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INDIA AND THE NPT 

• India was an active participant in discussions on banning nuclear weapons, and had 

proposed an end to nuclear testing in 1954. 

• The Eighteen Nation Disarmament Committee (ENDC), which included the former 

Ten Nation Disarmament Committee (TNDC) members witnessed active 

participation from non-aligned states such as India, Brazil and Mexico. 

• The ENDC talks lasted from 1962 until 1969, but broke down when nuclear weapon 

states pushed for slow disarmament and non-aligned countries in the committee 

pushed for “tangible steps to halt the nuclear arms race and to limit, reduce and 

eliminate stocks of  nuclear weapons” (ENDC-244, 1969). 



INDIA AND THE NPT 

• A sign of  India’s commitment to the NPT principles was that even though it did not 
agree with the terms of  the treaty, New Delhi consistently supported and initiated 
proposals towards nuclear non-proliferation. 

• Additionally, India signed the Partial Test Ban Treaty in 1963, while China was 
preparing to test its weapons.  

• An analysis of  the meeting documents of  the Eighteen Nation Disarmament 
Committee finds that the participants used the forum to perform a burgeoning 
“non-nuclear” identity. The politics of  this distinction also generated the discourse 
of  “nuclear apartheid”. (Hamidi 2019)



INDIA AND NAM 

• Nehru wrote in 1948, “We shall take care not to align ourselves with one group or 

another…remaining neutral to those not affecting us directly …India obviously 

cannot join either of  the two blocs…What she desires is an understanding between 

Russia and the U.S.”(Scalpino, 1949) 

• The Bandung Conference, which initiated the Non Aligned Movement, saw active 

participation from India, similar to the lines of  the pre-NPT discussions and debates. 

• The Indian focus was democratic, with emphasis on mutual respect.



INDIA AND NAM 

• India’s role in the formation and sustenance of  the NAM has been immense. 

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, India’s first Prime Minister was not only one of  the 

founding fathers of  the Movement but, he was also the driving force behind 

the principles NAM came to stand for. 

• In fact, ‘Non-Alignment’ itself  was a phrase coined by India’s Ambassador to 

the United Nations, V.K Menon.



STRATEGIC AUTONOMY/ SOVEREIGNTY

• Declassified documents from the US department point towards the possibility of  

India tacitly being offered a nuclear umbrella, but the offer was not entertained. 

• Although the Soviets were ready to provide a nuclear deal to India that would act as 

an assurance, the then Atomic Energy Commission member of  the Government of  

India, Dr. Homi Sethna felt that the trust was missing with the Soviets as they never 

revealed much regarding their nuclear program. They were very secretive and were 

only interested in getting information regarding the Chinese tests. 



STRATEGIC AUTONOMY/ SOVEREIGNTY

• The documents go on to examine how a nuclear explosion would soar the 
national pride very high and lead to a general euphoria within the populace. 

• With regards to the security aspect, most would appreciate the genuine ‘self-
reliance’ of  their state which would no longer rest on a commitment by the 
Soviets or any other external power. 

• This nuclear program would act as a ‘clinching symbol’ of  India’s dominant 
position in the subcontinent along with its desire to be taken as a serious 
great power. 



CONCEPTIONS OF NEUTRALITY 

• Neutrality, ‘is a legal condition through which a state declares non-
involvement in a conflict or war, and indicates its intention to refrain from 
supporting or aiding either side’ (Heywood 2015, 144), but it is also a 
political strategy.

• Joenniemi (1993, 289) Permanent (or traditional) neutrality partly relates to 
the voluntary nature of  adopting neutrality but also to the strict adherence to 
non-alignment over a substantial period of  time

• It is from conceptions of  neutrality that the Non-Aligned Movement began.



CONCEPTIONS OF NEUTRALITY 

• During the Cold War period, neutrality was sui generis for a number of  states. As a 

political strategy it was designed to offer a form of  insulation from the power 

politics of  the Superpowers to protect the sovereignty of  these states.

• there are underlying political forces, including geography, that shape their political 

options. Becoming neutral as a means of  both preserving their sovereignty by 

appeasing the two superpowers was a logical and appropriate stratagem.

• Furthermore, acceptance of  neutral states by both Superpowers demonstrated a 

mutual restraint that contributed to the overall balance of  power. 



NAM IN THE NPT 

• ENDC meetings coincided with the founding of  the Non-Aligned Movement (NAM) in 1961 and 
thus constituted a space in which to perform and perhaps even test out the unifying force of  the 
nonaligned identity.

• India, Brazil, and the UAR all attempted to consolidate non-nuclear identity around their nonaligned 
status. 

• During the earlier meetings of  the ENDC, the Indian representative condemned the continuing arms 
race between the United States and Soviet Union and asserted the importance of  a “third side” in 
resolving these tensions: “There are not just two sides to this question, namely, the Western side and 
the other side: there is the third side, represented by the unaligned countries. And there is a wider side 
than the unaligned countries: there is the world itself ” (ENDC Meeting 15: 27).



NAM as Neutral 

• The purpose of  the Non Aligned Movement was to ensure state sovereignty 

without getting caught in the cross fire between two superpowers. 

• Not every state was able to live up-to the ideals espoused in NAM, as many, 

including India, signed pacts with the superpowers to protect their 

sovereignty. However, despite these pacts, states fought to keep their 

neutrality alive and take forward the Non Aligned Movement till today. 



NPT and Neutrality

• The NPT, through legal injunction of  which states do and do not count as nuclear, 

institutionalizes a particular way of  doing  nuclear politics in which the categories 

themselves become sites of  contestation.

• Rather than being a pre-existing ordering, the distinction between nuclear and non-

nuclear states was a product of  NPT negotiations.

• The NPT is often referred to as the “grand bargain” between the NWS and the 

NNWS (Weiss, 2003). Thus, the only states that were neutral regarding the NPT 

were the states that initially abstained from becoming a part of  the treaty. 



India as a Neutral 

• Whether it was the Non Aligned Movement or the Nuclear Non Proliferation 
Treaty, India’s strategy seems bound by the notions of  neutrality.

• The policy of  non-alignment was hardly woolly-headed; it was largely an exercise in 
realism 

• In the early decades of  its existence, India was a militarily weak, recently-
decolonised state with an array of  domestic political and security challenges, with 
limited resources, and as a result, attempts at carrying out major military campaigns 
would have been disastrous. And when faced with the whirlwind of  the Cold War, it 
also, and rightly so, decided to be non-aligned. (Jacob 2019)



Conclusion

• While the NPT was inherently hierarchical and divisive, bringing upon the world a 
nuclear apartheid, it aimed to bring about neutrality within all the Non Nuclear 
Weapons States. 

• NAM, on the other hand, was intrinsically based on principles of  mutual respect 
and equality. However, NAM member states were often accused of  betraying the 
values of  neutrality for reasons of  sovereignty. 

• Whether it was the NPT discussions or participation in NAM, India’s conceptions 
of  non-alignment and neutrality have held it in good stead in both the forums. 

• New defense relationships do questions India’s position as a neutral state; but as the 
future unfolds, the clarity in position as a neutral will need to be further defined. 
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