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The question of nuclear disarmament has always given rise to diverse, if not 

opposite reactions. Commentators have described the positions of different 

nations (and sometimes within the same nation, as it is the case for India) 

as oscillating between two extreme: Vision and Realism. The work of the 

diplomats dealing with the subject in the UN and elsewhere is to build a 

bridge between the two. Not an easy task! 

Take India. Former President K. R. Narayanan quoted in his memoirs a 

statement made in 1946 by Jawaharlal Nehru, then Prime Minister of the 

Interim Government. Nehru said: “As long as the world is constituted as it 

is, every country will have to devise and use the latest scientific devices for 

its protection. I hope Indian scientists will use atomic power for constructive 

purposes. But if India is threatened, she will inevitably try to defend herself 

by all means at her disposal”. 

At the same time, the new Indian government, which had championed the 

principle of non-violence against the British, was keen to show to the world 

that conflicts could be solved without recourse to force.  

The above quoted statement notwithstanding, most of the first leaders of 

Independent India had, like Nehru, a strong ideological slant towards non-

violence.  



The following story, reported by General A.A. Rudra in his memoirs1 gives an 

insight on the way the Indian Prime Minister considered India’s defence 

shortly after Independence. General Sir Robert Lokhart, the first 

Commander-in-Chief of the Indian Army had drafted a first paper on the 

threats to India’s security. The paper contained recommendations for dealing 

with the newly independent nation’s security and defence policy. When 

General Lokhart took this paper to Nehrum he was told: “Rubbish. Total 

Rubbish. We don’t need a defence plan. Our policy is non-violence. We 

foresee no military threats. Scrap the Army. The police are good enough to 

meet our security needs.2” 

According to General Rudra, the Pakistani invasion of Kashmir saved the 

Indian Army: Nehru was forced to change his mind when Pakistani raiders 

entered the Valley and started looting and pillaging. Nehru realized that the 

Prime Minister’s duty was to defend India’s territory and the nation’s 

borders3. 

This dichotomy remained vis-à-vis the nuclear weapon and it was only 14 

years after the ‘China’s War’ that a first test was finally conducted in 

Pokhran (Rajasthan). During the following years, the Indian government 

continued to walk the thin path between non-violence (and global 

                                                            
1 Quoted by K. Subrahmanyam in an article in The Times of India (8 May 1997) “Arms & the 

Mahatma.”  This is extracted from the biography on Maj. Gen. A.A. Rudra written by Maj. 

Gen. D. K. Palit.  
2 See http://ibnlive.in.com/news/nehru-wanted-to-scrap-army-former-general/19211-

3.html 
3 Fifteen 15 years later, India was far from being prepared when the Chinese troops 

attacked and descended the slopes of Thakla ridge on October 20, 1962, but it is another 

story. 



disarmament) and regional compulsions4; in other words, between Vision 

and Realism.  

 

The First Steps in India 

The history of nuclear research and development is indeed full of 

contradicting (and often opposing) actions. In India, the first steps had been 

taken by Dr. Homi Jehangir Bhabha, a closed friend of Nehru in 1944, when 

he proposed to the Sir Dorab Tata Trust5 to create a nuclear research 

institute. 

The Tata Institute of Fundamental Research (TIFR) was created in December 

1945 with Bhabha as its first Director. An Atomic Energy Act was passed on 

15 April 1948, opening the way to the establishment the Indian Atomic 

Energy Commission (IAEC). 

The attitude of Jawaharlal Nehru was unambiguous, all options should be 

kept open: “We must develop this atomic energy quite apart from war — 

indeed I think we must develop it for the purpose of using it for peaceful 

purposes. …Of course, if we are compelled as a nation to use it for other 

purposes, possibly no pious sentiments of any of us will stop the nation from 

using it that way.6"  

B. M. Udgaonkar of the Homi Bhabha Centre for Science Education in a 

paper entitled India’s nuclear capability, her security concerns and the 

recent tests explained: “This note of ambivalence in Nehru's speech 

foreshadowed his policies on nuclear research for the next decade. Nehru 

took a prominent role in international politics, founding the Non-Aligned 

Movement, and advocating nuclear disarmament. However, he refused to 

foreclose India's nuclear option while other nations maintained nuclear 
                                                            
4 See letter from Vajpayee to Clinton after Pokhran II. 

http://nuclearweaponarchive.org/India/VajpayeeLetter.txt.  
5 Dorab Tata was Bhabha’s uncle. 
6 See http://nuclearweaponarchive.org/India/IndiaOrigin.html 



arsenals and supported programs designed to bolster India's weapons 

potential.7” 

Very early, Nehru knew of the work of the French scientists. Being “anxious 

to help in every way in developing atomic energy in India”, he decided to 

send Dr. Bhabha unofficially to Paris to enquire about the possibility of 

collaboration for the peaceful use of atomic energy: “In view of the fact that 

India possesses very large resources of minerals suitable for the generation 

of atomic power, India is destined to play an important part in research on 

atomic energy in cooperation with other countries. We would like to welcome 

this cooperation, more specially in Great Britain, Canada and France.”  

Homi Bhabha had extremely cordial contacts with Frédéric Joliot-Curie and 

Raoul Dautry, the first heads of the French Atomic Energy Commission8, 

founded in 1945. At that time, Joliot-Curie was working on two materials: 

beryllium and thorium. Interestingly, Nehru who advocated the program 

‘Atoms for Peace’, saw the nuclear collaboration as discriminatory: “Why 

should countries with colonial territories use raw material looted in these 

colonies for their research”, he thought? 

In the decades to come, ‘discrimination’ remained the core of the Indian 

position when the question of disarmament (or signing the NTP) came up in 

world bodies. It remains a major issue in the nuclear negotiations between 

the West and Delhi today.  

 

Year 1954 

‘Liberty, Equality, Fraternity’ was the brilliant slogan coined during the 

French Revolution. Ever since, in the mind of every French person, from 

successive Presidents to ‘common men’, the triple-mantra has always had a 

deep resonance. 

                                                            
7 See http://www.ias.ac.in/currsci/jan25/articles20.htm 
8 Commissariat à l’énergie atomique (CEA). 



In France, the first part of the revolutionary slogan, ‘Liberty’ often translated 

into a fiercely independent foreign policy, whether it was under the Fourth9 

or Fifth Republic10.  

As early as 1952, some senior French Army officers thought of the atomic 

bomb as the best tool to win a war or at least to deter opponents to attack 

France. However, it is only in 1954 that French politicians realized the extent 

of US control over the NATO Alliance and the consequence for France if it 

wanted to pursue an independent foreign policy.  

An example: in the first months of 1954, while Paris was still attached to its 

colonies, Washington advocated self-determination for all Asian and African 

nations. For Paris, this was a real problem. The only issue on which France 

and the US could see eye-to-eye seemed to be the menace coming from the 

Soviet Union.  

In the early 1950’s with France just recovering its economic autonomy after 

the destruction brought by WWII, the French perceived themselves as under 

American dominance.  

As a Secret Report on the French Nuclear Tests (La Génèse de l’organisation 

et les experimentations au Sahara) put it: “The strategic weight of the 

United States on the Alliance (NATO) was exorbitant. France could not 

successfully oppose the German rearmament; [but] an alternative appeared 

which could favorably help compensating this. The idea was [for France] to 

develop a force of nuclear deterrence while the same right would be denied 

to Germany under the terms of the Paris and London Agreements of 1954.” 

On August 20, 1954, Pierre Mendes-France, the French Prime Minister 

(président du conseil) ordered a report on “the constitution of a nuclear 

arsenal by the European Army, which would give (Europe) the possibility to 
                                                            
9 The Fourth Republic was the government of France between 1946 and 1958. France 

adopted the constitution of the Fourth Republic on 13 October 1946. 
10 The Fifth Republic is the fifth and current republican constitution of France. It was 

introduced on 4 October 1958. 



play again a main role in the direction of the Alliance”. The title of the report 

ordered by Mendes-France was “La Guerre Atomique, Etude d’une doctrine 

des Forces aéroterrestres” (Atomic war: study of a doctrine for terrestrial 

and airborne forces).  

A few days later, the government decided to study the possibility of a 

‘national’ nuclear force as the idea of a European Defence Community had 

just been rejected by the French Parliament11.  

On October 2212, the Prime Minister issued a secret decree13 creating the 

Commission Supérieur des Applications de l’Atome (High Commission for the 

applications of the atom).  

At the end of the year14, an important Cabinet meeting, chaired by Mendes-

France took place in Paris. It was decided to go for a French atom bomb. The 

meeting requested the relevant authorities to prepare a budget and plan for 

the next steps. This date is still considered as the birth of the French nuclear 

program for military use. 

On 28 December a Bureau d'Etudes Generales (Bureau of General Studies) 

was created with General Albert Buchalet as head to start the program. In 

1955 the Defense Ministry (Ministre des Armées) began transferring funds in 

large amounts to the program. 

Interestingly, it is also during the year 1954 that things took a concrete 

shape in India. On 3 August 1954, the Indian Department of Atomic Energy 

(DAE) was created with Dr. Bhabha as Secretary. This department thereafter 

answered directly to the Prime Minister; it still continues to do so today. 

Both the civil and military research was on track. 

                                                            
11 On August 30, 1954. 
12 It was the day the elected representatives of Pondicherry met and decided on a ‘merger’ 

with the Union of India. It will be officialized on November 1, 1954 (de facto merger). 
13 It was not published in the Journal Officiel (Gazette). 
14 On December 26, 1954. 



In 1954, the Indian nuclear program began to move in a direction that would 

eventually lead to the establishment of nuclear weapons capability.  

 

The Bomb as a Paper Tiger 

To complete the panorama of Year 1954, it is interesting to mention an 

event which may have triggered the announcement of Rajiv Gandhi in the 

UN in June 1988: it is the visit of his grand-father Jawaharlal Nehru to China 

in October 1954.  

Several years ago, while reading the memories of Sultan Khan, a former 

Pakistani Ambassador to China (and later Foreign Secretary), I was greatly 

intrigued. This visit should have marked the culmination of the Hindi-Chini 

Bhai-bhai15 policy, but Nehru seemed extremely disturbed during his stay in 

Beijing. According to Khan: “Sino-Indian relations continued to get closer, 

and Nehru received a very warm welcome on his visit in 1954. A few days 

after his visit, the Indian Embassy held a reception at which I overheard an 

Indian diplomat, who had acted as Nehru's interpreter, telling some of his 

colleagues that just before his departure from Shanghai, Nehru was in a 

very sombre mood, and had said to senior members of his delegation that 

after his talks with Mao, he was pessimistic about relations with China, and 

foresaw a conflict in the future. The Sino-Indian conflict of 1962 was far 

away and seemed unlikely in 1954 in the hey-day of Hindi-Chini Bhai Bhai. I 

do not know on what basis Nehru foresaw this.” 

Later, when I read The Private Life of Chairman Mao, written by his private 

physician, I understood Nehru’s ‘sombre mood’.  

According to Dr. Li Zhisui, Mao blew Nehru’s pacifist mind (and probably 

broke his heart). Dr. Li recalled the encounter during which Mao explained 

that the atomic bomb was a paper tiger: “I did not immediately understand, 

because it was so hard to accept, how willing Mao was to sacrifice his own 

                                                            
15 “Indians and Chinese are brothers”. 



citizens in order to achieve his goals. I had known as early as October 1954, 

from a meeting with India’s Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru, that Mao 

considered the atom bomb a ‘paper tiger’ and that he was willing that China 

lose millions of people in order to emerge victorious against so-called 

imperialists. ‘The atom bomb is nothing to be afraid of,’ Mao told Nehru. 

China has many people. They cannot be bombed out of existence. If 

someone else can drop an atomic bomb, I can too. The death of ten or 

twenty million people is nothing to be afraid of.”16  

People are ‘reproducible’ the Great Helmsman is said to have stated. 

That day, Nehru understood that India and China were not brothers, though 

Mao was at his charming best, when Nehru left Beijing. Diplomat, V. V. 

Paranjpe, who was interpreter in the Indian Embassy in Beijing remembered 

how Mao enthralled his guest. It was probably to ‘balance’ the discussion on 

the atomic bomb: “My most unforgettable memory of Mao was when he 

bade goodbye to Pandit Nehru. We were in Zhongnanhai at Mao’s place. It 

was late in the evening, and the moon had come out. Mao escorted Nehru all 

the way to his car. While shaking Nehru’s hand, he suddenly came out with 

two lines from the Chinese classical poet, Qu Yuan. Mao said:  

"There is no greater sorrow than the sorrow of departing alive. 

There is no greater joy than the joy of first meeting." 

Was this incident on Rajiv’s mind when he presented his plan for total 

disarmament during the General Assembly of the UN in 1988? We will 

probably never know.  

 

The following years in France 

                                                            
16 Li Zhisui, Dr, The Private Life of Chairman Mao (London: Arrow, 1996), p. 125. 



During the following years, under successive presidents du conseil (Prime 

Ministers)17, new institutions were created for the research, logistic of tests 

and other aspects of the nuclear defence policy18.  

The arrival of General de Gaulle to power in 1958 greatly boosted the 

program which became one of the first priorities of the French government. 

More than anybody else, he had ‘a certain idea’ of the role of France in the 

world. The nuclear doctrine became known as the ‘force de frappe’ (striking 

force) or ‘force de dissuasion’ (deterrent force). The idea was that 

possessing nuclear weapons would be a deterrence, ‘preventing war’ without 

making it. 

De Gaulle could probably appreciate India’s policy: to not align itself with 

any block and not depend on anybody for its defence.  

The ‘force de frappe’ took a concrete shape in February 1960 when France 

conducted its first nuclear test in Reggane in the Algerian Sahara (it was 

followed by 209 other tests which ended in 1996 only).  

De Gaulle wanted France to be independent even from allies, including (or 

primarily) the United States. However the bomb was clearly aimed at the 

Soviet Union. In an official note on December 16, 1961, the General fixed 

the objectives of the ‘force de frappe’: “to inflict on Soviet Union a noticeable 

reduction (of at least 50%) of its economic function”. 

 

The policy continues 

From the beginning of the Fifth Republic till today, there has been a wide 

consensus on defence issues in France, particularly on the ‘force de frappe’. 

Even the Socialists under Mitterrand rallied to the necessity of a policy of 

deterrence; the Communists, though proponents of total nuclear 

disarmament did not oppose it.  

                                                            
17 Particularly Edgar Faure and Felix Gaillard. 
18 Amongst other things, to construct 2 nuclear submarines. 



President Valéry Giscard d’Estaing19 is said to have issued a similar note to 

the armed forces: “destruction of 40% of the economic capacity of Soviet 

Union and disorganization of the management powers of the country.” 

The world still lived in the midst of the Cold War.  

Though new threats appeared, the same doctrine was retained.  

Bruno Tertrais, a French scholar specialized in nuclear matters rightly 

explains: “the country still sees its nuclear arsenal as an essential element of 

its security and defense policies. To a large extent, the original rationales for 

the French nuclear program are still considered valid. From the French point 

of view, potential strategic threats to European security have not 

disappeared, and the U.S. guarantee through NATO is not seen as more 

credible than in the past. …The underlying idea that nuclear weapons make a 

nation free and independent still exists in the national strategic culture. 

When it comes to foreign policy, France’s nuclear status seems always to be 

present in the back of the minds of any president, prime minister, or foreign 

minister.” 

On January 19, 2006, President Jacques Chirac, while visiting the nuclear 

submarines base in Île-Longue, reiterated the French position: ‘‘In light of 

the concerns of the present and the uncertainties of the future, nuclear 

deterrence remains the fundamental guarantee of our security. It also gives 

us, wherever the pressures may come from, the power to be the masters of 

our actions, of our policy, of the enduring character of our democratic 

values.’’ 

President Jacques Chirac however added an element: the “force de frappe” 

could be used against the leadership of States that use terrorism against 

France as well as those that envisage using weapons of mass destruction. 

It was an extension of the scope of the ‘force de frappe’. 

                                                            
19 President between 1974 and 1981.  



Further, Chirac added to the vital interests of the French nation, ‘the 

interests of nations allied to France’, making a first step towards a common 

European policy in nuclear matters. 

A commentator wrote: “French President Jacques Chirac last week 

announced a shift in the country's nuclear deterrence doctrine, enlarging the 

concept of ‘vital interests’ that French nuclear weapons are designed to 

protect areas potentially far beyond French borders. He also indicated that 

nuclear arms might be used in more focused attacks and not only for total 

destruction. He also said France's ‘force de frappe’ could be used against 

states that were ‘considering’ deploying weapons of mass destruction.”20 

In a changed world, this was in line with the traditional policy of France. 

Already in 1994, a White Paper on Defence had expressed reservations 

about the relevance of ‘conventional deterrence’ as a possible substitute for 

nuclear weapons. 

In his 2006 speech (entirely devoted to the problem of deterrence and 

nuclear capability), President Chirac described nuclear deterrence as the 

very foundation of French defense policy: ‘‘[Our] defense policy relies on the 

certainty that, whatever happens, our vital interests will be protected. That 

is the role assigned to nuclear deterrence, which is directly in keeping with 

the continuity of our strategy of prevention. It constitutes its ultimate 

expression.’’ 

Paris’ policy remained unchanged, except for minor additions. 

 

The Cherbourg Speech 

On March 21, 2008, President Nicolas Sarkozy reiterated the French nuclear 

doctrine in a speech in Cherbourg at the occasion of the launch of the 

nuclear submarine Le Terrible. For the first time, a French President dealt at 

                                                            
20 Chirac shifts French doctrine for use of nuclear weapons by Ann MacLachlan and Mark 

Hibbs, Global Research, February 12, 2006. 



length with the problems of disarmament. He also clarified the French 

position, which has always been doubtful about the ‘Global Zero’ level 

advocated by some other countries (particularly President Obama in his 

Prague speech of April 2009). 

I am quoting from President Sarkozy’s speech:  

• [addressing the technicians, officers and staff of the submarine] 

Like your predecessors, you may take pride in this submarine — a 

symbol of France's high technology and resolve to remain master of its 

destiny. 

• I have come to tell you that maintaining, at the highest level, 

the capabilities required for deterrence is an objective that is 

fundamental to our security. 

• The nation has not forgotten them and will never forget them. 

[About the 11 technicians and engineers who were killed in a ‘terrorist’ 

attack in Karachi in May 2002]. 

• Thanks to the construction of Europe and the Atlantic Alliance, 

we have built a Europe of peace. Never in history has our national 

security been so intimately tied to that of our allies and our European 

partners. Our common destiny lies with the European Union and 

beyond that, with all nations that share our values: peace, freedom, 

fraternity, the defense of the equal and irreducible dignity of human 

beings regardless of color, creed and origin. 

• But peace can never be taken for granted. Mass terrorism has 

shown us this. Today we are facing the assertiveness of new powers, 

new ambitions, new threats and thus new rivalries. …In this 

interdependent world, our interests have no borders, even if they have 

a geographical location. 



• France [should not] prepare for the previous war, as it has done 

all too often in the past, or to find itself unarmed in the face of a 

strategic surprise. 

• I owe our armies transparency and truth. I owe transparency 

and truth to the entire French people. 

• I have chosen to build the future with a few simple guideposts: 

our strategy, our ambitions, our alliances, the European objective. And 

a principle that is simple as well: I absolutely reject the idea of 

lowering our guard. The defense budget is the State's second-largest 

budget. It will remain so.  

• The White Paper Commission has acknowledged that the ‘Armed 

Forces-Model 2015’ was obsolete. Everybody knows it was unrealistic, 

and yet no one told the French. Well, I am telling them.  

• To ensure the French people's protection, their defense 

structures must be as operational and efficient as possible. I will draw 

all conclusions with the maximum degree of realism. 

• My first duty as Head of State and Head of the Armed Forces is 

to ensure that France, its territory, its people and its republican 

institutions are secure in all circumstances. And that in all 

circumstances, our national independence and decision-making 

autonomy are preserved. Nuclear deterrence is the ultimate guarantee 

of that.  

• That is why we are so attached to our nuclear deterrent. It is 

strictly defensive. The use of nuclear weapons would clearly be 

conceivable only in extreme circumstances of legitimate defense, a 

right enshrined in the UN Charter. 

•  In the framework of nuclear deterrence, it would be possible, in 

that event, to send a nuclear warning that would underscore our 

resolve. That would be aimed at reestablishing deterrence. 



• As for the Atlantic Alliance, its security is also based on nuclear 

deterrence. British and French nuclear forces contribute to it. This has 

been part of NATO's Strategic Concept since 1974 and it remains 

relevant today.  

• As for Europe, it is a fact: By their very existence, French 

nuclear forces are a key element in Europe's security. Any aggressor 

who might consider challenging it must be mindful of this. 

 

The second part of the speech is consecrated to disarmament. It is probably 

the most detailed account by a French President 

• When international security improves, France draws the 

consequences. It did so with the end of the Cold War. 

• Rather than making speeches and promises that are not 

translated into deeds, France acts.  

• We respect our international commitments, and notably the 

Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty.  

• France has an exemplary record, unique in the world, with 

respect to nuclear disarmament.  

• France was the first State, with the United Kingdom, to sign and 

ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty; the first State to decide to 

shut down and dismantle its facilities for the production of fissile 

materials for explosive purposes; the only State to have transparently 

dismantled its nuclear testing facility in the Pacific; the only State to 

have dismantled its ground-launched nuclear missiles; the only State 

to have voluntarily reduced the number of its nuclear-powered ballistic 

missile submarines by a third. 

• France has never engaged in the arms race. France never 

manufactured all the types of weapons that it was technologically 

capable of designing. France applies a principle of strict sufficiency:  



• It maintains its arsenal at the lowest possible level compatible 

with the strategic context.  

 

Some concrete decisions 

• I have also decided that France could and should be more 

transparent with respect to its nuclear arsenal than anyone ever has 

been. 

• After this reduction, I can tell you that our arsenal will include 

fewer than 300 nuclear warheads. That is half of the maximum 

number of warheads we had during the Cold War. 

• Furthermore, I can confirm that none of our weapons are 

targeted against anyone. 

• Finally, I have decided to invite international experts to observe 

the dismantlement of our Pierrelatte and Marcoule military fissile 

material production facilities. 

• But let us not be naïve; the very basis of collective security and 

disarmament is reciprocity. 

• Today, eight nations in the world have declared they have 

conducted nuclear tests. I am proposing to the international 

community an action plan to which I call on the nuclear powers to 

resolutely commit by the 2010 NPT Conference. 

• Thus I invite all countries to ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban 

Treaty, beginning with China and the United States, who signed it in 

1996. It is time for it to be ratified. 

• I urge the nuclear powers to dismantle all their nuclear testing 

sites in a manner that is transparent and open to the international 

community; 

• I call for the immediate launching of negotiations on a treaty to 

ban the production of fissile materials for nuclear weapons purposes, 



and to establish without delay a moratorium on the production of such 

materials; 

• I invite the five nuclear weapon States recognized by the NPT to 

agree on transparency measures; 

• I propose opening negotiations on a treaty banning short- and 

intermediate-range surface-to-surface missiles; 

• I ask all nations to accede to and implement the Hague Code of 

Conduct Against Ballistic Missile Proliferation, as France has done. 

Sarkozy ended his speech by these words: “I guarantee you: France will not 

lower its guard”.  

Though there is no real debate, many in France, including two former French 

Prime Ministers, Michel Rocard and Alain Juppé are advocating a review of 

the use of nuclear weapons by the French State. But it may not happen in a 

near future. President Sarkozy made an important point in Cherbourg, the 

question of reciprocity.  

 

On Rajiv Gandhi’s proposal 

The statement made by Rajiv Gandhi in the UN in June 1988, received little 

echo outside India. In the French Press, I only found a small article of 91 

words mentioning Rajiv Gandhi’s announcement in the French daily Le 

Monde.21 

On June 11, 1988 Le Monde just said: “Indian plan for disarmament: on 

June 9, India has presented a plan for global disarmament at the UN. The 

Indian PM, Rajiv Gandhi made this proposal during the Third Session of the 

General Assembly on Disarmament. The Indian plan, whose objective is to 

replace the NPT which expires in 1995, proposes that all nations commit 

themselves to step by step [disarmament], eliminate all the nuclear 

                                                            
21 I did not find anything in The New York Times. 



weapons not later than 2010 and start talks at the UN for negotiating a 

global security plan.” 

A few days earlier, Le Monde had reported the Third Summit of the Group of 

Six created in 1984 “to promote disarmament and peace and stop the global 

suicide”. The participants were the Mexican President Miguel de la Madrid; 

the Greek PM, Andréas Papandréou; the former Tanzanian Head of the 

State, Julius Nyerere; the Indian PM, Rajiv Gandhi; the Swedish PM, Ingvar 

Carlsson and the Argentinean Foreign Minister, Dante Caputo. The Summit 

proposed to use the summit to “support efforts displayed by Superpowers to 

reach disarmament”. The Group of Six adopted a ‘Stockholm Declaration’, 

asking for a ban on nuclear tests. They even renewed their proposal to 

survey and monitor a ban on atomic experiments. The French newspaper 

commented: “These initiatives of the six nations received a mixed welcome; 

the composition of the group is rather surprising, India, for example, has not 

signed the Treaty of Non-Proliferation of 1968” 

On July 11, 1988, the Russian Information Agency ITAR-TASS quoted Rajiv 

Gandhi from an interview with Tanjug, the Yugoslav News Agency: “The 

signing of the Soviet-American Treaty on the elimination of intermediate-

range and shorter-range missiles has been a positive step toward curbing 

arm race.”  

Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi added: “It is only when the nuclear powers and 

other countries contribute to the process of disarmament and complete 

elimination of nuclear armaments that the international climate can be 

cardinally altered.” 

On November 10, talks were held between Mikhail Gorbachev, General 

Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee22 and Rajiv Gandhi.  

                                                            
22 And Chairman of the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet. 



BBC Summary of World Broadcasts said that while greeting his guest, Rajiv 

Gandhi “stressed the fact that Mikhail Gorbachev was making his first trip 

abroad as the Soviet head of state, to friendly India.” 

Rajiv Gandhi spoke of the significance of conferring the Indira Gandhi 

International Prize for Peace and Disarmament to the Soviet leader: “The 

presentation to Mikhail Gorbachev on Indira Gandhi's birthday of the prize 

bearing her name is recognition by the world public of his major contribution 

to the cause of real disarmament and the creation of a nuclear-free and non-

violent world.” 

Rajiv Gandhi while presenting the Prize to General Secretary Gorbachev 

said: “In honouring you, we honour also the memory of Indira Gandhi, a 

great architect of our friendship, a statesperson without fear, whose 

contribution to peace, disarmament and development is first of the 

contemporary history of human kind.” 

In his reply, Gorbachev mentioned Rajiv Gandhi’s speech at the UN: “We 

hope to move hand in hand with the developing countries towards 

establishing a global system of political and economic security. To us the 

North-South and the East-South problems merge into a task for all mankind. 

We value the fact that on these issues, too, our outlook is similar to India's 

views. The plan of action presented by Prime Minister Gandhi to the UN last 

summer is consistent with our long term objectives [applause]. Specifically, 

we support the idea of an international convention to outlaw the threat of 

the use of nuclear weapons.” 

In February 1989, French President Francois Mitterrand visited India. During 

his first meeting with Rajiv Gandhi, the leaders discussed the setting of two 

nuclear plants (Le Monde added that it was not an easy deal for France due 

the Soviet concurrence). Most of the discussions were centered on the 

South-North dialogue, Rajiv Gandhi pointing out that the West suffered from 

‘dramatic myopia’ and India’s objective was to avoid an explosive situation, 



which could be comparable to the one in which France was two centuries ago 

and which led to the French Revolution”. 

President Mitterrand answered the Prime Minister’s concerns during the 

official banquet offered by President R. Venkataraman. He reaffirmed his will 

in favour of nuclear, chemical and conventional disarmament, but he 

clarified: “But it is as crucial for the future to break the vicious circle of 

misery, hunger, diseases, illiteracy, as to curb the armament race”, adding 

that “the international community seems, in a fit of wisdom, to refuse the 

fatality of war. As an emergency, it should at least remedy the economic 

unbalance, which if not mastered in time, will precipitate incurable 

disorders.” 

He was not ready to speak further on disarmament.  

 

Conclusions 

To conclude I would like to quote some interesting remarks made by Pierre 

Sellal, French Foreign Secretary23 at the ‘Global Zero’ Conference on 

February 2, 2010 in Paris.  

Sellal said: “One lesson which can be drawn from History is that policy-

makers don’t take decisions in the realm of war and peace, armament and 

disarmament, because of a plan agreed in a diplomatic conference. They do 

it because it is in their country’s national security interest, and because the 

strategic, regional and internal context allows for it.  

“The elimination of nuclear weapons will not be decided to fulfil visions, 

however generous, ambitious and necessary they are; it will happen when 

political and security conditions enable it to happen.”  

“This reality was recently reaffirmed by the Security Council in resolution 

1887: our common goal is to work towards a safer world, and to create the 

                                                            
23 His official designation is Director General of the Ministry of External Affairs. 



conditions which will make nuclear weapons less, and ultimately un-

necessary.” 

“This does not mean that we should condone inaction. On the contrary. 

France has taken unprecedented unilateral measures regarding nuclear 

disarmament, and we believe that likewise concrete progress by all States 

will enhance international security and ours.” 

“So, what shall we do in the upcoming years, not in a distant future, to 

create collectively the conditions which will allow for the eventual elimination 

of nuclear weapons, in accordance with Article VI of the NPT? And how do 

we make sure that this world will guarantee peace and stability, without 

leading to an arms race in bio-chemical or conventional weapons?” 

These are some relevant questions which, according to the French 

government, have to be answered. 

 

  



Some quotations 

 

 

“As long as others have the means to destroy her, [France] will need to have 

the means to defend itself.”24 

Charles de Gaulle 

 

“As long as general and complete disarmament will not be realized, nuclear 

weapons will remain necessary [for France].25” 

Lionel Jospin 

 

“‘As long as risks persist and we have not achieved general and verified 

disarmament, which does not concern nuclear weapons alone, France will 

retain the capability to protect itself from any threat to its vital interests.26” 

Jacques Chirac 

 

“I guarantee you: France will not lower its guard”27 

Nicolas Sarkozy 

 

                                                            
24 President Charles de Gaulle, Press Conference, April 11, 1961. 
25 Prime Minister Lionel Jospin, speech in the Institute for Higher Defense Studies, 

September 3, 1998. 
26 President Jacques Chirac, Interview in Armées d’Aujourd’hui, January 2000. 
27  President Nicolas Sarkozy in Cherbourg (March 2008)  


