has so far been in the matter of
nuclear weapons about which it may be truly said that they have
come to destroy and not to save or fulfil the hopes of mankind ?
The issue is not on a par with a question of tariff or things of that
kind but is admittedly as important as civilization itsclf and our
conviction on the matter is definite and unqualified, a conviction
for which the highest form of sacrifice is called for.

Here is an offer repeated many times and most rcccntly re-
affirmed by Mr. Khrushchev at Prague, that Russia is prepared
for an agreement ‘ herc and now’ to a ban on the use of ato:mic
and hydrogen wecapons. England docs not agree and blocks it
along with America. Why should not India make supreme
use of her Commonwealth. connection forging a sanction out of it
for achieving something great and good for all humankind ?
Can this question stand further delay ? If Britain agreed,
could America resist world pressure; and will a better occasion
arise for achicving the end ?

If an agreement not to use these weapons be registered in
the U.N., would it not certainly postpone the terrible occasion
when according to Mr. Selwyn Lloyd the agreement * would
not be worth the paper it was written on ?” It may be admitted
that ““ in the ultimate recourse ”’ the promise to renounce the use
of the weapons onc possesses may be broken, but is it not supremely
worth-while to push the “ultimate recourse™ as far away as possible ?
An agreement by itself pushes the breaking point away.
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Once this agreement is obtained and registered, making
these weapons declaredly unusable, would it not be easier there-
after to discuss dismantling the stocks held and to take up all other
issues involved ?

We should not accept the policy of tying up all issues together
ds the last word on the subject. The wedge must be driven in
somewhere. The logic of entirety must be opposed by the non-
nuclear powers in a combined effort because they are interested
directly in the abolition of nuclear warfare and the ban on-these
weapons even more than in the balancing of power, round which
the disarmament talks are fruitlessly turning. The united mind
"of America and Britain is closed against reason on this matter
and so we have to think what we do about it and not drift
helplessly. It is not a question only of freedom of advocacy. What
is needed at this juncture is a sanction. The best and greatest
use of what we possess is sometimes the giving up of it : '

& came AT
tena tyaktena bhunjecthaa.

Swarajya, August 3, 1957

. TACTICAL WEAPONS

Seectric civilizations rise, prosper and fall. But for mankind
as a whole there is no doubt of the reality of progress. This is
Professor Barraclough’s formula of faith in his History in A Changing

- Werld. His conviction however carries an important conditional
clause. - If we control and inhibit the new technological implements
of mass-murder in warfare, there is-every reason, he says, to believe
that better periods than the past has ever known may lie ahead.
This is an important qualification which cannot be too often or
too strongly emphasised at this hour of crisis in human civilization.
The Atlantic powers have adopted a policy that threatens the world
with the opposite of Professor Barraclough’s prognosis, for these
seem bent on negativing the Professor’s condition. America as
well as Britain have chosen a most perilous policy of ‘ economy ’
attempting to cut costs and reducing man-power investment in
defence by shifting decisively from conventional arms to nuclear
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and guided\ﬁissiles. The British Premier clearly indicated the
mind of thesdnuclear powers when recently he was answering a
guestion in P%liament. “They do not hope that nuclear bombs
wili not be resoited to if war breaks out.”

Row; this isto make war mean certain annihilation for Western
Eurppe, " not fo} the whole of what has been proudly calling itself
the -“ civilzed whrld,' Western Europe, everyone knows, is far
more expesed to itomic attack than the U.S.A.  As a well-known
columnist has wri\ten in the New Leader, a tactical atomic cam-
paign in Jentral Lurope would not only mean the annihilation
of the popilation ifwas intended to defend, but also lead to total

 global therno-nucleyr war.

The Sccial Denperats—and in this they have German public
-opinion on, their side—oppose German possession of American
atomic w c:&to,ns ey also protest agamst the stationing of
American 4)d British atomic weapons on German soil. Their
rivals the G\rlstlan mocrats have tried to meet popular fecling
by re- afﬁrmng thelr\renuncmtmn of atomic weapon production
and demanding a susﬁcnsmn of H-bomb tests.

NATO rncw stra! iegy has been to equip all continental armies
including “rm:my s vlth ¢ tactical > nuclear weapons. When
Adenauer gave a press confercncc statement in which he supported
the strategy and descrihed these ¢ tactical > weapons as having by
now become °virtually \r}ormal weapons ”’ and merely a “ further
development >f artillery,? the cighteen German atomic scientists
immediately isued their cck;brated protest. Every notable German
figure in nucear physics has warned against any minimizing
of the atomic yeril and demanded that Germany should renounce
the use of atom'c weapons. Thesc scientists have made it clear that
their warning has nothing to do with the forthcoming German

elections and tieir sincerity cannot be questioned.  The ¢ atomic
.y Ty b -
awareness’ of Germany has undoubtedly undermined Adenauer’s

position.

Whatever be the result of the German eclections as concerns
the party position, let us hope that Germany will save Europe
from annihilation which is the plain conscquence of the policy of
using Western Europe as a base for ‘tactical’ atomic warfare.
The weapons may have been christened ¢ Tactical* by American
military priests, but the policy behind these weapons is the most
untactical of all conceivable policies and is sure to touch off the
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total-annihilation-war that'is hanging over humanvy. werman
wxsdom, born of bitter experience, may yet, God/willing, guide
Western Europe eventually to prefer neutrality f the cold war
policies nQW pursued by the NATO powers. |

‘Swara{ja, August 3, 1957

o -

e PACKAGE PLAN

THE West's package plan has ended thf Disarmsment talks.
" This closes another chapter of hope.

“We must continue to poison the Yholc wold because
U.S.S.R. has no much superior manpower.? If Amrrica said it
this way, it would look wholly absurd andjwicked. But this is
the full and true meaning of the package offer. | .

The unanimous voice of Science and !the' rotests of scared

- mankind will be listened to, only if Russia igrees to al and every
one of those things that will completely temove fecr of Russia
in the western mind ; otherwise they n(ust spredc poison for
present and future gcueranons and in eyery part of the globe.
" This is the package offer. . Surely there are men- ard wormen in
the United States who can sce the unreascnableness ¢ { this attitude,
And if there are, they should speak oyt and not lit America be
judged by the world by what her prescnt Government is doing.

It seems as if Great Britain has Iost her soul tlong with her
Empuc. Why should she allow hers:;lf to be dragged into incal-
culable danger by America’s scare of Russia ? She has a history
of unbroken courage. She has livedfor centuries within a couple
of hours’ reach of her enemies without losing her head. This
courage of Britain has gone into classic poetry. Why should she
agree to a U.S. and U.S.8.R. racc in producing an illegal inter-
continental ballistic armament which, when ready, means total
destruction at any moment for her'? There can be, it is obvious,
nothing. more deadly and dangerous for the countries of Europe
including Britain than this contemplated intercontinental transport
of timed ‘A’ and ‘ H’ bombs across the Atlantic, be it from west

“or east.” And if a ban on all nuclear weapons is offered, would

- it not be wise for her to accept it for whatever it is worth ?
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It appears as if in the middle of the twenticth century, Reason
stands dethroned. Can it be that the world must wait for a
great catastrophe somewhere, to resume commonsense thinking ?°
Can it be that it is God’s intent that a trans-Atlantic automatic
H-bomb must miss its way and stop to burst at some wrong place-
and then Reason wake up ?

. The Powers are gambling with life and civilization. The-
story of Yudhistira staking his wife and brothers in the Maha-
bharata gamble pales into flatness before this great and foul
enterprise that has been conceived and is threatening to take shape.
It was a moot point whether the foolish Prince of Hasthinapura-
had the right to stake his wife and his brothers. It was violently’
challenged by Draupadi. But the nations that are not in the
cold war have not the courage of that princess to talk straight’

-and ask the U.S. to accept the Soviet offer and not to tie up the-

nuclear ban with other disarmament issues.

Swarajya, September 14, 1957

LIVING BY THE BOMB

Tuere was considerable dissatisfaction in certain sections:
of the American Press at the confession made by President Eisen--
hower in July of this year that in 1945 he had found it far from
easy to uphold the American way of life against Marshal Zltukov
* through the long and many discussions ™ that they had about
their respective doctrines. In reaction to this anti-American
admission, James Reston of the New York Times asked : ** Do you
want to leave the inference that it is difficult to defend the proposi--
tion that democracy is a more idealistic system than Communism 2?7
Others suggested that the President of the United States should
 give more time to books and less to bridge, more time to appoint-:
ments with Washington, Emerson, Jefferson, Franklin, Whitman,
Lincoln and others, and less to appointments with Dulles, Nixon,.
Knowland, Sherman Adams, etc.”

Zhukov claimed that Communism appealed to the idealistic:
and the American system “ completely to the materialistic.””  The-
President confessed he had a very tough time trying to defend
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the American position because Zhukov said : “ You tell a person

he can do as he pleases, you appeal to him through everything.

‘that i selfish in man. We tell him that he must sacrifice for the
State, which is more idealistic.”
Eisenhower’s failure to meet Zhukov’s point was taken up
by many journals, and the explanation was offered that Ike * let
it g:)n\oo much in terms of black and white. Both sides are mixed,
~all systems are in fact mixed, much more than their champions
like to admit.”.

But that would be a way of withdrawing from the contest.
""The real bottom of the matter is, however, something else. The
“free way of life as distinguished from Communism accepts the

clement of selfishness in human nature and exploits it for the
‘benefit of society. It seeks to canalise the energies issuing out of
‘materialistic selfishness in the direction of the welfare of the com-
munity. The process is, though regulated by the State, largely
‘based on willingness. Communism ignores human nature and
seeks to attain society’s material welfare by force, fear and the
:strength of imposed habit. Therein lies the essential difference
" ‘that ultimately leads in the one case to the spirit of the individual
‘surviving, and in the other to its being killed on the altar of State
-<compulsion. What is based on a conflict against human nature
~.always carried with it the seeds of revolt. What accepts human
-nature and canalises it makes for lasting peace.

‘Again, the President might have taken up the issue of demo-
-.cracy against totalitarianism : democracy, which gives first
-places to the wishes of the people, and totalitarianism, which gives
“first place to the materialist goal and shapes its course through
* .coercion.

But what concerns humanity today is not the psychological
«or logical justification for either of these two ways of life. We have
‘to deal not with possibilities and alternatives, but with facts. The
-two ways of life have been respectively adopted by large masses
-of people, and the experiments are going on. What causes grave
.concern to the rest of the world is that both these ways of life have
‘got wedded to new weapons of mass destruction fraught with
incalculable harm to humanity and civilization both in the pro-
“cesses of manufacture and in their use when the hour strikes.

. Judge Robert Wilkins, in a recent article in Freedom and Unisn,
. "Washington, writes :—

LIVING BY THE BOMB ) 1y

“If events and attitudes continue in their present trexd,
one could today predict a third World War as confidntly
as President Wilson predicted iWorld War II in his
famous St. Louis speech. There is a scriptursl adage
that still applies. If we substitute ¢ bomb * fo- the word

\stord,’ it takes an increased significan.c : Those
who live by the bomb will die by the bom?.”

The Yords “ those who live by the bomb » aave an additional
meaning biyond that of the words of Jesus about the sword.  The
manufactu% of nuclear weapons and long-range missiles gives
employmen), and very great profit to a arge number of private-
capitalists. ‘To change this policy requires, in democracy, the
courage to fale a great dislocation in jaternal economy, in addition
to the consilerations associated with defence. Difficulties in
correcting thd fundamental error of nuclear policy have been
increased by nason of this. Vested interests have been created
in the.bomb. Yast attempts at disarmament, in the days when the
Powers possesstl only what are now called °conventional
weapons,” were epeatedly frustrated for this reason, although the
change-over of fitories, equipment and skill would have been a
relatively -simple\ matter. The processes of nuclear weapon
production have {eatly magnified the problem, and even if all
other difficulties were removed this would be a very big hurdle.
Itis a serious additi\nal misfortune for the world that people running
the nuclear race I we settled down to livze by the bomb—live,
in a very material s\nsc, and not alone in the scnse that Jesus
condemned.

Swarajya, September 3 1957
\
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PROB:BLY no one has written such strong language & I have
., so often used to protest against the nuclear weapon activites of the
‘*IGoyker'nment ¢ the United States, and if harsh criticisnf be a bar
.agaihst making  friendly appeal, I should have no rigjt to claim
-attention from yoir readers. But if fundamental godwill and
.an unalterable faitl in the way of life wherein state ggulation of
personal behaviour ard occupation has no placc givs a title to

speak frankly to Amera, I have a claim. My cqiviction that

the individual’s personaliv; should be something i

No subject can be of much greater importarfe than a good
-and true understanding between the Republic of tle United States
.of America and the Republic of India, which hqds four hundred
‘million people, who give unqualified supportjto their present
-government under a democratic regime.

American aid to Pakistan, by way of njlitary equipment,
'has again come to public notice on account of tle present financial
position of India. It was tolerated without ?&ch objection until
~ -this year’s budget debates disclosed the full pictfre of the armaments
Tace between Pakistan and India caused by his- American aid to
Pakistan. ‘Resources available for our devfopment plans have
‘been ecaten into by this unequal race foZ military equipment
‘between India on the one hand and Pakisan aided by America
-on the other. This has resulted in severelyadverse feeling against
America which calls for immediate attentpn on the part of those
‘who desire Indo-American friendship.

It is widely known that America agreed to help Pakistan in
-military equipment only in order to puild up another outpost
against Communist aggression.  Indip also -could have taken
such assistance and maintained parity, but on several grounds
‘which cannot be dismissed as unreagzlnablc, India preferred not
to do so. Nobody in India believes—and nobody in Pakistan
believes either—that there is any intention or likelihood of Russian
aggression against Pakistan. It is therefore felt in India that
American aid serves only to increase Pakistan’s power for mischief
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against her neighbour. This belief has brought about a
minor armaments race in this part of the world. Though "this
race is a minor one compared with the arms race between the
great powers, it is a very serious one for India. That the Govern-
ment of India is forced into it against its own inclination will be
.obvious to American readers if they scan the Indian Prime Minister’s
speech in Parliament on September 9. Let it be remembered
that he made this speech even while sending his Finance Minister
.on a mission to obtain a large Joan from America to make it possible
‘to execute the second Five-Year Plan of development. The
very contradiction superficial observers may see in this proves
the sincerity and intensity of the Prime Minister’s fecling about
American military aid to Pakistan and its baneful consequences.
“That it is necessary to execute the Plan and that it is therefore
necessary to borrow money from America are beyond controversy.

. From the ‘American point of view it is also unquestionably right

and wise to give India assistance for her Plan. The question on
which differences of opinion may arise is whether America should
.continue military assistance to Pakistan, when it is now quite
.obvious that this assistance serves no other purpose but to increase
India’s military expenditure and widen her Plan deficit.

1t is plain enough that the United States Government would
stoutly disapprove of any aggressive operation against India,
and the people of India know it. But they know also that such
-disapproval would not serve to undo mischicf once it has begun.
Nor could it serve even as a deterrent.  Hence the public pressure
for an armaments racc against Pakistan.

I am conscious of the difficulty of any change in policy at
this stage on the part of America towards Pakistan. But I believe
that when a new situation has arisen and it is necessary to meet
it, American statesmanship will not hesitate. It is true that an
additional barrier against Communist Russia was the motive
for military assistance to Pakistan. Any advantage arising out
.of that policy must be weighed now against what is happening
to Indo-American friendship.

New York Times, September 22, 1957



THE ANTI-NUCLEAR TEST MOVEMENT

TroMas Hamirton, prominent columnist in the New York
Times, writes for the September 22 issue in his survey of the posi-
tibn in the U.N. :— o

" “ There is dependable evidence about the increasing amount.
of radio-activity from nuclear test explosions and the Soviet
demand for suspending them will certainly win considerable
support. It is upto the Western Powers to make a better case
than they have until now for their position that nuclear tests
should be suspended only in connection with a comprchensive
‘disarmament program.”

The tragic fallacy that must be exposed, the truth that must
be pushed through the hard skull of the Western Powers is that
the Disarmament programme is a mutual affair between the
Western Powers and Russia, but the nuclear test programme is
an active war of poisoning the whole world for the sake of Western
military strength. .

Nothing can be a more glaring aggression than this on the
lives of people with whom the West has ro quarrel. There must
be a limit on what one can do to protect onesclf—surely it cannot
go up to poisoning other people, poisoning the coming genera-

tions of those against whom you have no cause of action. This .

is the plain issue about these tests. The world has already been
guilty of too long laches over this patent illegality. All these
sensational revelations, coming in rapid succession in the last
few months,” writes Giocomo Troiono in Contemporary Issucs

(London and New York) of October-November 1957, “ have .

opened the flood-gates of public hostility to the continuation of’
nuclear weapons tests. Unfortunately, it must be recognised
that this opinion has not yet reached that level of determination
which would make it openly decisive for events. The bureau-
cratic armour of the governments is still able to resist the assaults
of a more and more outraged and terrified gencral opinion.”
The decisive defcct in the movement as it has developed till
now, is, according to this writer, its lack of any organisation. That
is so from the American citizens’ point of view. Outside of
:Amcrica, the position is worsened by the economic aid which
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chokes the voices of nations struggling to raise themselves on the

strength of dollar support. Even the strong voice of India seems
muffled.

Swarajya, October 12, 1957

THE NEW DOCTRINE OF WAR

At the Tokyo anti-nuclear conference last August, Dr. Rotblat,
one of the leading nuclear physicists of Britain, spoke important
truth. He pointed out that in the course of the twelve years
that have passed since the Hiroshima bomb, the destructive power
of the bomb has been increased several thousand times. It was
doubled every year and 2 to the power of 12 takes us beyond
4,000. After pointing this out, he proceeded to explain that
even worse than the increase of the destructive power of the
bombs, was the gradually changing attitude of some people
towards the use of weapons of mass destruction—the growing
callousness and the acceptance of the necessity of using such
weapons in certain conditions. In 1945, the world was horrified.
That horror has now paled. This growing callousness is not
less of a danger than the increased destructive capacity of the
bomb itself. Together, they make for a fatal combination.

What Dr. Rotblat did not refer to,.and which is equally note-
worthy, is the insidious attempt to assume that non-involved
nations have no objection to the casualities involved in guided
missiles and to intercontinentals flying over their heads with
all the chances of error accompanying them. The public law
that gave a nation the right of its being left alone up the entire
height of space over its head is now openly ignored and denied
without any protest being raised.  From this to actually indulging
in such manoeuvres and battles is a simple step. It seems obvious
that the nations must raise their loud voices at once against such
trespass.  We have allowed far too many encroachments already
by permitting the tests to poison the atmosphere and the waters
of the seas that do not belong to the experimenting powers. We
cannot allow belligerents to send intercontinental missiles over

the heads of others who are not in the conflict. It seems so patent.
C.R.—8
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3ut the illusion of helplessness created by the nuclear power of
wo or three nations is so great that the most obvious of rights
seem  to have lapsed.

We have the right not to be in a war or to be in it. This
right is being slowly but surely nullified by the big powers. These
think that the whole world must be in any war that may be dec-
lared, by one or the other of them. All war shall be shared by
all—this is the new doctrine. If we mean to deny this new doc-
trine and if we are resolved to remain out when we like, we must
protest ‘betimes against preparations to send missiles over our
heads, 'be it propelled ballistically or otherwise. The issue should
be stated and squarely faced by all those who are not in the nuclear

race.

Swdra_'u‘a, October 12, 1957

. THE TOY MOON

Tue U.S. Government say they are now ready for space-
missile control talks. Mr. K. W. Gatland, a British astronomer,
has now realised that the legal issues of international law regarding
the sovereignty. of the air space above the countries of the world,
should be carefully studied. ‘

It took the launching of a Russian satellite for these intellectual
realisations and thoughts of world control of what endangers the
world and infringes the sovereignty of many nations. So long
as it was not quite certain that Russia had her intercontinental
ballistic missile technique, these issues of international law were
not recognised as important, or even referred to. The definitely
established superiority of Russia has, however, made a great
change. Better late than never !

The artificial moon has put the U.S.S.R. achievement beyond
question. - The U.S.S.R. can undoubtedly shoot a missile carrying
deddly mechanism across horizontal space between the Urals
and the Rockies, if we have seen with our own eyes the successful
vertical propulsion of the heavy satellite to where it has been
circling for some days past. And so they say we must control
this unwanted and excessive power.
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It is not these toy moons that should cause worry. It is the
power behind them. How one wishes we had learned to admire
gnd fear the One Power behind the Sun and Moon and all the
Stars !

Swarajya, October 19, 1957

SPUTNIK

Two problems are agitating the mind of the West which
have now brought Macmillan and Ike together for consultations
“These are the spread of Soviet influence in the Middle East 'm(i
the psychological damage which the Russian Sputnik: has C'IL:SCd
1o_thc West.  The American press has frankly intcrprctec‘i }h
British Premier’s visit as an occasion to call for the pooling of thz
‘West’s total technological assets in the ©struccle of idCZIO"iCS ’
It is felt that the mutual jealousy and strict sccx‘?:Zy observed s: f'
by the Western Powers among themselves in technological advqnzr
‘must be dropped in order to make a united eﬁ'or? to ovcr‘takc
what the Sputnik represents. But the Sputnik is the product o(;
the unaided power of Russia in the field of technology and science
The trans-Atlantic effort at co-operation is thcrcfo:e itself a co :
fession of inferiority. But what is this *struggle of idcolorric::
referred to in the American press as if it were axbl incontrovex:iblc
«concrete fact 2 If “ ideology * means anything at all, the ¢ strugole *
must be in the plane of logic and reason, not in fire and ph;gical
conflict. It is a tragedy that a question of which way of li.fc is
the better one is to be settled by exploding bombs, like a duc;

“with pistols to prove who spoke the truth. To some of us it would

appear that he who is less effective with hi
1 his bombs tea
better way of life ! ches the

As for the other problems, the Mid-East, it is now generally

accepted by the West that the much advertised Eiscnhower

Doctrine has failed as an instrument of policy. ** We don’t think
_that the so-called Eisenhower Doctrine is a cure-all for eve thigrr
in the area,” said Mr. John Foster Dulles himself at a nt:\?s, cori
ference. News conferences in the United States correspond
1o our parliamentary question-hour. The Executive an(:lp the
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Congh:ss meet only that way in America. The statements mztdc
in news conferences are important. The Eisenhower Doctrine
has_ therefore collapsed.

: 1t is an obvious consequence of the mass-destruction weapons
now possessed by the cold war combatants that none o'f th('tm can
T'possi ly intervene by any form of belligerent activity in any
conflitts that arise in the Mid-East. Neither side would care to
touch off a nuclear war at any stage of the intervention. The
only available way of helping or hindering is by pfeaceful > diplo-
macy. The Eisenhower Doctrine based on physical force was
fore-doomed to be useless from the outset.

The ‘ ultimate’ ~weapons have served no real purpose in
Spite of all that has been and is being spent on them.. They are
as worthless as suicide by way of sanction in private life. Mear.x-
while the mutual recriminations of Republican and Democratic
leaders, of scientists and defence service men in America must be,
furnishing great satisfaction to the Soviet leaders whose ‘ moon
has made the people of U.S.A. really mad. *“ What do we do about
Sputnik ?’ cried patriotic Clare Booth Luce. * We take our

. hats off to the Soviet moon and our coats off to Russian rocketry.
We collect our wits and dig into pockets, It is twelve years ﬁ'Ofl‘l
Hiroshima to the moon. Six of them were Democratic, six
Republican. Let us say no more.”

 There is' a furious drive now for reorganisation of research
programme in America. Not only the Democrats but the l}ri\tish
also are now pressing for changes of U.S. policy in order to ‘ over-
take’ Russia. There is no one wise enough to tell them that
accepting the ban on the use of all nuclear weapons which the
Soviets proposed so often and which they have still kept open

would go a great way to solve all anxiety. One affirmative Yes

to that proposal is worth a dozen reorganised programmes of
Sputnik or other technical research.

Swarajya, November 9, 1957

CORRESPONDENCE WITH MR. KHRUSHCHEV
LeTTER TO MR, KHRUSHCHEV

Madras 17
November 9, 1957

Dear Mr. Kurusnchey,
Your Excellency may remember the conversation we had

-in Madras when you and Mr. Bulganin visited this City. The

frank and clear statements I had the honour of hearing you and
Mr. Bulganin make in answer to my querics during that quict
and private talk in the Governor’s house and the events that
have happened since then encourage me to approach you with
a proposition which T trust you will not reject out of hand as
merely idealistic. It is a practical move of creative power that
I am suggesting, one emerging from the very special nature of the
present moment.

Now that you have established beyond doult the definite
superiority of your technical achievement and potentialities which
have left the opposite party dumb-founded, no gesture on your
part of a peace-seeking nature can possibly be misconstrued as
arising out of desire to cover weakness. I submit therefore the
supreme occasion for you has arrived to declare on behalf of
your country that you not merely ask for an agreed ban on nuclear
weapons but you will unilaterally abjure the use of those weapons
in warfare. This unqualified declaration will give the start for
the moral law to work out its chain reactions in the field of the
human spirit even as the broken atom does in your atomic plants.

It is not pacifism that I am asking you to declare, but only
the abjuring of the nuclear weapons. It is this new development
that has robbed war of all its automatic gradualness which had
been the all-important safeguard for peace, for humanity and
civilization to survive in spite of what would otherwise be an
unqualified cvil. It is thercfore these new weapons of destruc-
tion that change the character of war that have to be abjured
for the sake of civilization. There is a point at which man’s
instruments unfortunately and without his knowing it become
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his master instead of being his inanimate instrument. The dan
‘gerous  point has been almost reached in the case of nuclear
weapons. It is necessary to halt before it is too late and to restore
man’s control over his tools and prevent his becoming a helpless
victim of his own invention.
. It is needless for you to point out to me the lapses of the
Wcs&cm Powers, 1 know them all and I have been pointing
them out publicly. But a supreme moment has now arrived
when your Republic can attain undying glory by a great and
historic step whose moral force will be irresistible, a glory not
less than Russia’s heroic defence against the might and ferocity
of Hitler when she bore the whole brunt of his attack. If this
unqualified and absolute declaration I am suggesting be forth-
coming from you, the West will have to bow in awe and reverence
before your moral height. It would be an achievement in the
spiritual field no less than what you have demonstrated in techno-
logy which has extorted the admiration and envy of the West.
As you recently said in your Jubilee Speech in Moscow, the pattern
of competition in the future will change from one of destruction
to the unravelling of the mysteries of nature and the promotion
of human welfare, if you take this great creative unilateral stepr
without caring what others may do or not do.

I have made appeals for unilaterally abjuring nuclear weapons
to America and to Britain in the columns of the New York Times
and the Manchester Guardian. ‘This appeal that I make to you,
may 1 say, I make with greater hope ? Tor as I have said already,
you are in a position of great and demonstrated strength which
gives you the status and power to make such a proud declara-
tion. :

With highest regards,

Yours sincerely,
C. RajacoPALACHART

MR. KHRUSHCHEV’S REPLY

December 3, 1957
Your EXCELLENCY, .

Your letter has given me great pleasure, having revived the
pleasant recollections of our sojourn in your wonderful country
and cf the talks I enjoyed with you in Madras. I remember
our conversation during the concert when even the performance
of the magnificent dancing art of the Indian people could not
distract us from the discussion of the important problems stirring
all the people who are sincerely striving for the preservation of peace.

I read your letter with great attention and I am very grateful
for it. In my reply I would like to express some ideas concerning
the proposal, made in your letter.

We consider your wish that the Sovict Union should make
its contribution to the cause of establishing a lasting peace among
qxe nations as an expression of the genuine nobility of your convic-
tions, as a great concern for peace of a prominent public and state
figure whose life and efforts are devoted to the struggle for the
cause of peace.

In your letter you speak favourably of our country, of our
people, of the successes achieved by them and in particular, of the
achievements of Sovict science and technique. I shall make no
secret of the fact that we oursclves are proud of these successes
because they testify to the progress of the people who have liberated
themselves from capitalist slavery. You are of course awarc of
the fact that the overwhelming majority of the population of
Tzarist Russia was illiterate ; Russia was a backward peasant
country -with underdeveloped industry. During the 40 years of
the existence of the Soviet system our people have displayed their
mighty forces and talents, developed an advanced industry,
reorganised agriculture on the most up-to-date basis, brought up
their people’s intelligentsia, their scientists of all profiles. The
vivid expression of the success of our people was the creation and
launching of the first artificial earth satellite in the world. All
this makes us happy and encourages us for new deeds in the name
of achievement of the great goal set by the Communist Party, of
building up in our country Communist society, ie., such a society
where people will be brothers, indeed where every person will
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work for himself and for others according to his abilities and where
all the needs of the people will be fully satisfied. The Soviet people
spare no efforts for building such a social order.

We highly appreciate the anxiety for the destinies of the world
with which your letter is imbued. Humanity is facing the threat
rof an unprecedented war which, if it breaks out, will cost many
mnlhbns of lives.

Such a perspective is especially senselcss in our days when
science is developing so rapidly man’s possibilities for lightening
his work and utilizing the natural resources, for the satisfaction
of our requirements of all the peoples of our planet are increasing
limitlessly. Therefore on the basis of peaceful co-existence of all
states, of friendly . co-operation and mutual assistance, there are
all possibilities now to ensure progress and prosperity for every
country and every nation.

At present, more than ever before, every honest person and
society as a whole must persistently look for a way not only to put
off war but to preclude the possibility of its ever being unleashed.
Of course, this problem can be solved completely and finally only
when mankind comes in its development to the creation of a society
in which there will be no poor nor rich, where all will be equal
and will equally enjoy the products of common labour. We
call such a society Communist. We are convinced that humanity
will achieve such a just social system in the long run. However,
many efforts will be required for this because various pecoples
are at different levels of development and in many countries the
forces which want to dominate and live at the expense of other
people’s labour are still strong.

Our common duty today is to avert war. If we cannot
eliminate it for ever we can and must create such conditions that
the people could live in peace without fears that a war of
annihilation may be unleashed at the will of some mad men.

You suggest that in the name of strengthening international
confidence and saving mankind from the threat of a disastrous
atomic war, the Sovict Union should unilaterally declare its
rejection of using thermo-nuclear w eapons for war purposes. We
highly appreciate the great confidence which you place in us by
appealing to the Soviet Union with such a proposal and would
like to be in a- position to follow your advice. The Soviet Union
resolutely stands for the condemnation and banning of atomic
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and hydrogen weapons as weapons of mass destruction and
demands their removal from the arsenals of the states. We
continue to insist on this and are ready to conclude a corresponding
agreement with other powers at any moment. At present the matter
-depends on the Governments of the U.S.A. and Great Britain.

I would also like to draw your attention to the fact that it was
solemnly declared on behalf of the Soviet Government and the
Communist party of the Scviet Union at the Jubilee Session of
of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R, in Moscow on November 6,
this year, that our people had never thought and would not think

of using any means of destruction provided our country was not

attacked by the imperialist states. I believe that this statement
answers, to a considerable extent, the thought expressed in your
letter. If the Governments of the U.S.A. and Great Britain for
their part made analogous official statements, would it not be a
great step towards the elimination of the threat of a new war ?

As the .repudiation of thermo-nuclear weapons by only one
power, the Soviet Union, irrespective of how the other powers
possessing such weapons will act—although we fully understand
the motives of your proposal dictated by your great faith in the
good beginning laid in every man—we cannot forget, however,
that there are facts and circumstances which compel us to approach
such questions very carefully.

You suppose that the unilateral declaration of the Soviet
Union about renouncing thermo-nuclear weapons will give start
to a moral ‘chain reaction’ in the world and the West will have
to answer in the same way. I must, however, tell you frankly that
the facts do not give us grounds for such an optimistic supposition.

In this connection I cannot but recollect the absolutely correct
idea expressed in one of your articles that the U.S.A. cannot demand
from the Soviet Union unilateral actions on stopping nuclear
weapons tests if the U.S.A. itself does not intend to do the same.
This consideration is the more correct when the question of using

_nuclear weapons is concerned.

Realising our great responsibility for the well-being and sccurity
of the peoples of the Soviet Union, can we lose sight of such actions
of the Governments of the Western Powers as the creation of the
network of American military bascs on the territories of tens of
states in Europe, Asia, Alfrica, along the borders of the Soviet

Union and of the countries friendly to it ? Have we the right to
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forget.that the U.S.A. and its West European allics in the NATO
military bloc are doing their best to make the atomic and hydrogen
‘weapons the main element of their armaments, and even declare
- about it officially ? '

It is also well-known that the main question on the agenda of

‘the forthcoming December session of the NATO Council will be
the distribution of roles among the participants of this bloc in the
preparation of war with the use of atomic and hydrogen weapons.
The Governments of the U.S.A., Great Britain and other Western
Powers persistently refuse to agree even to such measures as the:
immediate and unconditional suspension of atomic and hydrogen
weapons tests on conditions ‘equal for all sides.

Keeping in mind all this, we fear that if the Soviet Union
declares its unilateral rejection of thermo-nuclear weapons, those

Governments which are planning evil designs against our country—

blinded by their hatred towards our new system and everything that
is being created by us—will yield to temptation to take advantage’
of the consequently weakened defensive possibilities of the Soviet
Union.  They may try to deal a blow to our state with atomic
and hydrogen wedpons to liquidate the socialist achievements-
attained by the Soviet people at the cost of great efforts. And
we consider the achievements of the Soviet people not only as ours
‘but also as those of all progressive humanity, of all those who are:
striving to build the mutual relations among the people on the
basis of equality and mutual assistance and respect.

Being aware of the fact that when the Soviet Union gives its:
word, it strongly keeps this word and never breaks it, the aggressive
circles of the Western Powers on our unilateral obligation not to
use thermo-nuclear weapons would reciprocate with intensified

" piling of stocks of such weapons in order to achieve superiority and
then to submit to the Soviet Union their ultimatum-demands.

But if the Soviet Union, having declared its unilateral renun-
ciation of the use of nuclear weapons, after some time is forced
by certain actions of the Western Powers to change its stand on
this question, this might only undermine the faith of the nations
in our word and cause confusion among those who struggle for
peace and whose support we appreciate. Such course of events:
would badly harm our—common for us and you—cause of securing’
peace in the whole world, and would cause a great enough moral
damage to.the ideas of peaceful co-existence. And this, in its
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turn, would complicate the struggle for gencral disarmament, for’
prohibition of atomic and hydrogen weapons, sharpen distrust
in relations among countries, intensify the armaments drive and
stockpiling of means of mass annihilation of people.

All this, it is understood, would be not for the good of those:
who stand for the strengthening of peace but would be to the benefit
of the exponents of the policy from ¢ a position of strength.” Is
it necessary to say that we do not want at all such a development
of events just as, T am sure, you do not want it either ?

As you see, your proposal raises complicated and difficult

.problems which affect essentially the interests of security of the

Soviet state and the interests of safeguarding universal peace.
There was an exchange of views among the leaders of our Party
and Government on the question put in your letter. Having
weighed and thought over your proposal we came to the conclusion,.
that due to the aforesaid reasons, the circumstances, unfortunately,.
do not allow the Soviet Government to take upon itself the unilateral
obligation mentioned in your letter.

While the Governments of the Western Powers do not display
their readiness to enter the path of practical measures for disar--
mament and to agree to denunciation of usc of atomic and hydrogen
weapons, we have obviously nothing to do but continue our efforts-
in the struggle for peace, explaining to the peoples the perniciousness-
of the policy which is being pursued now by the imperialist circles.

Can we reconcile oursclves to such a situation when the dreadful
threat of atomic war hangs over every man and whenever greater
and greater portion of man’s labour is used not for the creation of’
material values and raising welfare but for the production of weapons
of mass annihilation and destruction ? We arc surc that the
peoples will strengthen their pressure on the Governments whose:
policy runs contrary to the interests of peace and in the long run
will induce these Governments to listen to the voice and demands
of millions and millions of people and to {ind such a decision which
would once and for all rule out the possibility of a war catastrophe.

In conclusion, may I, dear Mr. Rajagopalachari, wish you
good health and every success in your work in the field of the
the struggle for peace, friendship and co-operation among
nations.

Respectfully yours,
N. KurusucHEy



TO MR. KHRUSHCHEV

Madras 17
10th December, 1957

DearR MRr. KHRUSHCHEV,

Mr. Peter Petrov, first Secretary in your Embassy in Delhi
brought an “unofficial translation’ of vour Excellency’s letter o
December 3, and gave it to me personally at Madras in my litth
room. I am grateful to him for the courtesy shown and trouhl
taken,

A private person like me has reason to be proud when a lette
from him is given earnest and such full consideration by you
Excellency and your Government. The subject is of suct
momentous importance that I am grateful for the thought Ishav
been able to provoke whatever may be your reaction to my proposal
I thank you for this.

You said to Mr. Hearst on 2nd November last : * Let us pu
an end to the cold war.” . The very pith and substance of the colc
war is suspicion. The very nature of the cold war—this’suspicion—
prevents hope for any ‘agreement’ that can end the cold war
It can be put an end to only by one party or the other beginning
with its own unilateral step. There is no way to end the cold wa
except by taking a first voluntary unilateral step in the convictior
that it must lead to a good reaction on the other side. Thi
necessarily involves risk. But the cold war cannot be ended by
any process that does not involve risk. The cold war is going o1
developing a terrible risk by itself. We have to compare onc risl
with the other. Ending the cold war means suspending ou
suspicions.

The argument against any step towards it is suspicion itsclf
We are therefore in a terribly vicious circle.  The more 1 thinl
of it the clearer it is to me that unless we produce the miracle ir
the shape of unilateral action, we cannot hope to end this cold wa
before it bursts into flame, and I fear this is relentlessly approaching
The strikingly strong position Russia is now in, induced me t
appeal to you. :

Tf the sten I suorested is. nneauivocallv taken. the 1S A
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will be drawn as by a steel chain to follow suit.- There can be no-
imputation of breach of faith if by aggression the other party

" forfeits the benefit of the pledge and disgraces itsclf. If we begin

this way the time will arrive when the apprehension will wear
away, and as you have said everybody can sink these weapons in
the sea. My appeal differs from your standing offer for an agree-
ment in that no condition is attached to the declaration. You
need not fear reproach if, by agzression, which will be universally
condemned, the other party invites annihilation.

T have written this letter without waiting for your Excellency’s
original letter to arrive. My highest regards and greetings for
the New Year.

Yours sincerely,
C. RAJAGOPALACHARI

MR. KHRUSHCHEV’S REPLY
31st December, 1957

Your EXCELLENCY,

I have received your letter dated December 10th, 1957,
in which you write with sincere and understandable anxicty about
the danger of the ‘cold war’ and call for its stopping by means of
unilateral actions on the part of the Government of the Soviet
Union. Relying upon force of moral influence you consider that
unilateral repudiation by the U.S.S.R of nuclear weapons will
force the U.S.A and its allies to follow this example and will lcad
to the stopping of the ‘cold war’ and armaments drive,

I fully agree with you that the continuation of the ‘ cold war’
by itself increases the danger of an outbreak of a new war with the
annihilation. of millions of human lives. One should not forget
that even now there is not a single country nor a people for whom
the present ‘ cold war’ would not mean the growing of the danger
of atomic war and further increase of the burden of war expenditure.

Due to the socialist nature of its regime the Soviet Union has
never been and cannot be interested in the maintenance of the
atmosphere of the ¢ cold war’ and suspicions, On the contrary,
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-we have been doing our best to restore confidence and liquidate

-tension. We have extended the hand of friendship to those who
‘told us about their suspicions and more than once have agreed, as

.-you propose to do now, to definite unilateral actions in the sphere
.of disarmament supposing that others would follow our example.
i+ In-the course of the last 2 or 3 years we reduced our army
appr‘nmmatcly by 2 million pcople. But nobody has followed
.our example.

“You know that on December 10, Soviet Government sent a
message 'in rcply to the appeal of the Prime Minister of India,

r.- Jawaharlal Nehru, in which he calls upon the Governments
.:of the U.S.A. and the Soviet Union to end the tests of nuclear
‘-weapons. . We readily responded to this appeal of Mr. Nehru
.and informed that the Soviet Government was ready to solemnly
.declare that from January 1, 1938, the U.S.S.R. would not perform
.any explosion whatever of nuclear weapons if the U.S.A. and Britain
.also’ declare their agreement to stop as from January 1, 1938,
‘the tests they are preparing. Declaring our readiness to take
:upon ourselves this serious international obligation we hoped
sincerely that the United States and its partners would show
.a goodwill and follow our example.

Unfortunately, this time also, the course of developments
“has not justified our hopes. In reply to Mr. Nehru's appeal
.and to the concrete proposal of the Soviet Government, the Presi-
.dent ‘of the United States declared that the U.S.A. considered it
mnecessary to continue the tests of nuclear weapons.

“You admit in your letter that the unilateral refusal to use
‘nuclear weapons would represent a great risk for our country
.and would not exclude the possibility of an aggression, but you
" hope that. the U.S.A. will not go along the way of war but will
follow our example. You can see, however, that we are azain
and again being confronted with such facts which cannot but
_convince us that such a risk would be unjustifiably great and very
.dangerous not only for the security of the Soviet State but for the
-cause of universal peacec as well. Judge by yourself whether we
«an- reckon that the unilateral actions of the U.S.S.R., you speak
about, will lead to desirable results in such conditions when the
U.S.A. openly confirms that it does not intend to stop further
‘development of the lethal weapon.

"As you must know, American planes carrying a load of atom
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il hydrogen bombs are flying around the. clock over England
id other countries of Western Europe. The aim of these flights
to demonstrate the readiness of the U.S.A. to launch an atomic
ar at any moment. If we take into consideration the fact that
ere are more and more calls in the U.S.A. to start a preventive
ar and the American Government is recommended to accept a
ar policy based on the doctrine of the preventive war—i.e., of
1 open aggression against peace-loving States—then all this
ympels us in the U.S.S.R. to be extremely vigilant in order to
eet any unexpectedness properly.

I shall not repeat here the considerations expressed by me in
y previous letter to you. Undoubtedly you are very well aware
" the proposals made by the Government of the Soviet Union
. the recent message to the Governments of the U.S.A., Britain
id other countries as well as-the work of the Session of the
rpreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. which recently adopted an impor-
nt resolution on the question of foreign policy., 1 should only
t¢ to draw your attention to the fact that the Supreme Soviet
" the U.S.S8.R. authorised the Soviet Government to consider
jain the question of further reduction of Soviet armed forces.
onsidering this decision as a new serious contribution to the
wse of strengthening peace and creating an atmosphere of
mfidence among nations we expect that the Governments of
ic United States of America, Great Britain and France will
so undertake a reduction of their armed forces in the interests

" real international security.

We are convinced that if the umlateral actions undertaken
y us now were supported by similar efforts of the Western Powers
would lead not only to the improvement of the international
tuation but would open the way to new steps with the purpose
" deliverance of humanity from the armaments race and from the
ienace of atomic war which inevitably would lead to terrible
msequences for humanity.

Your ardcnt asplr’ltlon to contribute to the stopping of the
cold war’ evokes in us the feeling of great and sincere respect,
: strengthens our assurance that the voice of the people, for
hom the future of peace is dear and close, will sound louder
ad louder and that the growing strength of the peace-loving
owers will triumph in the long run and secure a lasting and
able peace.
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1 thank you for your congratulations on the occasion of the
New Year and on my part I send you New Year’s congratulations
and my sincere wishes of happiness and success in your noble
activities in defence of peace.

Sincerely yours,
N. KHRUSHCHEV

THE SUPREME WEAPON

It was easy to burst the atomic bomb on Hiroshima and
Nagasaki and demonstrate that the Western Powers no longer
depended upon the Russians and had no need to ask favours of
them. Churchill rejoiced at the consequent happier prospect
in Europe. Explanations were given that it was to save human
lives that this horrid step was taken even though Japan had
virtually surrendered. And it was done giving Stalin the barest
notice of it but without fully informing him of the nature of the
new weapon. But the law of karma has taken its course. Russia
has now achieved mastery over the ultimate in weapons, the
intercontinental ballistic missile with nuclear warhead.

Possession of this weapon gives the Soviet Union unquestioned
superiority over Britain and her allies in Europe. The elaborate
mechanism of Western military power in the continent is now
found to be of no real utility. This realisation of inutility includes
ground and air forces established by NATO, and the vast system
of logistical support for these forces as well as the air bases in
Britain, on the continent and in Africa, from which ‘the great
deterrent ’ of nuclear bombing was to be exerted.

The leadership of the West, so confidently assumed by the
United States at the close of the war, is now very much in question.
The British have realised this. They also know that they cannot
resume the leadership themselves and therefore they are all the
more concerned with the non-technical aspect of the situation,
what is now called ‘bargaining power.’ Sconer or later the
question will be raised in the minds of the public of these countries
whether membership in the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation
is any longer the best way of avoiding nuclear war, and whether
America must be allowed to take all the political decisions in
. moments of crisis.
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Meanwhile in the ledger of spiritual losses and gains, everyone
including the New York Times agrees that American society is not
as free as it was half-a-century ago, the defence programme forced
on America having interfered with a substantial part of the
freedoms on which she had been priding herself.

A very very brief letter from one David Figart of Briarcliff
Manor, New York, dated November 10, 1957, that appeared in the
Mew York Times puts the reality in anutshell : ““The supreme
problem facing the American people today is not to surpass Russia
in nuclear weapons nor even to overtake her. It is to recover
some of our spiritual vision. There is a weapon with which we
could win this cold war. It is goodwill. The Russian people bear
us no enmity. We bear them none. Any other starting point for
negotiations will surely fail.” .

This small letter contains better advice than what President
Eisenhower has been getting from all his newly enrolled scientific
and other advisers. It is difficult for pride to retrace steps, es-
pecially frustrated pride. It was easter for America to do what
Mr. Figart and others like him advise when it was believed on all
hands that she was the stronger party. But it is not too late
though indeed late. ’

Churchill gave the sad title, Triumph and Tragedy, to the
last volume of his narrative of the world war, “because the over-
whelming victory of the Grand Alliance has failed so far to bring
general peace to our anxious world.” Tt is yet possible to turn the

tragedy into a triumph if Britain and America recover their
spiritual vision.

Swarajya, December 7, 1957

NEMESIS NEARING

GEoRGE F. KENNAN commands among all the eminent ambas-
sadors of America who served in Moscow the highest respect.
He is now professor of history at the Institute for Advanced Studics
at Princeton. Though not in the diplomatic service, he is still
regarded as an eminent authority on foreign affairs, Last week
he gave a Reith Lecture for the B.B.C. and Reuter has cabled

a.r.—0
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‘the points the ex-ambassador made. He warned the nations that
distributing tactical nuclear weapons to the NATO countries
would make the position worse and lead to grave danger. It
swould, according to him, make it impossible for Russia ever to
withdraw her forces from central and eastern Europe. He has
" expressed the view that placing such weapons in the hands of the
Nk\TO governments would make it certain for every minor diffi-
culty in Europe to develop into a major one. The ex-ambassador
urges that the countries of western Europe should have only para-
military forces on the Swiss pattern to guard against any internal
coup, exactly as Mr. Priestley said in his recent article. * Western
Europe of 1957 reminds me,” Mr. Kennan said, “ of the man who
has grown accustomed to swimming with water-wings and cannot
realise that he is capable of swimming without them.”

_ George Kennan is definitely of the view that the suicidal
nature of nuclear weapons renders them unsuitable as a sanction
“in diplomacy or as a basis of alliance, because, he says, these are
not weapons of a kind ‘ with which one readily springs to the
defence of one’s friends.”

“1 cannot over-emphasize,” says ex-ambassador Kennan,
“ the fatefulness of this plan to equip the western European
nations with nuclear weapons. I do not see how it could fail to
produce a serious increase in the existing military tension in Europe.
It would be bound to raise a grave problem for the Russians in

respect of their own military dispositions and their relations with

the other Warsaw Pact countries. It would inevitably bring about

a further complication of the German and satellite countries.”
The great deterrent was dangercus enough where it was.

The distribution of nuclear weapons over numerous allies will

increase the danger ten-fold, for any one of these allies can take a

political decision to spark off a world explosion. Instead of gradu-
ating the nuclear terror, which is probably the intention of the
plan, it will only serve to bring nearer the temptation to use the
anticipatory ultimate weapon. What should be done is to reduce
Russian fears ; but America proposes to increase those fears and
“when the proposed distribution of nuclear sveapons has taken
place, fear instead of deterring would tend to acceleratc the
1.C.B.M. moving across the world.
“The attachment to nuclear discovery has been so reinforced
" by fear and habit that the very capacity to think in other terms
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secms to have been seriously affected. This alone explains how
such an obviously wrong and perilous step has been conceived
by the U.S. as to scatter nuclear weapons all over the world to be
handled by her several allies and dependents. It is no real answer
to the I.C.B.M. of Russia. It amounts to a fatal abdication of
responsibility and a confession of frustrated confusion of mind.
‘One of America’s most estecemed statesmen, now working in a
highly intellectual centre, has sounded a clear note of warning
‘which none but the ill-fated can ignore. )

Swarajya, December 14, 1957

A PERIL.OUS PLAN

“Ler us not attempt to rcconcile contradictions but firmly '
embrace a rational alternative.” This was Alexander Hamilton’s
doctrine when he campaigned for the union of the thirteen States
of America into one nation and laid"the foundation for the present
power of the United States.

There were contradictions then and there are contradictions
now in the wishes of men. Too often do those responsible for the
governance of human affairs in democracies have contrary wishes
and aims and play for safety and popularity among men holding
contrary views by adding up one thing to another and ignoring
the hard but fundamental doctrine of policy enunciated by Hamilton
as above. They attempt to bundle together contradictory
aims and imagine that this would be what is recommended by
saints, philosophers and statesmen as the middle path. Contra-
dictory things tied up together do not make a middle path but
remain an untenable bundle,

Hamilton’s fundamental proposition about policies must
be remembered by all statesmen in all matters. We must take

. the risk of adopting and firmly embracing a rational alternative

and not scek the worthless and illusory safety obtained by a sceming
reconciliation of contradictions.

America has been true to her traditional ethic in resisting the
idea of an anticipatory attack to liquidate her great opponent.
The American people desire world peace. They would resent
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y suggestion that they were indifferent to that cause. But at
: same time they desire national security. Now, security can
ue either from international agreement or from overwhelming
wer. The latter has now become impossible as several causes
ve contributed to produce parity between the two opposing
wers. The former, viz., international agreement, can only be
sed on mutual trust. But America cannot see her way to put
1s£‘in the good faith-of the Soviet power. Meanwhlie time
sses and her traditional defensive attitude allows the Soviet
wer to grow into an almost invincible enemy. An anticipatory
tack is the only available dynamic that the H-bomb can furnish,
it it would be totally un-American to make use of it in that way.
a attack would be permissible only by way of retaliation after
wiet Russia has taken some belligerent first step.

And s0 a scheme has been devised after great deliberation,
id it is sought to be put in action through NATO, to organize
iclear equipment for the allied nations in Europe in order that

actical’ nuclear weapons may have a chance to go into action -

what may be called small wars and the Soviet power may be

rced to take the first belligerent nuclear action. The aim is
» place Russia in a dilemma and to content herself with local
ars with second grade nuclear weapons. If Russia resorted to
ie H-bomb she would thereby solve the moral problem for Ame-
can conscience. - All this is nicely planned and backed by high
rade experts in the science of foreign relations.

But the calculations of men often bring about results other
1an expected, too dreadful to contemplate. This plan of sur-
»unding Russia and Russian-controlled areas with nuclear weapons
‘hich can operate at relatively short range way, instead of trapping
1e enemy into smaller wars, force him at a moment decided
ponby'Nemesis to take the big decision which certainly is not
hat America wants. The folly of a single military officer or his
olitical boss, or even an accident or mistake of fact may lead to
stal catastrophe.

The new plan is playing—not with fire—but with Doom.
t is not the middle way nor the right solution for a moral dilemma.
"he‘only way is to ask oneself the plain question: Do we object
o the existence of Russia ?  If not, can we object to her choosing
o live as a Communist State ? If neither of these can be objected

~ it fallavie that soa vanct Aeanand An acrsameant and arrent
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co-existence on this planet whatever be its dangers. It follows
therefore that Bulganin’s offer must be accepted and tried out
before adopting any perilous military strategy to divert Russia
from the big to the medium nuclears and keep her at that. Medium
nuclear weapons are not mild by any means. Their potential
is greater than that of the Hiroshima bomb.

One thing is certain : this scheme of saturating Europe and
laying siege to Russia with tactical weapons spells near-disaster
to one or more of the European nations. This cannot be the price
to be paid for the over-all safety of the West. The hope of peace
is in the commonsense of the European nations who in their own

interests must reject this offer of nuclear aid.

The intelligence of the world must be concentrated on how
to expunge this new knowledge and this nuclear war technique.
It is not beyond human power to make the using of these weapons
as detestable as poisoning the drinking water of rival nations or
any other such shameful and cowardly devices.

If only America and Britain of their own unilateral choice
publicly renounce the use of nuclear weapons, the whole situation
would change at once. Christ in whom Russia pretends not
to believe would bring the infidel to her knees and produce a
miracle in the twenticth century. It would have been grand if
this had been done before Russia demonstrated her I.C.B.M.
superiority. It would now be the gesture of a weaker party and
have lesser potency. If indeed Russia could summon up the
courage to do it now, to what heights of glory would she be raised,
paling the glory of all her sputniks !

Swarajya, December 21, 1957
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INDIA’S APPEAL TO THE WEST

N \ (i)
by
In the New Year Review of the World that the New York
Times carries in its issue of the last Sunday of the old year, the
" piece relating to India is worth reading :—

New Derur

‘“This has been a harsh and deeply troubling year for India,
At its end there is little cause for rejoicing, little reason for
merriment.. , ’ ‘

“In 1957 India saw hopes of economic independence, to
which she has been clinging for ten years, begin to wither,
These hopes still live but Indian leaders know it will take an
enormous amaunt of effort and an enormous amount of good-
will from the rest of the world to make them bloom.

“In .international affairs, India deplores the East-West
struggle and tries to remain neutral. But the fact is that almost
every aspect of United States foreign policy is considered wrong
by this country’s government. In the past couple of months,
partly because India knows she must look to the West for some
help, there has been an effort to be not quite so acid in comments
about the West. But deep down, Indians, although they do
not seriously question Washington’s motives, think United
States policy is harmful.”

It is a fine and well-considered objective appraisement of
India’s mind. What India begs of the West is to try in forcign
policy the technique of trust if only as a tentative technique;
instead of the interminable race in mutual © deterrence.’

India believes that Man was made to grow in mutual trust
and co-operation. Humanity has no chance of survival if it
divides itself into two warring groups, each armed with weapons
that can destroy totally and reduce the world to a cloud of broken
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atoms. Mutual trust is at least as sound and well-tried a technique
as mutual distrust and immensely more potent with good results.
If this is taken up if only for a time for trial’s sake by the West,
instead of rejecting all proposals for peace and co-existence as
traps to defraud and encompass, or as a competitive game of
proposals and counter-proposals for propaganda, there will be
an immediate result—good relationship at least between India
ard the U.S.A.

(i)

Look now at the following piece of information cabled from
. Washington :—

Washington, January 8. A magazine said yersterday that the
U.S. Strategic Air Command was demonstrating its capability
against the Soviet Union by continuing to fly over Russian
territory “ with a relative degree of immunity.”

The magazine, Missiles and Roclets, in an article dealing
with the advantage which the Strategic Air Command gave the
U.S.A. said :—

“It is true that modern Russian planes can attack
our bombers with major advantages of altitude, speed and
manoeuverability. It is also true that they can score some
hits.

“But so far no attacks have been made by the Russians
with missiles, either because they do not have anti-aircraft
missiles that are operational or because they do not want to
tip their hand.”

Can there be a more fool-hardy invitation to a general conflag-
ration of nuclear war ? It is just the ¢ brink of war’ tactics of
John Foster Dulles. The U.S. Strategic Air Command is not
practising strategy. It is doing the biggest crime that can be
conceived today for sparking the cold war—if this foolish boast
Dbe true indced.  Perhaps, however, this is only internal propaganda
for sanction of more armament expenditure—a sort of counter to
the rising tide of American opinion after the Sputnik towards
peace and co-existence. The news item continues as follows :—

“ The article said the Strategic Air Command was making
radar and photographic mapping missions over the Russian
land mass.
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- ““This indicates that in the event of an all-out situation,
Strategic Air Command bombers would get through in high
enough proportion to result in a major catastrophe to the Soviet
Union. The Kremlin knows this.

 “Two years hence, however, it is a safe assumption that
the communists will have both our cities and our bases zeroed
in with intercontinental ballistic missiles ; that they will be
aH\lc to destroy us and that because of their capability then with
anti-aircraft missiles, our retaliatory capabxhty will be strongly
dxmmlshed ”

" The intention of the propaganda is obvious. “ We are
strong and mighty. Do not lose confidence in the American
war-machine. But Russia is fast getting mightier. So give us
your moneys !> This is the appeal. If this is the U.S. policy,
India does think that the United States policy is harmful. It is
time to change it so that the world may be safe.

The British Premier proclaimed in New Delhi that fear of
world war must go. Surely he should know that the strategy of
his great ally’s aircraft flying over the U.S.S.R. is a direct invita-
tion straightaway to a nuclear war, a tempting of fate. Let us
hope the news is all wrong.

But this sort of perilous experiment in aggression is the natural
sequel to the possession and stocking of marvellous weapons.
We cannot go on piling up secret power and expect it to remain
cold. Nemesis soon finds a fatal spark to explode it. . Sita said this
to Rama when they entered the forest. . It is in Valmiki in the
beginning of the Aranya Kanda,

Swarajya, Januvary 18, 1958

AMERICA’S NEW WAR POLICY

* AMERICA appears to be once more isolating herself. But
this isolation is of a sort different from the previous one. The
leadership now coming from the United States is a source of
disappointment and dismay throughout the entire world. The
world is drawing itself apart from America rather than her detach-
ing herself from the rest of the world. The responsibility is of the
failure of American leadership in this the greatest crisis mankind
has had to face,” writes Aneurin Bevan in his latest contribution

_ to the Press.

As if to underline the British labour leader’s criticism comes
news the same day that General Norstad, the Supreme Commander .
of NATOQ, was confident that ballistic missiles will be accepted
and located at all North Atlantic Pact bases in Europe.

This policy of planting intermediate range missiles in Europe
is the result of over eighteen months of discussion among a well-
selected body of experts—military, diplomatic and administrative—
which has found shape in a recently published thick book by
Dr. Henry Kissinger, of nearly 450 pages.*

The plan is to utilise local provocation and defeat the enemy
with intermediate range missiles without inducing him to use
the intercontinental missile.  The very statement of the aim,
however, is cnough to disprove its validity. Where the wish
guides instead of thought, we arrive at dangerous errors, dangerous
not only to those who plan such errors but to the human family
at large.

The terrible fallacy at which the nuclear powers have arrived
step by step is that the entire world with all its space above belongs
to the.two nuclear powers jointly and severally and that those
not in the cold war have, through the irresistible force of science,
lost their rights of sovereignty ! Atomic knowledge, so to say, has
polarised the cntire material world into Communist and non-
Communist and neutrality has forfeited the very right to exist.

No one who reads Dr. Kissinger’s book and realizes these
developments of American policy can rest in peace or help feeling

“ Nuclear Weapons and Foreign Polip. By H. A. Kissinger, Harper and
Brothers, New York.
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totally depressed. The entire thesis is based on the possibility of
a graduated ‘nuclear battle to be waged against Russia without
waiting for: an all-out attack by her on America. According
to this new doctrine, it is wrong to hesitate entering the little wars
that the Soviets may at any time provoke, but on the contrary
such challenges should be promptly taken up with intermediate
,range missiles.

he philosophy behind it is that America must make up her
mind to live with catastrophe round the corner. She must use
‘ tactical > weapons and attack as soon as any occasion arises for
intervention in Europe, without caring for consequences. TFor
otherwise, the enemy will go on that way and conquer the world.
The last is presumed to be his unalterable intention and his appeal
for co-existence is mere strategic policy for the attainment of world-
dominion. It is plainly suggested in Kissinger’s book that it is
wrong policy for America to say that she will use force only to
resist aggression. It should be used to increase America’s strength
and meet the Soviet ways of subversion.

The appeal is that America should give up the traditional
military concept of deterrence and adopt a policy of courage to
wage limited wars without fearing a consequent all-out war.
The enormity of modern weapons, the author argues, makes the
thought of war repugnant, but the refusal to run risks would amount
to giving the Soviet rulers a blank cheque. Diplomacy having
lost its sanction, viz., a big war, on account of its obvious unprofi-
tability, all disputes, however trivial, perpetuate themselves. The
_ penalty for intransigence has been eliminated. It is argued
therefore that limited wars must boldly and promptly be entered
into,

Truly, as the author himself has said, the gods have punished
man by granting his wishes too completely ; he has now an excess
of power and is in the grip of the tragedy of using it to his own
destruction,

Swarajya, January 25,-1958

THE ONLY STRA%T{ZGY //
/

/

A speciaL correspondent’s message from the [’nitc;; Nations
Headquarters to the Hindustan Times says :—

Until this week the impression in UN circks—never too
deep though-—had been that the H-bomb was to le ‘onsidered
a deterrent or an ‘ ultimate weapon *’ inthe event ; a nuclear
war. But Britain’s firm declaration thateven an afack by the
Soviet Union using conventional forces issufficient J)r the West
to unleash nuclear hombardment has nov torn th{ veil off all
. pretensions. .

It is now becoming clear that both Bitain an{ the U.S.A.
have long planned to use their tactical atunic wepons against
conventional attacks by any Soviet forcs, butfthe present
White Paper is the first time that Britain hasofficialy mentioned
use of the H-homb in such circumstances. ’

It is regarded in Washington that Briain’s White Paper
declaring readiness to retaliate with strategi: nugear weapons
is consistent with NATO?’s policy. /'

While on the one hand a fairly strong no\j{-mcnt headed
by some of the most eminent men of DBritain hal been started
there for the outlawing of all nuclear armamerty as something
that can no longer be delayed if the world has 13 be saved, the
British Government has thrown off all hesitation nd doubt and
plumped for what may be considered a sure step o annihilation
and embodied the decision in a white paper. Military strategy
in the pre-atom days was, with all its evils, based n reality and
dealt with probabilities and possibilities on a concrde calculation
of achievable success. Strategy has changed with canges in the
naturce of armaments but with the invention of nuf]car weapons
a change-over has taken place from reality to uqcali(y. A This
transformation has taken place in a pretty steep curic.

Defence became deterrence.  The new weapons made defence
impossible.  Total retaliation became the only posible reaction
on the part of the nation attacked. It was considered a great
achievement that what was called deterrence could be given the
name of defence and military strategy concentrated on deterrence-



'I'HE VOIZE OF THE UNINVOLVED

The oblcm of resourc cornpelled a further degree of concen
tratiol to ‘the exclusion/of expenditure on conventional arms, s
that tI: depmdcnce on nuclear arms and on deterrence becam
almost' xclusie.
In; he olc days, t4o, and at all times, there was a strategy c
deterrenic. 3ut this {vas an integrated part in the larger whole ¢
concretedefmce. ‘Dtterrence did not hang by itself n the air
It Yas lukcc to defen:
'\Tow;bowevcr iti »15 well ‘known that deterrence has becom
a substitus for defefee. It hangs by itself. If the deterrenc
deters, ancuntil it detsrs, it serves a purpose.  But, if for one caus
oranothet it fails, it no longer serves, and it does not defend
Indeed it }ecomcs a delusion. There is no mechanism by way o
defence to;upplcmcnt the deterrent. When it fails there is ar
end of it ! l
A devz{;tatmg cmnter-attack is a possibility if the enemy ha
not antlcxpaed it ard gone all out and made it impossible. Fron
this “positior whict was ridiculous enough, we have proceeder
to enlarge tfc unrrahly of it by making what was a single nation’
operation irfo a vide-spread NATO strategy. We are told tha
Britain- has y poverful and growing force of bombers equippec
with megato} boiibs and will soon possess © intermediate * rangt
ballistic missiks. ' These strategic deterrents are to be used in the
event of aggrésicn anywhere in the NATO field of defence. And no
only when anasault is made with nuclear weapons, but wheneve
a2 major assajli even with only conventional forces takes place
When such a L‘tcrrent attack is made the consequences are obvious
An assault wih nuclear weapons on Britain means virtual exter.
nination of lj¢ there. British bombers may be flying somewher
Statesman rightly asks what will be their function
will defend, where will they return to and land ?
~ The strgegy of deterrence has been reduced to a mere * theo.
etical concedt designed to meet a contingency which the strate.
rists believe yill never occur.” If the contingency does arise the
leterrent autpmatically loses its pretended character. Deterrence
3 thus nothirg beyond bluff. Once it is called, it stands exposec
nd there is qothing to halt annihilation. Hereisa strategy whick
condmone upon its never being called upon to prove itself and
n. whxch untold expenditure is invested.
Matter has been all converted into pure energy by the
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application of atomic physxcal theory. Military strategy hassimilarly
been transformed into pure bluff. Disarmament has become

the only real military strategy available for both and for either of

the cold war combatants,

" It only remains to ﬁ\cid one more strange but very true con-
clusion : Disarmament does not depend on agreement ! Deterrence
having become a doctrme of unreality, disarmament has been
reduced to a question of ‘one party’s decision. Either side can
completely effectuate it 1f it so wills and gives up the game of
moving unreal men on an Lmrcal chessboard.

Swarajya, March 1, 1958 \

MUST BE HALTED

Had she known the world better she might have felt perhaps
that something was expected where so much was given.
—Anthony Trollope, in The Prime Minister.

I think foreign aid is an essential weapon in the armoury of
American diplomacy. E
—Adlai Stevenson, at a conference held in

Washrington on February 23, 1958, at the

President’s request.

HarsH as it may seem for one to say it, I welcome the South
Carolina accident on Tuesday, March 11. A few more such
warnings from Providence may enable the men and women of
America in whose name and by authority derived from whom
America is governed. The peoples of the world should realisc
the full possibilities of these nuclear parades and intercontinental
strategies. Accidents may now be merely of the propelling explo-
sive. . Now and then they will soon be of the more poisonous
material that has arrived to destroy man and his civilization.

We cannot hope to order everything as we desire ; much
less can we regulate accidents to conform to a relatively safe type.
Such and more things must happen as happened at Florence in
South Carolina and elsewhere in the world though not made
fully known. The nuclear strategists are against spreading news
about such casualties. As the strategy gets to be nearer and nearer
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he requirements of actual bellwcrency, the nature of casualties
»f this type will develop more fully. /

“Are the neutral states of the world to permit this lawless
ittack on the. right. of uninvolved pcoplc ? Have the jurists of
‘he world lost all influence ? Why are/ they dumb witnesses to
his flagrant crime ? The mad strategists must be halted. The
world has not been sold out to the nuclear powers for practice in
moying this poison about. i

The uninvolved nations of the wdrld must get rid of their
icpcndcncy-complcx and declare a jnoral strike against these
;atanic strategies. Instead of accepting the widespread net of aid
and entanglement, we should all compine to speak out for God and
refuse to touch tainted aid. Even Norman Angell has begun to
write in favour of what amounits to ;{ policy of expansion of NATO
and a vigorous continuation of the cold war. We cannot escape
‘he nature of obligation when we allow ourselves to be obliged.
Aid is practically thrust on nations disarming them of moral power
and an unreal sense of success is @ncrated when each such success
s really a moral defeat. All othér considerations must be halted
until we win the battle against nuclear weapons.

Prime Minister Macmillan' refused to “ opt out of history.”
But history has opted Britain o’ut and there is no good wrangling
over it with Churchillian phrases But history offers a new and
great option to Britain and ;hc men and women of that island
who are demonstrating against nuclear weapons have accepted
that invitation.. There is the marble gate to glory, not through
satellitism and playing on the unreal chesshoard of deterrence.
by nuclear threats, which, if foolishly persisted in, is bound to end
in disaster ; for the encmy of mankind is greedily watching this
game of his.

Swaragya, March 22, 1958

“ BENEFITS OF TEST EXPLOSIONS”

* AMERICAN atomic chief Dr. Willard Libby has liste

fits of nuclear test explosions. This is, I suppose, believed to be
a timely answer to the threatened unilateral action of Russia.
The six benefits are a mix-up of all sorts of things that have rothing
to do with the tests for military purposes. The one thing daimed
for the military test explosions that is relevant is that the process
of world poisoning may lead to the manufacture of milder huclcal
weapons—what are called °clean,” which are by noi means
clean in the dhoby sense. The argument would be eqaivalent
to a cobra’s plea that it intends to bite people in order to discover
for mankind a curable clean bite. The poisoning now going on by
the tests is, according to the best scientific expert opinio;n, daily
increasing in volume—a very serious affair for generalions to
come. The plea that it may lead to the development of tactical
‘clean’ weapons for the advantage of military policy | s totally
madmlsﬂblc, if, as must be admitted, in the process of hunting
for ‘ clean’ weapons, mankind is poisoned most eﬂ‘ectnel/ What
is the need for either ‘clean’ or unclean weapons except to
satisfy the unsatisfiable desire of America to be safc and secure
against Russia through nuclear armament ? !\

We can follow Dr. Libby and list the benefits to manhnd arising
even out of common murder. For instance, it reducc= the acute
population problem. It acts better and more quickly, by way of
punishing a wrong-doer than resort to courts. It ch:ps up the
very essential art of killing which is necessary for natioaal defence
and so on,

It is said that nuclear explosions can make mising casier.
It is hoped that mines made radio-active will attract minrers enough
for mine-owners to reap the advantage of nuclear blasfing. When
we have set our minds on something, we can produce a hundred
reasons to confuse simple folk. ‘

All this is absurd. It is no answer to the case azainst nuclear
test explosions. It is just propaganda by bhoosting irrelevant
facts,

Swarajya, April 5, 1958



INTERVIEW WITH MOSCOW RADIO

" Tivise Mahatma Gandhi were alive now to express his appre-
ciationand give his comments and advice to the Government of the
U.S.S.R. He alone knew the technique of unilateral action and
the value and' implication of the approach in the context of the
xﬂ‘oden}} world and its materialistic climate. - Had he been alive

now hewould have been the happiest man (because of the Soviet

deéision). He would have given most convincing advice to both
partics.i‘

I an much disappointed by the way in which America and

. her friexids have reccived this great Soviet step. Instead of approach-
ing it {sympathetically and appreciatively, they have applied
toita r'rlind full of suspicion and cynicism, probably owing to their

~own injer feeling of disappointment with themselves at being
unable t\. do such a thing. Unilateral action is unprecedented in
the annds of political history. Taking into account the long-
standing differences and doubts that have prevailed among the
nations fearing one another, we should be patient with one another
until the fnoral force has had time to work. The effect of the
decision tg act unilaterally will be found to be irresistible in spite
of all the detractions poured on it at present,

Unsagsfactory reactions of the Western Governments are,
Aindeed, th: external symptoms of the internal unrest of heart
created by\the right step so unexpectedly taken by the U.S.S.R..
After somejnterval of time we shall see healthier reactions among
the peopley concerned. That is how such things must work and
we should tot be deccived or deterred by the first cynical reception.
Something pkin to jealousy is now operating. Soon, emulation

~ will take its'place. What is called for on the side of the party that
has’taken tlﬁ unilateral step is patience and calm and continued

faith in thelcorrectness of that moral strategy, if one may use
such a gross word for describing a very noble step of high spiritual
quality. If the other side seeks to ignore this step and proceeds

“'with its own fcsts, the world reaction will be ten-fold adverse to

them. Indeed, disgust will grow with accelerated force among the
people inhabiting this great and wonderful planet,

i In answer to the doubts and allegations about propaganda.
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motives, Mr. Khrushchev has said all that should be said. To

every right act, each one can give his own meaning and can attrll-
bute selfish motives. But one thing is clear—that the peop:
of the world, who want this poisoning process to cease, do mos

"+ cordially welcome the brave step and its detractors are not going

to be admired for their foolish firmness. No one wants to be
poisoned because America is afraid. -

The Indian Express, April 17, 1958 .

AMERICA’S CHANCE

Men at some time are masters of their fates.
—Julius Caesar.

For the first time in political history we have an 'ex.amplc of
unilateral action and an experiment in the law of sp.mt in a field
hitherto dominated by materialistic calculation en.dl.n.g in agree-
ments based on mutual fear and suspicion. The initiative taken
by Russia without waiting for previous agrecment does not cover
all that one would have desired but it does set a great example,
and a new kind of competition may be induced thereby to take the
place of the pernicious race in the production of nucllear weapons
10 suit newer and yet newer ideas of mutual destruction.

The occasion is one for great satisfaction and 1 hesitate to mar
it with even constructive criticism. But after express'ing ful.lest
appreciation, it may be useful to think a.lo'u.d ;?bout the immediate
future. Russia has taken a Gandhian initiative. It woxfld have
been complete had not Mr. Khrushchev chosen to l.)e cautious and
added an anticipatory warning as to resumption. This was
consistent with the fears expressed by him in reply to my ]cttex: to
him last December, but it docs give the initiative again to America.
It only remains for us to hope that America will rcad the future
aright and abstain from her programmed tests. .

If America obstinately persists with her test explosions and
the poisoning of the world with radio-active fall-out, anfl Russia
even then does not yield to the provocation and abstains from

resuming the tests, what will be the moral position ? It will be
-~ mn
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much_ worse for America than before ; for the peoples of the world
who hate this process of poisoning will condemn American action
with redoubled justification, and Russian forbearance will attract
universal admiration and be irresistible with its moral force.
However inadequate it may be, the step taken by the Russian
Government is a step-in the right direction. It is a great step
because of its being the first of its kind in history. It can be doubted
“and|sneered at, because it does not mean a cessation of activities
“in the ﬁroduction of nuclear weapons already tested, and on the
“ground that the declaration does not prevent the use of the present
_stockpile.’ . But that would be ignoring the value of a first step in
the right direction. - ' .
We should be careful but we should also be just. America
would be wronging herself if she ignored the valuc and the impor-
“tance of the Russian step and proceed with her test explosions
as if nothing had happened. It would be sure to produce most
~adverse reactions in the minds of all the unbiassed peoples of the
“world and offer to Russia just that propaganda material which
America in her own interests ought not to give. It would be
- firmness and faith in her own rectitude, but of a degree that would
be ihjurious to hersclf. America’s moral asset is bound to be
considerably damaged by such a policy and Russia would corres-
pdndingly gain with accelerated pace.
To think of unilateral cessation of tests after going through
* the tests already programmed is so obviously inadequate that it will
.draw ridicule. | Men would look upon such a unilateral proposal
as on that of one who declares he would confess and repent but
“asks for time to complete the crimes already planned. The essence
of unilateral action will be prominently absent in it. If the
tests have to be stopped on account of their highly poisonous
character, the analogy, far from being a caricature, suffers for
mildness.
: What the genius of America calls for is not defensive argument
but a counter-initiative by way of unilateral action. If Ar'ncnca
takes a step of even greater significance than that o.f .Russxa, for
‘example, if America definitely declares, without waiting for any
agreement on the part of Russia, that she will not use H'-bombs
under any circumstances, it would be a shining act that will draw
“forth peals of congratulations from all over the world. Infleed
if such a declaration were made by America, a new enthusiasm
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will develop for mutual trust and integrity of purpose which. will
be irresistible. It will begin at once to remove the dark clouds of
destruction that hang today on this wonderful planet and let the
rays of renewed hope pierce through. It would make for true world
peace. America should pausc and ponder now and not be hustled
by the mongers of obstinacy. She should sec-her way to take some
unilateral action greater than that of Mr. Khrushchev's. Let
carping comment cease and let jealousy give place to thoughtful
emulation. America has a choice at this turning point in history.
She can reject the proferred hand and meanly nullify Russia’s
glorious act or she can herself seize the initiative and declare no
H-bombs at all and earn humanity’s gratitude,

Swarajya, April 19, 1958

SOLEMN ADVICE

THE recent declaration by the U.S.S.R. to abstain from
further test explosions is a step in the right direction, however
inadequate it may be. It is unprecedented in its unilateral charac~
ter and therefore it is a great step. It can be ignored as unimpor-
tant because it does not mean a cessation of activities in the produc-
tion of nuclear weapons. Tt is not a declaration that can even at
face value remove fears of aggression, for it is only a cessation of
tests and not a declaration to cease production or ahstain from
using these horrible weapons.

The present is a critical point of time and I implore America
to ponder over the situation. Let us be careful even in our suspi«
cions. We will be doing wrong to ourselves if we ignore this solemn
declaration of the U.S.S.R. and go on with our test explosions.
It would produce most adverse reactions and feelings among those
who are not nuclear powers but who are the vast majority of the
inhabitants of the earth and who do not like this poisoning of the
world with more and more radio-active fall-out. America will
automatically lose moral stature with any further test cxplosions
directed by her Government and Russia will correspondingly
profit. This is as certain as two and two make four.

What is now called for by the true genius of America and the
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spirit of the Founding Fathers is not arguments, but some step of
even greater significance than the one taken by the U.S.S.R.
What is wanted on the part of America is a declaration made clearly
and unconditionally, without reference to agreement on the part
of other nations, not to use H-bombs, come what may. For
indeed if any occasion should ever arise to use them, it would admit-
tedly mean such destruction as would leave mankind unable ever
lo gecover. . .. . o .
..\ A declaration. of this nature will be so greatly appreciated
by the peoples of the world that a new enthusiasm will develop for
mutual trust-and integrity of purpose which will be irresistible.
What is more, it-will be an enthusiasm unmixed with any discrimi-
nation in favour of one or the other contending powers and will
make for true world peace.

America should pause now and not be in a hurry to prove her
firmness, and should think constructively and give to the world
the benefit of a great unilateral step towards peace.

Letter to the New York Times, April 15, 1958

WESTERN REACTIONS -

. “TuEy have done all the tests and. they now declare they will.
not have any further test explosions, What is there wonderful
inthis?” '~ '

But what prevented you from doing similarly before March.
30 ? At any point of time when a unilateral step is taken by any-
body, the same thing may be said. “ They must have finished.
their tests,” the carping comment can be made. So every good

act can be belittled. Are the Russians so superior that they have -

done all their tests with a much smaller number of radio-active-
explosions and before March 30, 1958, while the West has still
to run the race of poisoning the world before finding its own holy
geail 7 The West must confess morally beaten if they have not
the courage to follow with their own unilateral action. Is there
any sense in Britain or America saying that it has the right to stop
its tests unilaterally after completing its investigation ? Who
contested that ‘right’ ? These arguments will not make any
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impression on those who do not want to be poisoned and who do
not want their progeny.to be born defective or monstrous. " The
question is: Are you prepared to stop before achieving your purpose
and in order to induce trust and goodwill by your courage to face
a disadvantage for that sake ?

Swarajya, April 19, 1958

SUMMIT CONFERENCE

Whaat hopes can a summit or other conference raise if the
principal member-powers are most unwilling to come together
and have to be almost physically dragged to it ? So many hurdles
are placed deliberately by the invited parties making their un-
willingness obvious. Again, of what use can any conference be
when on issues so vitally concerning human life and civilization
and not merely the so-called security of this or that power, some of
the heads of governments concerned (and they are very powerful
units) meet beforehand and come to agreements as to points likely
to arise for discussion at the conference—sealed against breach
at the conference and sealed before that from the rest of the world’s
knowledge. Of what use can a conference be if the members are
afraid to mect lest they be forced by reason to come to an agree-
ment ? If the minds are closed against fresh thoughts and vicws
and sold and sealed to previously and separately arrived at con-
clusions, closed even against fresh information, what hopes can be
cntertained about the summit conference ? We shall have at
the conference a replica of democratic parliamentary debates and
voting where each group has previously made up its mind as well
as its vote, and party ‘ discipline’ overrules reason and wisdom,
Such a.summit conference would really be the summit of folly
and waste. If only closed minds must meet and no one can change
his views, it shall be a play, not a conference. Let us hope and
pray that when so much unwillingness is overcome by the com.
pulsion of world opinion, we shall not have a conference of mere
automatons but of human thinking souls.

The idea of having a conference of ‘summits’ and not of
intervening ministers or officials 1s based on the belief that at the
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-conference minds would be open and discussion would. be free and
_the inembers powerful enough to modify opinions or even accept
~ previously rejected views and come to new conclusions. If this
- basis of the: plan is sabotaged by anticipatory negations arrived

at: between some of the participants, the conference will be no

“better than a Security Council debate wherein briefed representa-

tives really talk to the world press while pretending to discuss.

- The'presence of representatxvcs of non-bloc states cannot make any
“‘dlfﬂirence when the powers primarily concerned come with closed

~ minds and secret agreements holding them to unalterable positions.
. After the dispersal, the world will have been familiarised to one more

frustration and the sum. of hope deﬁmtcly reduced. The play
will become a tragedy and the pain more poignant. .
Indeed when the summit conference comes off, I should like

-each of the heads of States to be asked to swear or affirm solemnly
_that hesits down for discussion with an open mind and has not bound

himself beforehand to any conclusion on any point.

Swarajya, April 26, 1958

PRO-NUCLEAR TEST DRUG

Numerous are the forms which pro-nuclear propaganda
takes in certain circles in certzin countries. The latest is news
from San Francisco that Dr. Lindenbaum has claimed to have

~developed a tasteless yellow drug (to which he has given an attrac-

tive name) which, if administered to fall-out patients, will eliminate
the strontium, So let the tests go on. The Lindenbaum drug is

‘tasteless, so it can be easily swallowed and we are then perfectly

safe whatever be the number of Pacific Ocean tests.. Japan and
Asia should at once order large quantities of the new drug from

- San Francisco, as a precautionary civil defence equipment.

Swarajya, April 26, 1958

A FIELD OF HOPE

Barring those who have sold their hearts to one side or the
other, éverv lover of peace must see that in the atmosphere of
fear and distrust generated by the latest seapons of destruction
and the diabolical success in the technology of annihilation achieved
therein by both sides of the polarised world, no agrecment is-

ever possible. Agrcement depends on acceptance of the assurances

given on either side. Distrust, deep and unalterable, prevents S}lCh
acceptance ; what is more, it is believed that assurances are given
by Russia only to be secretly broken and for fraudulently building
up an advantage. If there is no room for inducing trust by assuran-

" ces of the most solemn character, how can any agreement be cver

reached ? Both sides are eager for pcace but disable themselves
by their own incorrigible distrust from ever achieving svhat they
desire.

I therefore pressed on thc grca;-mmded Americans as well
as on the shrewd Russian leaders to examine the position funda-
mentally and find a way out of this impasse. The Russian leaders
were prepared in spite of their fears and their distrust to accept
assurances from the other side at face value and enter into agree-
ment on that basis. This is a great thing to start with but America
(England closely follows American policy in all such matters)
would not accept Russian assurances at face value as a basis for
any agreement but formulated fraud-proof inspections and controls.

As two sides must agrce for any agreement on the basis of
package offers, the problem became insoluble. On the other hand,
the race in nuclear technique and production went on so success-
fully that the peril of annihilation that hangs over humanity
hangs now by a very slender thread.

The system of alliances has definitely aggravated this peril.
It may be reasonable that America should seck bases near to Russia
as the latter appears to possess intercontinental ballistic missiles
while America does not. But whatever justification this may
furnish, catastrophe becomes more and more imminent as morc
and more people are empowered to switch it on. This is so obvious
that no attempt has been made to deny it.

Under these circumstances, the Russian Government have
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;:s:;;te ;:lct;itl-ci t}r:fe d}c:ctr'inc of Emilateral action pressed on them
Covermeneats e, oping szt bope. Ao e R
almost mullife. N : 3 ? cautious that thexr,actmr
T Tull » 1t is unilateral action. :
actiog?sﬂ:;za:bac:;on tt}:rea.tcnc:d to be withdrawn, if no similas
o Fresh ate y't e other side, is, }}owcver, not far rernove(.i from
it Pty w}}:at :vexailireeglcnt.I It is only whefc a party is ﬁ.m'
ii‘i‘cﬁpecitiv; e g om;s ts ot utt}t;s mal): cas.t on it and takes actior
:iiﬁil ol i ”Itpc-) ; on ; ot er side, tha.t we have true
gbir{%lal 'powc{;; '01 ] lsd or suc umla-tcral action that grea
that e e 8 < almlz' . It is one thing to hope and' bcthc
cvoke o iinor mpulsion generated b}:’ umlatc.ral‘ action . wil
A positive response from the other side, but it is another tc
arzattilz)eﬁx; rcc:;;i;tional on the~ other side’s equivalcr'lt'immcdiat(
action. or forbearance. This reduces the potentiality of the
Vuml‘atcrzsxl action ‘and brings it to the level of a new way -0
attempting at getting an agreement. _

: In spite of these failings and defects, it must be admittec
..that a great figld of hope has been opened by Russia’s declaratior
that she has’decided on abstaining from test explosions even ir
‘Vt‘hc e}bscnce of any previous reciprocal agreement. It almos
promuses a change in the outlook of Soviet Russia from materialism
to mc.)ral, forcc.s and their power. If this comes to nothing by
America’s precipitate action the blame will lie heavily on ' America
and on Britain, too, if she does not do everything to prevent suct
a result. It is no good saying that the Russians expected thi:
persistence and knowing what would happen made a gesture
for mere propaganda’s:sake.  There is nothing to prevent Americ:
and  Britain from fixing Russia to its gesture by accepting the
challenge, so to say, and not proceeding with their own programme
of tests.. It is in their power to convert Russian hypocrisy intc
factual virtue. At no point of time in an armaments race car
“any unil’ateral action be taken without some advantége to one
side or the - other automaticﬁlly resulting from the step. Thi
:cannot be made a grievance or a just point of criticism.

"The problem is not a problem only of America or of any
other nuclear power. It is a matter in which life on this plane
-and civilization are involved. It is a case where the major par
.of the inhabitants of the earth demand that they should not be
‘poisoned just because America or Britain cannot trust Russia

tn

OBSTINACY 1

The case for distrust on the ground of undisclosed tests has bec
demonstrated to be very weak. No test of any consequenée ce
escape detection. At any rate such evasion as is available
available for either side.

That the tests programme of Russia was completed recent
and America’s programme remains yet to be gone through
made into a big argument. This has been conclusively smashe
by Mr. Aneurin Bevan in his speech on April 13 at Trafalg:
Square. - Russia had offered to agree to stop all tests if’ Americ
would also agree as early as last December. If that offer he
been accepted Russia’s recent tests would not have heen carried ou

Another attempt to find an infirmative motive for Russia
unprecedented action is a conjecture that Russia had found

" catastrophic increase in radio-active contamination in her ow

territories. If this be indeed truc, how clear it is that Americ:
test programmes may lead to similar irremediable accidents cithi
in America or in other people’s territories. Arc we to assun
that America is blessed with technology that never fails ? Tt
assumption is disproved by the many failures that have bet
admitted recently in the rocket race.

Swarajya, April 26, 1958

OBSTINACY /

AND lo, in her mouth was an olive leaf pluckt off. This ~vas whi
Noah saw from his Ark when the flood subsided. Russin un
Jateral action abjuring nuclear tests is a great and promisng sig
in the history of civilization. If the West should givé up i
mourkhyam and co-operate with this symptom of a trust'in no
materialistic moral power, for the first time exhibited by tl
Soviet Government, very great results might follow ‘rom o
step to anather. Indeed the cold war may soon melt away.

It is a tragic paradox that while we want our opponent
give up his purely materialistic attitude and be converted to
moral outlook on life, we are deceived by immediate politics ai
discourage the very revolution of thought that we were all alo
wanting in our opponent.
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A parallel tragedy is avanlablc in recent polmcal developmer
. in our own country., Here are the Communists of India doin
what I advised them to do when I met them at close quarters
~in the Madras Legxslatwe Asscmbly from the summer of 1952
onwards. They have now met in an All-India session and have
publicly declared their solemn decision® abjuring the way of vio-
lence and also, should they ever get into power, of ever seeking
one-party - monolithic - domination. But Congressmen refuse to
believe or welcome this decision and behave as if they did not
~lik the Commumsts to be converted to non-violence and demo-
cratic ways ! The immediate politics of the situation blinds
them to the more permanent gains of a moral conversion. Exactly
“the same is the cold reception and the cynical attitude of the West
to .the most remarkable event in the history of our times, the
U.S.S.R.’s unilateral declaration in April, abjuring nuclear tests.
After meeting with failure and obstruction in many attempts to arrive
at an agreed ban, instead of welcoming the Soviet Government’s
; gesture of new-born confidence in the moral power of a unilateral
\good act, the West is doing what one should have feared the Russian
Govemment might have done consistently with their materialistic
2¢;t1tude had ‘America or Britain ‘taken such a step consistently
wih their professed Christian faith. The West is seeking to kill
Vth new-born and much-wanted baby.

‘thtern reluctance to recognise the greatness and the import-
ancepf the Soviet Union’s step is a disservice to the cause of peace
and Lyxhzatxon, Look at the two pictures : after the Soviet
- Union’|: unilateral ‘step to reduce the nuclear poisoning of the

* world, xmerica ‘and Britain propose to carry out their tests for

cIeanL weapons and. thereby to send into the stratosphere-

poison-bank fresh quantities of radio-active fall-out that must
sooner br later come down to injure human health and interfere
with bigl oglcal integrity. Why ? Because they are not satisfied
that Rusia will not attack them and their friends some day.
They cldim for this reason the right to cause injury and grave
risk to allmankind despite the protests of Japan and of good men
and womtn all over the ‘world. If there were a tribunal to
"~ give effect to international law, these tests would have been prohi-
‘bited by legal injunction as an illegal trespass on other people’s
rights and well-being. - But power, the most brutal and uncivilized
form ofit, rules out international law and morality. Four Americans
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have, in the tradition of Thoreau, started out in a ketch to enter
the danger zone as a protest against their Government’s inhuman
policy, but the Government’s mourkhyam remains undissolved.
“ Nothing will change our decision to go on with the tests,” says
the Atomic Energy Commission of U.S. ¢ Nothing will change
my decision,” re-cchoes Mr. Macmillan. “ America will not
let me have her scientific results,” says he, “so I must go on with
my own poisoning programme.’”’

And so the dove with the olive lealin her mouth must be turned
out as an irrelevant phenomenon in a world ruled by Macmillan

and Dulles.

Swarqjya, May 3, 1958

SECRET POISONING

YET another instance of ‘the international anarchy brought
into being by nuclear science has been revealed. It is generally
not appreciated that not only nuclear explosions during tests
but the continuous discharge of radio-active waste in all nuclear
installations, be it for indusirial or military purposes, is poisoning the
world without intermission ever since the craze for nuclear energy
seized the world. Nuclear installations are producing waste
products just as other factories throw out their fuel ashes and the
nuclear ashes are disposed of in all sorts of concealed ways which
do not much lessen their danger to human and vegetable hygicne.’
There is no way of escaping the poison. It is only a matter of
time for it to get out of the ad hoc concealment provided for it.
The nuclear scientists have found the evil so great that it has
become very doubtful whether mankind will cver find a solution
for it. A message from Sydncy' of June 4 says : The U.S. had
seriously considered sending radio-active wastes into outer space
by rockets. This was disclosed by an American scientist at an
atomic energy symposium at the Sydncy University.

Outer space has become the illegal property of nuclear powers
by the law of the jungle. We would have no objection to adven-
turist colonists going and living in outer space, sctting up their
flags in space for exclusive possession. But to throw poison into
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outer space would distribute it over the whole world. The dark
races, the yellow ones, and the people of Southern Asia will all
share the poison that is unintermittently produced for benefiting
the. industrialists .of ¢ nuclear’ nations. Can anything be con-
ceived :more subversive of human rights and international law
and morality ?

It has been revealed that as a result of radio-active fall-outs

of test explosions: and the waste products of atomic installations,
there has been an enormous increase of radio-activity in the vege-
table and dairy products of U.K. This must be the case in U.S.A.
also. \\Hence the enquiry into the possibility of other ways of
disposal besides dumping the radio-active ash into the waters of
the ocean. They may shoot the stuff out into ‘Space’; the
space they have in view is some miles up the atmosphere and the
idea is that if that is done, it is the business of subsequent gene-
rations of mankind as a whole to bear the future consequences
and treat them as astronomical phenomena and not as injury done
by ‘any pa;-tncular nuclear installation.
- ":fhere ought to be a high grade and disinterested factual
enquiry into_ the present practice as to disposal of the poisonous
material produced in nuclear installations. It has all been a
hole-and-corner business although it affects the health of innocent
people not concerned in any way in the profit-and-loss account of
the installations.

Nature has a way of absorbing all waste matter and converting
it into fresh nutriment for man, beast and plant. But, now that
our scientific advance has interfered with the constitution of matter
itself and reversed the process of evolution of matter, man and
life, there is no provisién in nature for absorbing the mischief of
all this interference. Are the mischief-makers entitled to distribute
the evil over those who have taken no part in the anti-natural
operations ?  Obviously not, but who dare challenge the activities
of nuclear powers and their technicians and industrialists ?

)

Swar(g}'a, June 14, 1958

1]
' \“ A MONSTROUS DECISION ”

Tuz title i3 taken from the New Statesman’s comments on the
news that the East Islington Labour Party has excluded certain
applicants Tom idmission, for the reason that they are members
of the campalgn!{or nuclear disarmament in Britain. The New
Statesman hcpes tlis monstrous decision will be reversed by the
National Exscutis of the Labour Party.

The Labour }arty appears to be passing through a moral
crisis over tht nudear issue. Cannot British Labour make up
its mind in a simplq straightforward way that as the nuclear tests
have been shown ddinitely to be poisoning the world in a dange-

. rous manner for ail people, whatever the advantages may be to a

particular natien, Fritain should cease committing the crime
whatever others :nay\or may not do ? In attempting to add to
a clear moral principl, arguments of military strategy and political
expediency, we corﬁse what otherwise is simple for people to
grasp. \

The principle of uulatcral action is essentially a moral principle
and arguments of expidiency serve only to confuse the applica-
tion of a principle of morality. Adulterating a clear moral
principle with argumeits of military expediency leads only to
barren controversy. S\nrely the British Labour Party with all
its traditions should no\ lag far behind the government of the
U.S.S.R. which has unihterally stopped its tests anrd which has
committed itself to agreejto a complete ban of the manufacture
and use of nuclear w eapas as soon as other nuclear Powers join
in such a ban. |

It may be easy enough to prove that deterrence through the
H-bomb and rocket missilss is just suicide and no deterrence.
But when fear and passions rule, with a good people the sword of
the moral law is more effective than arguments of military expedi-
ency. Unilateral action requires courage, and the inspiration
for courage must come from conscience, not from War Office
noting. '

Swarajya, July 19, 1958



‘WHERE WE STAND NOW

c »NUVC‘ITEARY armaments are taking us with accelerated pace
. towards the abyss of death. - We have spoken txd heard so often
+ about the annihilation that is in the offing, thit we have put it
i asxd? fmm thought just as people who, when tralfelling' in a saloon,
Clplay ng bridge, forget the motion of a train. are going on with

our .axly domestic and national affairs in th trair which is all
~.the time speeding to total destruction with alllbf us in it.
Not 1, a'melancholy philosopher, but Thomas J. Hamilton
‘ the .Nefu Tafk Tz'mes’ United Nations correspbndert, winds up :;
}:)ng dlSCUSS.IOQ about ‘the summit confcrcncé with these words :
Jthl‘l’t all tl;:s seems to rule out any prospect of rpal disarmament and the
‘w:,— bz:}b z’. ,l, e VH?y‘drogen bomb hangs over the world more menacingly than
) ‘ié‘r‘ld on"july A_9, the Moscow Radio ¢mmentator endorsed
,ﬂn's: '];f'heirf:sult is that the world really is practically on the
}mnk’of war. " There might be a clash betyeen atomic squadrons
in the air and an atomic war might be tou}med off. A war might
bglstgrted by some U.S. pilot releasing a bomb about, say, some-
A--:?vhere'nearrthte Russian borders. It is g terrible str’ainft’o ilot
jet I?pmbcrs and even the strongest might Jreak under it.” g’
Mr.:Dulles and his colleagues are ggling with the fate of

the wc_>.rld. A preference for total annihilition is postulated against

accepting Communist domination and!this preference is forced
not only on the people subject to their own government as they
.may be’ entitled to do but on all ma}ind. The alternative is
_onc/.bthccn domination that is feared and annihilation that is
_¢ertamn. . Some people believe that it i "not a certainty but only a
- rch;fnce‘that the H-bomb will mean thg destruction of civilization.

It is not a chance but a certainty, say/those who know science and
~prefer truth to politics. . (

It is remarkable how men bccoxine strangely incompetent to

B undcrs.tand or fo judge when once tixey are under the influence
ofa bx.as. A ,pa;ticulgr cvil when cénstantly and morbidly made
3 31;,\, oly)‘J‘ectvof obsession con:xpletely dislocates our mental apparatus.
¢ We are for ever decelving ourselves with names and theories,”
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s a great and good man once put it, and do mt see the gravest
atastrophies to which we recklessly advance. |

Swarajya, July 19, 1958 ' \

|

THE FUTILITY OF LIMITED NUCLE WAR

- Wrmuar do you know about war, about atomics and things
so far out of the reach of common men ? Thus nay I be met
when I speak about the futility of the conception of linited nuclear
wars and the unworkability of any doctrine of graduition in what
may be called the ficld of Total Fright. I wrote zbout this in
Peace News, in September 1956. But let us hear somepf the latest
opinions of experts now :—

Prof. P. M. S. Blackett, F.R.S., who delivered a course of
lectures to the Trinity College, Cambridge, on militay science,
and who is one of the best known British experts in the use of
physics and chemistry for military purposes, has recently expressed
his conclusion on this much debated subject in the cleirest terms
possible. In an article contributed to the New Statesmar, Professor
Blackett, after a thorough discussion of the situation, says “ Wesee
therefore that neither of the two conditions which must Le satisfied
if the West is to gain by the initiation of limited nuclear war can
be proved true ; it cannot be shown that the war coulil be kept
limited, and it cannot be shown that the use of tactical atornic
weapons would favour the West. The initiative by the West of
tactical nuclear war might either hasten military defeal or lead
to the destruction of Europe by H-bombs—or both.”

After discussing the inherent dangers of the use of tactical
nuclear weapons and the inhibitions which will, in the event, impede
their use and the unreality of the concept of a * limited nuclear
war,” he concludes: “I am convinced that unless we face
realistically the possible situations which we may encounter,
Britain may find herself led by events beyond her control into
political and military fiascos, compared with which Munich will
appear to future historians as a monument of courage and Suez
as a triumph of military planning.”

What is even more important than these definitely threatening
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conclusions abo\g' tactical atomic weapons and limited nuclear

war, Prof. Blacket exposes to public view a fallacy in the over-all
picture that is ;comm()nly painted. “The main argument for
spreading tacticl nuclear weapons among the nations of NATO
is that they woyld enable the West to use its superior technology
to defeat the l:érdes of Soviet soldiers. On the other hand, the
actual populatbn of the NATO countries is some 430 millions,

~which is over 50 per cent higher. than the 280 millions in the

\

U.S.S.R. andjher European satellites.” He explains that the
assumed supefior technology (which is however no longer real)
was to compsate not for a deficiency of man-power but for the
disinclination of thé western peoples to serve as soldiers.

- Dean Acheson, one of the outstanding men of U.S.A., a
communist ’ in foreign policy, one who accepts depen-
dence on NATO as an article of faith, has, in a recent book,
Power and | Diplomacy, expressed the same views. In contrast
to' the gereral conclusions of Mr. Henry Kissinger’s Harvard
symposiurg on the subject, Dean Acheson has exposed the utter
futility of the twin doctrines of the graduated deterrent and limited
nuclear wir which that big book advocates as a result of much
study. : :
It would be a disastrous mistake,” says Dean Acheson,
““to incrgase nuclear power in Europe as part of our present
policy of‘i increasing our military reliance on nuclear weapons.
To do thij would perpetuate the danger and horror of living under
the sword of Damocles. The escape lies in the development of
allied coaventional forces capable of safeguarding Europe against
attack by conventional forces.”

Thete statements of important and very well informed witnesses
testify td the significant trend among the people of the West that
has resujted from the terrible wars of recent times, a great and

-deep-ro ted unwillingness to go out as soldiers in the field and

expose their lives in the old style. Hence the persistent dependence
on nucear weapons which the governments believe will reduce,

_if not ;ﬂmost wholly do away with dependence on individual

readiness to go to the battleficld. On the other hand, it has led
governments to indulge in unreal concepts of graduated war as
an escape from total suicide which is the necessary consequence of
a full-scale nuclear war, The graduated deterrent and the strategy

-of limited nuclear war will lead to suicide, sure enough.
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That people who were once eager to go to the batt.lef.ie.ld
and gloried in the feats of courage that war gave opporturifnes
for, have now definitely become \\'a.r-haters‘qnd do not l?e 16;16
in the glories of killing and dying, is a positive advance in the
evolution of human thought and need not be.cause for s'hame.
Let us all pray that the insanity of the éltcmatxve, c-lepcndmg on‘
nuclear and gadget wars will also be ultimately realised and that
the nations of the world will learn to live without fefir of one another,
taking peace for granted, without asking for security arrangements
and running suicidal armament races to that end.

Swarajya, May 31, 1958

FAREWELL TO CIVILIZATION

A world too cruel for laughter
“Too miserable to hate

So crazy that, hereafter,’

One can’t exaggeratc.

—~Reginald Reynolds

“ 1 po not believe any country has the right to condemn
unknown, unnamed and unborn children to mutilation, .torturc
and death, merely by experimenting with weapons for its own
defence. That is a fundamental immorality,” said Mr. Aneurin
Bevan on June 10 in Parliament. Logic and humanism must lead
such a strong conviction into pressing for the unilateral suspen-
sion of tests by Britain and Mr. Bevan should join the movement
initiated by Bertrand Russell, Priestley, Stephen King-Hal.l and
others. Not a day passes but some ugly ncws is printed in the
papers disclosing with what remarkable and tragic case the Western
conscience has accommodated itself to barbaritics once thought
unthinkable. Nations claiming high descent and noble men and
women grateful to their historic founders and leaders are now
engaged preparing wretched poiscns of all kinds for usc in war.
Cricket is confined to the playfield. The powers have determined
that there shall be no code or cricket in international life.

’ We are told from Washington that a new array of wecapons,

~ - 11
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- *“ as eflective if not more effective than H-bombs » is under study
- by U.S. Defence officials, and C.B.R. is the comprehensive name
for .thiS‘ type of weapons. These letters stand for Chemical, Bio-
logical and Radiological deadly poisons. The plan includes gas
fo killvandvblind and mutilate human beings. We are assured
in this news item from Washington that “ even if H-bombs were
banned, the powers have enough destructive agents at their com-
mand to wage war efficiently ”—that is with monstrous barbarity.
And so the banning of H-bombs would not matter.
A frontpage headline in the New York Times reads :—

\U.S. READY TO COPE WITH THE SOVIET END OF NUCLEAR TESTS

) Reading this, an old-fashioned indignant American wrote
in a letter to a leading weekly : *“ To cope, according to Webster,
15 to struggle or contend on equal terms or with some: success.
Odd, isn’t it, that we should need to contend against a plan which
‘might reduce the cancer of blood and bone in millions of children ?**
T}}c correspondent has not marched with his government ! What
grim humour that the aims of America and other great powers
are not only to surpass one another in military equipment but to
undo all efforts at reducing the horrors of war and that they should
congratulate themselves on coping with difficulties in that line !
We watch with tragic interest the successful manner in which
America has been combating the proposal for a summit meeting
for c}isarmamcnt. America seems indeed in love with the cold
war ! .

. dRichard Armour contributes some doggerel lines to New
eader ¢

Though Russia’s bomb tests are suspended,
That doesn’t mecan that they are ended,
But just suspended, if you please,

As was the sword of Damocles.

One is inclined to play some bad verses back to this :

I tell you, Armour, they’re bound to end
If Tke butsay, “ We too suspend ! "
Shed your fear of a Soviet trap,

The sword of D can be sold for a scrap !

What is this strange attachment to a disastrous cold war ?

Is it only fear and suspicion ? Or, God forbid, is it -also tha.t
LR
Amerxca s economy has got entangled with cold war > What a
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sad pass for the world indeed if industries, vested interests and
national economies prevented the suspension of all diabolical forms
of war, or if the continuous poisoning of the world’s air must
be kept up to support employment. Let us hope this cannot be.
After what has been sworn by eminent men of science over
and over again, no good citizen or nation can escape the conclu-
sion that we should rather ourselves die than use these explosions
and poisons on human beings. In no case can any nation have
the right to contaminate the air that belongs to all peoples. I
am using the very language in which Mr. Norman Cousins has

_expressed his considered opinion on the subject in a very recent

article. He has there discussed the whole question from the
American angle and concludes that there being a serious question
about the effects of nuclear testing on human tissue, he would
have Amnerica suspend her tests at once and call upon the United
Nations to institute immediate compliance by all nations.
' The stopping of test explosions does not of course dispose
of the problem of war or of the use of nuclear weapons in war,
but as Mr. Norman Cousins has said, it is *“ a good place to hegin.”’

Tt seems as if science too has split into one science for Western
and another for Eastern ! The United Nations’ fifteen-member
committee appointed to investigate into the hazards of test explo-
sions has not been able to speak the truth with one voice. Sccrecy,
the great enemy of science and the best accomplice of untruth
and quackery, has crept into where it does not belong. There is
a curtain drawn over the proceedings of this committee of scientific
investigation, The committee’s views and proceedings are of
urgent and universal intcrest and of capital importance if U.N.
still holds to its foundational duties. It seems as if political conside-
rations may asphyxiate truth. Even in less important matters
there should have been no doubt as to the function of science.
Here is a case where the quality and the magnitude of the matter
involved call for utmost frankness and adherence to truth which
is the only code of conduct for scientific investigation. It is not
the responsibility of such committees to help or hinder policy,
cither western or eastern, or to advise on political steps., There
ought to be no hesitation in the public promulgation of what
they have found as men of science—and after weighing expert
scientific opinion.

The world, however, will not find it difficult to perccive where the
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ruth lies in spite of political pressures seeking to suppress or distort !
Jnwillingness to publish will lead men to infer the worst about what
s sought to be covered up.. In fact, however, there is nothing new
o be discovered. So much has been publicly told already by
he best and most eminent men of science. The arguments for
yushing all mankind into serious hazards in order that American
ir other technicians may perfect their weapons of destruction or
wven moderate their effects for tactical reasons cannot possibly
nake any appeal to the judgment of independent men, be they
urists or be they men of science. The whole thing is a barbarous:
mogramme of aggression on world health and human rights and
. total repudiation of civilization—Heaven knows for what
nurpose ! :

warajya, June 21, 1958

ANTI-COMMUNISM AND THE VALUE OF LIFE

Tue other day a young assistant editor of an Indian paper
nd his wife, a Cambridge Ph.D. in law, came to honour me with
visit on their way back from Kerala which has now become 2
lace of pilgrimage in India.

“ What did you take your Ph.D in ? ” T asked. “ What was
our thesis ? "

“ The conflict of laws, ” the young lady said.

I remembered what this sub_]ect was. I knew it when I was
1yself a law student,

“You were in Cambrndge for three-and-a-half years on this -

ngle subject ?”

“ Yes, ” she said, and we talked on, about a number of things
1cluding Communism in office and about a Communist ministry
1 a provincial government in India. But I am not putting all

1at or anything of it here. My mind went on to think about

ne conflict of laws.

It is a chapter of private international law as it is called. Is
lere any international law now ? 1 am afraid there is not. It
. all gone. It belonged to an age that has terminated. There
i at present no international law or morality as poor old Austin
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called it with concern for juristic accuracy. There is no one
1o guard that department of morality and so there is no one observ-
ing it. It is remarkable how things that live -only in conscience
die so unobserved.

Edward Teller and a collaborator have produced a book
on nuclear energy in which the danger to mankind from strontium-
90 fall-out is dealt with. Teller’s exposition is frank and clear.
The difference is pointed out between estimates of world average
increase in radio-active intensity and of increase in any particular

region. Everyone knows that a poison or, for that matter, any

human misfortune, if uniformly distributed over the entire popula-
tion of the world, wouldn’t hurt any single person. - Yet it may
have obviously fatal effects if concentrated all on a single individual
or on the population of a district. It is pointed out that danger
from fall-out cannot be correctly estimated by taking the low world
averages of increased radio-activity. The last rice crop in Japan
showed strontium-90 content eight times the world average.

Even this however is not my point. The point is that the
book discloses the revolution that has happened in conscience.
In the next thirty years six million people will die of leukemia and
‘bone cancer. The past nuclear tests have produced fall-out
that may increase this by 10,000. “ It has been claimed that
it is wrong to endanger any human life. Is it not more realistic,”
ask the scientist authors of the book, ‘ and in fact more in keeping
with the ideals of humanitarianism to strive towards a better life
for all mankind ? 7

A thing done by you may endanger human life—human life
wherever it may be, not in your own family or in your nation,
Is it to be excused because your test explosions are supposed to
help America’s striving toward a better life for all mankind by
confounding the knavish tricks of Communist Russia ? What
does it matter, modern conscience says, if 10,000 or more people
dic of bone cancer or leukemia in any country in the world if, as
a result, we may be able to add one more effective type of weapon
to defend the American way of life against Communism ?

“We are certainly talking here about questions,” says the
book, ““ which may strike hard on some individuals, but which
from the point of view of the community or race are not
serious.”

The meanine of this sentence in American language is that



166 . ./7: THE VOICE OF THE UNINVOLVED

nuclear explosions are justifiable from the point of view of adding
-something to the defence of the world against Communist aggrcs?
sion, although' these, explosions may cause disease and death to
-a number of individuals who would otherwise have not died of
cancer of bone or blood.

Where is international law now ? Even if the whole world
had become subject to the jurisdiction of the United States, these
tests that poisoned the air and the earth would be criminally
punishable unless a special law wére passed authorizing the dange-~
rous contamination as an act of State in the interests of the U.S.A.
Bi{t the whole world has not passed into the jurisdiction of the
U.S.A. yet and the poison spreads over the non-American world
and non-American air and soil as well as over the U.S.A. Had
there been any international law alive, these test explosions were
inconceivable.

Yet young men and women study international law and spend
money and energy over it. They might as well spend time over
the study of astrology or haunted houses and the mutual behaviour
of ghosts.

‘Swarajya, June 21, 1958

FREEDOM MAY BE SAVED

I aM quoting from a recent article appearing in a widely
read American journal, the New Leader :—

“TI am convinced that if the Soviet Union were by some
magic to disappear tomorrow, the situation would not be eased—-
we should soon be confronted by other difficulties of equally grave
magnitude. I am convinced that as industrialisation continues
its relentless spread within the framework of international anarchy
we are going to be faced by new Germanys, new Japans, and nc“’r
Soviet Unions. ’

: * We have only seen the beginnings of rules and regulations
designed to regulate and bind men’s actions. The people of
tl.xe United States will be driven steadily towards increased organisa-
tion, increased conformity, and increased control over the tl;oughts
aqd actions of the individual. In the face of the powerful modern
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tools of persuasion ard coercion, I fear that what dignity and
freedom we still possess may one day vanish.”

Dr. Harrison Brown, Professor of Geochemistry at the Cali-
fornia Institute of Technology, who lectured in this strain at the
Minnesota University, only gave expression to a settled fecling
among enlightened people” all over the world. The desire to
oppose and liquidate the enemy of individual freedom and persona-
lity, the active steps taken to prevent the aggression and infiltration
of Communism, seem to vesult in the loss of the very freedom
which it is the aim of non-Communist countries to protect by

. those activities. We must therefore look for the secret of freedom

afresn, if we desire to guard it. -

Looking around at ‘precgress’ on both sides of the Iron
Curtain it seems that as we advance in © prosperity * and * civiliza-
tion > we must of necessity sacrfice individual freedom.

‘Now is this really inevitable ? Does not everything depend
on what we mean by and aim zt as civilization and progress ?
If civilization is to be bound up with material advancement we
must accept its inevitable consequznce, loss of freedom in exact
proportion to the forward march. And loss of freedom is loss
of soul. This is as certain as the obverse of it, that if civilization
is high thinking and simple living, and true and abiding happiness,
is what issues from such a way of life, dvilization will bring mog/
and more of freedom and not reduce it. If we make the mistakp’OF
confounding civilization with ever-increasing material advancexient,
we are bound to become slaves to tyrants and to tyratt Argani-
sations—governments, parties, cartels, trusts and trade urlflons.
If we aim at what the saints and philosophers have told us to
aim at, even in a changing world there will be happiness; and
individual freedom which is its chief element will incrase in
the measure that we realisc more and more of the ideal The
inevitable corollary of material advancement is competiton first
among individuals and next between nations and warjand un-
ending preparations against fear of aggression. C petition
to be effective has to be organised into cocrcion, and(ﬁs the race
proceeds, the coercion must become ruthless. /

The only way to frecedom is the simple life and the courage
to be wise even in a world that is ceaselessly busy in the opposite
direction, given over to complicating life in every way that
human ingenuity can do it. Co-operation, which in its simple
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form is a joy, is organised until it becomes a despotism and a
. tyranny of the community over the individual. It soon reaches the
monstrous shape of dictatorship of one kind or another. A special
type of human being is bred for the werk—the ruler-type who
is born to the task of extracting the inplicit obedience of his
fellow-citizens. ‘Ways of ‘Life’ are hed forth to admiration,.
~each as -effective as the other in the matter of extinguishing

freedom. It is forgotten that the only way worth living is the
~way. that Socrates, Buddha,
_Preached.

< The question arises : Is it possible to ‘ go back’ to this ?
Tt is not only possible, ‘it is not difficult to go back to it. 'Tt is
much less difficult and much less hazardous - than the way of
_ambition and war which we now slindly follow. ‘
' This is of course Revivalisn. But to revive is not neces-

sarily bad ! If we have lost a good thing,

it is good to get it
back. When we have gone w}ong, it is better to go back than

to go forward along the same¢ wrong path. The moral world
is not a sphere like the earth where, if you go far enough even in
a wrong direction, you come back to where you were. In the
moral world, if we have gane Wrong we must retrace our steps.
‘What is the vaunted freedom of the Will if we cannot do this ?

N, I know that America must laugh at this doctrine of the

Shqple life. But we may take it that America is not always wise.
Pr(i,xcrity; plus tension does not make either happiness or wisdom
‘or relizion.  We see wkere America and Russia have both landed

themselves—j

n the hell of endless fear under the shadow of total
annibkilation,

What is left for others to do is to get rid of the
ectasyy of false civilization and to show a new way. Who can
fulfil *he mission of true civilization but the people of this land -
‘wherethe words of the Rishis are still in vogue and are reverently

recited'in the very accents of those sages ?  Where except in
India c the holy task begin ?

Swarajya, May 24, 1958
\

Christ -and the Rishis of India.

MANKIND PROTESTS

TrE New York Times (International Ec_lifi:)n ofh‘].u}rlxet}:ea, Ijité)é
jn a beautiful map, charts out world condxtxcn; w i(;, h nif,ant
States’ foreign policy must now tackle. It asd b i Slend.
pointer against Washington : ¢ Pressure mounts Sor de f»

] tests.” . .
utoml;tb?:zbrefrcshing to learn this from. such a relllatbli Jllri;,:n Zf
American opinion as the New York Tz.mes.' Télc a ;:ttee,steport
tion as to the contents of the U.N. Scxcntlﬁ(- orxtl}rlnSe A
(which has not been released up to the t..fnet. ne . ,Prcss
ritten) confirms this apPk)rlais;r:ctrl}:coif;l [Ec:f; le:)z; 1ct)hz.1t oo

{ India is responsible io f :
’iI;rE:xt()\(:m to estimate that continuation of ancarftc;)s:sn éx\tce:nz};’
yéar might cause up to 1,20,000 cases yea(rlry hot o i
Jeukemia and genetic defects and .1t is added tha e i e
said to have warned that * mankmd. sho.uld”pfolc;zct - f e
caution in view of possible un‘dc'restxmatfon. ‘ uankad, ot
* mankind > proceed with caution ? It is not anof .{116 e
is exploding these nuclear tests, or a govcmr}r:e‘r/lt. o ‘[ e it
or a major part of it. Three nuclear pow‘crls‘kzi . Szlr e
in spite of mankind’s protests and a fourth is likely e s
ing the world from Sahara. One o.f t}’.le t%lree po.\.v e
who was deemed farthest from any mcl.matlox;l tot}n/rcessation o
or spiritual considerations, decl\(z:;re(:1 %tgazizaother.iowm on o
urther explosions on its part. ‘Weho '
ioon follof:/ the cxampli ;fl'ns t}};xs é(())tm }Egi?:i epori?rand e

i ed the U.N. Scientific Co )
prcssitrelso}z'ofnankind’s opinion will bring a;)ou'td :x{tcesssz;c:;):no(’)g
this high-handed poisoning programrrzle. f;::lthc!aucmmn "
appeal in the New Statesman last week deserv |

wvili ernments. ;
au Cl’;‘llllfrid f:::" :‘ few voices still maintaining th.at as t::::an\:;:(;
cannot trust the Russians, the West mus‘t go on ;3'013(::(.11'21%}1 e
in general. The mere statement of this claim 1stcts D; e e
demn it. The continuance, any longer, of these tes S e P
of any Power is a naked programme of attack on e an of
mankind and the genetic integrity of the race.
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etnding national security by nuclear weapons and deterrent

E;);gcr' of tqtal annihilation may be wise, stupid, reckless or any-
ting else. “But the immorality and wickedness of doing some-

thg that injures mankind in general is not open to any doubt.
\The nuclear scientists’ of the world, the most eminent bio-

lo ts of all nations and thousands of other doctors of science

ha , in° clear terms;, condemned these explosions and have also

pleded in the name “of science for a total ban on the use of

- ;Ducar weapons apart from any other issues involved in disarma-

»me{)‘ The Government of the U.S.S.R. have repeatedly affirmed
ﬂlCll‘}’eadiness to-sizn an agreement for such a ban. There is
no Qiubt whatsocwg'cr that the blame now rests on the U.S.
" and ritish Governments for any delay in this matter.

_ here are some writers, chiefly American, who confuse the
pubhdgtby statements that the havoc caused by conventional
Wf:ap?tg was as terrible as what is being apprehended now by
§c1cnns§ as a result of the use of nuclear weapons. These people
ignore, iiclibcrately’ or otherwise, the great difference that genetic
damagt‘;involvcs.; ‘Arguments of quantity of radio-active poison

- are advinced or the basis of a uniform spread over the entire
‘\.vorld, Wereas what will actually -happen is a heavy concentra-
tion in plees causing fatal results. ‘

it seemye] st o b e e o seiene

; g y dishonest. There

will be a eat meeting at Stockholm in the middle week of July
11 be another important world-meet at Tokyo on
¢y in August. Let us pray that these meetings
may see thegad of this menace to the world that presents to us

in .rcal con :‘étc: form the meaning of the fable of the forbidden
fruit of the tee of knowledge.

Hiroshima

Swarajya, Ju} 12, 1958

l
WISDOM \\RIETH WITHOUT
'3,‘.

It is easy for one wlo comnands on his side nationalist
passions, viz., fear and hared of a strong power in strategic
neighbourhood, to win piblic pladits against a philosopher
who pleads for all mankird and ffor civilization as a whole.
Bertrand Russell has been 1ssailc% by columnists in American
journals as contradicting hinself o1 as a being unpractical upon
his own confession. The l(wer-lcrel tricks of controversy are
well-known and Bertrand Russell tieats them with deserved con-
tempt. :

The controversy arose outof anjalleged statement on Bertrand
Russell’s part that if we caniot avoid a nuclear war and the
inevitable total annihilation tht 11 meant, it is better for the
wiser side to surrender, if that be the only way to prevent the
full-scale nuclear war. The worc ‘surrender’ was met by
immediate and loud chauvinistic op‘?osition and the philosopher
was dubbed a fool. He never advoated a declaration of readi-
ness to surrender beforehand for ttativould spell defeat in negotia-
tion as well as in war. What Berrand Russell stands for is clear.
He claims for mankind the right ‘d survive, to survive the new
fatal knowledge. He claims the riht for civilization to correct
its errors and live. Those who thraten onc another, preferring
death to surrender, not only threatd total destruction to them-
selves claiming the right to suicide put they propose to deprive
the uncommitted nations of the world of their right to live and
survive other people’s fatal blundersl The advocates. of nuclear
war deny, says Bertrand Russell, tht most clementary freedom,
viz., the freedom to live not only to tli: inhabitants of Communist
countries whom they oppose but to 'the inhabitants of all the
uncommitted nations, that is those who have not forfeited their
right by any partisanship on either sice.

Both sides have unqualified and deadly dislike of the way
of life of the ¢ enemy ’ and have no hope that it will ever change
for the better. The West sould rather perish totally than
accept Communism and all that it stands for. On the other side,
the feeling against Capitalism is not less strong. Bertrand
Russell takes note of this and points out that the worst features
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of Cqmmunism have been develope& under the influence of
fcaf :%nd would almost certzi'nly grow less if fear were removed.
This is not likely to be accepted by m:n who have worked them-
selves up to utter hatred anl would rather depend on fear and
yet more fear, than on any juch hopt of change or reclamation.
_ Bertrand Russell puts he case clearly to the West: “I
think that with wise statesnhnship o the part of the West, it
will not be at all difficult to avhid bothnuclear war and surrender.”
What he advocates is a conjlusion »f agreements between East
and ‘West, admitting the i vitabiliy of co-existence and the
disastrous futility of war. ’
“ Wisdom crieth witho
streets,”

; she uttereth her voice in the

i

Swarajya, September 6, 1958

A MOST DANGEROUS SITUATION

WhiLE Pandit Nehru is etjoying the hospitalities of the rulers of
Bhutan and’ Sikkim, the world is being taken by Mr. Dulles to
the very brink of war. It leams as if America’s present rulers
have decided that war is ineytable and it is better it comes now
th?.n later. The majority o?rthe world’s people do not however
think so. They still belicw that war is not inevitable, that
patience can avert it and that co-existence is possible.

It is a cheap way out t refuse to receive the representations
of a brother government when one finds it difficult to answer
them. The issue of Amerca’s right to stand between China
and her islands, and the éucstion why real China should not
f‘cplace the discredited ex- jictator who sits in the Chinese chair
in the U.N, are difficult to answer. An objection to form and
lang:uage may for the tin;é being serve to screen evasion and
to give to American voters a sense of self-righteous fulfilment but
cannot be a substitute for wise policy or international justice
or serve the cause of world peace. ’

The present American policy has been severely condemned
by Mr. Acheson and Mr. Adlai Stevenson. Mr. Dulles has
accelerated’ his brinkmanship. Is it possible that something near
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to a world war is played to begin before November when Congres-
sional elections must lead to the displacement of the G.O.P. ?
Should the world be plunged into catastrophic risk over an un-
justifiable issue because of the party situation in American politics ?
Mr. Dulles hopes perhaps that the atomic weapons which Admiral
Felt will unwillingly use (so he has said) against the Chinese
mainland will quell Chinese arrogance and that out of a desire
to avoid total war, Russia will let China down and stand aside.

. This would be a terrible miscalculation. Men are more loyal

than that and there are causes and occasions which drive them
to desperate steps. It will be a signal for general nuclear war-
fare. That satanic thing has been hungrily waiting for it far
too long. The situation is just the sort that wise men have all
along been apprehending as the inescapable result of the manu-
facture and accumulation of nuclear weapons. Despite the
universal awareness of the consequences of a nuclear war and
the unwillingness of everybody to begin it, the machine has an
infernal will of its own and takes possession of the rulers of men
and urges them on to destruction.

Britain is not unaware of what will happen to her in the
matter of a few hours, but her blindfold alliance with America
carries her forward to catastrophe. The words ‘Munich ’
and ¢ Appeasement’ are enough to drown commonsense and cloud
the vision of men. Is it moral for America to give military assis-
tance to help China against China ten years after the revolution
was over ? . And is it wicked for Russia to intervene to support
a government accepted by 600 millions against a foreign support-
ed insurgent section ? It is extraordinary that the immoral
support that America has chosen to give to the discredited dictator
of China, Chiang Kai-Shek, and the fiction of a Chinese repub-
lic under his presidentship should be kept alive for so long and
now taken to the length of inviting world annihilation. Quemoy
is part of China as the coastal islands of America or Britain belong
to them. If the world must be ruined, it scems far too unreasona-
ble that so poor a provocation and so wrong an issuc should
furnish the occasion.

Swarajya, September 27, 1958



' THE GENEVA CONFERENCE

Mgr. Durres in his book, War, Peace and Change, wrote
jome years ago : “ For a nation to base its relations with the
>utside world on ‘the assumption that change brought about. by
orce is in fact non-existent -is a policy of absurdity...For any
1ation to close its eyes to such changes and to treat them as non-
axistent, means the election of such nation to live in a world as
anrelated to reality as that of Alice in Wonderland.” Mr.
Dulles .who wrote this is himself precisely doing what he con-
lemned in such strong terms.

‘i\It"is refreshing to read what Nye Bevan has said at Scar-
borough pledging himself, if not the whole Labour Party, un-
zonditionally to do away with British nuclear tests when the
Party takes office irrespective of what others may or may not do.
And he bases this promise on the solid Christian ground that
Britain can’t do something that undoubtedly poisons other inno-
cent nations and succeeding  generations. America makes a
cheap jibe saying Russia has finished her © propaganda’ exercise
and . has therefore resumed nuclear test explosions. What is
called ‘propaganda’ is nothing but the moral power of any uni-
lateral action in the-right direction. If one likes it, one gives it
the right name. If you dislike it and wish to resist it, you call
it ¢ propaganda.’ The fanatics who crucified Christ called his
teaching by some such name. Yet that propaganda has come
to stay and is the only hope of western mankind.

‘Citizens in all democracies have become flocks of timid
and industrious animals, of which ruling politicians have become
the. shepherds who undertake “ to spare the citizens all the care
of thinking and all the trouble of living,”’ as De Toqueville propheti-

cally wrote in his book on Democracy in America. This criminal

activity that goes by the name of test explosions must serve to
wake up indifference and rouse mankind to a sense of responsi-
bility. to prevent governments from committing any longer this
insane; crime of poisoning God’s world. Russia -unilaterally
stopped her tests and called on America and Britain to follow.
But these Great Powers did not respond. Khrushchev has not
been able to hold out very long. He has yielded to the siege of
the other nuclear Powers. But Russia is even now ready and
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eager, so Khrushchev declares, that these test explosions should
be stopped by all the Powers and at once and unconditionally.
Russia has realised that poisoning uninvolved nations and future
generations of mankind is no legitimate part of any national
defence. But the U.S. government is still arguing as if this crime
against innocent nations were a lawful right and must be con-
sidered and negotiated along with other issues related to dis-
armament. And Britain loyally joins this claim of her dominant
partner. Opinion in Britain has definitely revolted and repudiat-
ed this claim that the poisoning of the world’s atmospherc and
land and water is part of legitimate national defence, even if
nuclear weapons were any real defence at all for Britain.

A reading of the latest British official hand-out as to what
citizens should do by way of previous precaution against nuclear
bombing makes dismal reading and confirms the universal con-
viction that there is no such thing as civil protection or pre-
caution in this kind of warfare. Indeed this official hand-out
must itself serve to turn the people of Britain against nuclear
tests. The awful danger into which the present foreign policy
of the Conservative government is leading Britain is made clear

.by this hand-out as to so-called ‘ precautions.’

It is unfortunate that the Labour Party has not yet summon-
ed the strength of character to make its nuclear armament policy
more definite. The card-vote by which delegates’ votes are
multiplied by the number of members of each union is not a
true indication of public opinion among the workers of Britain.
It is more an indication of confidence in a particular leadership
than a vote on the issue of nuclear tests or any other particular
issue. The anti-nuclear campaigners who are doing vigorous
work in Britain have a great deal yet to do to bring the Labour
Party policy to definite shape. The Geneva conference which
appeared to be almost a certainty has again lapsed into the realm
of may-be or may-not-be. It is unfortunate that test explosions
galore have started again. But it may be that this itself may
induce re-thinking instead of indulgence in light-hearted recrimi-
nation. The fate of the world is in the hands of leaders whose
wisdom appears to be open to much doubt. It is only Providence
that can save ‘the world.

Swarajya, October 11, 1958



. THE UN REPORT ON TEST EXPLOSIONS

Sion_sLoi;zdon, Oct. 18.—The dust from distant nuclear explo-
 sions pc.)w_a'regular component of London’s atmospheric
: o ;at;t&vxty, .Dr. Bl:lrgcss, scientific adviser to the London

o nty Council, says in his report for 1957. The dust contains
‘ﬁox:t;ocoix;lponents which by direct inhalation and by deposi-
ton on the gr?und_ and subsequent incorporation in food
- be assimilated in the body. -
e :f'shg ) present leve'l' of such contamination is, however
: LthppI ed to .be well within the limits regarded as tolerable b ,
: .?r hntcr;mtxor.lal Commission on Radiological Protection Y
leading: :ﬂ ove ;s 2_ rcp;)rt from the special correspondent of a

Ly in India. If London atmosphere sh i i
ous deposit, how much m This divense ang Foon”
. ‘ ore exposed to this diseas d i
mutation causing poison are : ! ber igands
the people of Asi i
T pion causing p ia and her islands!
peaceful use * reactors of the Briti '
specially, the occasional acci i in bave. o
cidents occurring therein h i
1o ave contri-
:ut:qblo .the deposit in the London atmosphere. But the bi ers]t
D?!:n :;ﬂr‘tx:)ir’x must be from the test explosions carried on in f}g)ite
of puan) mIfs tIl)lrotle;st for the alleged security of a few war-mongering
. e British Isles situated in th i
e Atlantic Ocean ha
becnk affected, what about the Pacific Ocean and the land n
ind around it ? e
)urntv‘;xcn a vxllaglc :ls on fire and all the houses are going to be
own, people do not discuss le i r
gal points and property di
>utes, but proceed all of the o aloo shouli
m to put out the fire, So al
ve attend to the radio-active d from test o
v - anger to mankind from test expl
3 » . o'
ions and not mix it up with other problems which we shall x;mt

e a i is i
ble to solve in a hurry. It is immoral and unwise to use

nankind’s f isoni i
‘ ear of total poisoning as a sanction to achieve settle-

nent of international di i

it o snories disputes as to sizes of armaments
_"Ijhc U.ni_ted Nations Scientific Committee on the eff;

,tomlf: radiation, after a three-year study, submitted theif' ceCtSIOF

ions in .August last. The Scientific American, a leadin conclu-

f x»txmenca, fievotcd to science and truth, summariscsgtlJ ourmal

lusions of this U.N. Committee in the following words : - eon

posed
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¢« The Committee recommends the avoidance of unnecessary
exposure resulting from medical, industrial and other procedures
for peaceful uses, and the cessation of contamination of the environ-
ment -by explosions of nuclear weapons. The control of all
these sources of radiation involves national and international
decisions which lie outside the scope of its work.

¢« The U.N. group concurred in the virtually unanimous
opinion that there 15 no lower limit on the genetic effects. That is, any

. dose, however small, causes mutations, and the number of muta-
! . . - - . .
" 'tions is proportional to the amount of radiation.”

Other extracts are given below which will also be found very
instructive :—

The contamination is serious in milk-drinking countries and
very much more serious in couniries in which rice is the staple diet. 1f
testing will continue at the rate of the past four years, the danger
of contamination in milk-drinking countries and rice-eating areas
is represented by the following figures : 28 in the former and 17
in the latter. In addition to clearly recognizable hereditary
traits, the genetic changes will affect intelligence and longevity.

The U.N. Scientific Committee could go no further than
giving the above conclusions. The action called for is within
the jurisdiction of the political body. It is inconceivable that

“any government claiming to be civilized should any longer carry
on test explosions and refuse immediately and unconditionally to
stop them as Russia has formally and repeatedly asked America
and Britain to agree to do, herself offering to do it at once if
the others agreed. :

It is 2 tragedy that Russia’s unilateral move seven months
ago was not followed up by action on the part of the other nuclear
powers. A b/ ieful race has been persisted in, claiming to burst
an equal number of poison bombs on either side. It would

have been tolerable if every explosion poisoned the atmosphere
of that nation only that exploded it, as in horseracing where
the loss accrues to the side that persists in the gamble and does
not hurt the spectators. Here, however, the poison race poisons
the whole world and yet it is persisted in and justifications are
gravely offered for the crime.

Swarajya, October 25, 1958

Q.R.—-IZ



AMERICA’S CHINA POLICY

THE condemnation of American policy in regard to China

is fairly universal. But it is specially refreshing to read the frank
criticism 'and- censure by enlightened American public men' of
their own government. Their language is unambiguous and
marked by the forthrightness of American style.
‘ ~ The criticism is not only of the Quemoy strategy but of the
whole of the China policy. It was least expected but it has
happened that Dulles has returned from Formosa with the con-
vxcuon that Quemoy must be defended against China. It seems
as if! Dulles is one of the scourges of God sent to confound human
arrogancc and bring it to its destiny.

It should not be difficult for the most foolish among wishful
thinkers to give up the hope that Chxang Kai-Shek will ever
reconquer the Chinese people and hold China. Not only is he
not the type that could achieve such a conquest of hearts, but
there is not the least chance for such a miracle in the external
conditions that govern the course of history.

Can the Chinese people be divided into two nations on the
basis of two isms or on the basis of two foreign policies ? Nothing
can be more 1llusory than such a hope. It is, therefore, not sur-
prising that the censure of American policy is not confined to
America’s friends abroad and that men and women have risen
in' America itself to condemn the policy followed in respect of
China and Chiang Kai-Shek. If the New ZYork Times reflects
American public opinion, there is a present and insistent demand
that America’s China policy must be drastically changed.

Lewis Mumford, the well-known social philosopher and
writer, has raised his voice against the current American policy
in respect of China : ““ The government of the so-called Chinese
nationalists,” says.he, “is not a Government at all, but a dis-
placed army.” This strikes at the root of the matter. It is
not merely a Quemoy issue or a question of military expediency,
It calls for a total revision of attitude and a drastic change from
Ato Z.

* Whatever the orlgmal merits of the American decision,”
proceeds. Lewis Mumford, *to back Chiang Kai-Shek after his
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army had abjectly yielded to the Communists, our present alliance

with this defunct government and our support of its supine army
has ceased to have any justification.”
It is not only Russia and China that level charges of aggres-

sion against.America. Lewis Mumford points out how Taiwan

(Formosa) serves as a base for American nuclear forces which
openly keep threatening the Chinese mainland. It is on this
background that we should appraise Mr. Dulles’s latest pro-
nouncement on the strategic necessity of holding Quemoy against

«China.

It is clear that there is a rising tide of public opinion in
America itself against America’s China policy and against America’s
nuclear policy. The sooner the backing of Chiang is given up
as a first step in the required change the better will the cause
.of world-peace be served.

It is nothing short of silly for a great power to attempt lean-
ing on the fiction of a Chiang Kai-Shek-China and keep the

.China seat in the U.N. from its lawful occupant. If the U.N.
is- to be an instrument for peace and not of cold war, the de facto
government of China must occupy that chair at once. The whole
world knows China to be somewhere else and not with Chiang

. Kai-Shek but the farce is solemnly played and allowed to be

played.

Equally foolish would it be for America to depend on an
Astatic wall of military dictatorships to contain Communism.
Whether it be in Pakistan or Thailand today or in other lands
tomorrow, such dictatorships cannot last and while they are
propped up would incite and encourage the underground march
of Communism. Military rule and the terror on which it rests
invites the very enemy whom it is the intention to keep off through
such futile defences, Has not the history of India shown that
military administration depends on the co-operation of the people
and its days are ever numbered, however terrible and awe-inspiring
its beginning may be ? It would be as futile as dishonourable
for America to prop up these military administrations that are
growing up like mushrooms in Asia around the Communist bloc.
America would be false to her fundamental political philosophy if
she did this. It is as true in politics as in other matters that the
best and safest course is to follow swadharma—one’s own philosophy
of life—and not to adopt another’s dharma however attractive
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it may be at the moment. The world is not inadvertent but it
;marking with dissatisfaction how America is supportmg monarchic,
feudal, military and other undemocratic regimes inconsistent with
f'AInenca s basic spirit and fundamental political convictions.

: =~ Unlike in other democratic countries high American officials
‘are in the habit of making public statements which in other
.governments would be impermissible to officials and reserved
‘only for a Prime Minister. A Vice-Admiral who will soon be
‘Commander-in-Chief of the Allied forces in Southern Europe
_has’ declared that “ World War III has long since started
and. that- we foolishly refuse to recognize the fact. “ We are
locked in a life-and-death struggle with the Communists and
we are not doing too well,” says this officer on behalf of the Allied
powelrs. .

A British officer would hesitate uttering at this juncture 2
w_ar-mongcrmg and provocative untruth such ‘as this. * The
only logic that makes sense to our enemy is backed by military
.power and the willingness to use that power,” says this Admira’
Brown to remove all doubt.

' The rest of the world is somehow seeking to prcvent wal
while these American officials exult in beating the most dan
_4g¢‘rous drums of war, urging people towards that tragic futility
Homer of Greece and the Mahabharata of India have describec
both the fascination and the futility and tragedy of war long
before mankind realised it again at the end of World War 11
But atom bombs and arrogance cloud the brains of nations whe
'imagine they are born to guide the affairs of all the nations or
earth. Apollo thus describes mankind to Zeus in Homer
¢ Those wretched creatures who like the leaves flourish for a little
while on the bounty of the earth and flaunt their brilliance, bu
" jn a moment droop and fade away.” Once Zeus himself said tc
the horses that the gods gave to Achilles’s father: “ O, why
did we give you to share the sorrows of unhappy men ? Of al
crcatures that breathe and creep about on mother earth there i
none so miserable as man.” The gods who saw the tragic futility
“of war have no respect for man who has not ceased to indulg
.in it in spite of every bitter experience.

Sivarqjya, November 1, 1958 »

YET WE MUST HOPE

AMERICA hzs slowly begun to see the folly of maintaining in
-office people whoe definite policy is to make danger for the world.
The voters may nct have yet visualised what the new policy should
be, but they have a0 doubts as to the present policy being wrong.
This is not a case br maintaining the sfatus quo and throwing the

" iburden of proof or those who seck a change. Where haired

.and war are being ceiselessly provoked and all negotiation degene-
rates into angling fo: advantage—which is only too obvious to
the other party and becomes easy material for exposure and
ridicule—it is clear thet the want of confidence of the voters
must be recorded. And that has been done in the clearest
manner. »

Not brinkmanship, jut something else is wanted. What
is that something ? It is leadership, leadership in a true sense,
not of one bloc or another but of the world. American policy
should give a lead to the world. This is the leadership that is
wanted. One must take tae right step oneself without waiting

. for the other parties to do it. This alone is what can rightly

be called leadership in the vorld sense as distinguished from the
leadership of a political group or of a group of nations involved
in belligerency against another group.

In spite of all the immediately available arguments based
on scepticism and fear, the doctrine of unilateral action has made
steady progress. More people sce now that there is no other way,
and that if we do not wish impotently to wait for annihilation
Ave must accept this policy for healing the world’s malady.

As George B. Caird of the McGill University in Montreal
has pointed out, the great moral advances of the past have all been
achieved when one man, one group, one nation has obeyed the
“Voice of God, whatever might be the cost of obedience, and has
dared the rest of the world to follow. And he instanced the
abolition of the slave trade. It was postponed for years because
the British government was afraid that renunciation on its part
while other nations continued to enjoy the commercial benefits
of the trade, might mean economic disaster. But when Wilberforce
avon his case for unilateral abolition, he was invited to one
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European capital ‘after another to give the leadesship he had
given to his own people. '

Surely, the destruction of civilization and tte poisoning of
“the ‘world’s. atmosphere, of man’s creative cells for generations
to come, must be a more urgent call than even the iniquities of
the slave trade. R

A says to B that unless he, the latter, stoss doing it, A will
~ continue to poison C. B says that he has to poison C so long as
A does not stop doing it. No one speaks for C He must continue:
to be poisoned by both, because A and B do rot trust one another.
The advantage of science has strangled ,th: moral law. A less
¢ civilized > world was able to behave better. Strange paradox !
L rofessor George Caird had a legitimate ground to ask : *“ Has
it ever occurred to you how desperately ilbgical we of the western
warld are in our attitude to Russia ? We exalt our own way of
life with its liberty of conscience and :reedom of enterprise and
decry the Russian way in which a mezn cannot call his soul his
own ; and then having assigned all Ccmmunists to their place of
inferiority, we demand that they shall be the ones to perform the
act of grace that is to break the deailock of mutual suspicion.”

And this is done even when Rusia says: “ We are ready to
sign now and here along with you !” The World Federation of
Scientific Workers sent its message to Tokyo asking those that

gathered there recently “to see to ;t that the dangerous nuclear .

arms race be put to an end.”

The jurists of the world who assembled at the Tokyo con~
ference reached the following conclusions after full .discussion :-—
I. The use of nuclear weapons is illegal because it is
contrary to the principle of international law that
prohibits indiscriminate bombing and to Article 23(a)

of the Hague Convention.
2. No government has under international law any right

to designate a vast danger-zone and carry out nuclear

tests. The announcement of the U.S.5.R. government
of the cessation of nuclear tests conforms with the
above principles of international law and we believe
+ that the U.,S.A. and Great Britain are under an obli-
gation to the law of nations to do likewise..
The tragedy of the situation now is that after waiting for
six. momhs the U.S.S.R. has recalled its decision and resumed
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tests. And the comedy is that America finds fault with the U.S.S.R.
for cancelling -the suspension which the latter had unilaterally
undertaken, although America herself did not in the least co-
operate with or follow the Russian lead and actually ridi-
culed it. .
+ - There is neither a sense of moral obligation which once
governed the activities of nations, nor even a sense of humour.
Yet we must hope. For, without it, we face death. We have
reached a stage when hope has become almost a superstition and
{yet we have to cling to it.

Swarajya, November 15, 1958

A LETTER FROM MR. KHRUSHCHEV

Mr. KHRUSHCHEV writes to Rajaii as follows :—

I have received your letter in which you mention the initiative
of the Soviet Union who, from March 31 of this year, unilaterally
suspended the tests of atomic and hydrogen weapons as a step
directed at the achievement of general cessation of these weapons
tests. Unfortunately, the further actions of the Governments of
the U.S.A. and Great Britain did not justify our hopes.

In your letter you are suggesting again that the Soviet Union
should unilaterally declare that it would not use nuclear bombs or
nuclear weapons of any type. At the same time you are expressing
the hope that such an act by the Soviet Government will lead
to the fact that the Western Powers possessing the atomic weapon,
will come out with an analogical declaration and assent to the
conclusion on this question of a lasting international agrecment
that would also include consent to the destruction of all existing
stocks of atomic and hydrogen bombs.

I can assure you, dear Mr. Rajagopalachari, that with all
their power the Soviet Government are striving to completely
prohibit the atomic and hydrogen weapons and in doing so to
remove the menace of atomic war threatening mankind.

During all the post-war years the Soviet Union has been
steadily fighting to outlaw the use of atomic weapon, to stop its
manufacture, to withdraw it from the armaments of states, and



}Jﬁﬂ- T THE VOICE OF *THE UNINVOLVED

to dcstroy all the stocks of these wcapons. However, this struggle
- has not'led us to success so far. -
“The main' reason why no agreement on this question has
_been concluded up till now is the fact that all the military plans
of the Western Powers are based on the use of atomic and
‘hydrogen weapons. American war-bases are situated near our
- borders, on the take-off strips of which there are bombers with
the load of atomic and hydrogen bombs on board perfectly ready
for action.. American bombers with the same lethal load are al-
ways in the air over the territories of a number of NATO countries.
Rocket weapons are also being feverishly installed now at many
U.S mlhtary bases.
‘ judge for yourself whether under these circumstances
* the Sov ‘g't Union can unilaterally give up the use of nuclear weapons
" even for one year without endangering the security of our people.
' We cannot-shut our eyes on the following circumstances
" either. In order to improve the international situation and to
make a start for the successful solution of the disarmament problem
the Soviet Government rq;catedly carried out unilateral reduction
of the armed forces and armaments with the result that in the
course of last years its armed forces were cut by 2,140 thousand men.,
In doing so, the Soviet Government hoped that our measures to
cut our armed forces would find a positive response from the
Governments of the U.S.A. and other Western Powers, and that
“they would, in their turn, carry out corresponding reduction of
their armed forces. And what happened ? Western Powers passed
by the pcacc-lovmg efforts of the Soviet Government, and, as
before, they are going on with the armament drive, giving no
thought to reduction of their army, navy and air forces which are
unusually large in a peaceful time.

While taking the decision of a unilateral suspension of test:
of all types of atomic and hydrogen weapons, we expected tha
this step would impel the Western Powers in their turn to sto]
their nuclear test explosions and in that way the universal suspensior
of nuclear tests would be provided for good. However, in thi
case, t0o, the example of the Soviet Union did not affect the Govern
ments of the U.S.A. and Great Britain. On the contrary, jus
after the unilateral suspension of tests by the Soviet Union anc
after the appeal of the Soviet Government to the Government
“of the US.A and Great Britain with the suggestion to stop al
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tests immediately, the U.S.A. undertook the ]arga‘t series ¢ tests of
atomic and hydrogen bombs in the region of the Pacifi{ Ocean.
Great Britain followed in the U.S. footsteps and also sarted a
series of nuclear tests,

Attaching paramount importance to the suspension ¢ atomic
and hydrogert weapons tests, the Soviet Union raised thisjuestion

. at the 13th Session of the U.N. General Assembly and inroduced

ia draft resolution which called upon all the states, wich are
-carrying out tests of these weapons, to stop such tests lmzledxatcl)
‘and recommended to begin negotiations with the p pose of
concluding a corresponding agreement among ‘hem. Jowever
the U.S.A. and Great Britain did not show any desire t support,

i -this resolution.

Do these facts disclose any desire on the par: of th{ Govern-

\
. ments of the U.S.A, and Great Britain to stop the test of atom

' and nuclear weapons ?

As for the statements by the U.S. President, Lr. E;,cnhowcx
‘and by. the British Government of August 22, 1958, ;ncermn",
a temporary suspension of tests, the promises which argcontained
in them to stop the tests do not solve the problem. Thestatements
deal with suspension of nuclear weapons tests for one year only
i.e., just for such a term which is required to prepare thenext SCI‘IC’S
-of similar tests. The consent to prolong this term muthe future
for one year more each time does not change the postion so far
.as it is accompanied by the reservations and condtlons the
obvious purpose of which is to give the Western Powrs a posst-
bility to evade stopping the nuclear we apons tests. | Therefore
the Western Powers have not actually given up thcni‘ policy o;'
obstruction on the question of the cessation of tests and likely
intend to pursue it in the future also. J

One cannot help drawing a conclusion that the Govcrnmcnts
of the U.S.A. and Great Britain arc obviously using thc cessation
of nuclear tests by the Soviet Union in order to win fr themselves
one-sided military advantages. The Soviet Governmat, naturally
cannot allow the security interests of the Soviet Uﬁio’n to suffer"
and they found themselves compelled to declare thit the actions
of the US.A. and Great Britain freed the Sowet Union of its
unilateral commitment to stop the nuclear eaporns tests.

The Soviet Union will kecp on striving to achicve a speedy
final solution of the question of dlscontmuance of atomic and
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hydrogn wcapons tests. We suggest to the U.S.A and Britain—
and anready to'sign it ourselves—an agreement on the universal
cessatia- of nuc!car tests for all time. But we cannot remain

indiffernt in thé face of a stubborn refusal on the part of the
Westeri Powers to conclude such an agreement. The refusal .
of the US.A. and Britain to stop tests of nuclear weapons immedi-
ately ad uncondltlonally gives ground to the Soviet Union for

contlnung the nuclear tests started by it in the one-to-one propor-
tion,in ;latlon to jthe combined number of nuclear explosions carried
out by hese Pov.ers, until the number of explosions conducted by
the Sov:t Union after its resumption of tests equals that of the
experimntal explosions carried out by the U.S.A. and Britain
taken toether after March 31 last.

Doe. it not seem to you, Mr. Rajagopalachari, that should
the Sovet Union keep on taking unilateral measures on
dxsarmarﬁcnt while the Western Powers continued the unres-.
trained lrms race and were increasingly arming themselves, a
rather da\\gerous situation might arise creating a real threat not only
to the seurity of the Soviet Union but also to the maintenance
of internitional peace ?

Collgtive security cannot be created at the expense of uni-
lateral cl%rts ¢n the part of one country. The desire and corres-
ponding gforts on the part of all countries are necessary for this.
We have Sroved our goodwill by practical deeds. Now it is the
turn of theUrited States and other Western countries, which should
make a rétlicon'tribution to the cause of removing the menace
of atomic ind hydrogen war.

i

Yours sincerely,
X N. KHRUSHCHEV

November ‘ 7, 1958

A NOTE ON MR. KHRUSHCHEV’'S LE1TER

MR. KugusucHev's latest letter to me has been puplishéd in
Swarajya of lait week. In spite of all the realistic logic of Mr.
Khrushchev and the reasons he gives for his inability to t:?kc a
unilateral step, in spite of the apparent failure of his first trial to
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prodﬁcc any good results by way of co-operation from the. West,
I feel that there is no other way for mankind to be saved. It
may require explanation why I pester the Russian leader with

" these suggestions for unilateral action. I confess that somehow

I still entertain greater hopes in that quarter than in Mr. Dulles.
Further, Mr. Khrushchev did respond early this year in a manner
which, in spite of every hostile analysis, must be recognised as unique.
And again, is there not Jesus Christ together with all his churches
daily appealing to the secular powers of the West ? Is not adherence
to the Sermon on the Mount their greatest external advantage

over their brothers in Russia ? Where this appeal is ignored, would
it not be presumptuous for me to enter the field ?

We cannot overcome ‘evil by evil or folly by folly., We
cannot overcome the enemy’s doubts or his fears except by uni-
lateral action, not caring whether the opponent will or will not
immediately co-operate. If two men or two nations must give
up enmity and arrive at trust, goodwill or friendship, one of them
must some time step forward with faith. If this is not possible,
it means’ we discard all the religions of the world as illusion and
futile nonsense, and the doom of the world is certain. I see no
agreement in the offing. But I clearly still see the possibility of
unilateral action, out of which an agreement is bound to issue.
The solution of ill-will and fear lies in unilateral action. This
is as fundamental as any other law of nature.

Have those who are not in this cold war no rights to ochct
and no real power to bring to a stop this programme of poisoning
the present and future generations of mankind ? I do not think
Mr. Nehru and his great friends among the nations of the world
have given adequate attention to this aspect of the matter. Genetic

-damage is caused by the fall-out of nuclear explosions in two w ays.

One is the immediate and direct effect on the gonad tissue of the
radiations from fall-out. The changes thus produced in the human
hereditary material are passed on to future generations. Again,
there is the long-term effect of carbon-14 produced from the bomb.
This isotope has, we are told by scientists, a life of 8,000 years,
Throughout this long period of eighty centuries this poison goes
on damaging the human hereditary matcrial and these mutations
are passed on to future generations. It will thus be seen
that these explosions accumulate poison for generations and
generations of rnankind.  Can we not hope that the uncontroverted
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'gfactg rcpcatedly testxﬁcd to by eminent scientists in the clearest

" terms may make some 1mpressmn on the people of the great demo-

. cracies of the world ? Here is Mr. Khrushchev definitely offering
©'to sign below the dotted line for an unconditional cessation of

_ test explosions if the other powers agree to sign. Is it not worth-
while to take him at his word, be he as bad as bad can be, and give

" -to the world a charter against poison. A new chapter of world
‘fnegotiations' 'may begin if this be done.

Po.rlsmjzt

; I have Just received a cable from Clarerice Pickett and A.J.
:Muste (Philadelphia, U.S.), asking me to join the deputatxon
" wof the crew of Golden Rule and Phoenix at Geneva and assist in
. sthexr plea to U.S.A., Soviet and British representatives at the
4 ‘onference to draft an uneonditional agreement to end nuclear
.fgsts. . The Golden Rule and Phoenix sailed to the Pacific last
~Summer in protest of U.S. testing programme. The voice of
: Japan has so far failed to be heard. May these American Knights
of Christ fare better. My view is that the American Government
is npw the great stumbling block.

\If only the good people of America knew their strength
"much could be achieved. The mothers of America and the
prosl\xcctive mothers of deformed children—can they not smash the
near-var strategists and the security hunters who are poisoning
.mank}\nd and children to be born ?

_‘Szyvaraj}a, December 6, 1958
B . \ .

\
\

\
NEUTRAL NATIONS SHOULD CONFER

i .

THE%Govcrnmcnt of India is doing a great deal at the diplo-
matic level to get a cessation of nuclear test explosions. Our
Prime Minister naturally feels that his office and responsibility
limit him to certain channels of approach. This is a correct
., attitude a]though Khrushchev and Eisenhower do not restrict
their expressions of opinion on world issues in the same manner.
But our Prime Minister need not accept the ways of other govern-
ments if he thinks they are wrong.
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The question still remains whether the neutral nations of the
world and their governments should officially confer among them-
selves and find a proper forum and process to present a combined
note of protest against the invasion on world health that is being
indulged in by the nuclear powers against all international
morality, - .

. The cessation of the explosions should not depend on the
will and pleasure of the nuclear powers but is a right which the
neutral nations can demand through their governments. The
poisoning aflects generations and affects nations who are not on

_one side or the other of the cold war. It is irrelevant for

the offending governments to plead want of agreement among
themselves as an excuse for the transgression of the rights of the
peoples who are not in the cold war. It would be as wrong as a
plea on the part of two criminal gangs that they cannot stop
their crimes because they have not been able to agree among
themselves as to how to live honestly. The news from Geneva
is good—at least it looks like it. But things would greatly improve
if the neutral governments put forward their case which stands
on its own ground and apart from the fears and suspxcxons of the
cold war governments.

Swarajya, December 13, 1958
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WHAT PREVENTS

Tue unqualified assertion of the right of mankind to the

yurity of the atmosphere with which the planet is endowed and
o the integrity of the hereditary human cells must precede the
srganisation of any machinery for detection and prevention of
:vasion, The wrong-doers have no right to be left alone in their
:areer of crime, infringing this right of mankind until the machi-
1ery to prevent evasion is perfected to their satisfaction, any
nore than ordinary criminals are entitled to carry on their trade
mtll cou}\ts and police are perfected.
" What prevents an anti-tests group of nations in the U.N.
raxsmg the issue whether the U.N. is not bound by its Charter
unconditionally to ban the poisoning of the earth’s atmosphere
by any individual power in its own supposed or even real interests ?
It would not be interference in the internal affairs of a State,
for this poisoning of the air and the human cells for generations
to come is not just a matter of national defence but an infringement
of other peoples’ rights. What prevents even a minority in the
U.N. from claiming this over-riding fundamental right to call for
a cessation of wrong-doing, although the offending power or powers
may secure a majority of votes in favour ‘of continued poisoning ?

What prevents is Brute Force. It is a naked revolt against
international law. This must be brought to the open by a com-
bined attack on the part of those nations that can unite on this
issue of the protection of the purity of the planet’s atmosphere
and the integrity of the hereditary seed of the human race.

The crew of the Golden Rule have returned from their visit
to Geneva, greatly satisfied with the reception accorded to them.
The representatives of the three governments that met at Geneva
seem to believe, each one of them, in its own innocence and wel-
comed the protest of the Golden Rule as a criticism of the © other
fellow.’

~ If America has a divine mission in the world to liquidate
Communism and if the Government of the U.S. is executing
that mandate, the men and women of America have a still diviner
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mission to perform in respect of their own Government. Ar

- that is to battle against their own Government against the use

“nuclear weapons and to stop the poisoning that is going on 1
the test explosions. They have to take steps for making the
own Government give up their illusion that mutual intimidatic
is the only way to international life.

The latest witness that has come to testify about the poisc
is Dr. I. Gardner, Professor of Pediatrics in the College of Medicii
of New York State University. According to him C. 14, one of tl
isotopes of nuclear fall-out, has a life of 8,000 years during whic
the chain action of poisoning hereditary cells will go on. Wheth
it be 8,000 years or a few years more or less makes no differen
in this crime.

The American Civil Resisters and others who disappro
of the nuclear activities of their Government have their work a
out for them in America. The Government of Eisenhower cann
treat a great demonstration of mothers in New York or Washingtc
with indifference. The women of America should make up the

‘mind to tell their Government that they do not want this slow an

sure genetic poisoning and that the American Government shoul
find other ways of protecting the independence of America an
the freedom of the individual. If America stops her nucle:
programme, Russia must automatically follow. About this ther
can be no moral doubt, whatever the brink-of-war statesme
and those who have made the ramifications of atomic defenc
the cconomic content of their life may say to the contrary, Th
world, Communist and non-Communist, united against Hitle
when he proved himself to be a danger to civilization. The nuclea
menace is a greater, far greater menace than Hitler and the worl
must unite against it. What prevents but the illusions that Brut
Power creates and which it is the duty of enlightened nation
to dispel with vigour.

Swarajya, January 10, 1959



' THE UNSOLVED ISSUE

THE West has great cause to feel discomfited. Russia has not
ly gone ahead of America'in the rocket game, but in the more
nificant competition in fearlessness.

Amcnca may feel that her good conduct must be taken for
anted. ~ She may think that she must be presumed to conform
her promises. But enemies do not allow what self-righteousness
ses for granted. Yet Russia is prepared to accept and act on
nerica’s promise if they both enter into a treaty to ban all tests.
nerica ‘is not ready to accept Russia’s declaration, it may be
sued, because Russia must be presumed to be always willing
brca‘: her word. This, however, is neither fair nor in the present
ntext ‘true.  Russia is prepared to take the risk of a treaty to
ve up tests while America is not as fearless. She has lost in the
mpetition for fearlessness as in Science. This is a great pity
id it can yet be rectified. Fear can be conqucred if there is
cngth of will. The courage to believe your enemy’s word is an
scntlal foundation for all international agreements. As against
is ,what a poor substitute is the readiness to retaliate and des-
oy‘cxvxlxzatxon' Fearlessness ‘is *a better substitute, trust is a
orc human and civilized alternative to what is believed to be
curity through the threat of retaliation.

: :‘\nd now the issue unsolved is said to be whether the ban
’rced should be on a year-to-year basis or be permanent. The
ackagc plea has been glven up and general disarmament has
een separated from the issue of nuclear tests.

Can this disagreement about year-to-year or permanent ban
e solved by some formula that provides for the fear of America—
1y, by agreeing that the ban should be permanent, but either
arty is free to denounce the treaty with a year’s notice and giving
1e reasons for the abrogation publicly so that the civilized world
1ay see why it is done ? This is a formula that may well be con~
«dered by the nuclear powers, in view of mankind’s protest against
he continued poisoning of the atmosphere and the mal-mutation
f the hereditary cells of the human race.

wargjya, January 31, 1959

MIKOYAN'S PEACE INVASION

THERE are Americans who are positively afraid that the
tension may melt ! The fear of Communist Russia which has
become chronic creates a peculiar sense of security that finds
its balance only in fcar. The victim is afraid that danger may
overtake him if he casts off his fear !' Fear which is the samc
thing as distrust is equated to vigilance and is believed to be the
guarantee for safety. This is pathological but it seems to be the
present phase in America after Mikoyan’s visit,

“This is a dangerous man, he actually inspires confidence
in our people ! This seems to be what the established political
leaders of America feel, Finding- that a wave of goodwill threa-
tens to sweep the country and undermine the official fear, the
leaders are trying cvery art to frighten the people with possibilities
of subtle fraud. Maybe the world is unfortunate and they will
succeed and the sunlight that brightened the scene for a time
may darken again. .

. But what good can such ‘success’ produce, except a conti-
nuation of the dismal atmosphere that has befouled the earth
ever since Hiroshima and-Nagasaki. To keep the tension at
full stretch, to nurse the cold war by every means, this scems to be
American policy, a policy that not only injures America but is a
canker to the whole world that wishes to live in peace.

There is on both sides a growing accumulation of the most
dreadful weapons of destruction. We have a volcano built under
us with a very thin crust to cover the fire that will not only kill
but fill the earth with diseases and deformities unknown to mankind
so far. We are sitting not on a cask of gunpowder but on some-
thing immeasurably more deadly which-cannot for ever remain
dormant. The accumulated danger is alive and itching to
burst. -

In addition we have, we are told, bacteriological terrors being
organized. It is said that the revelation of the British Radar
scientist is ‘““a gross exaggeration.” But whatever the actual
measure of the preparation for bactericlogical warfare may be,
whether it is quite true or is a quantitative exaggeration, the thing
is there, contrary to express convention, the outrageous mcanness

G.R.—I]3 )
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‘has attained  total godlessness.  The °civilized > world is threa-
- 1emng not only to annihilate itself but to suck into the nemesis
D the innocent worId outside the limits of its diabolical technology.

Swarajya, Fcbruary 7 1959

THE POWER OF LOVE

: Iw January, all over India, we hold prayer meetmgs to remind
ourscIves of what Gandhi taught. It was on the thirtieth of

_Ianuary, eleven years ago, that a Hindu young man brought

 Gandhi’s lec& to a close, as he and his friends detested Gandhi’s
. policy of goodwill towards Moslemns.

' The terms of Khrushchev’s message to the President of the
Umted States'and Mr. Mikoyan’s friendly visit seem to be more
than merely conventional and ordinary and raise hopes among

“some of us of a new era of international goodwill instead of inter-
nanonal intimidation and suspicion. It would be good at this

- time for Americans to read what Sir:Stafford Cripps said at the

* service of intercession held in Westiminster_ Abbey on February

17,1948 —

", . “May not the wholc world learn from his (Gand}u s)

. hfe something of fundamental value : that it.is idle to try to save
_ourselves from destruction by the use of force and that our greatest

~weapon of salvation is the supreme and redeeming power of love.

No words could perhaps better sum up his spirit than those of
Thomas .a- Kempis : ‘Love feels no burdens, thinks nothing of

: troublc, attempts what is above its strength, pleads no excuses

. for impossibility ; for it thinks all things lawful for itself and all
- things possible. It is thereforc able to undertake all things, and

it completes many things and brings them to a conclusion where

he who does not love faints and lies down.’

Letter in the New York Times, January 18, 1959

- of prcparmg to kﬂl pcople by plantmg dxscase. Truly, civilization

"FORMULA TO BREAK THE DEADLOCK
i

TrosE of us who live round about the Pacific Ocean but
who are not in the cold war are naturally impatient over the delay
in an agreement being reached at Geneva about the suspension
of test explosions. It seems to us rather odd that we cannot be
saved from being poisoned unless the two sides in the cold war
agree between themselves. No one has denied the right of the
non-involved peoples to be saved from being poisoned. We feel
that our rights are being totally ignored in the battle between
the two parties. '

But this impatience of ours does not blind us to the real diffi-
culties in the situation as between the two sides of the cold conflict.
The fears and suspicions of America are genuine and stand in the
way of an agreement being reached on this as on the other issues
connected with disarmament. T write this letter in the hope that
a formula on the following lines may serve to give sufficient assu-
rance to those who fear and doubt the opposite side, while at the
same time it will secure an immediate suspension of the tests :—

Let there be a suspension, by treaty without any time limit,
but let a proviso be attached that any one of the nuclear powers
signing the treaty shall have the right to denounce the treaty,
giving a year’s notice and publicly explaining the reasons justifying
the step.

Those whé desire a treaty of suspension for all time ought to
be satisfied with such a proviso, because if there are reasons which
can stand the test of public scrutiny and world judgment it would
be impossible to justify the continuance of such a treaty from the
point of view of ndtional security as foreign policies now stand.
Those who are unwilling to agree to indefinite suspension but desire
only a year-to-year basis should also be completely satisfied with
what I have here suggested. The principle of suspension having
been accepted, any limit of time put on the suspension can only be
in the interest of security against fraud, and if there are good
reasons to suspect such fraud or evasions they should be publicly
stated and supported with evidence acceptable to the world at large.

May I appeal that this question, which affects not only
America but the whole world and its health, should be decided
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I“S‘IY and properly and not merely on the basis of giving oneself
thc bcncﬁt cfall doubts ?

Lelter in the J\ ew. T ork szes, ’\/Iarch 16, 1939

TO THE UNINVOLVED

'\NORLD opmlon, the verdict of Science, and the fundamental
international rights of non-cold war nations—all threc demand
that America should do better than she is now doing in respect of
the suspension of nuclear tests.

IWe could add commonsense too as a fourth element in
this list, 40 Bertrand Russell has claimed ; for can any intelligent
American believe that further nuclear weapon development will
be a bar to the spread of the Communist or any other doctrine ?
"The danger is not military aggression at all unless morbidity is

allowed to befog commonsense, but the spread of an unwanted
ideology. - Soviet Russia and China claim day in and day out
that their way of life leads to happiness and is the cause of their
phenomcnal and rapid rise' to strength and prosperity. This
claim cannot be met by nuclear or other weapons or even by
lavish distribution of dollars to needy countries who wish to f:at ch
up with Western standards of living. It must be met otherwise.

It is remarkable indeed that world opinion should be so
obstinately ignored by America in this matter of nutlear test explo-
sions. It is more remarkable still that America should believe
that she has a right under any circumstances to poison the world
without taking any notice of the latter’s protests or of the ordinary
Jaws of good behaviour. But it is most remarkable among all
things that the non-cold war governments of the world do not
exert to stop this great and disastrous infringement on the w, orld’s
right to health and life and genetic normality, and that they
should content themselves by waiting for America_and Russia
to come to terms. )

Power corrupts, it has often been repeated. And to illustrate
this the ambitions of politicians arc quoted. But in a morc
important sense the power of money and technology has com-
pletely corrupted America’s judgment of right and wrong. Else,
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"
how could any nation that started so glonously with pubhc alle-
'ﬂance to the doctrine of right and wrong believe that it has an
%even arguable right to ask for conditions in order that it may not
pcnson the people of the world ! Whatever be its fears about
iRussia, it has no right to poison other people. It is time that
ipll the governments of the world that are free fron the obligations
10" cold war alliances should realise their duty au :d their strength
{in this respect. It is a shame that over and above the torpor
that has come over unofficial life by reason of ‘over-government
ill over the world, even governments should exhibit inertia in a
matter of this great importance to the health of mankind and of
the purity of the atmosphere and the health of the animal and
¢‘yegetable world on which man depends for life.. All the govern-
;ments outside the cold war seem to be suffering from a deficiency
':Df spirit and courage which Hippocrates attributed to the people
}vho inhabit temperate lands where seasonal variations are not
I
1
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evere,

American policies should not benumb the sense of duty of
'he other governments of the world. There is a moral power
gwaxlable to mankind which can, if called up and properly used,
pattle successfully against wrongs even if they are wrongs commit-
,cd by great governments, the more so when they do not really
.ervc even those nations on whose behalf they are committed.

)waraJ)a, March 21, 1959

i

AFTER TIBET

i Sr1 BALARAMAN, representative of The Hindu in New York,
reported on March 30 this year : * The Tibetan revolt has evoked
much sympathy both at the United Nations and the United States.
But while there is general indignation . . . there is at the same
time the realisation that apart from protesting . . . thereis nothing
the outside world can do at the present Juncture to help the leetan
people in their travail.”

Sri -Shelvankar, the Hindu representative in London, has
sént.a report on March 31 about British rcactions ;: * There is
no doubt that British opinion has been deeply stirred by the

news of revolt, but since there is no question of any Western
= ~n 12_. .
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198 - THE VOICE OF THE UNINVOLVED K
mtcrvennon owmg to mlhtary as well as polmcal consxderatlorm
‘attention is focussed largcly on India’s reactions and Mr. Nehru's
'attltude in particular.”

- The focussing of attention on Mr. Nehrus attxtude is tragic
[though_ amusing. ‘The West admits unanimously that apart fror;-
protest no help can be rendered. - They could not, possibly imagin:
under . these circumstances that India could do what Americ:

[and her powcrful allies find separately or jointly impossible. T.
- is obvious that for the West, Tibet is just an opportunity for propz-

~ganda and Mr. Nehru’s attitude is seized only for this purpose:
Not any desire to help Tibet, but a hope that Nehru may be furthé-
held on the side of the West in the cold war is the driving forc'r
of all their reactions.

. The-Atom, it was once believed by good Bertrand RusseIl
would end war and came as a blessing disguised in evil. It 15
‘now clear that mutual assistance in the cause of justice and of
saving the weak from the aggression of the strong, has been ruled
_out by the nuclear armaments that have come into being. Thus
it is not war in general that has been made improbable, but assis-
tance to victims of any powerful nation has been rendered impos-
sible, Justice had a fair chance in the old days. Now, it is
choked out completely, The chapter of chivalry of the strong
. going to the help of the weak is closed by the Atom, there can be
no salvation for the world unless nuclear armaments are banned
-and to this end the whole world must unite and work. 1 said
this in October 1956. The events of March 1959 remind us of
this supreme duty. If there is to be any hope in tite midst of thxs
desperate situation, the not too greatly involved nations of the
world must think-out a way and unite in this holy crusade against
nuclear weapons. ‘

As for the test explosions they will in all probability be indefi-
nitely stoppcd as a result of the Geneva Conference which, I believe,
will find a safe’ formula:v— Tc"fbr‘msxdes The world issu¢
now is how to get thcfmrclcar \Ocapons outlawed altogether. The
use of these wcapons ndcr any circumstances and by whomsoever
it may be would cer,taxnly bt:.a dcadly wholesale attack on the life,
and health of all’ the unmvolve(f"a“ﬁd‘non-bdlhgerent populanon{

" of the world—men, women®and children. What greater stake can
“there be than this to wage a relentless, united crusade against
“these weapons staymg m thc world in any form ? [
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