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 .            India was the first Asian country to develop a nuclear programme believed to be the key technology for the energy and military security of the country. After the second round of  nuclear tests at Pokharan, there is radical shift from the past, in which India has often been seen as a leader in the cause of nuclear abolition: Underlying this shift are two premises: namely  that nuclear weapons are legitimate instruments of war; and  India needs them for its security.  Both violate the Indian stand on this issue for five decades - namely, that nuclear weapons, being particularly horrifying weapons of mass destruction.
             

             Since Pokharan, the somewhat desperate tests were carried out by Pakistan in response. What could be more insane than two desperately poor countries, struggling to feed, educate and house their people, spending scarce resources on preparing to murder millions of innocent people, then glorying in their capability and willingness to commit such a monstrous deed ?.Shouldn’t we learn from the bitter experience of erstwhile Soviet Union disintegration, in spite of spending enormous resources for the nuclear weapon programme during the cold-war period, depriving the people of basic necessities,? 

           It is the forces of poverty and environmental degradation that give rise to sense of deprivation, hopelessness, intolerance and hatred. The desperate people can resort to desperate solutions. Intolerance also has its role. It can, in the name of religion or ideology, fan the flames of hate and ignite a belief that terrorism is the only solution to a community’s or nation’s ills. The Nation will have to guard against these internal root causes and nuclear weapons is no solution. On the contrary it only aggravates.

           It may be pertinent to quote Arundhati Roy-“The nuclear bomb is the most anti-democratic, anti-national, anti-human, outright evil thing that man has ever made.- If you are religious, then remember that this bomb is Man's challenge to God. It's worded quite simply: We have the power to destroy everything that You have created.- If you're not (religious), then look at it this way. This world of ours is four thousand, six hundred million years old. It could end in an afternoon.” 

             Sensing the gigantic betrayal of Gandhian principles that has taken place, people are questioning the priorities of a government that seems to have taken leave of reality. Even though many people (predominantly urban elites) are pro-bomb, the authorities are careful to support the myth of the 'peaceful' atom.  As everywhere, nuclear power is justified because it provides electricity for economic development. The basic question is do we need the generating capacity to be doubled to 200,000 MW during next 10 to 20 years and raise the nuclear power generation to 20,000 MW from the present level of  2,700 MW. .Just reduction of system T&D losses by 10%, can eliminate the need  for creation of  20,000 MW nuclear power generation during next 20 years. ? The breeding ground for nuclear power is inflated demand projections and the system inefficiencies.
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                 The Chairman, AEC, said large scale development of nuclear power is essential for India’s long-term energy security, as domestic reserves of hydrocarbon fuels can sustain our energy needs only for a short time, and we cannot depend on imports. He therefore strongly advocated the development of technology to use the vast reserves of Thorium, as domestic reserves of Uranium are very low.  It was also said that India having one-sixth of global population, should have an access to one-sixth of global energy, which can be ensured through development of Thorium based nuclear power. The Principal Scientific adviser to GOI said that India with 17 per cent of global population consumes only 3 per cent of its energy and the country had to develop alternatives to hydrocarbon-based energy.  .

                 Both the eminent scientists of the country are unanimous on development of alternatives to hydrocarbon-based energy. Taking into consideration the potential risks of Uranium mining and milling, nuclear reactors, particularly in a country like ours where enforcement of rules and regulations is very lax, and innumerable problems of storing and disposal of nuclear waste, shouldn’t India think of other alternatives such as renewable sources before jumping into Nuclear option? We could hardly add 2700 MW nuclear power during last four decades at enormous costs and health hazards and risks of long lasting nature. Is it prudent to pursue the same path?

                 What does not seem to be rational is that just because India has one-sixth of global population, it should have access to one-sixth of its energy sources. This approach embodied the myth that economic vitality requires steadily increasing energy consumption.. What we need is, the services that energy can provide and not the energy consumption itself. The centralized, mega capital-intensive and polluting energy models of the west, which find their extreme in the nuclear power industry, is not the best way to provide electricity The decentralized, small capacity and sustainable, distributed energy schemes, utilizing locally available resources will actually meet the needs of people
                  In the five decades since the creation of the nuclear industry, vast sums had been spent to convince the public world over, that nuclear energy is both necessary and desirable. The nuclear energy is not clean as uranium miming to reprocessing contribute to the creation of long lived radioactive wastes. The nuclear power is by far the most expensive energy generating technology, even before costs of plant decommissioning and waste storage for eternity are factored in. It cannot be the answer for global warming either, as the dollar invested in end-use energy efficiency displaces nearly seven times more carbon that a dollar invested in nuclear power. 
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                        The lesson is that, the magnitude of energy demand can come down sharply. if opportunities for energy efficiency improvements and energy conservation measures are systematically identified and exploited wherever cost-effective. We have to change the energy planning paradigm to make sustainability and quality of energy services the goal, rather than this mindless drive to increase power output whatever the costs. And also we have to free ourselves from the mindset that equates electricity with human well being.  It is hoped that the scientific community of our country moves in this direction, instead of trying to meet wasteful needs of energy by creating more and more generating capacities that too nuclear power, when other options are available. 

