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Abstract

This paper looks at how India's nuclear policy has changed as it tries to join the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG). Based on a
survey of 100 people, it looks at how the public thinks about the strategic benefits, challenges, and geopolitical effects of NSG
entry. Tables and graphs that show important results are part of quantitative data analysis.
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Introduction

Strategic autonomy, non-proliferation pledges, and regional
security requirements have influenced India's nuclear policy
(Kapur, 2011; Raj, 2018; Pant, 2015; Mallik, 2019; Cohen,
2020) [ 812,13, 15 ndia's de facto NSG waiver was made
possible by the 2008 US-India Civil Nuclear Agreement,
which was a turning point (Perkovich, 2010) . However,
China's opposition and Pakistan's non-membership status
continue to make formal NSG membership -elusive
(Kroenig, 2018; Singh & Vaidya, 2022) [2° 19, |ndia's need
for clean energy and its responsibility as a nuclear state are
highlighted by recent policy changes (Jayaraman, 2024) U],
In order to evaluate support for India's NSG bid, this study
incorporates data on public opinion and examines
relationships with demographics, awareness, and perceived
security benefits.

Literature Review

India's aspirations and the obstacles it faces in pursuing
NSG membership are complexly convergent, according to a
thorough analysis of twenty foundational studies in the areas
of strategic autonomy, multilateral nuclear politics, energy
security, non-proliferation norms, and public opinion.
Following the basic arguments from Kumar (2001) 4
through Basrur's elaboration of deterrence credibility and
domestic legitimacy (Kumar, 2001; Basrur, 2006) [ 11,
early scholarship highlights India's insistence on
maintaining a credible independent deterrent as the
cornerstone of its strategic autonomy doctrine. New Delhi
has resisted outside pressure to put its nuclear arsenal under
international safeguards because of its insistence on
autonomy; this stance still influences India's overall foreign
policy stance. The complex power dynamics and procedural
ambiguities that characterize entry debates are also
highlighted by analyses of NSG politics: Perkovich and Raj
analyze the disputed criteria—such as full-scope safeguards
obligations and supplier consent requirements—that China
and its allies have used to stall India's bid, while Kroenig
explains how China's blocking tactics stem from its desire to
maintain regional leverage (Kroenig, 2018; Perkovich,
2010; Fravel, 2021; Raj, 2018) [+ 10.14,15],

These studies show how power diplomacy has turned
procedural tricks like category exceptions and side letters
into negotiating chips. A view echoed by Mallik's techno-
economic projections and Singh and Vaidya's techno-
managerial assessments of reactor deployment and fuel-
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cycle logistics, Sharma and the IAEA emphasize the
importance of nuclear power to India's low-carbon
development goals in the context of energy security.
Together, these studies highlight nuclear energy's dual
potential to increase energy diversity and support climate
resilience. In terms of norms, Hund's critical analysis of
India's changing participation in international non-
proliferation fora and Kapur and Ganguly's empirical
mapping of India's contributions to treaty regimes and
export control frameworks detail New Delhi's slow
assimilation into regimes that were once thought to be
strongholds of Western hegemony (Hund, 2013; Kapur &
Ganguly, 2016) 9, By examining India's involvement in
the 2015 Nuclear Security Summit process and the
multilateral discussions that followed, Jayaraman continues
this line of investigation and shows how normative
convergence on nuclear safety and risk reduction has
strengthened India’s reputation as a responsible stakeholder
(Jayaraman, 2024) 71,

However, the body of research on public opinion is still
surprisingly small in spite of these developments: Rao's
qualitative interviews and Sengupta's groundbreaking
survey study are the only systematic attempts to measure
public sentiment toward NSG membership, exposing latent
public support that is tempered by a lack of knowledge
about potential security trade-offs and procedural
complexities (Sengupta, 2017; Rao, 2020) & 71 These
questions indicate that although elite support has gathered
around the proposal, a wider mobilization of informed
public support is still in its infancy. Fravel and Basrur's
cross-cutting analyses map the relationship between
strategic doctrine and international norms, showing how
India's autonomy imperative both influences and is
influenced by changing global governance architectures
(Basrur, 2006; Fravel, 2021) [* 4, Raj’s historical account
situates contemporary debates within the Cold War origins
of supplier regimes, while Kroenig’s comparative study of
membership precedents—such as South Africa and Japan—
highlights the geopolitical contingencies that determine
entry outcomes (Kroenig, 2018; Raj, 2018) [*% 131, Perkovich
and Mallik converge on the technological prerequisites for
seamless integration into the NSG framework, including
robust nuclear liability legislation and transparent regulatory
oversight, dimensions further elaborated in Singh and
Vaidya’s assessment of India’s nuclear safety culture
(Perkovich, 2010; Mallik, 2019; Singh & Vaidya, 2022) [*>
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14191 Collectively, these twenty studies map a multifaceted
terrain in which India’s quest for NSG membership is
propelled by its pursuit of strategic autonomy, constrained
by great-power politics, justified by imperatives of energy
security, legitimated through normative engagement in non-
proliferation regimes, and—so far only cursorily
examined—endorsed by a public that remains to be fully
mobilized through informed outreach (Kumar, 2001; Basrur,
2006; Kroenig, 2018) [ 10,111,

Methodology
= Design: Cross-sectional
(convenience sampling).

survey of n = 100

= Instrument: Structured questionnaire (Appendix A).

= Variables: Demographics, awareness of NSG,

perceived benefits/challenges, overall support.

= Analysis: Descriptive statistics (Tables 1-10), chi-
square tests, correlation analysis; 3D bar charts using
matplotlib.

Analysis
Table 1: Respondent Demographics

Characteristic Frequency (n) Percentage (%)
Gender (Male) 55 55
Gender (Female) 45 45
Age 18-30 40 40
Age 31-50 45 45
Age 51+ 15 15
Education: Primary 10 10
Secondary 20 20
Graduate 50 50
Postgraduate 20
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Table 2: Awareness of NSG Entry

Awareness Level Frequency %
Very Aware 20 20
Somewhat Aware 50 50
Not Aware 30 30

Table 3: Perceived Strategic Benefits

Benefit Mean Score (1-5)
Energy Security 4.2
Global Recognition 3.8
Technology Transfer 35
International Standing 4.0

LY
Ovobpp

Ywa
ong

sl

Table 4: Perceived Challenges

Challenge Mean Score (1-5)
Chinese Opposition 45
Pakistan’s NSG Bid 4.0
Domestic Financial Constraints 3.2
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Table 5: Support by Political Affiliation

Party/Independents|Support (%)Oppose (%)Neutral (%),
Ruling Party 70 10 20
Opposition 50 30 20
Independents 60 20 20
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Discussion

Data from the survey reveal that a significant majority of
Indian citizens—approximately sixty-five percent—express
strong support for India’s entry into the Nuclear Suppliers
Group, with support notably higher among respondents
holding graduate and postgraduate degrees, who
overwhelmingly associate NSG membership with enhanced
energy security through diversified civilian nuclear fuel
supplies and an elevation of India’s strategic profile on the
world stage (Tables 3, 6). Analysis of Table 4 highlights
that perceived geopolitical obstacles, chiefly Chinese
opposition and Pakistan’s simultaneous bid for membership,
are regarded as the principal challenges to India’s accession.
In addition, statistical examination demonstrates a moderate
positive correlation (r = 0.45, p < 0.01) between
respondents’ level of awareness about NSG functions and
their level of support for membership, suggesting that
targeted public information campaigns could play a pivotal
role in further strengthening societal endorsement of the bid
(Table 2). Moreover, when probed on their motivations,
many participants cited regional security considerations—
such as the need to deter nuclear proliferation in South Asia
and to bolster India’s capacity for nuclear diplomacy—as
well as the desire to affirm India’s status as a responsible
nuclear power dedicated to upholding non-proliferation
norms, themes that resonate closely with the strategic
autonomy framework articulated by Basrur (2006) 1. These
results are consistent with a larger body of research, such as
analyses by Kapur and Ganguly (2016) [, which contend
that India's independent foreign policy stance would be
affirmed and its influence in global nuclear governance
would be increased if it were granted multilateral
recognition through NSG membership. When combined, the
data highlight the significance of a two-pronged strategy
that combines persistent, high-level diplomatic engagement
targeted at resolving the substantive concerns of important
NSG members with vigorous domestic outreach to increase
public awareness of the advantages of NSG membership. By
doing this, India can strengthen its long-standing bid's
support from both inside and outside the country, furthering
its goals for energy security and strategic autonomy.

Conclusion

India’s bid to join the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG) has
received broad support from Indian society, especially from
educated urban populations who see NSG membership as a
crucial step in securing India's growing energy needs and
reaffirming its position as a responsible global power. This
broad support is based on the understanding that NSG entry
would ease civilian nuclear cooperation with major supplier
states, lessen reliance on fossil fuels, and highlight India's
scientific and technological maturity. At the same time,
policymakers and public intellectuals acknowledge that
overcoming geopolitical impediments—most notably
China’s reluctance and the concerns of a few other NSG
members—will require sustained, high-level diplomatic
outreach, including bilateral dialogues to address mutual
strategic interests and side-channel negotiations to reassure
skeptics of India’s non-proliferation credentials. Within the
NSG itself, building consensus hinges on leveraging India’s
record of adherence to international safeguards, its
contributions to global non-proliferation regimes, and its
growing network of civil nuclear agreements, which
collectively signal that India’s membership would
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strengthen, rather than weaken, the regime’s normative
framework. Equally important is sustained domestic
engagement: government and civil society initiatives—such
as expert forums, university symposiums, and public
information campaigns—can deepen public understanding
of the NSG’s role and India’s potential contributions,
thereby creating a robust bottom-up constituency that can
reinforce diplomatic efforts abroad. By maintaining
transparent communication about the benefits and
responsibilities of NSG membership, the political leadership
can ensure that public expectations align with the broader
national interest, while also sending a clear message to
international partners that India’s democratic debate reflects
genuine societal consensus. In this way, the convergence of
domestic endorsement, strategic diplomacy, and multilateral
consensus-building can pave the way for India’s long-
anticipated induction into the NSG, reinforcing its emerging
role as a key stakeholder in the global nuclear order.
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