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1. An unclassified paper ~'C(Xjt!O'llt Cost f actors in Hucle.ar 
• 

Weapons Development .~ is being pouched co addressee posts 
• 

~.,mder cover of an airgr4m refereneed to this t.elegrat:t . This study 

is an initi a l effort on l y ; Washington agencies are continuing to -
col late and process available info. 

·6P 2. r,Je hope t hat d iscreet dissaminat:Lon of da t a s uch as con tained 
l> 

< 

}~1 i n study under reference c. an reinforce su~port wi th in India for ! . 

) 

.. "" ..... 

t he GOI' s no-bomb policy. At the same time, however , we are 

concerned at possibility e>f adverse reperc.,ss:I.ona '<i thin India 

s hol.lld thel.r usc l ead co a situation in which significant opinion-

" leadi ng elements of the Indian public became persuaded that the 

u.s. Government was engaged in a QUOIE hard-sell UIIQUOIE publicity { 

campaign a gains t bomb. In this connection, KA]~E:N and LONG told \i 
_j . I. 

.. 
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u s t hat when they and other private US scientists (AAAS Arms Control l 
Group) discussed subject «ith Sarabh ai and other Indian leaders i n 

Delhi i n ear ly June, Iodians dret.;o sharp distinction between independent 

Indian decision refrain: from nuclear weapons pr ogr am and a decision 

reached under U.S. pressure. In wake of de.valua.tiOt"'. Indian .KMKJXXVI 

sensitivity to real or imagined US pressure has only i ncreased. 

3. We "ould appreciate Embassy cO!lJtlent on this point and on tacti cs 
paper:· · 

for using information such as chat contained in the "l!Kl!IlS~l!l!lL In this 

connection we ~ .. iould particularly 1\velcotne your assessment. of relative 

merits of follcn-ri.ng three approaches no•• being considered by interested -Ha shington agencies: (a) pass data on jiXK private, non-attri butable 

-. 
" 

. 
basis to carefully selected Indian leaders c onsidered trus tworthy and \ · 

basically opposed to India goit>g nuclear; ( b) encourage, without public 

display USG interest, replay in India of data and related info that may 

appear or be caused to appear in reputable third country (eg West 
I 

Europe or Japan) publica tions; (c) encouraging reputable private US 

scholars and authorities to publish articles which could be replayed for 

India.n audiences. 

4. Al so appr eci ate receiving report on the uses Embassy may have made 

of the classified data conveyed in Deptel 2296 of ~lay 24, and the 

...,J;est.tlts or reactions, if any. 
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r-5 . Pending your response to this message and our reaction thereto 

~Ne suggest that you not. pass study being sent you to any Indian, 

official or otherwise, in its present fo~~. You may, however, draw 

on appropriate sections of it for oral discussions that may arise on 

nuclear question. 
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