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enough material could be easily diverted from the core of la

first device and covered up as being in scrap or processing

losses." This was the opinion of the Canadian Atomic Energy

Control Board (CAECB) in 1972.

3. The US agreed to provide heavy water for the CIRUS reactor

in 1956; India agreed that the heavy water would be used in

connection with research into and the use of atomic energy for

peaceful purposes. In 1970 we reminded the Indians in an aide-

memoire that the united States would not consider the use of

plutonium produced in CIRUS for peaceful nuclear explosives

intended for any purpose to be "research into and use of atomic

energy for peaceful purposes." Therefore, if our assumption about

the source of India's nuclear materials is correct, we have a

problem with the GO'. The Indians, of course, do not agree

with our interpretation of the agreement.

4.' We have also looked into the record of what the Indians have

said about their nuclear policy to see how straightforward they

have been. Indian officials have confined themselves to state-

ments that studies are underway, without saying what actions India

would take. In May of last year, for example, Mrs. Gandhi said

that peaceful uses were being studied, "including the

ecological and geological aspects of nuclear explosives."

We find no dissimulation here.
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