Clinton coming on March 20

%ia Mohanhp/‘

NEW\DELH, FEB. 1. Seeking to build
a clbser relationship with India
despite the differences on nuclear
weapons and Pakistan, the U.S.
President, Mr. William Jefferson
Clinton, will arrive here for a five-
day visit on March 20.

In announcing the dates, the
Government today put an end to
political uncertainty surrounding
the trip, the first by an American
President to India in 22 years.

A similar announcement made
in Washington tonight by the

! Clinton Administration bas set
' the ball rolling for a visit that has
been in the making for nearly

three years. Qﬁv'
' Mr. Clinton’$ extended ;?)%Jurn

in India is expected to “pave the
way for a qualitatively new and
closer relationship between the
two democracies”, a Foreign Of-
fice spokesman told reporters
here.

The focus, according to the
spokesman, would be on devel-
oping a “new vision” for Indo-
U.S. relations that have lagged
way behind their true potential. It
would be a “mistake”, he added,
to link Mr. Clinton’s visit to any
one particular issue.

The American side, which has
been looking forward to this visit
since Mr. Clinton began his sec-
ond term in the White House in

1997, has “high hopes’of build-
ing a new Indo-U S.relationship
that is “apprgpriate for the new

century”’. While India is in favour
of Mr. Clinton avoiding Pakistan
in his sub-continental tour, the
U.S. Administration continues to
debate the choice between-engag-
ing and isolating the military re-
gime in Islamabad.

In response to questions on Mr.
Clinton’s plans to visit Pakistan,
the Foreign Office spokesman
said, “it will not be correct” for
the Government to comment on
the visit of leaders to third coun-
tries.

The final American decision
would depend on Gen. Pervez
Musharraf’s response to the vari-
ous U.S. demands on a time-
frame for restoration of democra-
¢y, crackdown on terrorism and
pressure on the Taliban to mend
its medieval ways.

Meanwhile the Indian lobbying
in Washington against the Presi-

dent travelling to PakistgarTs likely
to continue. Those jrWashington
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who insist on engaging Pakistan
suggest that Mr, Clinton’s halt in
Pakistan would be very brief and
may not include the capital, Isla-
mabad.

By leaving the question of a
stop-over in Pakistan open-end-
ed, the Clinton Administration is
now in a position to step up the
pressure on Gen. Musharraf to
deliver on its demands.

Mr. Clinton’s trip to India, it
now appears, is no longer linked
to New Delhi signing the CTBT.

The two governments are ex-
ploring a whole range of themes
on which they could hang future
bilateral cooperation. Besides
trade and investment, the new In-
do-U.S. template could include
energy, environment, informa-
tion technology, counter- terror-
ism and promotion of democracy.

Mr. Clinton is planning to visit
at least one or two cities in India
other than New Dethi. Among the
possibilities are Mumbai, Banga-
lore and Hyderabad. The final
choice is expected to depend up-
on the themes the U.S. President
would want to highlight in India.

It is not clear at this stage
whether Ms. Hillary Clinton, the
American First Lady who is in the
race for a Senate seat in New York
State, would accompany the Pres-
ident.

But his daughter, Ms. Chelsea,
who is a student at Stanford Uni-
versity in California, is certainly
expected to come and lend some
youthful charm to the visit.



ﬁﬁnton’s o-day
visit to India

from March 20

HT Correspon@ Hf{r \n/\

New Delhi, February 1

US PRESIDENT Bill Clinton will v\isit India from

March 20 for about five days, it was officially
announced here today.

India expects the visit to pave the way for a qualita-
tively new and closer relationship between the two
democracies, said a spokesman of the External Affairs
Ministry. He, however, refused to confirm or deny

whether Mr Clinton would be vjsiting Pakistan as well
during his S Asian tour. ‘@ - 5. /&4}

During Clinton's visit the éntire spectrum of issues
and themes will be discussed, the spokesman said. He,
however, did not elaborate on any of them. Replying
to a query, linking the visit to India signing the CTBT,
he blandly said: "It will be a mistake to link this visit
with any issue or subject.”

While the External Affairs Ministry is silent on the
agenda for the visit and whether any agreements
would be signed at the time, experts say that reducing
Indo-Pak tensions and New Delhi signing the CTBT
will be high on Mr Clinton's agenda.

India, on the other hand, will be looking towards the
US lifting export controls and technological block-
ades, including dual use technology, that were
imposed on it since the 1974 Pokhran nuclear test.
The Government will also be interested in increased
US investment in the infrastructural sector in India
and the lifting of certain trade control regimes.

On CTBT, the Vajpayee Government has main-
tained that decision on signing the treaty will be taken
after evolving a national consensus.

This essentially means that all major political parties
will be consulted on the issue and a decision taken
thereafter.

Although President Clinton's itinerary in India is
being worked out, he is expected to visit at least two
other cities, besides New Delhi.
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It is necessary to

bring India closer,

) AzizHanitfa .0\ ")
WASHINGTON 2 FEBRUARY ¥

‘ ]S PRESIDENT Bill Clint
has declared that he is g
ing to India because it is the

world’s biggest democracy and it
was necessary to engage it espe-
cially since the two countries have
had a “distant relationship” for
long.

While the First Lady Hillary
Clinton is unlikely to accompany
her husband because of her pre-
occupation with her Senate cam-
paign, daughter Chelsea is likely
to be on the trip.

After the White House an-
nouncement of the visit during the
week of March 20 to India and

" Bangladesh, Clinton told re-

porters, “I'm going (to India) be-
cause it’s the biggest democracy in
the world and I think we haven't
been working with them enough.”

“We have an enormous com-
mon interest in shaping the future
with them,” he added. “Just as I
believe we have to engage China
that has a political system very
different from ours, we have to en-
gage India that makes decisions
that sometimes we don’t agree
with,” Clinton said. He was ap-
parently referring to India’s deci-
sion to test nuclear weapons in
May 1998 and New Delhi’s failure
to sign the Comprehensive Test
Ban Treaty (CTBT) that Washing-
ton has been imploring it to do.

“I think it’s unfortunate that
the United States has been es-
tranged — or, if not estranged, at
leastit’s had a distant relationship
with the Indians — for too long,”
he said. National Security Council
spokesman David Leavy, asked if
Clinton might add Pakistan to his
itinerary or if Islamabad had been
completely ruled out as even a
stopover, reiterated, “No deci-
sions have been made about other
stops.”

“We want to see significant
movement of terrorism, on non-
proliferation and the restoration of
democracy,” in Pakistan, Mr
Leavy said. Asked if the option of a
presidential visit to Islamabad will
be held out to entice Pakistan to
announce a timetable for a return
to civilian rule and to rein in ter-
rorist groups like the Harkat- ul-
Mujahideen, Mr Leavy said, “I
don’t want to characterise it like
that. We have made clear our con-
cerns more broadly and we con-

1 says Clinton

tinue to engage the Pakistanis, and
if that affects the trip we’ll let you
know.”

“The President views strong
Indian relations as essential to our
own interests, the interests of the
American people,” Mr Leavy said.
“They have an important role to
play in the future, not only in
terms of strategic interests but
also the environment, health, im-
proved trade and investment,” he
said. Administration sources said
it is unlikely First Lady Hillary
Clinton will accompany her hus-
band on the trip because she
would be “very much in the thick
of her Senate campaign” for the
New York seat being vacated by
retiring Daniel Patrick Moynihan,
a Democrat.

But a source said inall proba-
bility daughter Chelsea, who will
be on spring break from Stanford
University at the time, will ac-
company Clinton. “After all, she
went to South Asia with her moth-
er” in 1995 “and will be the per-
fect tour guide to show her father
all the places of interest in India,”
the source added. —IANS

Mansingh
to visit
Washington

Our Political Bureau
NEW DELHI 2 FEBRUARY
S THE momentum picks
up on the US presidential
visit to the sub-continent, it is
clear this is a visit with a ‘com-
pressed’ advance schedule.
This visit has been planned and
postponed for over two years
now but delayed announce-
ments have pushed back the
preparations.

The foreign secretary, Mr
Lalit Mansingh, will be travel-
ling to Washington on Febru-
ary 8-9 to hold discussions on
the visit with his counterpart
undersecretary  of  state
Thomas Pickering. Subequent-
ly, the expert level group on
counter-terrorism, which is
one of the largest areas of Indo-
US convergence will meet, also
in Washington, to work out the
details of any ‘deliverable’ dur-
ing the President’s visit.
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WASHINGTON 2 FEBRUARY:
OWING TO industry de
Bmands, US President Bill
Clinton relaxed controls
for export of high-performance
computers to several countries
including India which is one of
50 nations on the administra-
tion’s restricted list.

In an executive order, Clin-
ton said the administration will
raise high-performance com-
puter export limits to 12,500
millions of theoretical opera-
tions per second (MTOPS) from
the 6,500 MTOPS limit set last
year to all countries except the
so-called rogue nations that are
on the State Department list of
countries that sponsor interna-
tional terrorism.

“This decision reflects my
commitment to a control system
that will enhance US national
security by implementing con-
trols on computer exports that
are effective and enforceable,”
Clinton said in a statement the
same day as the US announced
he will visit India on March 20.

Clinton said he wanted to work
with the Congress to reduce the
waiting period from 4-6 months to
one month for the new regulations
to go into effect.

He also pledged to “work with
Congress to explore longer-term
solutions to how we control ex-
ports of items like computers and
microprocessors when they be-
come widely available commodi-
ties.”

Yesterday’s announcement
was Clinton’s fourth revision to
US export control parameters
since 1993 which the White
House said-will “ease unnecessary
regulatory burdens on both gov-
ernment and industry.”

It said “this action reflects the
Clinton administration’s efforts to
ensure effective controls on mili-
tarily sensitive technology while
taking into account the increased
availability of commodity products
such as servers and workstations,
of which millions are manufac-
tured and sold worldwide every
year.”

The White House said the
“computer export controls are de-
signed to permit the government
to calibrate control levels and li-
censing conditions depending
upon the national security or pro-
liferation risk posed at a specific
destination, to enhance US nation-

\ Y/ al security by ensuring controls on

computer exports are effective
and to minimise impediments to
legitimate computer exports
which will help preserve the tech-
ological lead of the US computer
industrial base.”

Despite Clinton’s order, the
decision disappointed many com-
puter companies like Intel, Com-
paq and Unisys that had sought a
ceiling of 25,000 MTOPS so they
could sell more of the high-pow-
ered Intel microchip to countries
like India, Pakistan, Russia and
China. They had argued that their

Clinton: Easing pressure

foreign competitors not subject to
similar restrictions were taking
away many of their clients.

Dan Hoydysh, trade policy
director for Unisys, said mil-
lions of computers that run on
Intel’s Itanium chip were ex-
pected to be sold next year and
two-thirds of those sales will be
outside the US.

He warned that if US comput-
er companies are blocked from
selling to markets like India, Pak-
istan, Russia and China, it will give
competitors like Toshiba Corp.
and Siemens AG an unfair advan-
tage.

More than 150 Indian govern-
ment and private entities remain
on the Commerce Department’s
Entities List as potential prolifera-
tion risks although recently the
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US relaxes computer
ort controls

adminiStfation removed about 50
firms from the original list in the
wake of progress in non-prolifera-
tion talks between Deputy Secre-
tary of State Strobe Talbott and Ex-
ternal Affairs Minister
Jaswant Singh.

Under the executive order, the
licensing threshold for high-per-
formance computer exports to
Tier 2 countries (South and Cen-
tral America, South Korea,
ASEAN or Association of South-
East Asian Nations, Slovenia, most
of Africa) and Tier 3 (India, Pak-
istan, Middle East/Maghreb, the

AFP

former Soviet Union, China, Viet-
nam, Central Europe) has been
raised. But companies exporting
to the latter will still
have to notify the Commerce De- :
partment 10 days prior to the |
shipment of any computer per- :
forming above 12,500 MTOPS.

“The administration will con- :
tinue its policy of maintaining a :
lower threshold for military end- !
users than civilian end-users,” the i
order said.

Export guidelines for Tier 4 |
countries (Iraq, Libya, North
Korea, Cuba, Sudan and Syria) i
remain unchanged, meaning :
the US will maintain the embar- |
go on computer exports to these :
countries, considered rogue i
nations.
— IANS

The Economic Times
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Clinton visit may
- pave way for
closer ties: US

Our Political Bureau

US looks forward
0 open skies
pact with Indi

Our Delhi Bukeau

NEW DELHI A\FEBRUA

i THE INDO-US e

i nership will be the centrepiece
i of the new “qualitatively clos-
i er” relationship, to receive the
i ultimate push with Bill Clin-
i ton’s visit, especially in the ab-
i sence of substantive movement

i But the fact remains that move-
; ment on one is necessary for
i progress on the other. The US
i undersecretary of state for eco-
i nomic affairs Alan Larson, ad-
i dressing the CII on Wednes-

i are approaching a moment of

i economic relations. To seize
i that opportunity fully, we will
i need to work through my gov-
i ernment’s serious non-prolif-
! eration concerns...”

On the face of it, faster eco-
i nomic reforms by the Indian
i government will serve as the

i finds its economic strides
i strapped by several US and
: multilateral sanctions that are
i still in place against India
i which are a direct result of the

cerns.”

; On the bilateral side, de-
i spite the passage of Brownback
i Amendment II, the US contin-
{ ues to put curbs on almost 150

i licences to conduct business
i with US companies. Then there
i are the technology sanctions
¢ under which India continues to
be denied high technology, es-
pecially of the dual use variety.
Even the US Congress’ lat-

cryption technology leaves In-
dia out as 128-bit encryption is
not allowed in India. This, ac-
cording to official sources,
would seriously affect the con-
duct of data transfers, even
some forms of e-commerce,
which is supposed to be a sun-
rise area for India.

Then there are the contro-
versial IFI loans for infrastruc-

L

! sador Alan P. Larson,
{ under-secretary for economic,
i business and agricultural af-
i fairs,
! state, at a meeting organised
: i by the Confederation of Indian
i day, said: “The US and India !
. ! day.
i opportunity in their bilateral !
i policy had done much to ex-
i pand the US aviation market.
i “More competition has created
i even more demand, boosting
i tourism receipts, making inter-
! national business easier and
i moge cost effective, making air
i travel available to an ever in-
i necessary catalyst. But India
¢ and extending air services to
i smaller regional cities. This in
i turn stimulates economic and
! employment
i added.

i same “non-proliferation con- i
! expanding
i and investment in the telecom-
! munications sector, financial ser-
i vices sector, including insurance, |
i and in the power sector.
i entities in India, which require

NEW DELH! 2 FEBRYA

mic part- | THE US has said it looks forward
i to negotiating an open skies
i agreement with India that can
! dramatically increase air traffic
i between the two countries and
i strengthen India’s links to the
: ! global economy.

i in the non-proliferation issues. :

This was stated by Ambas-
Us

for

US department

Industry (CII) here on Wednes-

Larson said an open skies

creasing number of citizens

growth,” he

He said Indija should work at
competition

He said the treasure secre-

! tary Summers had recently
i suggested
i capable of achieving growth
i rates of 10 per cent but this
¢ will not happen unless India
i expanded its horizons and re-
i forms its economy.

est move to allow export of en- :

that India was

Larson welcomed the in-

! vestment liberalisation mea-
i sures announced on Tuesday
i by the government. “Foreign
i direct investment (FDI) has
i brought both of our countries
i capital, jobs, technology, inno-
! vation, and access to foreign
i markets,” he said.

He said US was ready to

work with India towards estab-
i lishing the global consensus
ture from World Bank, IFC and | needed to launch a new round

i of trade negotiations.

The Economic Times
. 3re8 10

\

i
i
i




“WIOX MAN WOIJ 1835 J1BUIG
v I0J ddel oYy} Ul SIUSUNIWWOD
uSredures 12y Jo asnesaq JUIPIsaL]
ayy Auedwodsse [m  uolII)
Krey Ape 1sK1{ J1 [npqnop st 3]

-uado s st duy ayy
uy ueisryed Surpnput Jo uondo sy
ey Uy peolq & -- AIBIaUml SU3p

-1soxd o) uo sdoys Iayio Inoqe
opewl U23q pey SUOISLIP Ou Jeyd
paosunouue asnoH YA SYL

"8L61 ut 1oue) Aumunif Aq
seam eIpuj o) JsiA Jenuopisald ise|
ayy, 'ysapejSueq o3 JuIpIsald SN

e £q 1IS1A JsIJ 33 3q pmoM SIYL,

LRy
yna ammny oy Suideys wr 3s9

-I3)uf UOHIWIOD SNOULIOUd UE dAey
oM ‘ySnous way Yum Juryiom
usdq JLudARy oM Yury; I, ‘pres 9y
JSpHosm oYy ul Kderdouwrap 153831q
a1 st )1 asnesaq Surod we |, “erpu]
0] uonude JUSDINS pred jou pey

S 2y} ey s1dYe pue ssarduo)
JO SIDqUISW AWOS AqQ PI[[IA] WSID
-IID 9Y) Po0YD? JUAPISAL] Ay,
‘pies uoun) ,‘qum 3313e
1,UOP 9M SIUWNIUWOS JBY] SUCISDIP
soyew jery eipu] 8elus 03 saey
2M ‘SINO WOIJ JUIIFJIP KI9A UIDISAS
1eonyjod e sey ey euny) a3edus
0} JABY M 2ADI[2q | SE Isng, “NSIA
€ O] SUONIPUOD 31} JO U0 St Pd
-pered U22q pey SuIl) U0 18 YoIgm
{LALD Y1 pausdis Iey os j10u pey
eipuy jey) wojqoid e )i 19pISUOD
0] W59 JOU PIp JUIPISAY] Y,
*KseIoowap 1sa81e]
s,ppiom ayy ,a8e3us, o1 uopd
ue ayew pjnom 3y ey} Aepsony,
uo pres uoyII) JUSPISALY YoIe
ul ysspejdueg pue elpuj o0} NS
papusiut  STH ONINALINOD

T Areruqa ‘uojduiysem
Wwepuodsanod iH

uonuae sdure meip o1
194 Aoeaoowap 189331g e

" 1amod w1 mou eyun{ Lreypur o)
£q youruraao8 ueriap Jo Jumysnio
3y} pue ‘suoijesfuesIo ISIOLId) pue
uelsiyed U29M)aq SYUT] oY) Jnoqe
‘qumgses] Ul Apqeisul Supusuioy
ur 3{oI SueIsHjed INOQe PaUIId
-u0d K15A 218 oM JBY) peqewe[s|
0} 23essow oY) PULs 0} SONUNIUOD
HONRNSIUTWPY 3Y) 1ey) juerrodun
st 3], -ueispjed o3 Swod jsurede
JuapIsal] 9y} pasiape auoffed

. Sodueyoxa [eIMMO pue
[eUOIIEDNPS pUR YOoIBISII JJNUSINIS
‘SIapewl AJLINDOS “JUSUIISIAUT pue
aper; se seale yons w sdiysiomred
eipuy-gn 10 fenusjod isea oy pue
‘ssiefje [eqoj3 pue [euoi§a1 yjoq
ug erpuy jo souentodun Suimoisd oy
Jo uonmugooar e syuasaidor eipuy
0} [9ARI) O] UOISIOSP SJUIPISSI]
ay L, “pres ‘din ayj ayew 0) O

juapisald SuiSin uosq sey oym

‘snane)) eipuj [euolssa1duo)) ay) Jo
ISpUNOJ pue Je100Wa(] A3SISf MIN
“3f ‘auofed Juelj ueuwssarduo)
‘SUOIIEU OM] 3} UI9M]12q
apen pasealdul Sunowoad
pue ‘wWsLI01Id} [eUonBWIdUI uljeq
-wos ‘ANpiqess feuorgdar Sunowoid

Surpnpour sanssi uowwod Jo s3uel
peoiq e uo I213oS0) yiom jsnw
S0 Y} pue eipuj pres uosusplon

« PHOM
a3 w Awouodd safIe] yyy oyi
sjuasaidar YPoym Anjunod urdpour
A19A ® SI ‘suoniper) JuspdUR S
I ‘elpu] “puej oY) Jo Kneaq ayy
pue ojdoad sy jo wisiwRUAp pue £)
-ISIOAIP 9U3 [)Im Sem | se passarduir
Se 2q [[im JU9pISaId 9yl mouy [,
‘paIB[OAp puUE JISIA SJUSPISAL Y}
JO JUBUIADUNOUUE POUIOIOM ‘BIPU
0} uoIssil open} e Juipes] woly
pouinial isnf oym ‘sanruwo))
suoneey [euonEUIU]
asnoy ayy  jo Jaquiaux
smenowad( Supjuel nodKoLouuc)
Jo uosuapfon weg uewssaIduo)

S ISISIW U23q sey
193135u 3eY) Jo Aoedoj o3 pue eipuy
yuam digsuonear ano pajos[dsu
aaey am ‘sed ay) UJ "eISY YInog
ur diysrouned oi8ajens e a8103
0} I3 MAN pue UOISUIYSepm
mofle  pinom  yorym  oueyd
15431y € 0] SUONB[II [BIDIR[IQ JAOW
0] 2WI MOU ST ][ "WSIEd: pue A3
-1INJBW JO 9SUIS MaU B Jo sudss Sur

Zn

-mOys u23q sey pourad pifreyy-isod
oY) Ul SUOHIB[OI BIPUI-S[],, :PR1Iasse
‘1quivaoN Ul s§unssuw [9a9] ysSiy
1OJ BIpUJ Ul SEM OUM ‘URULIONOY
“oureny
-owiy) pagwads e ulyim suond9p
sneowdp pioy pue ‘sdues Sur
-Urel1) JS1I01I9) [[e UMOP 3SO[D ‘suor
-eswedIo ISHOII3) MEBINO ‘BIPU
jsureSe yem £xoid si ey pnom
peqewefs] Jeyy ,sosjuerend pep
-UOIl, POAISDAI 9 ssajun Areraunr
SIY Ul UeISIyEd SpNOUl JOU PINoys
UomL) WIPISaL 1Byl M21A Suons
SIY pajeIalial UBWISS3IZUOD YL
. Tiimpood pue aoead [e
-uonewaIul ‘Auowiiey [eqo[3 sjou
-oxd fim jeyy digsuonepar e ‘sed
ay) jo s2d4£)10319)s pue s1eaj a3 uo
jou pue sajdoad om3 1o jo suoner
-idse pue sadoy ay3 uo 1[Ing S jey}
diysuonerar e ‘suoneurunidar Axes
-sa0ouun pue ‘suopidsns fennwa
‘syiefoqqiys pjo spays jeqy drys
-uoneal ® fISnI) [emnw uo inq
st Jey}) drjsuone[ar Juspiyuod pue
amjeul e -- dueld JusIAIP € OJUO
suope[a1 eipul-§n ysnd o) Aiuny
-10ddo 18318 ® sornunod Y10q 94

/

BIPU] JISIA 0} UOISID9p. S HOULL)

.y

Ia din [enuopisalg siyy aaatoi
ALy [, pOppE UBWLISNOY :

o WnIuuay
~[IUX AU U} U1 S31) SUOKIRY OM) I
u1208 ey s1owered mou ayp
3O suoljepunoy ay} Ae fiim 3, ‘SHOR

-B[o1 SUOHEU OM) S} Ul SUO)SIJIUI -

yueypodunr ue aq [m ‘epuj o3 din
s19)18) JUSPISAEJ Id)Je Sopessp
om) uey) alow Furwod ‘ysia
ay) jeyl o pajuwod ‘9d)ruwoO’
SuoneY [EUOTIBUIIUY
SNOH 2y} Jo JIsquow Surped|
® pue ‘snone)) eIpuj [euoIsSaIFUG)
3y} JO ueHLIRYD-00 ‘JRIdOWA(
NIOX  MIN  ‘UBWLINOY bmu%
uewssa1Suo) ‘Adoerdowop Isafiy|
spHom ay3 01 Nsta pajedinpe
-8uol s1y Jo sajep oY1 Fupunounp

" 10} jJuapisalg 93 Sunemyeiduo))

0T yren
Suruui8oq ‘sAep oAl J10] eIpUL
JSIA PInom UONUI) JUIPISII 1eyd
juswddsunouue oy} papnejdde g%
Kepsany, uo ssa18uo)

9 Jo SUHIWIIN MOINA

\fv

Z Leniga4 ‘uoiduiysem
\ \U«y uousyy "3°'N

Iey] Ssa1suo)) QM)

THE HINDUSTAN TIMES

- JFEB 200



t'1 ofed isuejpu| 10} Jed s,uould

“JSIA S, U0IUT) "IN 10] suon
-eredaid syl Jo ured are sSupeawn [RIOYJO JO
$9L198 SIY) ABS 513Y $921N0S “SULISNI1J SLWOoY ],
‘I ‘SItefy [eonnjod 10] 91e1g JO A1e19109G-1ap
-un ‘S’ 2yl pue ‘yduisuey e TN ‘ATelal
-29g uS10104 Y} U3IMIIQ SUOISSNISIP Aep-OoM)

Aq pamoljo aq [jm andofelp "S'(-0puf YL
‘peqewe(s] ut 1940 dois 01 SapIOap UOIUD "IN
aseo ur 3sn( ‘ssaxdxo 1ySIw uBISPRd YoIyM 193(
-qnis 3y} U0 , SMIIA PIpIs-auo,, 3y} 31e1AqO 0)
ST SIY, "90UeADE UI [[oM , A101S 9Y} JO IPIS S11,,

Ieay "S'[] 81} eyl Uusdy sI 9pls UeIpu] ayj
‘ysape[8ueg pue elpuj o} ‘UoIuI[)
Ti'd YN YUSPISaid SN U3 JO isia o1 apadaid
WISLIOLI8) U0 sy[e} ay], "ando[eip oyl 01 3oue)

-1odun yea1d Suryoene s1 apis ueipuj ayJ,

‘uayepIdpun aq ued uoneiadood
10y sdais a1ar10u03 eyl Os uoldar Ay woy
Sunjeurwa WISLI01I9) U0 33UBYIXI UOHRULIOJUL
10J WSIUBYDSUW B 2UYIP O} S ‘S30Inos 03 Jul
~p1odoe ‘andorelp Suiuiod ayl Jo STyl Ay L,

‘suonnISUl P10
-ueUlj SLISIZA0 §11 JuIpnoul ‘suoneeIsul §'N
103181 01 pouren st ‘pajoadsns st 31 ‘dnoid ayL
*sNo0j 01Ul 1Y3no1q aq 01 pazoadxa st Yiomiau
eures() ay3 jo ured aq Aewr YoM ‘uelstueydyy

wisLI013) uo sfapied™"
"S"N-opuj 10} }9s |y

ug paseq ‘dnoid epmQ v p;
JO 3f01 3y, ‘PHIOM Pas I
-yse)] pue nwuref } IstueySyy ur saanerado
JO omiau sy uape] Uiq BUWIBSQ UO $210U
a8ueoxa 0)-pa103dxa Os[e ale sapis ylog

‘pareys aq 0} pa1dadxa sI ‘seas
-19A0 Surpisal saanierado 01 payul[ ST yorgm
‘pllomispun paseq-tequinjy ayy ur dnyss
[01)UOD pUE pUBWILIOD SY] JNOge UONRULIO]
-uj "pasAreue ag 0) paydadxa osfe s YIe[[ 9yl
Suneupiood pue uipte ul (IS dduadifEIUL
$201A19S-191U] [URISDIBd 9yl JO 3[01 9y, "Teyep
-uey 0} aue[d saurIry uerpu sy jo surpelly
3y puryaq sao10j 1931ef 3y Jo Surpueisiapun
SN 9y} YIM UdapIyeINIA-[M-1e)IeH 91} uo uon
-v1uasaid st yuif 01 A[aY1 1 apls ueIpu] ayJ,

‘[te1ap ur paurejdxa aq 01
pa1adxa are suonerado urpuny s uonesiued
-10 STY) JO 1puUv.ado snpout Y], ‘PIIOM UISIsam
ayl jo sued pue ueispied ‘eIpuf ssoide peaids
NIOMISU PHOMIIPUN SU] YHM SUOL02UU0D
S)I pue uadpIiyeMm-n-1eyIey orure[s[-ued
paseq-ueispied 9yl Jo saSEdUl] [BUISIXD pue
ao1 a3 Jo pasudde aq 01 AfaX1| S13pIs S (1 Y}
‘$90IN0S JUSUIUIIA0L 0] SUIPI0ddY "SISTWAI]
-x3 ueysJy au1 Jo afoI Surseardur sy Surpnyout
‘Tem [tS1e)] 9yl Summof[o] IIuIysey pue nuIwe(
ur Louepyiur Iapiog-sso1d jo unds ayy mogqe

suondaosiad su areys \Q\vvuuv&nw s1 e1pu]
‘apis fueisnied ayl
UIOI) WSLIOLId) O] Palejdl SINIANOE JO 1UNOD
-0B pueyisiy ® sey QI0joIsy} ‘pue ueisped
palslA  AQjuadar  ueyadyS CIW lusunaed
-9 91eIS Ayl Ul WISLOII8)-IFIUNOD U0 I10jeU
-Ip10-0D) JRIYD ‘URYIDYS [FBYIIN "IN Aq Po] aq
[[I™ 9pTs 'S°[1 Y, ‘Wed) ay Jo 1ed st ‘earisea

-uG IBYUIQ I ‘CN'[) A1e191998 1ulof ayJ,
“ples ueuisayods AnIsTurpy
SITElJV [BUIdIXH UB ‘WSLIOLIa]-181UN0d U SISl
-eads 19y30 om) pue ‘enyy ysayey "IN ‘(A1
-HNO9g [euIaluy) AI181098 JUiof ayl Suipnpur
‘ADSIUNN  SWIOH 9y WO  SIANBIUSSAI
-dax sapnpour osfe andoferp ay) 0] wres) ajsod
-0 QYL "peseld NO[V I ‘AlSTUIN sITeljy
[RUISIXY 9Y) Ul ‘(SeOLIBUIY) ATR19I03S JUlof 3y}
Aq papeay aq v ‘2 Arenigaq uo urdaq ysmm
‘shajred Aep-omi a1 0) uone3aOp UBIPU] YT,
‘wIsL0113) uo (HAM() dnoxn 3unjiom utof ‘s
-opuf 9y} jo Sunasur 181y ay3 JupInp passnosip

aq 03 A[ay1] a1e ‘s13Y10 3uowre ‘sansst asaY ],
o1B
ue)sped-ueisiueysyy ayl woy Suneper wsl
-10113] 19)Unod 0} uoneIadood\pasieuocnNINS
-ut jo adoos ap s10dxe o1 Apepr Suniad are

$3)B)G paliu() Yyl pue eIpuj g " /AA.ME M3aN

efouy iy Ag

—

43SSNO04 38 OL SHNIT T THOMEIANN-LYYEYH

THE HINDU

“4FE8 20



-1 Old issues will figure again

- )
7/ By K. K. Katyal 9;);'

NEvi Hi, FEB. 3. The players are different. The
contex{ has changed too. But some issues that
had figyred during the visits of U.S. Presidents
in the past are certain to be taken up during
Mr. Bill Clinton's discussions with Indian
leaders next month. Nuclear matters, India-
Pakistan relations, the U.S. stand on problems
of the subcontinent and, of course, strength-
ening of bilateral cooperation were the major
topics during the earlier trips. Any doubt that
these subjects would not be among the main
issues now?

There had been three presidential visits in
the past — of Mr. Dwight Eisenhower in De-
cember 1959, Mr. Richard Nixon in July 1969
and Mr. Jimmy Carter in January 1978. During
Mr. Carter’s visit, Mr. Atal Behari Vajpayee,
then External Affairs Minister, assisted the
Prime Minister of the day, Mr. Morarji Desai,
in the talks.

Of course, there was a lot different during
the three visits during the Cold War and in the
era of bloc rivalries, and this fact was abun-
dantly reflected in the discussions. The nucle-
ar issue had acquired increasing importance
in the U.S. at the time of Mr. Carter’s visit,
while Mr. Nixon’s discussions included dis-
engagement from Vietnam and the new U.S.
doctrine with regard to Asia.

The joint declaration signed during the Car-
ter visit was notable for the call for an equi-
table economic order — “We are gratified that
the process of de-colonisation has democra-
tised the international state-system, giving
most nations for the first time an opportunity
to participate in making decisions relating to
international peace and cooperation. The dis-

parities in economic strength that exist among
nations must be bridged and a more equitable
economic order fashioned if we are to secure
international peace.”

India and the U.S., however, differed sharp-
ly on the nuclear issue — as was evident by a
faux pas at a function in the Capital where Mr.
Carter and Mr. Desai were present. Mr. Carter
was not happy with the discussions concluded
just then with the Indian side on the nuclear
issue. He “whispered’ to his aide, sitting next
to him, that on return home, he would send a
“cold and blunt” communication to Mr. De-
sai. The “whisper”, however, was carried by
the sound magnifying system, installed for
their speeches and heard clearly by the
shocked audience.

This was, perhaps, in the context of the U.S.
insistence that India accept fullscale safe-
guards for nuclear installations — a point con-
veyed during discussions on the U.S. supply,
on a temporary basis, of enriched uranium
and heavy water for a nuclear power plant.
Both sides sought to play down the leakage,
with Mr. Desai saying he was not upset by it
but found it useful in countering the opposi-
tion charge that he was being soft on the issue
of fullscale safeguards and was quietly sub-
mitting to U.S. pressure.

On the eve of his departure from Washing-
ton, Mr. Carter spoke in a television interview,
of the varying relationship with the countries
to be visited and said, “And then we go to
India, the biggest democracy in the world, one
that in recent years has turned, perhaps exces-
sively towards the Soviet Union, but under the
new leadership of Prime Minister Desai is
moving back towards the U.S. and assuming a
good role of, I would say, neutrality.” The Ja-
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nata Government was not happy with this
tribute to its ‘'genuine non-alignment”.

The headlines during Mr. Nixon’s visit and
his talks with the then Prime Minister, Indira
Gandhi, sure enough, dealt with India-Pakis-
tan issues. Here is a sample: “U.S. may no:
resume arms aid to Pakistan now: Mrs. Gandhi
sees shift in stand.” And here is a quote from a
report of her session with the American corre-
spondents, accompanying the President:
“Mrs. Gandhi said that during her talks with
Mr. Nixon, Indo-Pakistan relations were men-
tioned in passing. She said close cooperation
between India and Pakistan would lead to
greater stability and progress in this part of the
world. Replying to a question, she clarified
that there was not very much that a third party
could do.”

Pakistan was not “missing’’ during the Ei-
senhower visit, momentous in many ways —
an American correspondent wrote of “the .
greatest welcome ever received by any Amer-
ican President anywhere’” — and notable for
the substantive content of the discussions. A
New York-datelined story provided indirect
evidence of the discussions thus: “‘Pakistan
seems to be disappointed with the political
results of President Eisenhower's visit, accord-
ing to reports from Karachi appearing in the
Press here today. As expected, Pakistani lead-
ers presented the President with a memoran-
dum setting forth their position on the
Kashmir dispute and urged him to use his
good offices to get India agree to a settlement.
The President evidently declined to interfere
in the affair as also in Pakistan’s border dis-
pute with Afghanistan.”

Let us wait for stories in the U.S. Press next
month-end.
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By Sridhar Krishnaswami

WASHINGTON, ¥EB. 4. The U.S. President, Mr. Bill Clin-
ton, has expressed that hope that his country and
Pakistan could work together on Afghanistan; that
Pakistan will sign the Comprehensive Test Ban Trea-
ty and take other steps to reduce the costly and des-
tabilising competition with India. Mr. Clinton’s
remarks were by way of a reply to the presentation of
credentials by the newly appointed Ambassador of
Pakistan, Ms. Maleeha Lodhi.

“Development of nuclear weapons and missile de-
livery systems by India and Pakistan has raised the
awful spectre of nuclear war to a more clear and
present danger than we have seen in many years.
The United States believes that this competition is
fundamentally destructive — not only to the interna-
tionally shared proliferation norms but also to
chances for reconciliation between India and Pakis-
tan and for increased economic growth and devel-
opment in both countries,” the President said.

He added: “We are mindful that the long-standing
tensions and disputes between Pakistan and India
fuel this competition; indeed, they make it more
dangerous. The U.S. is prepared to work intensively
to see the dialogue between Pakistan and India on all
issues resume and intensify. However, to make pro-
gress in this area, the cycle of mistrust and violence
must be broken. I am personally committed to do
what I can toward this objective.”

Mr. Clinton took note of the historically “close
ties” between the two countries since 1947 including
the fact that the U.S. and Pakistan “stood shoulder to
shoulder” during the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan
and supporting a resistance that eventually pre-

U.S. wants India, Pak.
to resume dialogue

vailed against long odds. “Clearly, the relationship
between the U.S. and Pakistan is important to both
countries. We hope to continue to develop close ties
while candidly addressing those issues on which we
differ,” the President said.

Mr. Clinton also said that “as a friend”, the U.S.
was very disappointed by the setback to Pakistan’s
democracy and hoped that the country would quick-
ly return to civilian rule that is “participatory, ac-
countable and respectful of citizen's rights,
including those of minority religious communities in
Pakistan.”

In her formal statement, Ms. Lodhi argued that the
“continuing gross and consistent violations against
Kashmir are an outrage and a crime against human-
ity”’; and that India should not be allowed to “de-
monise” the Kashmiri struggle as a terrorist
movement or a communal dispute.

“We are aware of your (meaning Mr. Clinton’s)
keen desire for an early and lasting solution of the
Kashmir dispute. While we would continue to pur-
sue bilateral dialogue with India, international in-
tercession can serve as a catalyst in ending the
suffering of the Kashmiri people. Your administra-
tion’s initiatives in the Middle East, the Balkans and
Northern Ireland have rekindled hopes for peace in
South Asia. Kashmir should not be an exception to
the healing touch”, the Pakistani Ambassador noted.

Ms. Lodhi extended an invitation to the President
and the First Lady to visit Pakistan. “The U.S.'s rela-
tions with India and Pakistan should not be a zero-
sum game. But the U.S. needs to maintain a balance
in its relations with those two South Asian states,”
the Pakistani Ambassador said.
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US. President offers to help

rest%ﬁﬁﬁo}-Pak

Clinton may include Pak

in his tour itinerary (- I

WASHINGTON: U.S. President Bill Cli
has reiterated his willing-
ness to pluck out the thorn
bedevilling Indo-Pakistan
relations, saying that the
U.S. was ready to “work in-
tensively” to restart the di-
alogue between the two
countries. But before that
b coulld h?ppen, he said, “the
TE o cycle of mistrust and vio-
B"“ Clinton lgnce must be broken”.

His statements came in the wake of his ac-
cepting the credentials of Pakistan’s new am-
bassador to the U.S,, Maleeha Lodhi, late on
Thursday. “I am personally committed to do-
ing what I can to work towards this objec-
tive,” Mr Clinton said, following Ms Lodhi’s
sharp attack on India and her reiteration of
Pakistan’s militant stand on Kashmir. Mr
Clinton is expected to visit India in March.

Mr Clinton said he was “very disappoint-
ed” by the setback to democracy in Pakistan
and reiterated his call for restoring democra-
cy and Pakistan’s signing of the Comprehen-
sive Test Ban Treaty. He also called on Pak-
istan to help ensure that Afghanistan did not
become a safe haven for terrorists. ‘

“We hope Pakistan will sign the CI%T n
take other steps to reduce this costly gnd
destabilising competition, such as those gut-
lined in UN security council resolution 11§2,”
Mr Clinton said. The resolution calls on Ipdia
and Pakistan to sign the CTBT and resplve
their differences through dialogue.

Ms Lodhi politely rejected Mr Clinton’s
call for reducing “the costly and destabilis-
ing” nuclear and missile “competition”. She
insisted on Islamabad’s right to have a nu-
clear deterrent. At the national prayer break-
fast on Thursday, Mr Clinton said the Indian
subcontinent had become “the most danger-
ous place in the world because of the con-
frontation between two nuclear-armed neigh-
bours over Kashmir”. However, he spoke
about the Indian subcontinent in the context
of other seemingly intractable ethnic prob-
lems in the world and the differences among
peoples within nations.

Significantly, Mr Clinton indicated that he
had not ruled out a visit to Pakistan during his
South Asia tour next month. “Well, I proba-
bly will” visit Pakistan, Mr Clinton told for-
mer Pakistani premier Benazir Bhutto during
the prayer breakfast meeting.

Mr Clinton’s advisers, it is learnt, are
wrestling with the problem of whether or not
he should go to Pakistan. On one side is the
argument that he will cut a sorry figure if he
seems to be “coddling” a dictator. However,
the CIA and defence intelligence chiefs have
warned publicly that the subcontinent may
explode into another war going by present
trends. Congressman Douglas Bereuter also
advanced the argument that Mr Clinton must
go to Pakistan if only to ensure that it re-
mained influential there.

®
dialogue
‘No defence talks wi
U.S. until curbs are lifted’

By Mahendra Ved
The Times of India News Service

NEW DELHI: “We have no plans to go to
war with Pakistan, limited
or otherwise,” defence
minister George Fernan-
des said on Friday, reject-
ing assessments by the U.S.
Central Intelligence
Agency (CIA) to this ef-
fect as “speculative fore-
X S casting”. _

P “It is not rooted in
George Fenandes fact. unless they have any
special knowledge of what is happening in
Pakistan,” Mr Fernandes told The Times of
India. With the visit of President Bill Clinton
due next month, the defence minister firmly
ruled out any security-related dialogue with
the U.S. as long as the latter persisted with
economic sanctions “that are designed to hurt
us and our security..that would be a contra-
diction of terms”.

The agenda for Indo-U.S. talks during the
Clinton visit is still being finalised. “However,
you cannot possibly have sanctions that affect
our economic development and security and
have a dialogue. We have got to be concerned
with our security. We know what our con-
cerns are and how to resolve them,” he said.

Mr Fernandes added, “When it comes to
U.S. security concerns and U.S. interest thou-
sands of kilometres away from its borders, the
U.S. uses military power against even those
who are not capable of protecting them-
selves. But when it comes to our security, our
concerns, you talk of sanctions.”

Mr Fernandes ridiculed the Pakistani
charge that the Indian army had resorted to
“hot pursuit” in Akhnoor on January 22
when 17 Pakistani soldiers were shot while
staging a pre-dawn attack.

“There was no hot pursuit. Akhnoor wit.~
nessed one of those rare attempts by Pak-
istani troops to cross the international border
and make a foray. Perhaps they were testing
our vulnerability, our preparedness in that
area. The moment they came in, we took
them on, and now they are making out a case
as if we crossed the border. Their soldiers
were killed on our side and we have returned
their bodies,” Mr Fernandes said. He termed
the shelling and firing along the Line of Con-
trol in Jammu and Kashmir as a “manifesta-
tion of terrorism in its worst form”, “Pakistan
indulges in it to infiltrate mercenaries. We are
facing this on a daily basis,” he said.

Asked if the government was making spe-
cial efforts to fight the low-intensity conflict
in Kashmir, Mr Fernandes said there was no
dearth of weapons and equipment to fight in-
surgency. “But when insurgents use land-
mines and TEDs (explosives), we have to get
landmine protection vehicles. We are fully
equipped to deal with insurgency, and also
ready for a conventional war, as we did in
Kargil.”
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Clinton’s visit ope%
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White House is mistaken if it thinks the re-
ally tricky part of the forthcoming Clinton visit
to South Asia is deciding whether to stop in

Pakistan and for how long. It is certainly going to be
toughifhe does drop in there to set priorities for Pervez

Musharcafbecause Islamabad isnowhere nearmeet- _

ing any of Clinton’s three most voiced concerns in the
last seven years — non-proliferation, market reforms
and democracy. Butall thatwill not be half ascomplex
and sénsitive as working out an Indian itinerary that
leaves Bill Clinton at the end of the trip with more
friends than enemies. Expectations are high especially
about political deals the two governments will make
. and new economic opportunities being opened up.
The Vajpayee government has set the tone, treating
the first visit in 20 years by an American president, al-
beit a lame-duck one, as of the utmost importance, a
diplomatic coup and a sure sign that a “strategic rela-
tionship” is taking shape. Naturally others are looking
for abenediction too. The number of states angling for

apresidential visit overtly or subtly exceed the number

of days he is going to be here.

" Itisunderstood that Margaret Alvais among many
pitching hard for Bangalore. Chandrababu Naidu
" takesitfor granted his many admirers in the American
business world will lobby successfully for Hyderabad.
If Naidu and Krishna are bidding strongly can M
Karunanidhibe far behind? It is said in Dhabol that no
American president would want to miss seeing the
largest-ever American project in India. For the states a
Clinton visit would be taken as proof of economic po-

tential and the opportunity to raise their profiles irl the
American media. But even thismuch-travelled Amer-
ican president who did six countries in Africa in ten
days last year will find it hard to do justice to Delhi,

Agra, Hyderabad, Bangalore, Dhabol and maybe
Chennaior,who knows, Ahmedabad and a bit of rural

India andstill have time for associations of business and

industry, photo-opportunities with ordinary people on
thestreetand ahumanitarian gestureortwo.
Apparentlyan advance teamof 15 is already in In-
diaworking on the itinerary. It may be helpful to point
outwhat this American president should avoid doing.
No-go areas are advanced scientific instjtutionswhich
have been put on a “watch list” and denied knowhow
and equipment as part of Washington’s sanctions
regime after Pokharan. There is justifiable anger at
this clumsy American attempt to influence Indian pol-
icy. It achieves nothing while putting obstacles in the
wayof adeveloping country’s scientific and technolog-
ical advancement. The whole unequal werld order is
very pronounced here. India’s best minds have and
continue to contribute enormously to the develop-
ment of the technology that is driving America’s high
economic growth rates. As Clinton said in his state of
the union address, the US has never known so much

prosperity as it enjoys today. Well, good for the US. It

ought to recognise however that other countries also
hope tobenefit from science and technology. Itistime
Washington thought more about ways of promoting
technology for the welfare of people in developing
countriesand less about ways of blocking accesstoiit.
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U.S. allocka/tés/

$5m.for reforms
o A in India )7,

WASHINGTON, FEB. 8. The U

dent, Mr. Bill Clinton, has alldcat-
ed $5 millions for econdmic
reforms and liberalisation in In-
dia besides funds for several wel-
fare schemes in his fiscal 2001
budget.

The amount for India is “con-
tingent on progress in our dia-
logue with India” and is part of
$20 millions Mr. Clinton has pro-
vided for south Asia under the Ec-
onomic Support Fund, the U.S.
State Department says in the bud-
get document.

“These funds would go toward
improving the efficiency and
transparency of the capital mar-
kets and promoting private fi-
nancing of urban infrastructure,”
the budget document, presented
on Monday says.

Other heads for which the fund
would be used include $5 millions

for women and child welfgre pro-
grammes in South Asia. P’I}

7
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~ India visit significant: Albright

: By Sridhar Krishnaswami \'19 {

WASHINGTON, FEB. 8. The United States continues to
have serious concerns on the issues of non-prolifer-
ation and about dealings on Kashmir and hopes that
New Delhi understands and would continue to deal
with those issues because they are essential, the Sec-
retary of State, Ms. Madeleine Albright, has said.

During a State Department briefing on the Fiscal
2001 International Affairs Budget request, Ms. Al-
bright was asked what would come of the President,
Mr. Bill Clinton’s visit to Ipdig and about its impor-
tance. - EV

“I think it is important. | bdlieVe that the U.S. has
made it quite clear that havigg a relationship with
the world’s largest democracy is important. But ob-
viously we continue to have yjery serious concerns
about the issues of non-proliferation and about the
dealings on Kashmir and hope very much that the
Indian Government understands and will continue
to deal with those issues because they are essential,”
she said.

Ms. Albright continued saying, “the trip is one that
will be important, but it is not just a sign that every-
thing has been dealt with and that all the problems
have been resolved. The President wants to make
clear the kinds of issues that are out there that we
have all been dealing with on non-proliferation.”

The Secretary of State said she was not sure if she
would accompany the President. “I always like to

travel with the President, especially on very impor-
tant missions, but we'll have to see what everybody’s
schedule is at the time. It’s a trip that, you know, we
haven't made the final decision on,” she said.

In fact, Ms. Albright was to have visited India last
month as a part of the run-up to the President’s visit.
Now it is said she may not be able to make it before
the President arrives in India; and that her trip may
have to be put off to a later date, perhaps in June.

Senior officials of the U.S. and India meet for the
next several days discussing issues of mutual interest
and concern as also in planning for Mr. Clinton’s
visit. Besides the broad-based aspects of the emerg-
ing relations between the two countries, the U.S.
President can be expected to make a pitch for his
favourite themes of non-proliferation and peace and
stability in South Asia. How much he focusses on
these issues and the contentious issues between In-
dia and Pakistan such as Kashmir remains to be
seen.

Not too long ago the President, during a fund-
raising event for the Democratic Senator from South
Dakota, Mr. Tim Johnson, said — with Pakistani
Americans present in the audience — that he would
like to take a real “‘stab” at the Kashmir issue when
he visits South Asia. Among other things, this remark
has reinforced the suspicion that Mr. Clinton would
include Pakistan in his programme. After all how
could he take a real “stab” at the Kashmir issue by
only visiting India, it is being argued.
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Don’t hope for too
niuch from Clinton’s
visit, say8 Albright

WASHINGTON: U.S. secretary of
state Madeleine Albright has
poured cold water on the much-
hyped visit of President Bill Clin-
ton to India saying it is not a sign of
Washington's absolute approval of
New  Delhi’s
policies and not
much should be
expected from
the tour.

“The trip i
one that would
be i

a sign
everything ha
been dealt with |
and all prob-|
lems have been |
resolved,” Msi
Albright said at
a budget press
conference on
Monday. Citing
Kashmir and
nuclear non-proliferation as “very
serious concerns” for the U.S., Ms
Albright said she hoped the Indian
government would find solutions to
these issues. But she reiterated
Washington’s resolve to have a
strong relationship with “the
world’s largest democracy”.

“I believe that the U.S. has made
it quite clear that having a relation-
ship with the world’s largest

democracy is important. But obvi- -

ously, we continue to have very se-
rious concerns about the issues of
non-proliferation and about the
dealings on Kashmir, and hope
very much that the Indian govern-
ment understands and continues
and will continue to deal with these
issues because they are essential,”
Ms Albright said.

Her surprise remarks came as a
bolt from the blue because recent
statements by officials like assistant
secretary of state Karl Inderfurth
have given the impression that the
two democracies will indeed be
turning a new leaf in their relations

(HE TIMES OF INDIA
- 9FEB 200

despite differences that may persist
between the two countries.

Ms Albright’s statements regard-
ing expectations of Mr Clinton’s In-
dia visit came on the eve of crucial
talks on terrorism between the US.
and Indian delega-
tions which got un-
der way on Tuesday.

Asked whether
she would be ac-
companying  Mr
Clinton on the
South Asia trip, Ms
Albright said, “I al-
ways like to travel
with the President
on very important
missions, but we
have to see what
everybody’s sched-
ule is at the time,
and it is a trip that
we have not made a
final decision on”
(in relation to the
composition of the delegation). Mr
Clinton’s five-day visit to India, due
to begin in New Delhi on Mageh 20,
is to be followed by a ope<day trip
to Bangladesh. )




. 1 ‘uopenswuItupe §1) oY) poaisu
-un pey ssouesayn Jespnu Addey
' L1083 sueIsped ‘Ajsnomsid
't - 1omod 1Raont YOUARW B 10U S
. 17eU315om o1} SuLInsseal je pawe
uleyd [ONUOD PUE PURLIWOD 1e9[0
-NU PI[IRISp & PAININSul Os[e sey
. peqewes] ,WOSJI ISe[-B-SB-OsN,
! [, 61 ouy uomesoaosd-1sanyBls
L.o-je-ISIg-osn-[lia,, 9Y) WO
' Aeme Suiaowl  OLIOIAYI TEIONU
IS} UMOP PAUO} A[RISPISUOD OS[e
““aney sueisp{ed oYL nwysey st
1319STIE UMO JI2Y3 JBY) Sounouue pue
OUOIAYT UBOLISUIV-JUE PUR 1S9M
* ~nue s} Jeams1oj o3 sdnoid isie
JH-UoWRPUNY Ur-IS] $) uodn pajrea
1r21d Osje sey peqewue|sy ‘ueqye],
+.;oU1 98a101d S11 UL UIST 0 LIS puL
~-fea1) ueq 1591 94} SUILSIS SPIEMO}
1AAOW PINOM J1 JBUJ PIIRIIPUL AMOU
Gisey owiSor Jeureysnjy YL
o , req Aeyd 03 Apeal
- .aIe Aoy} Jeyl puaxNeam 3} 1240
pojeusis swueisDieqd Sy ‘pPur 2q
;1PINOM PTe3o1 SIJ3 Ul SLLISOU0IS U0Y
v~Bunysep Jo awos 1ey) ejun{ Arey
. +I[iu 9y} woly sudis Jwos 10§ Jut
«+-j00] S Y3 Yu (*Aousmpsuod
CIYSU pue ysimaf 981v] € sey 10X
tisMON] "PUe[DI] pUe JSe-9[PPIAL Ol
_..,pue aoead noqe SuLiq 0} pajuem
“0s[e 9Y4S "WJOX MON Ul ADusmus
we-u0o RISy Yinog ayy o1 Suread
«de Ajreapo sem ays Ing ‘ueispied
<pue BIpU] UdIMIaq Juswyoeold
, -dei v jnoge 3ulig 0) pajuem dYys
Fepeu JyBru SB[ IO MON] U 4oads
{{JUSWIOUNOUUE 0B1 2JBUSS 194
178 paotmouue oym ‘uoiul ArefiiH
- QJIM STy £q pautof sea ‘AfeIuapLayl
~9quapisald 1oyewadead ayy)
¢ ruoneiarjoid respnu pue wst
s, ~[esuourepuny oruwre]s| Suddeds jo
epuosde g Y1 JYMNJ O} OS[E pue
UOIBNIDUOsAI SWOs TToqe SuLq 0)
unf Kreyjrur e yam spuey Sunjeys

¥99M SIY} HSIA S,U0JUIID U

JO AWRpul pue %SLI 3U) LIOM Sem
) 113y sem ‘pres Koys ‘payBiom
Furoq sem jey) uonsonb syl
JuaunuUodqns 3}
w1 uorrerys UneIOLIDISP Ayl INoqe

pewddUod  Ajoulnuag sem pue

1oyeraoead € se 9j01 siy A[snouas
Sunye) a1nuay sy JO pud Y3 spiem
-0} SBM JUSPISAI Y pres sisAjeue
pue sfenggo Ioyio- SuneIioqely
“Ajiwkuoue jo uon
-1puood uo pres Kjesopo Atjod eisy
YInoS S,UOHENSIURUPE oY) e}
sey oym [ewiggo s duo  ‘ojdoad
[ 01 s3uy} [[¥ 9q 01 SjuBm oYm

juapisald Y3 4q apew 3q 03 [jed -

e st sy 1, ‘Suntodar oAne[noads
josdesy apdsop 1asodos uelseied
© UO [[ed & 9pRUI 194 J0U PEY UOT

S0P Yo MIN Pue S 24 Yilm
$Y[E1 1IN0 O} [RIJUD JOU ST UBISHR,,
JEY) URIUIBW IDADMOY STRIDNJO
uelpy] 100 dols ueIsed sjuap
-i1sa1d ay3 1addnos 03 moy st mou
epuoSe uelpuj oy} UO WA Afuo
o “‘Lrpout iweyspyed aus ut Suptod
a1 pajeaytano oy kqosoying

"pIes [BIDYJO U0  ‘UeIsnjed Ulioao
doss sy 03 jeuonIpuod J0U 1 BIP
-Uf O1YSIAS JUSPISALJ QU L, "[osunod
umo 1no 1doy aaey omjey) puokag
“SONIALOR JSLIOLID] I0] S[qIsuodsas
oY) P[SY 9ARY 9M 9snBaq AlIe[n
-onred ‘Bulop3uoim aziwnida| pue
23essow Fuoim oY) Puas [[im 21Ny
-oun{siy3 Je uejsnyed 01 JISIA [enuap
-15314 © 18y} o pautod Apiow

-ensuIIpe 9y} Jey) ssadxy uvip
-uJ 2] P10} OS[e S[eldIo S}
"SIPIS OM] S} UFIM)
-3q onSoferp o8eINOOUd 0} I
pinom £ay) Suikes SpIsNO piom
S O} PRISYIN JUO USAS JOU dARY
S[EIOWIO S ‘ansst Juysesy] Iy
aajosa1 03 wi Surddals uoiBurysem
uo ouojyl Juelshied [nyodoy
pue paureisns 3y3 Surpuelsyimiou
“jor] U "AT)UNOD SUO 10 INSSI SUO
Aue uo jue8unuod Jjou uo paseq
-peo1q 210w S| epusfe epul-SN
a1} Aes 00} S[RIOIJO UBILISUIY
. uoISSa8q0 AjImoq
-ySiau,, s,peqewe[s] 3y dreys jou

dARY M\, ‘POUIBIUIBW S[RIOJO -

ueipu] ‘Sy[e) Y} 0) SURULISS J0u
DIR SISOINDU §)1 Pue UBISH{R]
-uoneradooo 1918018 10] [ENUS)
-od a1 Jo Sunjeads pue somunood
om} oYy uo pautofus sey uones
-11eqo)3 Jo ss3001d oy uonIRIS
Suisearout ay) Suiseomoys ‘epudde
opel} pue OJIUOUOID UB YIMm
Apaeay payS1amaq [[LmISIA [enuap
-1521q 9Y} 1BU} SI Je] 0S SopIs 110G
£Q pakoAU0? 3SUIS AY I, ‘IY[oT MON
0} Iopessequie S Sem Suuaold
SRy UOISSTI JO JoryD Amdocy ot
se Assequug] UBIpU] Sy} UI PAAID
y3uisuepy S[eIANe)q  S-0pU
ur spueq p[o y10q ‘SuLaxold ue

ySusuejy 4q pe1sa1 oq [[14 y3noyy
S1j0q puESINU 3 1 YSIAS JUIPISald
oy Joj epuade oy} uo [esoidde
3O feas [euy 33 Ind [[14 OYm WNJ0)
-0} 9snOH SNYA JOIYd a3 ‘1odsag
[onweg I0SIAPY AIUNDOg [eUOn
BN UO {20 Os[e {[1m YSuisue]y
“JISIAS,UOIUIL) JUSP
~1S91J JO SBI[EPOW Y} INO YI0M O}
NoqpeL; 9qons AerenesAindsg
pue Suuoyold sewoy] £my
-2150s19pu() A]JSOW ‘I0INCOLIAIU
SN s Aepsiny pue Aepsaupog
uo syje) pjoy [iis pue ydiu fep
© -Sori[, 919 SOALLIR YSuISUBIA (e
Areja1as UBI2I10} uBIpUT-9Y ],
“wIsfjeIUSWEPUN] JO
93.1ms Sty SpURY UBD SOPIS OAV 1}
159Q MOY SSNOSIP pUE UBISIIRYSTY
pue uelsped JO  SOLRUIUSS
PIqRd Y} WO} WSLOLS] JO Hod
4 -X3 31} UO 3sBI 119y} 2tenedxa 01
" paoadxa are S[eIJO ueipy] “Aep
-UOJN UO Sunoou JS1F SH SABY [[Im
WISLIOLI9) U0 92107 se) juiof SN
-opu pauLoj Aimau ay3 ‘rasodors
® Jo suod pue soxd a1 1940 UOH
-RIISIUIWIPE 3Y3 UM D)eqap Sul
-snoxeJodoipsjoreq au Jsuesy
‘ JLusaop
9y J1 peay 3y} Ul Jjos)i 004s O}
Suruoyeany) st “ANENOJoo pIqUIs
~3p [RIOGJO SO SB ‘YORM ‘UeIsered
[eourasAy A[Suisearoul ue ul G 1S
01 y3no JuopIsaL] SYI IoyIoyMm
jnogqe uojSumysepy Ul 31BgOP
plao} & prure swoo skapreday [,
0T
yore Sunueis jusunuooqns 341 03

NSIAS U JudPIsal 10 epusde |

agy suny oug o) Suteq syfel Jo
155 auo Jo asod.and oy Im Yoom
sy suowafedud [eronid -urdaq

SoyE}S PRI A4} PUB VIANT

KQ _)\J 8834 ‘NOLONIHSYM
\. " VLLVHOIVY ONVNVQIHO

[e3 SM-opul




Left to oppose, Clmt

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, FEB.7. The Left parties
would organise demonstrations
during the U.S. President Mr. Bill
Clinton’s visit here next month to
protest his Government’s policies
towards India. They are also likely
to give him a memorandum list-
ing the areas where they think the
U.S. is pressuring India to fall in
line with its own positions on is-
sues like the CTBT and WTO -Te-
lated matters.

The initiative is being taken by
the CPI(M) and the CPI, and in
the coming weeks they plan to co-
ordinate with other Left parties to
build what they expect to be a
“massive’’ campaign of mass mo-
bilisation. The protest, it is stated,
would also focus on the Vajpayee
Government’s ‘“‘capitulation” to
the U.S. on key issues affecting
the country’s sovereignty.

The CPI(M) politburo member,
Mr. Sitaram Yechury, said that the
visit would formalise the Vajpayee
Government’s ‘“‘subservience” to
the Clinton administration. Mr.
Clinton’s visit, he pointed out,

was coming at tlme whe the
U.S. pressures on India were at a
peak. Most of the sanctions it had
imposed after the Pokhran nucle-
ar tests were still in force with
nearly 150 Indian institutions
continuing to be barred from any
contact with U.S. agencies.

Mr. Yechury called the Vaj-
payee Government’s attitude
“servile” saying that it had made
no attempt to fight the sanctions
or other “arbitrary” U.S. actions.
The Government had shown itself
to be particularly “vulnerable” in
the economic sphere, and the lat-
est example was the decision to
lift quantitative restrictions on
imports after the Seattle confer-
ence even though the WTO dead-
line was still three years away.

The Vajpayee Government, Mr.
Yechury said, was bending back-
wards to appease the Clinton ad-
ministration and was tailoring its
entire agenda to Washington’s
demands. The people, he con-
tended, would “‘not tolerate” this
and the CP1(M) along with other
Left parties would help them con-
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The CPI charged thelGovern-
ment with “kow-towing” to the
dictates of the U.S. administra-
tion and said that the second gen-
eration of economic reforms were
a “phased surrender” of the
country’s economic sovereignty.
“The Cabinet decision on foreign
direct investment has come along
with the news that the U.S, Presi-
dent ‘agreed’ to ‘grace’ New Delhi
with his five-day presence in
March. The mandarins in the
South Block are happy that the
Vajpayee Government is creating
favourable condition for the ‘roy-
al’ visit by taking such economic
measures which may please the
President,” the party has said in
an editorial in its official weekly
New Age.

The CPI national secretary, Mr.
D. Raja, said that his party was not
opposed to Mr. Clinton as a per-
son but as the head of a Govern-
ment whose policies were against
India’s national interests he was
not welcome,
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itine for Clinton

‘ i A little commonsense Did it not occur to the loud-

mouthed defence minister to

. . ill show that the us pause for a while and wonder
Indlan pohcy ers w . whether his own government had not
5 matters more to India been rebutting all these months what he

must try to corlyince  than india to the usy had said? Were Jaswant Singh and
Strobe Talbott only exchanging pleas-

Clinton that India’s
security and stability
would help maintain
peace in south Asia

ever before has as much

fuss been made about a vis-

iting head of state as in the

case of Bill Clinton and

that, too, weeks before his

arrival. A mix of suspense, drama, cir-

cus and hype has been used to hog the

headlines almost every day. Yet, all this

would not have done the trick if world

events had not taken a sharper turn than

any thinktank bargained for. It is the col-

lapse of the Soviet Union, the virtual

demise of the nonaligned movement,

the far more conspicuous presence of

United States multinationals every-

where and the big strides made by infor-

mation technologies in the Silicon Val-

ley which have conspired to surround

the American chief executive with a
new halo of authority.

This explains the anxiety in New
Delhi, and the hope in Islamabad, over
the possibility of a brief stopover in
Pakistan by Clinton as if this would
make a decisive difference to the balance
of power in the subcontinent. This is
also the screwed logic behind the un-
seemly wrangle between the chief min-
isters of Andhra Pradesh and Karnata-
ka, both canvassing ardently for the US
chief executive’s visit to Bangalore and
Hyderabad to give a boost to their plans
to turn their capital cities into mini-Sili-
con Valleys.

There is a touch of comedy as well as
an element of pathos in the way the po-
litical establishments in New Dethi and
Islamabad and the media men in the two
capitals hang on every word coming
from the president’s aides in the White
House, and officials in the state depart-
ment and the Pentagon. If New Delhi
was looking for any endorsement of its
policies on issues which most concern
the US, it has already had a rude rebuff
from Madeleine Albright.

alive? Is the US any more sensitive to

India’s security perceptions than be-
fore? Is Washington still keen to engage
Pakistan in the hope that the leader of
the military coup in that country may
yet prevent the mad mullahs from tak-
ing over? How far will the US go along
with India in fighting the menace of
cross-border terrorism? The answers to
these and another dozen such questions
so far are not such as are likely to please
officials in the South Block.

‘The arrogance of power apart, re-
ceiving so heavyweight a guest isno sim-
ple operation. It involves complicated
questions of security, adequate accom-
modation, creature comfort and logis-
tics. The aides, advisers, security per-
sonnel, newspapermen and television

Is the legacy of the Cold War still

crews accompan ingic_hé resid&né will
ﬁ i.E APHY
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number 1,500 and require the prior book-
ing and a thorough sanitization of three
entire five star hotels. will New Delhi
have all the facilities to meet the exact-
ing demands of the overbearing guests?
It need not feel too sorry for its inade-
quacies. The US has enough resources to
make up for any deficiencies. How easy
it would be if sci-fi techniques ever made
it possible to transport the whole White
House along with its chief tenant to
wherever he intended to go! That would
also make him feel more completely at
home in the most bizarre of places.

On the substance of the talks be-
tween the distinguished guests and their
hosts there has been no preakthrough
and there will be no big agreementstobe
signed. Both claim that the two sides un-
derstand each other much better now.
But this understanding falls far short of
resolving any differences on the many
tangled issues dividing them. Contrary
to US wishes, India is determined to
have a credible nuclear deterrent. The
US is reluctant to declare Pakistan a
rogue state despite its role in promoting
export of terrorism. And it wants New
Delhi to resume the interrupted dia-
logue with Pakistan while India con-
tends that it will not do so unless Islam-
abad first puts an end to all terrorist at-
tacks in Kashmir sponsored by it.

Going by the slow pace of extending
the area of agreement in the last few
months, the chances of an early and sig-
nificant narrowing of differences seem
pretty slin. Clinton as usual will raise
the scare of a nuclear conflict in the re-
gion if the present level of tension be-
tween the two neighbours continues for

long and also iry to pressure Tndia into
signing the comprehensive test ban

treaty. Atal Behari Vajpayee in turn will
put a brave face on what he has been told
ad nauseam and politely explain the ra-
tionale behind the conditions under
which alone he could do so.

Whatever the changes in the US’s pol-

icy, there is no room for any make be-
lieve on the score that the shared com-
mitment to democratic values counts for
much in determining US responses {0
the problems of the post-Cold War era.
This has certainly not prevented it from
being more sensitive to China’s security
perceptions than to India’s or maintain-
ing friendly relations with despotic
regimes where they serve its strategic
interests.

Nor must New Dethiforget thatinthe
so called global village based on hierar-
chies of military power, capital re-
sources and technological clout, its bar-
gaining position will always depend on
its place in these three pecking orders.

No more than a shred of comimnon-
sense will tell it that, as things are, the
US matters more to India than India to
the US. This crying disparity may hurt
the national ego. But essays in vainglory
cannot make up for gross inequalities of
power.

That is why when the defence minis-
ter, George Fernandes, declared the

other day that there would be no securi-
related dialogues with the US so long
as it persisted with econamic sanctions,
all that his threat probably did was pro-
voke derisive guffaws in the Pentagon
and the state department among the few
who cared to notice it.

antries during their unending series of
meetings? Did their talks have no bear-

ing on security issues? Why did not the
indian prime minister insist on Nawaz

Sharif’s undertaking to disband the
many terrorist outfits in his country
that were spreading fear and panic in
Kashmir before embarking on the much
touted bus diplomacy?

1t is no secret that during the Cold
War, the US, as leader of the free world,
had no difficulty in establishing cosy re-
lations with a host of odious dictators. It
even engineered coups to oust unfriend-
ly democratic governments like the one
headed by Salvador Allende in Chile.
But then some members of the non-
aligned fraternity, too, had no compunc-
tion in consigning their own principles
to the garbage bin when they kept quiet
or slyly condoned the Soviet military in-
terventions in Hungary and Czechoslo-
vakia or in accepting Cuba’s credentials
as a nonaligned nation. it was a virtual
war in which foul play was very often the
rule rather than the exception.

he only sensibie way of trying to
I extend the areas of agreement be-
tween the US and this country at

the March summit will be for the Vajpay-
ee government not to rake up the past or
expect the legacy of the Cold War to dis-
solve into thin air all of a sudden but 1o
approach the problems of building a
more meaningful relationship ina spirit
free of the least taint of self-righteous-
ness and informed by much greater real-
ism. This calls for much more patience
in dealing with a country where the ad-
ministration is subject to conflicting
pressures from a host of powerful lob-
bies and a clearer realization that, when
it comes to the crunch, the US adminis-
tration will be under great compulsion
to go by what advances its strategic in-
terests rather than by what accords with
India’s security perceptions.

The main endeavour on the part of
Indian policymakers should be to con-
vince Clinton that, in the post-Cold War
era, there is no real clash of interests in
south Asia between the two countries
and that, accounting as it does for four-
fifths of the subcontinent’s population,
India’s security and stability are thecru-
cial conditions for durable peace in the
region. A beginning can be made in the
development of a joint strategy in the
fight against export of terrorism.

The global reach of US capital,
weaponry, technology, media, pop cul-
ture, entertainment, and lifestyles of
elite groups is not something thatcanbe
conjured away by invoking old ideologi-
cal shibboleths. Nor is it possible to wish
away themalignant side of the high-tech
civilization, manifest in the continuing
degradation of the environment, the in-
tolerable inequalities of wealth and the
emergence of a global casino together
with a multiplication of shanties for the
poor and ghettoes for those pushed be-
yond the pale of thenew global order.

The only option for those who fail to
come to terms with the new order, hav-
ing given up all hope of getting a square
deal, is to remain confined to their ghet-
toes. Such a choice is not open to a coun-
try of over abillion people like India. Ad-
justing to the changes under way need
not, however, mean accepting obscene
excesses of wealth and poverty, greed
and lechery, cynicism and moral
squalor, and lying words and images.
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India should be grateful to US Secretary of State Madeline Alb
helping to focus on two issues which need to be urgently discussed dur-
ing President Clinton’s visit to Delhi — nuclear non-proliferation and
Kashmir. On these two issues, American policies over several decades
have seriously hurt Indian security interests. However, thanks to the in-
formation obfuscation policies followed by successive Indian govern-
ments, the Indian public has not been kept informed of the negative
roles played by different US administrations. During the presidential
visit, India must probe the US commitment to non- proliferation seri-
ously because even today the US is permissive of the China-North Ko-
_.rea-Pakistan nuclear and missile axis. The US is aware that China is
putting up a solid rocket-fuel plant at Fatehjung in Pakistan and contin-
ues to assist in setting up the Khushab plutonium production reactor.
Recently, India seized North Korean missile parts in shipment to Pak-
istan. Any US administration that does not admit to its own legislature
the transfer of M-11 missiles from China to Pakistan — even seven years
after the event — is unlikely to carry much credibility in India. The US
had reassured Pakistan in 1981 that it would not interfere in its military
regime or nuclear weapons programme. Today the same kind of situa-
tion in Pakistan is being handled by the US apparently with the same de-
gree of permissiveness. Therefore, it would be in the interest of better un-
derstanding of both the US and India if President Clinton comes to Del-
hi fully prepared to discuss the true nature of US policy on proliferation.
Similarly, the Kashmir problem has bedevilled India mainly because
the US instigated by Britain decided to support Pakistan’s case on Kash-
mir based on the two-nation theory which is only an earlier avatar of the
clash of civilisations thesis. The philosophy underlying that is ethnic
cleansing, religious fundamentalism and terrorism. This was done be-
cause of Cold War considerations and Pakistan’s opportunistic military
alliance with the West. But even today the same mindset continues to
dominate large sections of the US establishment. The US is a party to the
Helsinki declaration of 1975 which laid down that in the nuclear era
there should be no forcible change of line of control or border. The same
principle was logically enforced by President Clinton on Nawaz Sharif
on July 4, 1999 during the Kargil war. India would like to ascertain the
US views on the two-nation theory and its understanding of the commit-
ment of the present Islamabad military regime to the Blair House decla-
ration. India would also like to know the US stand on Pakistan as one of
the breeding grounds for international terrorism and a generator and
exporter of narcotics, especially in the light of the recent testimony of the
CIA director George Tenet to the US Senate committee on Intelligence.
The main problem India will face in such free and frank discussions with
the US is the Indian political and bureaucratic mindset. This believes in
sweeping inconvenient issues under the carpet and thereby allowing
others to gain information campaign advantage over India. Releasing
the Kargil committee report without any deletions will signal to the peo-
ple of India that India is prepared to deal with such issues vis-a-vis the
US in an atmosphere of full transparency. The Kargil Report covers
these two important issues.

_#MNAlbright Forecast\\@é
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" By Sridhar Krishnaswami

WASHINGTON, FEB. 10. India and the
U.S. continued their talks for the
second and final day today. Yes-
terday the Indian Foreign Secre-
tary, Mr. Lalit Mansingh, had
discussions with the Under-Sec-
retary of State for Political Affairs,
Mr. Thomas Pickering, the Un-
der-Secretary of State for Eco-
nomic Affairs, Mr. Al Larsen, and
a luncheon discussion with the
Deputy Secretary of State, Mr.
Strobe Talbott. In the morning,
Mr. Mansingh had a meeting with
the President’s National Security
Advisor, Mr. Sandy Berger.

Mr. Mansingh has a busy
schedule on Capitol Hill where he
is scheduled to meet the Senate
Majority Leader, Mr. Trent Lott,
and the Democratic Senator from
Delaware, Mr. Joseph Biden.

In the House of Representa-
tives, Mr. Mansingh is to meet Mr.
Gary Ackerman, Members of the
India Caucus, the Chairman of
the House International Relations
Committee, Mr. Benjamin Gil-
man, the Ranking Member, Mr.
Sam Gejdenson, and Members of
the International Relations Com-
mittee.

The U.S. administration is de-
scribing the talks as a consulta-
tion on a broad range of bilateral
issues and in continuing the dia-
logue at a senior level. The dis-
cussions between the two sides
are also to be seen in the context
of the visit of the President, Mr.

9ABill Clinton, to
n \

Indja starting
March 20. \ ?/a

Mr. Mansingh yill also partici-
pate in a round table involving se-
nior officials of the
administration dealing with such
areas as narcotics and counter-
terrorism. The bilateral talks
aside, there is some immediate
interest in South Asia as a result of
Mr. Clinton’s trip to India and
Bangladesh, and perhaps to Pa- Jr
kistan. On Monday, the President
gave further indication at the
White House that he might add
Islamabad to his programme say-
ing he wanted to make a trip that
maximises the possibilities for
constructive partnerships for the
U.S. and even more urgently for
peace in that part.

“We haven't made a decision
on the final itinerary yet...I want
to make a trip which maximises
the possibilities not only for con-
structive partnerships for the U.S,
in the years ahead, but even more
urgently for peace in that trou-
bled part of the world. That has
enormous implications for people
in the U.S.. And I hope that in the
time that I have we can make
some progress, because it is
something that I remain pro-
foundly concerned about,” Mr.
Clinton said.

Though the Secretary of State,
Ms. Madeleine Albright, will make
a recommendation to the Presi-
dent on whether or not to visit Pa-
kistan, the final decision will be

taken by the President.
—_— —LJ
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By K. K. Katyal

NEW DELHI, FEB. 10, India’s con-
cerns on terrorism are clearly un-
derstood by most of the world
community but the stand on
Kashmir is not fully appreciated.
The Government needs to recog-
pise this and treat it as the central
point of its Pakistan- related di-
plomacy. To the extent the two is-
sues are inter- related, it may be
easy to carry conviction with oth-
ers, but when the Kashmir prob-
lem is viewed in isolation, India’s
stand would need to be defined
with greater clarity. J oG

As the date for the U.S. Presi-
dent, Mr. Bill Clinton’s visit draws
closer, it is becoming increasingly
evident that Kashmir and terror-
ism would figure in his talks here.
To say that India would reiterate
its stand against any third party
role and in support of a bilateral
approach is to stress the obvious.
But the matter may not end there
and certain consequential issues
may have to be tackled. For in-
stance, India has sought — and
secured — U.S. cooperation in
dealing with the menace of terror-
ism. How would New Delhi deny
Washington a say in the Kashmir
problem to the extent that it is in-
tertwined with terrorism? And in
case this aspect is considered fit
for discussion with the Ameri-
cans, how would the other as-
pects of the problem be shut out
of it? Secondly, how would New
Dethi reconcile its emphasis on
bilateralism with a reluctance to
do business with the present Pa-
kistani regime?

To raise these questions is not
to suggest a lack of force in India’s
stand — that trans-border terror-
ism has to end and a suitable at-
mosphere created for a dialogue
— but to draw attention to the
need for formulating a compre-
hensive strategy and an approach
that takes care of all aspects of the
matter.

New Delhi could draw comfort
from the outcome of the inaugu-
ral meeting of the India-U.S.
counter-terrorism group in Wash-
ington earlier this week. Especial-
ly this formulation: “The two

tand on Kashmir mu
" pe defined clearly:

sides unequivocally condemned
all acts, methods and practices of
terrorism as criminal and unjusti-
fiable, whatever the considera-
tions of a political, philosophical,
ideological, racial, ethnic, reli-
gious or any other nature that
may be invoked to justify them.”
This clearly covers the orgies of
murder and other acts of vio-
lence, committed in the name of
“freedom struggle’’ in Kashmir, as
also the “political, diplomatic and
moral support” given by the Pa-
kistan Government. That is one
side of the coin. The other side is
represented by the latest state-
ment by Mr. Clinton and the U.S.
Secretary of State, Ms. Madeleine
Albright — that “Kashmir is the
fuse that makes the situation dan-
gerous’’.

Now that Pakistan and a re-ac-
tive India have gone through the
rounds of bilateral rhetoric, the
chances of their addressing the
task of finding the basis for re-
suming the dialogue are not con-
sidered totally non-existent. New
Delhi needs to take into account
this assessment by others in the
world community. It is based on
the following elaboration. Pakis-
tan’s military ruler, General Per-
vez Musharraf, wants Kashmir to
be given “priority in emphasis” in
a simultaneous discussion of all
issues. Kashmir was the subject of
“back- channel” diplomacy, initi-
ated at the instance of the two
Prime Ministers, Mr. A. B. Vaj-
payee and Mr. Nawaz Sharif after
their Lahore meeting. There were
reasons to believe that Mr. Sharif
kept Gen. Musharraf posted with
the developments then.

There is force in this point. But
New Delhi had not said “no” to
talks on Kashmir in the past,
though there had been suggesti-
ons from important quarters —
by the Chinese President, Mr.
Jiang Zemin — that this conten-
tious issue be put on the back-
bumer and efforts made to
resolve differences on other mat-
ters.The willingness to discuss
Kashmir remains unchanged.
New Delhi is puzzled at the rea-
sons for the step-up in the Kash-

st
V.

mir-related rhetorit by the new
regime in Islamabad. It is, per-
haps, meant to promote accept-
ability of the military ruler.

As in the past, the talks on
Kashmir have to be “without prej-
udice to the recognised position
of each side”, — a formulation to
which both the countries are
committed. Not to be underesti-
mated is the importance of other
commitments, including the de-
cision nat to seek to alter the Line
of Control unilaterally, and to
prevent the organisation, assist-
ance or encouragement of any
acts detrimental to the mainte-
nance of peaceful relations. As
such, India is not to be blamed if
it expects Pakistan to take cred-
ible steps to end trans-border ter-
rorism. That, and not the priority
or otherwise to the Kashmir issue,
is the crux of the problem.

1t will be futile for Pakistan to
demand that the Kashmir talks be
held on its terms, just as New Del-
hi would be unrealistic to insist
that only its position be the basis
for the dialogue on the subject.
The former Pakistan Prime Minis-
ter, Ms. Benazir Bhutto, had come
out with a suggestion that envi-
sages, among other things, ac-
ceptance of the de facto partition
of the State (along the LoC), open-
ing up of the border and facilitat-
ing contacts between the people.
During the negotiations for the
Shimla Agreement, Z. A. Bhutto,
then President of Pakistan, recog-
nised that the settlement of the
Kashmir issue along the present
line was “the only feasible one”.

As Prime Minister, Ms. Benazir
Bhutto, took as inflexible a stand
as the present rulers. At one stage,
it was her address to the nation
on the Independence Day that led
the then Prime Minister, Mr. P. V.
Narasimha Rao, to declare that
the discussions could be held on-
ly on the future of Pakistan-occu-
pied Kashmir. Yet the same Ms.
Benazir Bhutto has taken a differ-
ent line now. This background
could not be ignored by Islama-
bad — and by New Delhi.
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WASHINGTON, FEB. 11. Though the finer details and the
agenda of\discussion during the U.S. President, Mr.
Bill Clinton’s visit to India next month are yet to be
finalised, the focus will be on the new relationship,
not on transient issues, the Indian Foreign Secretary,
Mr. Lalit Mansingh, has said. There are no condi-
tionalities attached to the visit, he added.

“Qur understanding is that the focus will be on the
new relationship and not on transient issues. We
expect to reflect the new friendship in the new sit-
uation now,” Mr. Mansinghb said adding that bilater-
al relations were no longer seen in the prism of the
cold war and that India and the U.S. were now in
direct contact with each other on a wide range of
issues.

Mr. Mansingh who was here at the invitation of
the Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs, Mr.
Thomas Pickering, for Foreign Office-to-Foreign Of-
fice consultations said bilateral, regional and inter-
national issues were discussed along with Mr.
Clinton’s visit to India starting March 20.

The Foreign Secretary held talks with top U.S.
Government officials including Mr. Pickering, the
Deputy Secretary of State, Mr. Strobe Talbott, and
the National Security Adviser, Mr. Sandy Berger. He
also met top Congressional leaders in the Senate and
the House of Representatives.

“We are looking forward to his (Mr. Clinton’s) visit
which comes after a gap of 22 years. We expect this
visit to be an occasion where the new relationship
between India and the U.S. is going to be aftirmed,”
the Foreign Secretary said adding that the visit
would be an occasion for the leaders of two coun-
tries to share views on the contemporary world sit-
uation and also look at how they can “forge a
relationship into the future”.

Stressing that there were no conditionalities at-
tached to the visit, Mr. Mansingh made it clear that a
range of issues such as political and economic rela-
tions, cooperation in science and technology and
cooperation in energy would be discussed. Asked
what India was hoping to gain from Mr. Clinton’s
visit, he said, “we are not looking for any favours. Itis
going to be a partnership and we will discuss matters
of mutual interest.”

Asked to comment on the recent statements of the

_—Clinton visit to focus
relationship’

U.S. Secretary of State, Ms. Madeleine Albright, on
Kashmir and the extent to which this would be dis-
cussed during Mr. Clinton's visit, Mr. Mansingh
pointed out that in any meeting there was bound to
be a discussion of differences but in a friendly man-
ner. “Of course American concerns will be expressed
and our concerns will be expressed to them. But that
does not mean it is not going to be a friendly visit.”

Noting that it was customary for countries to raise
issues and that he was not ruling out discussions on
anything, the Foreign Secretary expressed confi-
dence that the focus of the visit was not going to be
Kashmir but on the new relationship between “the
most powerful democracy on earth and the largest
democracy in the world"".

By the same token the Foreign Secretary played
down the notion of a lame duck President visiting
India saying there was an “institutional aspect” to

“the visit. "It is the President of the United States

visiting India and there’s a continuity of policy as we

. have on our side. So expect that whatever is dis-

cussed is going to be carried forward. There will be a
follow-up.”

At a time when there is a debate on whether the
President should include Pakistan in his South Asia
programme, Mr. Mansingh said it was a sovereign
decision to be taken by the U.S. and that India’s
invitation to Mr. Clinton was not conditional. “How-
ever, we thought as friends we bring to their notice
that there might be a public reaction and this has
been conveyed to them.”

Talking to mediapersons at the Indian Embassy
here, Mr. Mansingh said he was going back satisfied
after two days of “intense, frank and serious dis-
cussions” with U.S. Government officials. On the ex-
tent of convergence between New Delhi and
Washington on terrorism in relation to South Asia,
the Foreign Secretary said he was pleased with the
inaugural meeting of the Joint Working Group and
said this would lead to greater bilateral cooperation.

One of things discussed was the Community of
Democracies Meeting to be held in Poland this June,
an initiative that came about after a meeting be-
tween Ms. Albright and the Indian External Affairs
Minister, Mr. Jaswant Singh. Over 50 gountries have
responded positively to this meeting which is ex-
pected to see the participation of eminent leaders
and leading personalities.
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‘The politics

behi

presidential visit by a_-

US head of state to
any  country is
inevitably vested
with a great deal of signifi-
cance, and the visit to India is
no exception. This becomes all
the more true if such a visit is
taking place after a gap of more
than two decades. Given the
external circumstances, howev-
er, it would be a mistake to
expect too much from the visit
or its eventual outcome. The US
secretary of .state, Madeleine
Albright, was only being realis-
tic in announcing that the
returns from the visit are likely
to be modest. India and the US,
without doubt, are two of the
world’s largest democracies and
share many common ideals, but
they are also two very different
nations, with differing percep-
tions, including different yard-
sticks of what such a visit
means or what it is intended to
achieve.
On none of the major issues

. likely to be discussed or debat-

ed during President Clinton’s
visit to this country is there a
proper meeting of minds
between India and the US.
India’s thinking on Kashmir,
terrorism, military rule in Pak-
istan, non-proliferation and the
CTBT are substantially at vari-
ance with those held by the US
— in some cases more and in
other cases less. Scope for for-
ward movement seems severai-
Iy limited at this time due to a
combination of factors and cir-
cumstances. It would, hence, be
better not to’ set our sights too
high or raise too many hopes
about ‘what is likely to be
achieved.

For present Clinton; a pro-
fessed peace-maker, his visit to
South Asia can be deemed a
success only if he can “break
the ice,” if not “broker a peace”
between India and Pakistan.
Statements emanating from

senior echelons of the Clinton -

administration, including - the
US secretary of state and the US
defence secretary, provide defi-
nite indications of where US
priorities lie. Both see Kashmir
and non-proliferation as priority
items on the President’s agenda.

The focus is on the deteriorating
relation between India and Pak- -

istan on account of Kashmir and
danger to peace in the region. -
For Madeleine’  Albright,
Kashmir is the fuse and the situ-
ation highly dangerous after
Kargil and the hijacking of an
Indian Airlines plane. She,
hence, underscores the urgent
necessity for a dialogue
between India and Pakistan —
an unstated aspect of which is,
no doubt, that the “good
offices” of the US would be
available to facilitate such a dia-
logue. The US defence secre-
tary, William Cohen, is even
more categoric that given its
unique military and political
position, the US can play an
active role in promoting region-

i

nd

' al’stability and advancing the
cause of peace.

If Kashmir and non-prolifera-
tion are the key issues likely to
figure during President Clin-
ton’s visit, then India has her
work cut out to prevent the visit
from becoming another disas-
ter, as happened with President
Carter’s visit to India in 1978.
India’s reluctance to accept the
good office of a third party to
sort out the Kashmir problem,
as also the unwillingness to per-
mit the Kashmir issue to ground
out all other issues and jeopar-
dise the prospect of improving
Indo-US relations, runs con-

trary to what the US sees as -

essential if a settlement on
Kashmir is to be effected. From

India’s point of view, the US "

approach is highly simplistic
and fails to take into account
either its complexity or Pak-
istan’s perfidy of the past 50
years and more. Bridging the
yawning gap between these two
perceptions of India and US

India must be
prepared to withstand
the intense pressures
likely to be generated
to compel movement
forward on Kashmir
during the Clinton
visit. After his success
in bringing peace to
West Asia — and to
some extend in
Ireland — Kashmir
is seen as the next
theatre for burnishing
Clinton’s image as a
peace-maker. India
can ill-afford to
vacillate and must
have a proper counter
doctrine and strategy.
It must not delude
itself into thinking that

President Clinton’s
visit is intended
to enhance
economic cooperation,
which lies in the
domain of business
delegation and the US

commerce secretary
E—

linton visit

will not be easy.

For President Clinton, more-
over, even incremental progress
on-Kashmir ‘is important for it
has the potential of becoming
transformed into a foreign poli-
cy triumph, which might help
offset the setback caused by the
US Senate’s refusal to ratify the
CTBT. To prepare the stage for
a diplomatic success of this
kind and initiate moves for a
fresh round of negotiation
between India and Pakistan
after months of war, conflict
and acrimony, President Clin-
ton does need to visit Pakistan .
and persuade Musharraf to
agree to talks. India, however,
has not been receptive to the
idea of the President combining
a visit o Pakistan with his visit

to India. Kashmir represents, as
far as India is concerned, a
civilisational dilemma rather
than a territorial dispute. The
Issues are such that can hardly
be decided by negotiation under
third party auspices, even con-
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ceding that this is condueted in
a spirit of give and take.

India - must be prepared to
withstand the intense pressures
likely to be generated to compel
movement forward on Kashmir
during the Clinton visit. After
his success in bringing peace to
West Asia — and to some
extend in Ireland — Kashmir is
seen as the next theatre for bur-
nishing Clinton’s image as a
peace-maker. India can ill-
afford to vacillate and must
have a proper counter doctrine
and strategy. It must not delude
itself into thinking that Presi-
dent Clinton’s visit is intended
to enhance economic coopera-
tion, which lies in the domain of
business delegation and the US
commerce secretary. Presiden-
tial priorities tend to be very dif-
ferent.

The assertive nature of state-
ments made by the US secre-
taries of state and defence on
Kashmir and their conviction
that this region is dangerously
poised today and likely to pro-
voke a nuclear conflict, should
be seen as a warning. The daily
toll of incidents in J&K — from
bomb blasts to attacks on well
guarded and fortified installa-
tions, loss of lives, statements
of politicians, Army generals
and strategic analysts on the
role of Pakistan’s ISI etc. —
provide a platform for “humani-
tarian intervention” in keeping
with the current philosophy of
many western governments.
Hurriyat leaders and spokesmen
of various militant outfits can
be ‘expected to step up their
broadside just prior to the Clin-
ton visit. It is better for India to
be forewarned rather then be
caught unawares.

If India becomes a supplicant
in the court of President Clin-
ton, patiently explaining the
extent of Pakistan’s perfidy, its
role as a sponsor of terrorism,
and- seeking succour from him,
it will not then be able to avoid
being drawn into the vortex of
US arbitration moves in one
form or the other. India’s strate-
gy needs to be substantially
altered, for its logic is becoming
highly convoluted viz. seeking
US intervention to stamp Pak-
istan as a “terrorist state” while
cavilling at US offers to use its
good offices to sort out matters.
India must make up its mind:
what is the most appropriate
policy for it to adopt.

When the discussion turns to
non-proliferation’ issues, India
will again find itself coming
under pressure. The contradic-
tory notes in the overtures being
played on the eve of the Clinton
visit notwithstanding,
must decide how best to play
the nuclear card — specially on
the CTBT theme. [t seems most
unlikely that the US would_ be
prepared to countenance the
reality of India’s nuclear
weaponisation or its right to
maintain a2 minimum nuclear
deterrent after signing the
CTBT. To all intents and pur-
poses, the US appears even
more determined than before to
deny recognition to India as a
nuclear power under the NNPT,
and will seek to “strip” India of
its nuclear weapons as also the
ability to make them.

If that be the case, then during
the visit, President Clinton can

“be expected to not only pres-
surise India to sign the CTBT
but thereafter compel India to
join the NPT but as a non-
nuclear weapon power. How
best India can prevent itself
going under and maintain a bal-
ance will depend on how care-
fully it marshals its arguments

India -

and fyrceful manner.

Substantial progress on terror-
ism issues also appears unlike-
ly. Despite wide acknowledge-
ment by the US intelligence
community about Pakistan’s
role as a hub of Islamic terror-
ism and documented evidence
by US agencies of Pakistan’s
sponsorship of terrorism in J&K
and elsewhere, including spe-
cific locations of ISI training
camps for Islamist militants as
also details of the numbers
trained in these camps, Wash-
ington and India have yet to
forge a satisfactory relationship
in this area. The CIA director,
George Tenet, has ‘testified
before the US Senate Commit-
tee on Intelligence that Pakistan
is the breeding ground for
extremist groups and has pro-
vided details of the linkages
amongst  various  terrorist
groups and the source of funds,
some of it coming from the sale
of narcotics.

‘and ,ireténts it in a convincing

Random statements
that uncertainty
concerning the legal
status of the regime in
Pakistan made
formalisation of ties
between India and
Pakistan difficult,
serve no purpose.
The reality is that
India cannot write off
Pakistan just because
of a military coup in
that country and when
the rest of the world
appears willing to do
business with it. In the
case of Mayanmar,
India painted itself
into a corner by
refusing to deal with
SLORC. This gave
China an opening to
sectire a strangle-hold
over the country and
virtually eliminate
Indian influence there.
India cannot afford to
repeat this mistake in
the case of Pakistan

S——

The CIA is also aware of the
role played by the Saudi terror-
ist, Osama kin Laden, in organ-
ising terrorist violence in J&K.
Newsweek magazine, in tum,
has recently published informa-
tion linking Pakistan’s ISI with
various Islamist terrorist groups
and how Pakistan is today a
staging ground and a rear base
for terrorism outside its borders.
Yet, Washington to this day
continues to demand “conclu-
sive proof” of Pakistan’s role in
sponsoring terrorism and it is
unlikely that there would be a
shift in US positions during the
presidential visit.

Evidently, India needs to do
much more on the diplomatic
front to convince the rest of the
world about India’s concerns
and vulnerabilities. The rest of
the world must be made to
understand how' cross border
terrorism is being used by Pak-
istan as a covert weapon, and
that this is now beginning to
assume alarming proportions.

Absénce of  accountability
regarding Pakistan’s end use of

, terrorist groups is also leading

to a situation wherein, with
improved chemical and biologi-
cal capabilities, even the West
would soon face a situation in
which they become hostage to
such terrorist groups. The grim
reality of this has yet to sink in
and convincing the experts
accompanyirtg the US President
that such rampaging actions of
terrorist groups are irrevocably
altering today’s strategic con-
figurations has become all the
more necessary. Otherwise, all
the technological capabilities of
the advanced nations of the
West would be powerless
against them. ‘

The Joint Working Group on
Terrorism set up recently by the
two countries has, no doubt,
received a great deal of publici-
ty but is far from adequate for
the tasks ahead. For many years
now, close "cooperation has
existed between intelligence
and security agencies of the two
countries which has been to
their mutual benefit. Some of
the more spectacular successes
achieved against Sikh terrorists
during the Eighties and the
Nineties came as a result of
such close cooperation and col-
laboration between Indian and
western intelligence and securi-
ty

Such cooperation was always
conducted in a professional
manner, shorn of the kind of
hype cutrently associated with
the setting up of the Joint Work-
ing Group, but even then, it was
not adequate to sort out the big-
ger picture. What is needed is a
macro level approach. But the
moot point is whether this will
be agreed to during the coming
discussions.

uring the Clinton visit,
India will come wup |
against the issue of how

it should structure its relations
with the military regime in Pak-
istan. Random statements by
official spokesmen that uncer-
tainty concerning the legal sta-
tus of the regime in Pakistan
made formalisation of ties
between India and Pakistan dif-
ficult are self-defeating and
serve no purpose. The reality is
that India cannot write off Pak-
istan just because of a military
coup.in that country, and when
the rest of the world appears
willing to do business with it. In
the case of Mayanmar, India
painted itself into a corner by
refusing to deal with SLORC.
This gave China an opening to
secure a strangle-hold over the
country and virtually eliminate
Indian influence there. The
damage is yet to be rectified.
India cannot afford to repeat
this mistake in the case of Pak-
istan by adopting an-unrealistic
posture.

Irrespective of the nature of
the regime, India’s stand should
be consistent viz. to persuade
Pakistan to see the error of
its wave, give up its role as a
state sponsor of terrorism, and
settle  Kashmir, and other
disputes with India amicably.
Who leads Pakistan is, perhaps,
best left to the people of Pak-
istan. India would be better off
concentrating on the fundamen-
tals of the relationship and the
problems that exist between
them. Otherwise, the US or
other third parties will try and
gain a toe-hold by offering to
facilitate or mediate in the
ongoing disputes.

M.K. NARATANAN is a former
chief of the Intelligence Bureau
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Jaswant no to

CTBT talks
| QW DELHI, %eb 13. X}Mr

Jaswant Smgh today ruled out
any discussion on the CTBT
| and NPT during President
Clinton’s visit to the country.
Jammu and Kashmir will
also not figure in the talks
with Mr Clinton, the external
affairs minister said. There is
no possibility of “inter-mediary
facilitation” since J&K is an
Indian state, Mr Singh said in
the capital. & W,
India has mdintained a con-
sistent stance on signing the
Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty and it would remain so
despite the CTBT draft being
rejected by the US Senate, Mr
Singh said. He said any deci-
sion on NPT or CTBT would be !
based on a Parliamentary con- '
sensus. — SNS !
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'US keen on closer
ties with India,
despite concerns

<\
N C Menon H Y
Washington, February 15, { A -

1V
" HE STATE Departme
it made it clear here yesterd
#. that despite specific co
cerns, "sometimes profound conl
cerns,” the US wanted to have "
close working relationship with the
world's largest democracy.”

State Department spokesman
James Rubin had been asked to
explain the apparent dichotomy in
the US posture towards India with
some officials maintaining that
India, as the world's largest democ-
racy, was a natural ally, and anoth-
er official, Undersecretary of
Commerce William Reinsch, stat-
ing that India was "neither friend
nor foe."

Although Reinsch's statement
has been written about, and had
been pointed out to Assistant
Secretary for South Asia Karl
Inderfurth a few weeks ago,
spokesman Rubin claimed that he
would have to check the comments
carefully before he could respond.

But, he added,” India is the
world's largest dempefracy and is
only going to gepMtger, and we do

thinit is important to have a good
king relationship with India.
That is something we have tried
to build.”

All that did not mean, Rubin
said, there were no problems in the
relationship, and "non-prolifera-
tion was a major problem."

The spokesman placed the pri-
mary blame and responsibility for
the nuclear tests on the subconti-
nent on India.

"The decision by India to initiate
a nucledr explosion and the result-
ing effect on Pakistan and the dan-
gers the whole world felt were cre-
ated by that led to international
views that India must take steps to
deal with the dangers of the
nuclear arms race to the whole
world and to the Indians and to the
Pakistanis."

The spokesman said he expected
President Bill Clinton and
Secretary of State Madeleine
Albright, who was expected to
accompany him, to take up these
and other US concerns with the
Government of India. -

Meanwhile, no decision has been
taken so far about including

Pakjstan in the President’ itinerary, :
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Centing Delhi unease, Clir

,'(\,\

FROM PRANAY SHARMA

New Delhi, Feb. 17: As Presi-
dent Bill Clinton made it clear
that India’s “sensitivity” on
Kashmir would be respected,
France, the country’s new-
found friend in the West, re-
minded Delhi that the dispute
with Islamabad must be set-
tled for it to emerge a world
power.

" “Unless we were asked by
both parties to help, we can’t get
involved (on Kashmir). In every
other case we are involved, both
parties have asked us to be in-
volved,” Clinton told reporters
in White House.

Clinton, who had recently de-
scribed the subcontinent as the
“most dangerous place in the
world”, said the region had the po-
tential to be “the great success of
the next 50 years” if the Kashmir
deadlock could be broken.

The President repeated he
wants the US to be “more invol-
ved” in resolving the Kashmir di-
spute as a possible conflict betw-
een the nuclear twins was a “very
real danger” posing grave securi-
ty threat to American interests.

He, however, emphasised that
India and Pakistan “will have to
work out this business of Kash-
mir” between themselves and the
US will get involved only if both
countries accepted its role as
peacemaker.

India has made it clear that it
would not allow mediation on
Kashmir. By respecting India’s
“sensitivity”, Clinton’s wants to
ensure that no misunderstand-
ings mar his visit to the country
next month.

Though the US President

added that he is still considering
whether to halt in Pakistan,
Prime Minister Atal Behari Vaj-
payee told a French publication
that India’s people would “seri-
ously disapprove” of Clinton vis-
iting Islamabad.

However, France, which is
keen on forging a multipolar
world order to check US domina-
tion, today virtually echoed the
American stand while reminding
India of its responsibilities.

“Negotiated conflict resolu-
tion is one of the responsibilities
of the powers of today and the
poles of tomorrow,” French for-
eign minister Hubert Vedrine
said at a seminar on multipolarity
here this afternoon.

By identifying India as one of
the poles, France is trying to indi-
cate what role it expects from its
partners in the future. “Another
pre-requisite is that India bea full
participant. If a multipolar sys-
tem is built, I am convinced that
India will be and must be one of
its poles,” Vedrine said.

At the seminar, foreign minis-
ter Jaswant Singh asserted that
Washington’s approach of impos-
ing its own values and standards
on nuclear and multilateral trade
issues was regrettable. He added
that it was not possible for the US
to find solutions to all major prob-
lems, whether on security-related
issues or on economics.

“Since there is a perception,
also perhaps reality, that the US
action is often driven by its own,
short-term, domestic agenda and
interest, its approach gets to be
perceived by other countries asan
attempt at imposition of its val-
ues and standards — whether on
human rights, nuclear and mis-
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sile proliferation, multilateral
trade issues and intellectual prop-
erty rights,” he said.

Referring to the US action in
Kosovo and Iraq, Singh argued
that peace was a product of jus-

tice and could not be conferred by

any “supra-national authority”.
“The world would be poorer if
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globalisation became a synonym
for de-culturisation or of the im-
position of one dimension alone,”
he said.

“Today, not only do we have
new challenges, we also have
asymmetries which demand a
coalition of interests among
equals, rather than alliances bnilt

around a hegemony.”

Pak terror blow

US secretary of state Madeleine
Albright has said Pakistan has
become a transit point for terror-
ists and it is reviewing “some
of” Islamabad’s “activities in
tarma nf tarrarism”.



By Sridhar Krishnaswami

WASHINGTON, FEB. 17. After saying,
initially, that India and Pakistan
would have to sort out “this busi-
ness of Kashmir” between them-
selves and that Washington could
not get involved unless asked to
by the two countries, the Presi-
dent Mr. Bill Clinton, has made it
known now that the United States
would ‘“‘absolutely” be willing to
get involved to try and help medi-
ate in the K hmx{\vsue if asked
to.

“Absolutely 1 would ? For
the same reason we have been in-
volved in Northern Ireland and
West Asia, because Number One
and most importantly, it is a
hugely important area of the
world. If the tensions between In-
dia and Pakistan on the Indian
sub-continent could be resolved,
itismy opmlon based on my per-
sonal experience with people
from India, people from Pakistan
and people from Bangladesh, that
the sub-continent might very well
be the great success story of the
next 50 years,” Mr. Clinton said.

The President said, “you are
talking about people who are ba-
sically immensely talented, have a
strong work ethic, a deep devo-
tion to their faith and to their
families. There is nothing they
couldn’t do. And it’s heartbreak-
ing to me to see how much they
hold each other back by being
trapped in  yesterday’'s con-
flicts...””

Seedndly, Mr. Clinton said that
ik¢ Northern Ireland and West

sia, the U.S. “has been deeply
enriched by e from the Indi-
an sub; inent, and I think we

U.S. will mediate on_
J&K if asked Clinton

are — we might be, because of
our population, in a position to
make a constructive contribution.
But if they (India and Pakistan)
don’t want us, it won’t do any
good We'd just be out there talk-
ing into the air, and I'm not in for
that.”

At a time when there is spec-
ulation in India and elsewhere on
what the President would focus
on during his visit to the region,
Mzr. Clinton had this to say in re-
ply when asked what Pakistan’s

military rulers should do to get .

him to reconsider a trip to that
country. “I haven’'t decided
whether I'm going to Pakistan or
not...and I will make a decision
about whether to go based on
what I think will best serve our
long-term interests, in non-prolif-
eration, in trying to stop partic-
ularly a nuclear arms race and
trying to help to promote stabil-
ity, democracy and a resolution of
the conflict between India and
Pakistan.”

“I think we forget that among
some 200 ethnic groups that we|
have in our country, Indian Amer-
jcans and Pakistani Americans
have been among the most suc-
cessful in terms of education level
and income level. They have
worked, have succeeded stun-
ningly well in the U.S. and have
astonishingly, may be, had good
contacts v ~ne another. And I
think the U.S ...ould be more in-
volved there. And even though I
think that they’ll have to work out
this business of Kashmir between
themselves, unless we’re asked by
both pames to help, we can’t get
involved,” Mr. Clinton said.

‘“We'’ve been in every other case
we’re involved because both par-
ties have asked us to be involved.
But I will make a decision about
where to go and what to do based
on what I think will further our
long-term goals. And 1 have not
reached a final decision.”

India’s stand will
not change: PM

PARIS, FEB. 17. The Prime Minister,
Mr. A. B. Va]payee, was today
quoted as saylng that the Indian
pubhc would “seriously disap-
prove” of the U.S. President, Mr.
Bill Clinton, visiting Pakistan after
his trip to India next month.

In an interview to the French
daily Le Figaro, Mr. Vajpayee also
said that the U.S. offer to mediate
over the Kashmir issue would not
change India’s position. “Kash-
mir is an integral part of India...,
he said adding that Pakistan must
give back the irt of Kashmir it
had occupied. — PTI




Business may take backseat
during Bill Clinton’s visit ">

By Kanwaldeep Singh
Business Times Bureau
NEW DELHI: India Inc. has
worked out a comprehensive busi-
ness agenda to be taken up during
U.S. President Bill Clinton’s visit
next month even as there are appre-
hensions among industry leaders
here that political and social issues
may dominate the high-profile visit.

U.S. business interests in India,
covering areas like infrastructure,
banking and insurance, are now
likely to extend to knowledge-dri-
ven sectors like IT, pharma, petro-
chemicals and advanced technolo-
gies in power, industry representa-
tives here say.

“U.S. companies in knowledge-
intensive sectors like IT and phar-
ma have so far been reluctant to
work with India since an effective
system to protect intellectual prop-
erty was absent,” FICCI secretary-
general Amit Mitra told The Times
of India.*Rather than develop new
products in partnership with Indian
companies, they have been trading
in finished products.”

With the Indian government
working towards a sound intellec-
tual property rights regime, knowl-

edge workers in the two countries
may now be able to complement
each other. “This has potential to
create jobs in both economies,” Mr
Mitra said.

Industry leaders here expect the
U.S. President to steer clear of con-
tentious issues like linking trade to
labour and environment standards,
or the speedy dismantling of textile
import quotas by the U.S. The focus
will instead be on “win-win” areas,
they said. Mr Clinton can take
things further by approving a
framework for cooperation like,
say, a protocol on knowledge-dri-
ven industries for five years.

Corporate representatives admit
that the optimism has to be tem-
pered by the possibility of political
and social issues overshadowing
the business agenda.

“India Inc. is not enthused about
Mr Clinton’s visit next month, at
least not yet,” said an industry
leader. “There is probably a tussle
on in Washington between the state
and commerce departments to
shape the agenda of the visit,” he
said. “If the State Department pre-
vails, CTBT and regional security

L
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Another industry repres¢njative
felt Mr Clinton may choose tolfocus
on social issues like poverty, HIV
and development in an election
year. “These subjects make good
copy for voters back home,” he
averred.

India Inc. is also watching how
U.S. business responds to this visit.
Some business leaders there may
choose to stay away from the dele-
gation of a “lame duck President”.
A few others, closely identified with
the Republican campaign in the
U.S., may also opt out. Corporate
leaders here are awaiting the list of
U.S. business leaders who will ac-
company Mr Clinton.

Industry representatives are also
lukewarm because they do not
know who among them will get to
lunch with the U.S. President. FIC-
CI and Assocham are part of the
U.S.-India Joint Business Council
while CII, the other apex chamber,
is not. They all realise the mileage
from hosting arguably the most
powerful man in the world. The
government could have a hand in
“swinging” the event in favour of
one chamber or the other.

may take precedence over econom-
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/India ré%ved
at Clinton’s

qrya‘)' y Seema Guha

he Times of India News Service
NEW DELHI: Mandarins in South
Block on Friday heaved a sigh of re-
lief after President Bill Clinton’s as-
sertion that despite his concerns
about Kashmir, the U.S. would not
intervene unless asked to do so by
both India and Pakistan.

The public reiteration helped
clear some of the doubts generated
by the statements made recently by
Mr Clinton and his secretary of
state Madeline Albright. But con-
sidering Mr Clinton’s desire to
leave behind a worthwhile presi-
dential legacy as well as his desire
to play the peace- broker in South
Asia, Indian officials and commen-
tators are convinced this is not the
last word on the issue.

Former foreign secretary J.N.
Dixit believes that the Clinton ad-
ministration has made its concerns
very clear. “These are non-prolifera-
tion and the easing of tensions with
Pakistan.” He sees Ms Albright’s
comments as an attempt to put pres-
sure on the Vajpayee government.

India knows that some of the
President’s concerns on non-prolif-
eration and fears of nuclear
brinkmanship between Ind)i:’%nd/
Pakistan over Kashmir will bp«fréd
during Mr Clinton’s five-day visit.
But the concern in government cir-
cles is that Kashmir, Pakistan and
nuclear non-proliferation should
not overshadow the first visit by an
American President in 22 years.

Indeed, the Vajpayee govern-
ment cannot afford to let this hap-
pen for political reasons. The U.S.
has already been told off by none
other than Mr Vajpayee himself,
and foreign secretary Lalit Mans-
ingh indicated as much during his
talks last week with U.S. officials.

“The U.S. knows very well that
Mr Clinton cannet be seen as intru-
sive, and if he does so, he will be -
roundly rebuffed,” an Indian official
explained. ‘“This agenda will be nei-
ther in Washington’s or New Delhi’s
interest. The motive behind the
Clinton visit is the overall stepping
up of ties. Any attempt to go beyond
this limited agenda may ruin the
symbolism of the visit,” he declared.

President Clinton is not coming
to India with any illusions of a
breakthrough on either the CTBT
or India-Pakistan issues. But it
would be wrong to underestimate
Mr Clinton’s enormous powers of
persuasion and the U.S.’sundoubt-
ed clout, a western diplomat cau-
tioned. “In private, at least, the U.S.
President will certainly push India
to restart the dialogue with Pak-
istan,” he said.
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nother team to visit India beford President Clinton

ltinerary planners
arrive on 25 Feb

VINAY JHA
STATESMAN NEWS SERVICE

NEW DELHI, Feb. 18. — Mr
Bill Clinton’s pre-advance team
is expected to arrive on 25
February and take decisive
steps to chalk out the itinerary
of the President on his India
visit.

One team has already visited
India for preliminary discus-
sions on Mr Clinton’s five-day
visit beginning 20 March.
There 1s no word from
Washington yet on where the
President is going to land in
India and when the visit would
commence “officially”.

The team which was here ear-
lier this month made a coun-
trywide tour that covered Agra,
Jaipur, Udaipur, Mumbai,
Hyderabad, Calcutta, Lucknow
and Goa. 1t will report back to
the White House to enable it to
take a final decision.

This team included sched-
ulers, the Secret Service, White
House staff and communica-
tions experts, who travelled
here on their own plane. The
1ssues this team took up are
believed to have included secu-
rity, media management and
protocol.

According to official sources,
there is no decision as yet on
whether the US President will
be received at the airport by
the Prime Minister. Such a

decision 1s taken only in the

rarest of cases as a special ges-

ture.
Prime

Ministers have

Mr Biit Clinton

received visiting heads of state
at the airport in the past but it
is being pointed out that since
the venue of ceremonial wel-
comes had now shifted to
Rashtrapati Bhawan, the prac-
tice of the PM receiving them
at the airport had ended.

Incidentally, the minister in
waiting will be a Cabinet min-
ister and not a minister of state
as is usual during visits by
heads of state.

The interest generated by the
impending visit is evident
when one visits the web site of

THE STATESMAN
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this week is on th questlon
“Will American Predident Bill
Clinton’s visit to India lead to
significant improvement in
Indo-US relations?”

The security for the visit is
being coordinated by the IB
with the Delhi Police responsi-
ble for the area security for the
visit. The President’s own secu-
rity, the Special Service, will
also be deployed both for proxi-
mal security as also area secu-
rity including advance teams.
The equipment for communica-
tions and security as also the
limousines will be flown in for
the visit.

“American security personnel
are very fussy when it comes to
their President,” a former
police officer said. The Indians
incidentally follow a similar
pattern when the Prime
Minister goes abroad. An
advance team of the IB and the
SPG takes stock of the security
arrangements well before the
actual visit.

According to senior Delhi
Police officers, among the steps
they expect the Americans to
request, include surveillance
on arrivals into the country
during the visit and the period
immediately preceding it.
“They might even give us a list
of persons on who we shoul
look out for during the visity
senior officer said.
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/ECURITY CONCERNS, specifically
Snuclear, will remain the weakest

link between India and the US, and
the most difficult to reconcile. The issue
here will be to manage the divergences
without their spilling over on to other,

biggest stumbling block. It is in fact the
one area which actually impinge on eco-
nomic ties. It is no longer any secret that
the signature of the treaty is conditional
for international financial institutions to
resume lending to India; for Japanese
investment to flow as well as for other
sanctions to be lifted.

The Indian government has, over the
past couple of years, tried to gather up
courage several times to sign the treaty.
But every time events have overtaken their
fledgling resolve.

From Kargil onwards, the desire to be seen to
be not capitulating to the US has confused
India’s non-proliferation goals with other for-
eign and domestic policy issues. To the extent
that after the December hijacking, the govern-
ment, smarting under accusations of being a
soft state, once again panicked.

To be sure, the failure of the US Senate to rat-
not only dealt a huge
infon, but also reduced the US’
ority to hector other countries like
to accede to the treaty. Among other
ings it obviated the necessity for the US gov-
ernment to attach this particularly difficult
string to the presidential visit.

India would have actually taken advantage of
the lack of pressure to sign the CTBT once par-
liament opened for the budget session next
week. However, a variety of factors, including
a dictat from the RSS and pressure from hard-
line securitywallahs has constrained the gov-
ernment yet again. Now it will be impossible to
pen a signature before the Clinton visit.

And yet, both industry and the economy
would be relieved with a signature. The Indian
economy has withstood the sanctions but for it
to be doing great rather than merely good, the
signature is necessary because it would open
the floodgates of investment.

In an internal memo on the Indian market,
international investment bank JP Morgan
observes a CTBT signature would radically

IndoUS diploma-c{V’
% L

increase foreign portfolio and ditett invest-
ment into India.

There are other issues that flow from the
divergent views towards non-projiferation.
India wants access to civilian nuclea* technol-
ogy and other dual-use technology for its bur-
geoning scientific establishment. The US says
it is constrained by the obligations to the
Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG) and the
Missile technology Control Regime (MTCR)
among others.

India has not only chafed at this denial, but
is actively seeking alternatives to the US — to
wit, France, with which India has been explor-
ing ways of obtaining nuclear technology espe-
cially in the areas of nuclear safety, without
the interference of these myriad global
arrangements.

However, ten rounds of Jaswant-Talboti tete-
a-tetes have not been without their benefits. In
the area of security, India and the US have dis-
coered common ground in the ongoing negotia-
tions for the fissile material cutoff treaty
(FMCT). Both countries favour a treaty which
does not take into account existing stockpiles,
only prospective ones.

India’s nuclear doctrine,released last year
with much fanfare, certainly made the world
look up, because a cursory reading revealed it
was not minimalist in nature, envisioning as it
does the classical triad of nuclear forces and a
second strike capability, opening a pandora’s
box of miniaturised weapons etc.

This has also opened the door to the overtly

The Economic Times
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more important, areas like economic

cooperation. .
The fact that India is still shy of sign-

ing the CTBT will inevitably remain the

The nuclear concern, and issues

that flow from the divergence on
it, will be the weakest link in

(0

e
hawkish scientific establishment declar-
ing that the realisation of the nuclear
doctrine demands further nuclear tests.
The government has, sensibly, dissociat-
ed itself from this doctrine.

Therefore current dialogue with the US
centres on India’s defence and missile
posture, on threat perceptions and on
India’s security environment.

Ten rounds of talks have also succeed-
ed in the US appreciating Jaswant
Singh’s graphic denial of  “fixity"”
regarding the posture. US deputy secre-
tary, Strobe Talbott put it succintly in an
interview, “Will its approach to the ques-
tion of defence posture be interpreted by
others as provocative and open-ended or
as consistent with a commonsense defin-
ition of minimum credible nuclear deter-
rent?”’

A happier story is in the area of export
controls. India already has a pretty effective
system of export controls of sensitive materi-
als, built around the Chemical Weapons
Convention (CWC), but it regards the lists of
the Australia Group as discriminatory.

The US, needless to add, is working to get
India within the ambit of these rules.

The main hurdles in the IndoUS security dia-
logue have been surmounted. As Strobe
Talbott observed earlier, “this security dia-
logue needs to expand beyond the recent focus
on non-proliferation and deal with issues such
as counter-terrorism.”’

It is, and terrorism is now a major plank of
the US-India security relationship. The most
important turnaround will come when India
ackowledges its responbilities in the global
non-proliferation regime.

To be fair, India has moved from its “total
non-discriminatory disarmament’” high horse
in the aftermath of the 1998 nuclear tests,
when the government co-sponsored a UN con-
vention on “reducing nuclear dangers’ by de-
alerting nuclear weapons and detargeting.

India wants to sit at the global high table. And
given the robust character of its nuclear estab-
lishment, there is no reason why it should not.

Howeves;-in this game India needs to figure
out whether more nuclear weapons is better
than a more resilient economy.

Until that happens, the nuclear area will
remain the only one where India and Pakistan
will remain inextricably linked. 4
HIB P
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€linton. VI Visit shoul |
bilater&l focUSPCORG.H)

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, FEB. 21. The AICC(I)
Foreign Affairs Cell chairman, Mr.
Natwar Singh, today said the
coming visit of the U.S. President,
Mr. Bill Clinton, should be guided
purely by bilateral matters and
not other considerations. At a
news conference here, Mr. Singh
said, “We all want his (Mr. Clin-
ton's) visit to be a great success
but his visit to India should not be
guided by where else he goes.”

The Congress(I) was obviously
referring to the statements ema-
nating from Government circles
opposing a possible visit of Mr.
Clinton to Pakistan. “It is for the
U.S. President to decide where he
will go. Why should be we be
bothered?,” he asked.

Saying that it was exactly an
year ago that the Prime Minister,
Mr. AB. Vajpayee, had gone to
Lahore as part of his much publi-
cised ‘bus diplomacy’, Mr. Singh
added that the subsequent events
had exposed the naivete of the
Government.

The Congress(l) leader said the
Vajpayee Government would
have to answer why the Kargil in-
trusions began exactly three
months after the Lahore declara-
tion. He said Indira Gandhi, who
signed the Shimla Pact with Zulfi-
kar Ali Bhutto after the 1971 war
which led to liberation of Bangla-
desh, did not lower vigil on the
borders.

have,

My. Singh referred to the state-
ments of the External Affairs Min-
ister} Mr. Jaswant Singh, hailing
hore declaration as a para-
shift in relations between
the two countries and wanted to
know the present state of rela-
tions. On the statement of the
Prime Minister that India could
resume the peace process only if
Pakistan vacated the PoK, Mr.
Singh said Mr. Vajpayee was only
restating the known position. He
said Parliament, by a resolution,
had asked Pakistan to return the
occupied part of Kashmir.

In a separate statement the
AICC(I) spokesman, Mr. Ajit Jogi,
said events after the Lahore decla-
ration had proved that the PM’s
vision of peace with Pakistan was
not based on anything more than
theatrical sentiments. He said it
was unfortunate that both the PM
and the Foreign Minister were
caught unawares by the events
which had unfolded after the dec-
laration.

“Just how ineffectual the duo is
was further underlined when they
acquiesced to the demands of the
still unknown hijackers, releasing
Pakistani-sponsored  terrorists
from jail. Mr. Jaswant Singh com-
pounded the humiliation by ac-
companying the freed terrorists to
Kandahar, where he was at the
mercy of the Taliban, a despotic
fundamentalist regime that few
governments have recognised,’
the statement said.

>
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NEW DELHI, Feb. 23. —
When the Vajpayee govern-
ment plays host to President
Clinton next month, it will set
the seal on a relationship that
began with uncertainty with
the US administration unsure
of whether a dialogue was pos-
sible with the “Hindu national-
ist” BJP government.

Tracing the course of the
Indo-US relationship in a
speech at the Centre for the
Advanced Study of India at the
University of Pennsylvania, Mr
Bruce Riedel, the Special

Assistant to the President,
revealed the misgivings the US
administration had had at the
change of political power in
India and the developments
leading to the President’s
visit, which, he said, would be
a trip to India and not to South
Asia.

While saying the nuclear tests
had dealt a severe blow to the
relations and that non-prolifera-
tion might come up during the
visit, Mr Riedel said the talks
between Mr Jaswant Singh and
Mr Strobe Talbott had improved
the atmosphere.

The Kargil conflict, in which
the US President had inter-
vened, had led to the develop-
ment of new confidence
between the leaders of India
and the USA. Mr Riedel, how-
ever, said the USA could not
ignore CIA’s assessment last
year that India and Pakistan
had come close to a nuclear
exchange.

The coup in Islamabad and
the hijacking had turned the
situation from bad to worse, he
said, while adding that
the USA did not intend to
mediate nor equate the two
countries.

India had become a global
player and demanded attention

Indo-US relation\s:/from)
ncertainty to trust .\ /

Mr Bill Clinton

and had a role in the balance of
power throughout Asia, Central
Asia, Persian Gulf and South
East Asia, Mr Riedel said. The
USA had common interests
with India in matters such as
terrorism, narcotics and unim-
peded flow of energy resources
through the Indian Ocean.

A change in the administra-
tion in Washington following
the US elections would not
derail the relationship, Mr
Riedel said, since both Vice-
President Gore and Governor
Bush had recognised the value
of India as a partner of the
USA.

THE STATESMAN
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By Sridhar Krishnaswami

WASHINGTON, FEB. 25. Qalling upon
India and the United, States to
move their bilateral relationship
to a new plane, the Democratic
Congressman from New York, Mr.
Gary Ackerman, is stressing that
based on the signs of ‘‘maturity
and realism”, there was now the
enormous opportunity in the
President, Mr. Bill Clinton’s trip
to build on and re-define the U.S.-
India relationship.

“... the President should identi-
fy India as our strategic partner in
South Asia recognising that India
is a responsible democratic na-
tion in the region and one with
which we can deal. Such recog-
nition provides the U.S. with the
opportunity to establish a new
paradigm in South Asia. We
should have a policy for India that
recognises and supports our com-
mon,”” Mr. Ackerman told a gath-
ering at the Centre for Strategic
and International Studies.

Mr. Ackerman, Co-chairman of
the Congressional Caucus on In-
dia and Indian Americans, argued
that the U.S. would have to work
with India and Pakistan on re-
gional issues based on its national

n/says

interests, but that in the pursuit of
those regional issues “we should
recognise the distinctions be-
tween countries and pursue our
interests accordingly”’.

The New York law-maker was
critical of Pakistan, especially its
role in terrorism and called on the

‘Clinton will stop
in Lahore’

WASHINGTON, FEB. 25 The U. S.
President, Mr. Bill Clinton,
will make a brief stop at La-
hore airport at the end of his
trip to India “to prop up pro-
western forces in Pakistan,”
the Washington Times report-
ed today. It attributed the in-
formation to a ‘“prominent
Pakistani-American.” — PTI

President not to schedule a trip to
Pakistan unless there were “iron
clad” guarantees of verifiable
steps that the proxy war against
India had been stopped; and Gen-
eral Pervez Musharraf giving a
date certain schedule for demo-
cratic elections. ‘Pakistan must
take back the doormat that says

, Redefine Indo-U.S. ties,

Ackerman

Terrorists Welcome,” the law-

maker pointed out.

He spoken of the need to de-
link India and Pakistan, or to take
that hyphen out between the two
countries when it came to Amer-
ican foreign policy.

Meanwhile, the Congressman,
Mr. Robert Menendez, described
as ‘“‘misguided” the efforts to
schedule a Presidential visit to Pa-
kistan as a part of Mr. Clinton’s
South Asia programme.

“Recently there has been an ef-
fort to pressure the President to
include a visit to Pakistan on the
trip. Last year Pakistan had a mil-
itary coup, sent its troops into In-
dian territory and allowed
international hijackers to escape
into its territory. Given that rec-
ord I understand the reasons for
not including Pakistan on the
President’s  original itinerary.
However, some want the Presi-
dent to turn his back on his long
standing commitment to pro-
mote democracy overseas by vis- |
iting this anti-democratic
regime,” the Democrat from Nevf‘
Jersey said in a letter to his col-
leagues.
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-issue at the centre of

" Indo-U.S. ties: Talb

By Sridhar Krishnaswami

WASHINGTON, FEB. 25. While the efforts are on to find
“commonality of views” on the non-proliferation
agenda, the Clinton administration is making the
point that there are a number of other areas that the
United States and India could cooperate. But the
bottom line was that the agreement on the nuclear
issues, which is now seen as “unfinished business™
was necessary if the bilateral relationship is not to be
constrained, including in area of sanctions.

This was basically the plain and yet blunt message
put through by the Deputy Secretary of State, Mr.
Strobe Talbott, at a seminar on India and the U.S.
organised by the South Asia Programme of the Cen-
tre for Strategic and International Studies. “The
President, Mr. Bill Clinton, is under no illusion that
the nuclear issue could be solved in one round be-
tween him and the Prime Minister, Mr. A. B. Vaj-
payee, any more than it has been resolved in 10 or 12
rounds between me and the External Affairs Minis-
ter, Mr. Jaswant Singh,” Mr. Talbott remarked.

Although it has become fashionable to argue that
India-U.S. relations had moved away from the dom-
inance of single issues to a more broad-based focus,
Mr. Talbott, for the most part, appeared to stress the
criticality of the nuclear agenda between the two
countries, leaving little doubt that this would be a
major component of Mr. Clinton’s talks with Indian
leaders when he visits the country next month.

“... on the four non-proliferation issues we are
going to have to find a way, including in the context
of the President’s trip, to remain engaged with each
other, working candidly with each other, being clear
eyed... we talk to each other rather seriously, and not
past each other and hope that the positions of the
two countries over a period of time narrows.”

“1 think... there will be certain limitations on our
ability to work together and cooperate in all areas.
But until we have commonality of views on the non-
proliferation agenda there will be plenty of other
areas where we could do much more. So that set of
nuclear issues is going to be an important test to the
maturity of our relationship, the statesmanship of
our leaders and also our ability in coming off the
President’s trip to improve upon the architecture of
the relationship... ,” Mr. Talbott remarked.

Taking issue with the notion that there was some-
thing “secretive” in the ongoing discussions be-
tween the U.S. and India, Mr. Talbott argued that the

substance ofthe issues, particularly in the realm of
non-proliferation, had been thoroughly spelled out

po-19

by both Mr. Jaswant Singh 4nd himself in interviews
to The Hindu. ‘These areltough issues. These are life
and death issues for both of us, in a way. India is
grappling with the questidn of how to ensure its safe-
ty and security... We dorl't want to appear to take
that lightly, appear to have all of the answers. We
don’t want to appear to be trying to impose our
experience, which had some scary moments, on In-
dia,” Mr. Talbott argued. Having said this the point
was also made that the U.S. had global interests and
responsibilities for non-proliferation concerns and
that it had a debt and trust of a number of countries
who could have gone nuclear, but did not.

“Our differences with India on the nuclear subject
do not in any way connote an accusation of irre-
sponsibility against India. They do not have anything
whatsoever to do with exotic, ominous scenarios of
potential conflict between the U.S. and India. It has
to do with the global non-proliferation regimes,” Mr.
Talbott said.

“What we are working on our Indian friends is a
set of concepts, respectful of Indian sovereignty and
of India’s sense of its defence needs to see if there are
ways that we can agree would constitute to India’s
making itself more part of the solution and not part
of the problem of global non-proliferation. And
that’s a tough issue,” he stressed.

In asking to take note of the extent to which the
administration had gone to using the Waiver Author-
ity granted by Congress in the realm of sanctions,
Mr. Talbott was very clear that Washington is in no
hurry to get rid of some sanctions soon especially as
it related to military and defence needs.

“Until we are able to work together to find more
common ground on the non-proliferation area,
there is going to be some significant, necessary limi-
tations, notably including in the military sphere and
we hope that will not be a permanent condition,”
Mr. Talbott remarked when asked if there was a pos-
sibility of easing up some sanctions related to the
military spheres in the run-up to the President’s vis-
it. He said the President’s itinerary in South Asia had
not been finalised and that whether or not Mr. Clin-
ton visits Pakistan would be decided on its own mer-
its and not “linked” to any other factor. Here the
senior administration official did point out of the
contradiction in the Government of India’s stance:
on the one hand saying that a Presidential visit to
Pakistan was a sovereign decision of the U.S.; and yet
at the same time India making the point that there
would be a negative “blowback” if Mr. Clinton vis-
ited Pakistan.
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Talbott: Clinton’s
India visit to open
new chapter in ties

/ .
N.C. Menon 4 "\1\
Washington, February 25

w, EPUTY SECRETARY o}

#State Strobe Talbott said on

” Thursday that India and
the US had common strategic
goals and there was much the two
nations could do by teaming up
with each other in trade and
investment, promotion of health,
battling terrorism and narcotics
trafficking. President Clinton was
committed to using his trip next
month to show that the two nations
were turning a new page in their
relationship.

There was, however, important
unfinished business and significant
differences between India and the
US on issues of non-proliferation
and nuclear weaponry. "We have
quite a bit of additional work to do
together,"' Talbott said. "This will
continue for quite some time. We
cannot sweep our differences
under the rug.”

Talbott was speaking at a confer-
ence on "Indo-US Relations at a
Crossroads”, organised by the
Center  for  Strategic &
International Studies here. Several
perspectives were brought forth by
speakers from various spheres.

Talbott made it clear that
President Clinton was under no
illusion that outstanding problems
would be solved during his discus-
sions with Prime Minister
Vajpayee. Hence, it was necessary
to "improve the architecture of our
relationship" after the President's
visit, something Secretary of State

"V Madeleine Albright would pursue

with External Affairs Minister
Jaswant Singh.

Although Talbott was obviously
upbeat on economic, trade and sci-
entific relations, his reference to
the differences seemed to be a bid
to tamp down unrealistic expecta-
tions from the visit, particularly
here in the US.

The Deputy Secretary pointed to
five unfinished items on the agen-
da: The Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty (CTBT), fissile material
production cut-off, India's defence
posture of a credible minimal
deterrence, export controls, and
Indo-Pak relations.

"Lots of people told me the last
would be the least promising and
most difficult," Talbott said. "But
thanks to the Lahore process, that
seemed to be going best of all the
five items -- till it hit the brick wall
in Kargil." He said India was not at
fault in the Kargil imbroglio. On
the four non-proliferation issues,
the two nations had to be clear-
eved and find a solution through
dialogue. Talbott agreed that ele-
ments of cooperation could be
diminished unless some common-
ality was found on proliferation.

Over 50 years, a consensus had
emerged around the world to work
together to rely less on nuclear
weapons. And then came the
nuclear tests of 1998.

Talbott made it clear that
America's differences with India
on the nuclear issue did not indi-
cate any accusation of irresponsi-
bility on the part of India.
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US report on
° W/\»’S
India for™

Washington, February 26

OUTH ASIA has been
Sseverely assailed in the US

State Department's annual
report on global human rights
abuses, which termed the violation
of human rights in the region as
"extensive", particularly highlight-
ing alleged abuses in India,
Pakistan, Sri Lanka and
China.

India has come under
attack for “societal vio-
lence” against religious
minorities, with its security
forces also being charged
with committing human
rights  abuses, most
notably in Kashmir, in the
US State Department's
annual report on the issue.

“The Indian

ident's agenda.

N

partially respect religious free-
dom,” it noted.

“The potential for renewed
Hindu-Muslim violence remains
considerable” in India as “Hindu
extremist groups continue to
attack Christians,” the report said.
It also accused both government
security forces and militants in
Kashmir and the north-east region

Rights on Clinton’s agenda

THE ISSUE of human rights situation is expected
to be on the agenda of US President Bill Clinton
when he visits India next month, a senior official has
said. "We (also state department) certainly believe it
will," said Harold Hongju Koh, Assistant Secretary
of State for democracy, human rights and labour,
when asked whether the issue would be on the pres-
PTl, Washington

socletal”

rights indicts

1olence’

Hiddu Dharma Raksha Samiti.”

In China, the authorities
widened a crackdown on dissent,
restricted religious freedom, limit-
ed the Press, persecuted minori-
ties, sanctioned extra-judicial
killings and ignored worker rights,
the report said.

The Dalai Lama, Tibetan experts
and others have expressed concern
that development projects
and other government
policies in China encour-
age a massive influx of the
Chinese into Tibet, over-
whelming Tibet’s tradi-
tional culture and diluting
Tibetan demographic
dominance, it said.

While the report held
both Sri Lankan govern-
ment and the Liberation
Tigers of Tamil Eelam

Government policy does

not favour any religious group, but
tension between Muslims and
Hindus and to a lesser extent
between Hindus and Christians,
continues to pose a challenge to
the secular foundations of the
state,” the report, released here
yesterday, said. “The governments
at state and local levels too only

of gross human rights violations
and named several organisations
affiliated or close to the ruling BJP
for violence against other religious
groups. The organisations named
include the BJP, RSS, -Hindu
Jagran Manch, Bajrang Dal,
Vishwa Hindu Parishad and “a
new Hindu militant group, the

(HE HINDUSTAN TIMER
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(LTTE) responsible for
gross violations of human rights, it
castigated India and Pakistan for
their part in human trafficking.

Women continued to face a wide
range of human rights abuses
throughout Asia, including dowry-
related violence in India,
Bangladesh and Nepal, the report
said. (PTI)
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By C. Raja Mohan

WASHINGTON, FEB. 26. With barely three weeks left be-
fore the U.B. President, Mr. Bill Clinton, arrives in

Plndia, the afiministration here is now in overdrive to

define the shape and substance of the first American
President visit to the region in 22 years.

Although under consideration for nearly two and
a half years, Indo-U.S. nuclear differences and the
unending argument over Mr. Clinton’s plan for a
brief stop over in Pakistan had led to delayed deci-
sion-making in both the capitals. As a result, both
sides are now scrambling to make the long-awaited
visit a success.

The final word on Mr. Clinton’s halt in Pakistan as
well as detailed itinerary of his extended travels in
India are likely to be announced in the next few
days.

Senior officials here hope that the President’s visit
would be a “turning point” in Indo-U.S. ties and
help build a “qualitatively different and better rela-
tionship” between the two nations despite the con-
tinuing divergence over the nuclear issue.Officials
from both sides are drafting a “vision statement”
that will capture the “spirit” of the new relationship
India and the U.S. want to have. At a more specific
level, the two sides are focussing on a six broad areas
of cooperation in which agreements are likely to be
signed during Mr. Clinton’s visit.

These areas are science and technology, economy
and commerce, energy and environment, education
and cultural exchange, health and social develop-

. Six agreements likely [
V to be signed with U.S.

ment, and mainly democracy and governance.

Officials here say the visit will not just be a one-
shot event towards the end of Mr. Clinton’s eight-
year tenure in the White House. It will be about
generating a ‘‘process” of sustained engagement be-
tween the two nations and the creation of a “‘new
architecture” for Indo-U.S. ties.

Senior officials working on the visit say Mr. Clin-
ton hopes to lay the foundation for a new relation-
ship during his trip and plans to build on it for the
rest of his term, which will conclude in January 2001.
The expectations here are that there will be series of
high level visits in the next few months to follow up
on the President’s visit.

And when the new administration — either Dem-
ocratic or Republican — takes over it would not have
to start from scratch.

Sources in the Clinton Administration are confi-
dent that all the four candidates in the current Presi-
dential race will ““see the wisdom” of Mr. Clinton’s
engagement of India in the pursuit of national in-
terests.

At the same time, the administration does not
want to raise expectations either at home or in India
of a dramatic breakthrough in Indo- U.S. relations.
Officials here say the U.S. and India cannot quickly
jump from “‘arms-length relationship” of the past
decades to a ““full embrace’".

The effort instead, the sources say, would be to
build a mature relationship that can cope with seri-
ous differences in some key areas while building a

solid cooperation in Oys.
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. Call for lifting
all sanctions
against India

WASHINGTON, FEB. 26. A senior U.S.
foreign policy aide has said that
the Clinton administration
should drop the remaining eco-
nomic sanctions%g,«'air‘lst India,

Noting that Mr. Mar L;%o
senior foreign policy aide to the
powerful Chairman of the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee, Mr.
Jesse Helms, did not call for lifting
of sanctions against Pakistan, The |
Washington Times said that Mr.
Helms, a one-time supporter of
Pakistan now tends to view India
with a “newfound” sympathy. ‘

|

“Mr. Swadesh Chatterjee, pres-
ident of the Indian American Fo-
rum for Political Education, has ‘
met Mr. Helms and, according to
congressional sources, opened
him up to a new view of India. |
Some U.S. strategic thinkers also :
find India increasingly valuable as
a long-term counterbalance to
the growth of Chinese influence
in Asia,” it added.

The India caucus, consisting of
106 members, and leading Re-
publicans have made similar de-
mands. — PTI
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Be firm with India,
W0 Chma tells U.S.

D! \‘\ y C. Raja Mohan

WASHINBTON, FEB. 27. Under pres-
sure frpm China and other na-
tions tq hold firm on nuclear
issues with New Delhi, the Clin-
ton Adniinistration is at pains to
suggest 'that non-proliferation
remains an ‘unfininshed busi-
ness’ between India and the
Unjted States. ’

The decision by the U.S. Presi-
dent, Mr. Bill Clinton, to explore
a new political partnership with
India despite the differences over
the nucelar issue is leading to po-
litical heartburn in some coun-
tries, in particular China.

Chinese officials, according to

informed sources here, had some
tough questions to the U.S. Dep-
uty Secretary of State, Mr. Strobe
Talbott, who was in Beijing last
week for a round of Sino-U.S.
consultations on various strate-
| gic issues.
' China seems to have told Mr.
Talbott, who has led Washing-
ton’s nuclear dialogue with New
Delhi since the tests of May 1998,
that Beijing is not opposed to an
American engagement with In-
dia. But Beijing apparently re-
minded Mr. Talbott of the
American obligations to the in-
. ternational non-proliferation re-
. gime and the importance of not
accepting additional states into
the nuclear club.

Chinese officials have often
publicly objected to Mr. Talbott’s
nuclear dialogue with the Exter-
nal Affairs Minister, Mr. Jaswant
Singh. They see it as a violation
of the U.N. Security Council reso-
lution No 1172 unanimously
adopted in June 1998 following
the south Asian tests.

The resolution had urged India
and Pakistan to give up their pro-
grammes on nucelar weapons
and missiles and abide by the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation re-
! gime.

! The Talbott-Singh nuclear dia-
logue, however, is based on the
premise that India’s need for a
minimum nuclear deterrent

could be ‘harmonised’ with the
non-proliferation objectives of
the U.S.

The absence of a final nuclear
accord between New Delhi and
Washington despite 12 rounds of
the Talbott-Singh dialogue and
the perceived tension between
the NPT regime and India’s nu-
clear weapon programme have
given an opportunity for coun-
tries like China as well as domes-
tic American arms control
groups to caution Mr. Clinton
against abandoning the U.S.
non- proliferation objectives, vis
a vis India.

Senior officials of the Adminis-
tration are walking a fine line to
explain the decision of Mr. Clin-
ton to visit India and build a new
Indo-U.S. relationship despite
the nuclear differences.

They are making three points.
First, the U.S. continues to be-
lieve that the Indian decision to
test nuclear weapons in May
1998 was a mistake and has not
served New Delhi’s interests.

Second, their dialogue with In-
dia, however, is based on the rec-
ognition that India has the
sovereign right to make its secu-
rity decisions and that it is not
realistic to believe that New Del-
hi’s nuclear weapon programme
can be rolled back.

Third, the American decision
to improve relations with India,
does not mean that the ‘non-pro-
liferation skunk’ will be kept out
of Mr. Clinton’s ‘picnic party’ in
India. Mr. Clinton is expected to
urge India to join the global
mainstream by accepting the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty
(CTBT) and other bench marks
outlined by the U.S.

The U.S. is determined to build
a qualitatively different and bet-
ter relationship with India, de-
spite the nuclear problem. That
does not mean the nuclear issues
are out of the Indo-U.S. agenda.
They would remain there and
ways must be found to address
the divergence over arms control
and non- proliferation.
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enetrating Iiisights
The Sub-text of the Clinton Visit

(\\\/\y o

HAT is it about the United

States that unhinges those
who make and comment on foreign
policy? Consider an analysis in a
major daily that calls on the Indian
government not to indulge in ‘panic
selling’ of ‘domestic interests.” Or
the prime minister’s statement say-
ing India would “seriously disap-
prove” of a Clinton visit to Pak-
istan. For that matter, take note of
the foreign secretary’s statement in
Washington that a Clinton visit to
Pakistan will provoke a “public re-
action” in India. Or other rhetori-
cal comments that derogatorily re-
fer to Clinton as a “lame duck,”
whom India should not take
seriously.

For starters, India has little to sell
on the foreign policy market. No
matter how India’s foreign policy
mandarins posture on the CTBT,
the nuclear test ban treaty or the
NPT that precludes the develop-
ment of nuclear weapons, there is a
conspicuous “no entry” sign post-
ed outside the nuclear weapons’
club. Nor is India welcome in other
blocs such as ASEAN, consisting
of the countries in Southeast Asia,
Asem, the Asian-European group-
ing of APEC, the Asia-Pacific bloc.
Besides, there’s not much left of
NAM, the non-aligned movement
on whose stage Indian commissars
once strutted and fretted, full of
sound and fury, signifying nothing.

Measure of Ignorance

As for the “serious disapproval”
of or “public reaction” to Presi-
dent Bill Clinton’s possible visit to
Pakistan, there is no reason to be-
lieve that Washington is quaking in
its shoes. Such disingenuous pos-
turing impresses nobody, including
the likes of the India caucus in the
US Congress. In fact, the caucus
exists largely as a source for Indian
media and as such is portrayed as
more influential than it really is. As
for the “lame duck” portrayal of
Bill Clinton, it is a measure of the
ignorance of the Indian commen-
tariat to believe that the US presi-
dency can ever be construed as
such. Unlike in India, with its high-
ly personalised politics, US inter-
ests transcend the rough and tum-
ble of domestic politics.

Such inane posturing by India’s
foreign policy mandarins has ob-
scured perhaps the most significant
statement of all. Here’s what Presi-
dent Clinton has to say about the
visit. “I hope that my trip will serve
to highlight to Americans the im-
portance of that region to us and
the very real danger that a conflict
between India and Pakistan not

i)) 1 /Ky RAJIV DESAI

nfained is one of the most signif-
icark security threats to the inter-
ests\of the United States in this
new gentury,” he told reporters at a
press| conference. Translation —
the United States proposes to play
an active role in the subcontinent
where governments, egged on by
religious fundamentalists on both
sides, have upped the ante
by resorting to tit-for-tat nuclear
explosions.

Stunning Success

In his unprecedented public
statement, Clinton has cc.aimitted
the United States to managing the
conflict. And it is not so much a
matter of “US hegemony” but a
signal to the American people to
pay more attention to this region.
As a rule, American horizons do
not extend too far beyond Europe.
India, as most of us who have had
any dealings at all with Americans
know, does not figure at all in the
public consciousness. Hence, the
government remainos largely unac-
countable in its dealings with In-
dia. With his powerful appeal to
the American people, Clinton has
sought to take Washington’s India
policy out of the clutches of hawk-
ish diplomats and defence strate-
gists as well as arcane scholars with
high society connections. India
should welcome Clinton’s efforts,
not spurn them.

For all his problems, William Jef-
ferson Clinton is arguably the
brightest and most perspicacious
occupant of the White House in
the 20th century. What he had to
say about the subcontinent is valu-
able even for the various “experts”
who are leading the debate on his
visit. In a subtle way, Clinton re-
minds us that we live in a region
that houses the largest number of
the world’s poorest and illiterate
people. “You’re talking about peo-
ple (of the subcontinent) who are
basically immensely talented, have
a strong work ethic, a deep devo-
tion to their faith and to their fami-
lies. There is nothing they could not
do. And it is heartbreaking to me
see how much they hold each other
back by being trapped in yester-
day’s conflicts,” Clinton said at his
press conference. No other politi-
cian Indian, Pakistani,
Bangladeshi or American, has
made a more honest assessment of
the problems of the subcontinent.

Clearly, Clinton’s insight is
drawn from his knowledge of the
immigrant community from the
subcontinent. “(They) have been
among the most successful in terms
of education and income level.

They have worked and succeeded
stunningly well in the United
States...” he said. The subtext in his
comment is a question: Why do In-
dians do well in the US but not in
India? Just so we understand,
would Kalpana Chawla, the Indi-
an-born US astronaut, have even
managed to get an appointment
with a joint secretary in India’s
space ministry? More than likely,
she would have ended up a frus-
trated college teacher, not too far
from the mofussil confines of Kar-
nal, her hometown in Haryana.

For those of us who live in India
in these troubled times, Clinton’s
observations are on the money.
Just consider as India struggles to
deal with the problems of gover-
nance, infrastructure and reforms,
antediluvian forces have raised
their voices and tridents to hold
law and order to ransom over such
trivial issues as the making of a
film and the celebration of Valen-
tine’s Day. They live by and
are willing to die for “‘yesterday’s
conflicts” such as the Mughal inva-
sion, British colonialism and what
have you.

Clinton’s Insight

Meanwhile, citizens of present-
day India continue to suffer the
worst form of indignities, whether
it is power cuts, pollution, crime
and the virtual breakdown of civil
society. The bitter fruits of the divi-
sive politics practised by petty men
and women are forced down the
throats of innocent citizens who
want no more than a decent life for
themselves and their families, who
would practice their faith in pri-
vate and who want a good life for
their children. In the grip of these
mediocre people, India has be-
come a hopeless wasteland.

Is it any wonder that lines of
visa-seekers outside the western
diplomatic missions in Delhi and
the various state capitals continue
to grow? There is no greater insult
to Indian culture than the eager-
ness of ordinary Indians to leave
the shores of this land. Even worse,
Indians seem to succeed every-
where except at home. Bill Clin-
ton’s insight is penetrating. For that
reason alone, we should welcome
the visit and never mind the
naysayers.

(The author has written a book
‘Indian  Busi-
ness Culture’,
published by
Butterworth-
Heineman
(Oxford, UK)
in 1999)
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US ‘expert for lifting trade curbs

BY OUR CORRESPONDENT Q}F\(

Bangalore, Jan. 4: Massachusetts-
based S & P Associates president
and expert on International Eco-
nomic and Trade Policy Dr Abdul
Shaik Shaik'made a strong case for
the removal-of trade barriers: and

the opening up of Indian markets .

for.a free flow of trade, both.out-
ward and inward. -

At a meeting organised by the
Federation of Karnataka Chambers
of Commerce and Industry here on
Monday, he cited the US trade pol-
icy as an example well worth emu-

lating. Dr Shaik s 'd\he US was

- the only developed hation that con-

tinued to register ecqnomic growth.
The key reason for this, he said,
was the fact that the US followed
an open-market policy with low tar-
iffs and active encouragement to
private innovation.

Refuting the view that the USA
was trying to muscle into weaker
economies, Dr-Shaik said that, on
the contrary, the US, with 5% of
the world’s population. consumes
22% of the world’s goods and that
the expected trade deficit this year
was to the tune of 300 billion dol-

of trade.

lats. With regard to India as an
emerging market, Dr Shaik pointed
out that'the US estimates there are
350 million Indians with middle or
higher: levéls of income, a figure
no other European country can
offer.

Why then, Dr Shaik asked, is
trade not flowing either in or out of
India, the way it is in the rest of the
world? _

Business, labour and government
need to work together with the gov-
ermment acting as -a driver rather
than.an impediment in the process

' The Economic Times
- 5 JAN 20D

" The major issues facing Indo-

- US trade are tariff and non tariff
.trade barriers, customs regula-

tions, tariff rates and taxes, import-
license requirements, labelling -
requirements and export controls,
he said. :

He said taxes could be either, an :
impediment or a promoter of*

-growth and that tax reforms should ¢

be examined in terms of their'
impact on allocation of resources,
production, consumption, distribu- *

tion of income, dem: the
choices between virgs and
investments.



_~PERFIDY IS POLICY

@f\ﬁp Great expectations from the US

discourage terrorism against India. He is also right to point
out that things would have been  different if Osama bin Laden
had been involved; George is well aware of America’s allergy
on the subject. Foreign Minister Jaswant Singh says much the
same thing in different language and the Prime Minister
maintains an above it all position which is good tactics. Two
points need to be made. One, the consequence of declaring any
country a terrorist state is immediate and categorical. Inter
alia, it means breaking off diplomatic relations. In substance
and in fact India has not broken off relations with Islamabad
and we are therefore asking the United States to do something
we have not done ourselves. Does the point not strike our min-
isters or are they only making propaganda points? The other
aspect is very important and we studiously refuse to face it —
we have kept our head in the sand over it for very many years
and lived on in hope without expectation. In this instance, it
would be a distinct advantage if the same hope did not spring
eternal. The central issue is that there are no permanent
friends in foreign policy, only permanent interests. In simple
terms, from the perspective of the United States, India is a
friend, cool and distant most of the time, also unpredictable.
Pakistan is a client state, safe and pliable. Is there really a
choice between the two? Not in Washington. Hence the refusal
to see the evidence, hence President Clinton's anxiety to medi-
ate in Kashmir, a move the Prime Minister lost no time to
checkmate. One of the hijackers is seen in Karachi, another in
Pakistan-occupied Kashmir, and that by independent
observers, not Indian agents. But America says the hijacking
was only one incident and does not lead to any general infer-
ences about the nature of the state. If they had pointed out
that India was asking for something it was not doing itself, it
would have placed America in an invidious situation at India’s
instance which it has no intention of courting.
As for the United Kingdom, if Tony Blair saw anything dif-
- ferently from Bill Clinton it would be a wonder. There is no
point in flogging a dead horse. The international community
will not brand Pakistan a terrorist state for reasons that are
clear and have been clear for some time. The two have indeed
called for democracy in Pakistan. But they do business with
Musharraf as they did with General Zia even after he mur-
dered Bhutto.The further question arises: how does it help.
Our ambassadors may be instructed to go round the world
dancing the bhangra to this tune but it will not help the situa-
tion on the ground where it matters — in Kashmir or in the '
sub-continent. It matters not whether General Musharraf was
correctly gfioted about using nuclear weapons. He will use
them if h¢ thinks he can get away with it.
Can we grow up please!
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India see§/

réason in U.S.
<0 statemerft

NEW DELHI, JAN. 7 India today
termed as “‘entirely understanda-
ble” the statement by the U.S.
asking Pakistan to prosecute
Maulana Masood Azharfor his
speech in Karachi threatening
Americans and Indian!{l\

Reacting to the statement of the
State Department spokesman,
Mr. James Rubin, a spokesman of
the External Affairs Ministry, told
reporters here that it was not for
the first time that such strong
statements had emanated from
terrorist groups which had been
allowed to thrive in Pakistan.

Mr. Rubin had said that his
country would hold Islamabad re-
sponsible for Masood Azhar’s

‘terrorist’ activities which threat-

en the lives of Indian and U.S. ci-

tizens. The foreign office "

spokesman recalled that the ter-
rorist group Lashkar-i-Taiba, dur-
ing its recent convention in
Lahore, had called for the launch
of a ‘jehad’ (holy war) against the
U.S. and India and threatened vi-
olence against various countries
and their leaders.“Pakistan has
chosen to overlook such state-

i ments’”, he said.— PTI

THE HINDU
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US experts analysing
effects of hijacking ,,

Washington, January 8

r/'\—
THERE'S STILL no sigMa\ the
United States will agree to India's
request that Pakistan be declared a
terrorist state. Despite the fact
there's been no outright refusal,
analysts in Washington don't seem
to believe that it will happen.

Think tanks here are studying the
aftermath of the Indian Airlines
hijack and are trying to work out
where it leaves the Clinton
Administration.

In particular, what the implica-
tions are for relations with
Islamabad. Delhi has called for
Pakistan to be designated a terror-
ist state but America has not done
S0,

An official at the US State
Department said that Pakistan had
not joined the list of seven coun-
tries considered to be state spon-
sors of terrorism, because it had

. L’)%mt reached that level”. \

The official also said the Jlist is
always under review” but some
observers doubt that Delhi will get
its way, pointing to India's own
past.

"In the Indian operations in
Bangladesh, which I happen to
have supported in fact, and in the
Indian operation in Sri Lanka
there was official Indian involve-
ment in separatist movements in
both cases.

Both Bangladeshi and Tamil
Tiger cadres were trained in India
and then fed back into the respec-.
tive countries. The Indian govern-
ment was complicit in those opera-
tions, so the Indian position that
this is terrorism and not freedom
fighting is a subject of interpreta-
tion. My terrorist is your freedom
fighter and vice versa," said
Stephen Cohen at the Brookings
Institution here. (ANI)

THE HINDUSTAN TIMES
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JIndia’s complaint
prompts USA
to renew talks

A 0\\\

NEW DELHI, Jan. 8. — India and the USA have renewed\a;\\liks
on com}}atting terrorism in the sub-continent after the Indian

STATESMAN NEWS SERVICE

lines hijack crisis .

Home ministry officials say the talks began dfter n&aid the
USA didn't cooperate during the crisis.

The commander-admiral of the US Army's Pacific Ocean
Command, Mr Denis Blair, is in Delhi to hold talks. He is accom-
panied by five Senate members, though their presence is being
linked to President Bill Clinton's visit.

Mr Blair reportedly held detailed discussions with officials,
including the security advisor, Mr Brajesh Mishra, and the
Services chiefs. The home and forelgn ministers too are partici-
pating in the talks, it was learnt.

The Cabinet Committee on Security met this evening to review
the talks and the stock of the post-hijack situation.

Though the freed militants are in Pakistan, the government
feels the hijackers are still in Afghanistan, taking advantage of
Kabul not having diplomatic ties with India or the USA.

India reportedly told the USA about its “dissatisfaction” over
Washington’s role when the IA plane was g‘rounded at Dubai for
about two-and-a-half hours.

The government felt that had the US help come in time, the
hijackers could have been nabbed. The plane left for Kandahar
because of US non-cooperation.

The plane landed at Dubai at 1.35 a.m. (IST) on 25 Decem&{/
after leaving Amritsar. Though Indian authorities are to be
blamed for failing to act at Amritsar, the special team, including
the home, foreign and civil aviation ministers reportedly got an
assurance of help from the USA when ‘the plane landed
at Dubai.

Officials say Mr Jaswant Singh got in touch with US authorities
from Rajiv Bhavan, where the crisis management group was oper-
ating from

The foreign secretary, Mr Lalit Mansingh, reportedly spoke to
the US anti-terrorism squad chief, seeking help to free the
hostages. India's contention is that since talks with the USA on
cooperation in curbing terrorism were already on, this was the
best time for Washington to help India.

The excellent US-UAE diplomatic ties was cause enough for
Washington to help India, officials said. Besides, a Pentagon team
was already in Dubai and could have helped defuse the crisis.

Apparently, the USA promised help and Mr Jaswant Singh was
hopeful of resolving the hijack crisis in Dubai. But the USA kept
silent for two-and-a-half hours, and the plane left for Kandahar
after refuelling.

The US Ambassador is learnt to have spoken to the Indian for-
eign and home ministers on Thursday and gave an assurance of a
report being submitted to the Indian government on what went
wrong in Dubai.

THE STATESMAN
"9 JAN 2D



India feels betrayed by -

US inacti tion in hijack drama

\Q\Our Political Bureau %

NEW DELHI 9 JANUARY
jjacking of IC-814 provid-
d an opportunity to India
ald the US to put their
new-found cooperation in tack-
ling terrorism to test for the first
time. Unfortunately, however,
the two countries got their lines
crossed, with the result that India
felt let down.

According to highly-placed
sources, when the Indian govern-
ment realised that the plane was
heading towards Dubai on the
night of December 24, the crisis
management group, still reeling
from the Amritsar bungling, de-
cided to request the US to help
out in Dubaj, to terminate the hi-
jacking there. They were banking
on not only India’s good relations
with the UAE, but also US’ over-
whelming influence in the Gulf.

Conversations between Indi-
an officials and Michael Sheehan,
US state department coordinator
on counter-terrorism, and also
between the foreign minister
Jaswant Singh and Strobe Talbott
led India to be-
lieve that the US
had made a com-
mitment of sorts
to help terminate
the hijacking in
Dubai.

Events, as it
turned out, took
a different twist.
Though the
plane was in
Dubai for over
two hours, dur-
ing which time
27 passengers
were also re-
eased, India
vaited in vain
or the US to act.

'he US’ silence

The Economic Times

AIR TROUBLE: Indo-US convergence fails

was a deep blow to India, which
has, in the aftermath of the inci-
dent, reportedly expressed its
deep disappointment to the
Americans.

US ambassador Richard Ce-
leste has been told in no uncer-
tain terms of India’s unhappi-
ness. It is learnt that a more thor-
ough review of the reasons for US
inaction will be presented to the
Indian government.

Indo-US convergence in tack-
ling terrorism has been in the
news lately, with Sheehan visit-
ing Delhi and senior MEA offi-
cials going to Washington to work
out areas of cooperation. There is
also a plan to share intelligence

10 JAN 200

between the M

countries by swap-
ping officials.

Other sources
point to a residual
but  perceptible
schism within the
US state department
regarding US’ ap-
proach to India that
continues to cloud
US-India relations. While there
is a growing band of “new India”
sympathisers within the estab-
lishment, led by the President,
some old South Asia hands still
tend to regard India with some
suspicion. They are still hesitant
about favouring India over Pak-
istan and would rather the US
maintain the traditional “parity”
between the two neighbours.

It is this “lack of clarity” that
has led to some confusion in India
regarding US’ precise intentions
in this region. While government
sources here assert that they had
expected the US to play a far more
proactive role during the hijack
crisis, US sources publicly main-
tain that it was
India’s own af-
fair.

- The raoking
Democrat mem-
ber in the US
house of Repre-
sentatives, Sam
Gejdenson (D-
Connecticut),
here to build ties
with the Indian
government,
said the US
made “every ef-
fort to be help-
ful,” while ad-




~India, USA
to lift trade
barriers

peorers LA\ v

WASHINGTON, J\an. 10. —
The USA and India have
agreed to lift barriers in agri-
culture, textiles and other
key sectors, one month after
1-the eollapse of global trade
talks in Seattle.

The agreement calls for
India to lift more than 1,400
specific import restrictions,
clearing the way for more
trade in a wide range of con-
sumer goods and manufac-
tured products, US trade rep-
resentative Charlene
Barshefsky said today.

Half the restrictions will go
within three months; the rest
wiJl’follow by 1 April 2001.

dia has reached similar
v agreements with the EU,
Japan and other countries to
remove trade barriers by
April 2003.

The pact with the USA "will
provide — for the first time
in 50 years for some products
— market access opportuni-
ties for US producers in key
sectors such as textiles, agri-
culture, consumer goods and
a wide variety of manufactu-
red products. This will at the
same time stimulate invest-
ment, competition, and eco-
nomic activity in India," Bar-
shefsky said in a statement.

US officials said the agree-
ment was a sign of warming
trade relations with India,
the USA's 33rd-largest
export market. The pact,
negotiated from the US side |
by deputy trade representa- |
tive Susan Esserman, was:
signed last week. :\

India agreed to lift the im- ;
port bans and licensing re- !
quirements following a WTO |
ruling in August 1999, which |
found New Delhi in violation ]
of its market-access obliga- |
tions as a WTO member. ‘

HE STATESMAN
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~
U.S., India reach
trade agreement

WASHINGTON, JAN. 10. The U. S. to-
day said that it had reached a
' trade agreement with India to
eliminate barriers in agriculture,
textiles and other key sectors. The
U.S. Trade Representative, Ms.
Charlene Barshefsky said that the
agreement calls for India to lift
more than 1,400 specific import
restrictions. Half of the restric-
tions will be lifted within three
months and the rest by April 1,

2000 l
ons

*“ Eliminating these restrigt
will provide — for the first ime in
fifty years for some products —
market access opportunities for
U.S. producers in key sectors such
as textiles, agriculture, consumer
goods and a wide variety of man-
ufactured products, and at the
same time will stimulate invest-
ment, competition, and econom-
ic activity in India,” Ms.
Barshefsky said in a statement.

The agreement was negotiated
by Deputy U.S. Trade Representa-
tive, Ms. Susan Esserman and was
signed last week. India agreed to
lift these import bans and licens-

/in"g requirements following a
i~ World Trade Organisation (WTO)
ruling in August 1999, that found
New Delhi violating its market-
access obligations as a WTO

member/

THE HINDU
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Tgaétivating India, US

miulitary ties hinges on

Jaswant, Talbott t

Shishir Gupta .

New Delhi, January 11 H/l* 21‘
. \
REACTIVATION OF miilitary-to-
military co-operation between
India and the United States is
hinged on the final outcome of
Strobe Talbott-Jaswant Singh’s
talks, according to highly-placed
‘Defence Ministry sources.

This was the backdrop under
which the visiting US Commander-
in-Chief  of  the Pacific
Commander, Admiral Dennis
Blair, held informal parleys with
the three Services Chiefs.

The Pacific Fleet Commander
also met External Affairs Minister
Jaswant Singh alongwith
Democrat Congressman Sam
Gejdenson at Hyderabad House
on Sunday and also exchanged
courtesies with Defence Minister
George Fernandes.

The three Service Chiefs in their
interaction conveyed India’s secu-
rity concerns and views on terror-
ism to Admiral Blair, While the
Services appreciated United States
lifting sanctions partially, the visit-
ing dignitary was told about lack of
US-made military spares.

Admiral Blair, who heads the
most powerful command in the
United States forces, met Navy
Chief Admiral Sushil Kumar on
Monday. During this informal
interaction, Admiral Blair was
informed that a majority of Indian
Navy’s Sea Harrier jump-jets and
Sea King helicopters were ground-
ed for the want of such spares.

Although the Harriers and Sea
Kings are British-made, they have
certain vital components that are
of US origin. It seems that follow-
ing US sanctions, a number of air-
craft kits that were sent to Britain
for overhauling or repairs have not
been sent back due to lack of these
spares. It is pertinent to point out

lks

that India has § tXisted British
manufacture Hawk as the
advanced jet traingr for the IAF.
There is a view #n the Services
Headquarters tha{ India should
only think in terms &f British Hawk
only if the UK Government
assures of uninterrupted supply of
spares and take up the Indian
Navy’s spares problem on a priori-
ty basis.

Admiral Blair met Air Chief Air
Chief Marshal A Y Tipnis and
Army Chief General V P Malik
today. It is understood that there
was a convergence of views on ter-
rorism between the Service Chiefs
and the Pacific Fleet Commander.

The Service Chiefs made it clear
that like Washington, New Delhi
was not against anti-Islam, but
against the forces that are instru-
mental for terrorists activities on
Indian soil.

However, there was differences
over threat perceptions between
the Chiefs and the visiting digni-
tary. Admiral Blair is understood
to have differed with the Services
over their threat perception over
China. The Pacific Fleet
Commander was told of cross-bor-
der terrorism and the “proxy war”
waged by Pakistan in the state of
Jammu and Kashmir. It seems the
Indian defence establishment has
kept Admiral Blair's visit on a low-
key for want of any policy direc-
tions from the political masters.

During the interaction with the
visiting dignitary, it became clear
that India does not want to commit
on forging military ties with the US
till such time the Talbott-Singh
talks reach a certain conclusion.

Officials said that it was only
after the policy framework is
decided that India and US can
think of reviving the Defence
Policy Group and service-to-ser-
vice steering committees. / S

7

THE HINDUSTAN TIMES
117 AN 200



~ India gets 3 more months
« to end import quotas

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, JAN.11. An agreement reached last
week on the remdval of quantitative restric-
tions (QRs) on impbrts between India and the
United States ensutes that these will be com-
pletely eliminated by April 2001. Finalised last
week, the agreement implements a decision
by the disputes settlements panel of the World
Trade Organisation on the issue.

Under the terms now concluded, India will
remove the QRs on 714 tariff lines by April this
year, while curbs on the remaining 715 tariff
lines will be lifted by April next 2001. Though
the agreement was not formally announced
here, Commerce Ministry officials say the
time-frame on the removal of the QRs now
agreed upon is slightly better than had been
demanded by the U.S. The WTO panel had
given India over 15 months to implement the
decision from the date of the reports being
adopted in September last year. On the other

ﬂis‘a \ s 1' - ¢
Mr. Murasoli Maran... vigorous advocate
of Iindia’s interests at WTO talks.

hand, the U.S. indicated that it was not willing
to give even 15 months to India for imple-
mentation. Subsequently, after a series of bi-
lateral negotiations, it has been decided to
give India 18 months to implement the phase-
out of the QRs. Currently, there are 1,429 tariff
lines on which the QRs are still maintained by

this country on the ground of balance of pay-
ments problems.

The Commerce Ministry said that in antici-
pation of the decision, it had already been
gradually removing the QRs on imports over
the last few years. Out of the 1,429 tariff lines,
685 had already been shifted to the special
import licence list (SIL).

The U.S., which has fought a long battle to
remove the QRs on Indian imports, has point-
ed out that market access would now be avail-
able for American companies in key sectors
such as textiles, agriculture, consumer goods
and a wide variety of manufacture products.
This has been described as a landmark agree-
ment by the U.S. Trade Representative, Ms.
Charlene Barshefsky. But the benefit of re-
moving the QRs go to all countries as these
have been lifted for all of this country’s trade
partners. India has already concluded similar
agreements on lifting the QRs with several
countries including Japan and the European
Union.

The U.S. filed this dispute at the WTO on
March 31, 1997. Subsequently, several other
countries followed suit. But India was able to
negotiate a reasonable time-frame for the re-
moval of the QRs with these countries before
the issue was taken to the disputes panel.

The entire issue hinged largely on India’s
claim that its balance of payments situation
justified import restrictions. This was based
on Article 18 of the GATT 1994 which provided
for residual QRs on imports for BoP purposes.
The WTO, however, referred to a study by the
International Monetary Fund saying that India
no longer had a BoP problem that justified
such terms. This ruling was given in its report
of April 6 last year. India had appealed against
the panel’s findings to the WTO appellate
body. In its report released on August 23 last
year, the appellate body ruled that India was
not justified in maintaining these QRs on BoP
grounds and requested that it bring its mea-
sures in conformity with its WTO obligations.

Under the provision of the WTO disputes
settlement machinery, the U.S. and India were
asked to negotiate a time-framg for India to
implement the report. Those t
in the agreement reached lagf'week. The Com-

merce Ministry maintains that during the talks
the Indian side had sought more than the nor-
mal 15 months for implementation.The U.S.,
however, was not willing to give even 15
months. Under the present agreement, India
has been able to ensure an 18-month phase-
out of the QRs ultimately.

The Ministry points out that under the
WTO, the members can provide tariff protec-
tion to their domestic industry and can also
increase tariffs so long as such increase does
not exceed the bindings. Besides, safeguard
and anti-dumping actions are among the sev-
eral other instruments available for safeguard-
ing our concerns, it says.

India has already lifted all the QRs for the
SAARC member-countries, the Union Com-
merce Secretary, Mr.P.P. Prabhu, told The
Hindu today.

PTI reports from Washington:

Announcing the agreement on Monday, Ms.

Ms. Chariene Barshefsky... tough

bargaining.
Barshefsky told newsmen here that items on
which India maintained import restrictions
included agriculture and textile items. India
had originally maintained quantitative restric-
tions on imports from U.S. in as many as 2,700
items.

Text of the accord: Page 14
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%‘rorlsm to fl§ure n Indo US talks

INDIA AND the Sw111 di
wide range of issues, including ter-
rorism, during the proposed visit
of President Bill Clinton to New
Delhi and the forthcoming Indo-
US talks, Indian Ambassador to
US Naresh Chandra said.
Clinton’s visit and the Indo-US
talks on January 17-18 (Strobe
Talbott-Jaswant Singh talks in
London) will cover a wide spec-
trum issues affecting long term

relations between the two coun-
tries, Mr Chandra told reporters.
However, he disagreed with a
reporter about the usefulness of
Clinton’s visit as his term expires at
the year-end. “The discussions
between nations cover long range
issues, which may have implica-
tions for years to come and change
in administrations do not affect
them.
PTI, New York
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IT IS UNFORTUNATE that it required an an-
nouncement in Washington by the U.S. Govern-
ment for the formal news of a bilateral trade
agreement between India and the U.S. to reach
Indian shores. Fear of criticism by the political
opposition and sections of Indian industry had
persuaded the Government that silence was nec-
essary. The agreement on an accelerated time-
table for the removal of all quantitative restric-
tions (QRs) on imports by India had been signed
in late December. But silence does not help in
tackling the issues that will arise with a shift from
QRs to tariff-based measures for the regulation of
imports.

For close to half a century India has been
maintaining QRs on a substantial proportion of
its imports, which has in effect meant that the
products were either banned or permitted only
on the discretion of the Government. These con-
trols were maintained on the ground that India
had balance of payments difficulties. But what
could be justified earlier under the GATT/WTO
rules came increasingly under criticism in the
mid-1990s as India’s foreign exchange reserves
remained largely over $25 billion. With all but a
handful of countries switching over from QRs to
import tariffs, India was taken in 1997 to the
WTQ'’s Dispute Settlement Body by the U.S.
which had demanded an immediate lifting of all
controls. Having lost that dispute, India has ne-
gotiated an agreement that brings forward by two
years, to 2001, the removal of all QRs. Though the
shift to tariffs has been taking place gradually
since 1991, the QRs that remain on 1,429 product
lines are largely in the ‘sensitive’ categories of
consumer products and agriculture. Controls on
the first lot will be removed in April this year and
the remaining in April 2001, though the Govern-
ment is yet to make public which QRs will be
removed when. The removal of the QRs will not
mean that there will be a flood of imports. The
Government will be able to levy import duties of
its choosing — provided they are below the

THURSDAY, JANUARY 13, 2000

OF IMPORT CONTROLS 3\
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bound rates — in order to regulate imports. With
Indian consumers proving themselves to be
price-conscious, domestic industry should con-
tinue to enjoy a price advantage over imported
products. However, in an environment in which
the tendency has been to move to a lower tariff
regime, the protection now provided by a high
average import tariff will not be available for
long. The ability of Indian industry to compete
against imports — especially of consumer prod-
ucts — will then depend on both price and qual-
ity.

In the immediate future, three sets of issues
have to be addressed. First, decades ago India
had bound its tariffs at GATT on some agricultu-
ral commodities at the zero rate. This did not
matter as long as these products enjoyed protec-
tion in the QR regime. But if Indian farmers and
processors are to enjoy a modicum of protection,
then these tariffs have to be re-negotiated before
all the QRs are removed. The negotiations which
have been going on for some time have to be
completed quickly. Second, the Government will
have to find a way of addressing the anomalous
situation of allowing import of some products
which are reserved for production in the small-
scale sector. The third and high-profile area is
import of used cars. With second-hand cars of
high quality available at throwaway prices in a
number of foreign markets, imports in the post-

i
i

QR regime could pose a major threat to the pro- :

ducers — India and foreign — in the local mar-
ket. Since India has so far not bound its tariffs on
cars, it does have the freedom of setting the im-
port duty on used cars at a sufficiently high level
to at least partially neutralise the price disad-
vantage of domestic manufacturers. The high
tariffs may even have to be supplemented with
non-tariff measures such as tough environmen-
tal norms and road-worthiness certificates, if the
domestic consensus is that the investment that
has been made in the local automotive industry
should be protected from ipport of inexpensive
second-hand vehicles.
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Indo-U.S. ties not
L
dependent on\)}
3 5
MUMBAI, JAN. 13. U.S. Corlgress-
man, Mr. Sam Gejdenson sgid to-
day that his country's percgption
about its relations with ‘India
would not change even if the lat-
ter did not sign the Comprehen-
sive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).

There would be no change in
Indo-U.S. relations even if India
did not sign the CTBT. The pre-
sent efforts to build the relation-
ship (in the context of President
Clinton’s visit) would continue
and they were unconditional, he
told presspersons here.

“The future of Indo-U.S. rela-
tions are bright,” he said and ex-
pressed the hope that the
Democrats would maintain their
dominance in the Congressional
Foreign Relations Committee in
the next few years and try to boost
the bilateral relations — cultural-
ly, socially and in terms of trade.

Mr. Gejdenson, who is leading |
an 18-member trade mission to
India, suggested that the two
countries sign an agreement to
remove barriers for further |
growth of trade relations. — PTL. !
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“We are for a qualit
betterrelatlonshlp "wit

N AN exclusive converda\io®t with
The Hindu in Washi
Wednesday, the U.S. DeputyYSecretary
of State, Mr. Strobe Talbott, re-

sponded to a range of querips from

C. Raja Mohan on Indo-U.S. Kelations

and the prospects for resolving the nuclear

differences between New Delhi and Wash-
ington. The following is the transcript of
questions and answers:

C. Raja Mohan: What has emerged from
over ten rounds of discussions with Jas-
want Singh?

Strabe Talbott: First, let me provide a
context for my response. Prime Minister
Vajpayee stated in New York in September
1998 that the U.S. and India were “‘natural
allies”. There is something unnatural, even
perverse, about U.S. and India being at
odds, on and off for five decades. During
the Cold War, we often seemed to be on a
divergent course. But even after we broke
free from those constraints and mutual
suspicions, we were slow to explore in
depth the areas where our interests con-
verged; we didn’t set about laying a fresh
basis for managing our differences.

In the summer of 1998, President Clinton
and Secretary Albright asked me to launch
a dialogue with Mr. Jaswant Singh. He and
I, along with our teams (and we're both
extremely lucky in having first-rate col-
leagues to work with us), have started to
establish the foundation for a far better
mutual understanding than had existed be-

fore. Such, at any rate, is the judgment of
people who have closely observed the bi-
lateral relationship a lot longer than { have.

Now, “understanding” does not, of
course, always equate to “agreement’. But
it does mean an appreciation for each oth-
er’s circumstances, security environment
policy objectives, available resources and
the domestic factors that shape foreign
policy. I also think that we're getting better
at disagreeing without being disagreeable
with each other. We are developing the
kind of mutual confidence — on a personal
level, but I think also on a Government-to-
Government level — that is needed to work
constructively on sensitive and important
issues, including national security, coun-
ter-terrorism and non-proliferation.

There is considerable confusion in In-
dia on just how the United States regards
India, its national security concerns and
particularly its status following the May
1998 nuclear tests. Perhaps you could
clarify these points.

I'd begin with a general observation — a
fundamental point of departure for our
policy: we desire a stable, secure, strong
and united India for several reasons. First,
because the Indian people are a great peo-
ple who deserve that kind of state — who
have earned it through their hard work and
through their commitment to democracy.
Second, because such an India will be a
force for good in the world. Third, because
it will be a more effective partner for the

U.S. in pursuing the many interests and
goals we have in common.

dia’s defence posture is an issue for us, that
doesn’t mean that we can imagine a direct
military conflict between India and the
United “tates. Not at all. Our military forces
simply . se not going to end up looking at
each other through gunsights. Instead, our
interactions will be used for commerce, ad-
vancement of knowledge, underwriting de-
mocracy, the pursuit of common interests
regionally and globally - — and, on another
level, the intensification of the ties of kin-
ship between India and the United States
through education, immigration and mar-
riage. If the issues we discuss under the
rubric of non- proliferation were relevant
only to India and the United States, they
would be much easier to solve. Where our
objectives diverge is in the impact of these
matters on third countries. Both India and
the United States have security concerns
that extend beyond our immediate geo-
graphical boundaries. In that context, we
saw the May 1998 nuclear tests as not di-

rectly threatening to the U.S. itself, but as
damaging to the global non- proliferation
regime in which all of us have a major
stake. We are concerned that since May
1998, there is a greater danger of the spread
of nuclear weapons, and we're convinced
that's contrary to everyone's security,
yours or ours included.

We have never been shy about our view
that universal adherence to the NPT is de-
sirable. We are, of course, well aware of the
view of the Indian Government on the NPT
and we recognise fully that only the Indian
Government has the sovereign right to
make decisions on what sorts of weapons
and force posture are necessary for the de-
fence of India and Indian interests.

Why not just “agree to disagree” on
non-proliferation and get on with the
positive potential of the relationship?

We have to do more than that; we have to
deal with and manage the consequences
that follow from those disagreements. Be-
cause of our obligations in the NPT and the
Nuclear Suppliers Group, as well as in our
domestic legislation, our latitude for coop-
erating with India on civilian nuclear appli-
cations in extremely limited. Our approach
to non- proliferation is global and we have
obligations to our partners in the Nuclear
Suppliers Group to respect the agreed stan-
dard of full scope safeguards as a condition
of nuclear cooperation. These restraints
apply globally, including, for example, to
Israel. Similarly, regarding certain dual-use
technologies that have missile applica-
tions, we and the other countries that par-
ticipate in the MTCR are highly
constrained in what we can export to India.
That said, the high technology areas where
we can cooperate actively with India are
very impressive and we look forward to the
day when such cooperation can be intensi-
fied. Some steps have already been taken to
relax export restrictions and to narrow the
entities list.  would also point out that our
countries are already engaged in a large
amount of high-tech trade. In the area of
computers, for example, there has been a
very substantial liberalisation in recent
weeks.

Why does the U.S. treat democratic In-
dia worse than China?

We know this perception exists, but if
you look closely you will see that in many
respects there are more restrictions in our
relationship with China that with India. In
particular, without the Glenn sanctions,
which are tied to India’s nuclear tests, the
picture would be very different. For exam-
ple, U.S. cooperation with China is con-
strained by Tiananmen sanctions,
particularly in the areas of military trade
and cooperation, that do not apply to In-
dia. Of more importance and relevance, 1
do not believe that we should use American
relations with China or any other country
as the reference point for our relations with
India. Moreover, we need to engage both
India and China since we believe that both

atively

countries are destined to play an increas-
ingly important role in world affairs in the
Twenty-First Century.

What about the view that the CTBT and
the FMCT taken together are the back-
door to the NPT?

Put simply, CTBT plus FMCT does not
equal NPT. The NPT requires states other
than those who tested nuclear weapons
prior to 1968 to forswear the acquisition of
such weapons and to refrain from helping
others to acquire them. The CTBT bans on-
ly explosive testing of nuclear weapons.
The Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty deals
with production of fissile material. While
some states advocate a fissile material trea-
ty that deals with existing stockpiles, India
and the U.S. do not. In our view, which
Delhi shares, FMCT should deal with fu-
ture, not past production or current stock-
piles. Therefore, a state can subscribe both
to CTBT and the kind of the FMCT we envi-
sage without giving up the ability to pos-
sess nuclear weapons and to have a
credible deterrent. Again, as I noted above,
we wish that India would forswear nuclear

“We recognise fully that only the Indian Government

has the sovereign right to make decisions on what
An additional general point: while In- SOTs Of weapons and force posture are necessary -
for the defence of India and Indian interests.”

“It is no secret that President Clinton wants to

visit India early this year.

This visit will not be

conditional on steps by India regarding the
items where the External Affairs Minister
and I have sought to reconcile our views.”
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weapons, just as India stresses the need to
achieve nuclear disarmament. But we both
realise that this is not on in the foreseeable
future. Thus we are seeking to reconcile to
the greatest extent possible cur non-prolif-
eration concerns with India’s appreciation
of its security requirements.

You said earlier that you look forward
to the day when cooperation with India in
areas of high technology can be intensi-
fied. What will the areas be and when can
the intensification occur?

It is no secret that President Clinton
wants to visit India early this vear. This visit
will not be conditional on steps by India
regarding the items where the External Af-
fairs Minister and | have sought to recon-
cile our views. That said, it's obvious that
the positive environment we both seek for
this trip will be affected by the extent to
which we are or are not able to find com-
mon ground. Assuming that we are reason-
ably successful, I think that the bright areas
of a multifaceted partnership between In-
dia and the United States will be in plain
sight where we should be actively engaged.
For example, there are substantial areas of
space, environment, medical application,
energy security, and harnessing of ad-
vanced clear coal technologies that de-

mand attention. The security dialogue
needs to expand beyond the recent focus
on non- proliferation and deal with issues
such as counter-terrorism. Given that our
Government may want to address a num-
ber of these topics in the wecks immediate-
ly ahead, you will understand if t do not try
to present an exhaustive list.

What will be the factors that lead to a
more positive outcome, what do you seek
from India?

In a nutshell, the question is whether In-
dia chooses to move towards the interna-
tional mainstreamm on a variety of
non-proliferation and security issues. Set-
ting aside our preference that India not ac-
quire nuclear weapons, will it engage in a
destabilising arms race by dint of its nucle-
ar and missile posture? Will its approach to
the question of defence posture be inter-
preted by others as provocative and open-
ended or as consistent with a common
sense definition of minimum credible de-
terrent? What concrete steps will india take
to strengthen its already effective system of
export controls? There are a series of ques-
tions, which deeply concern other states
that India has not yet addressed in suffi-
cient detail. How it addresses those ques-
tions will influence the decisions others
make about their own interactions with In-
dia. Our goal is a qualitatively difterent and
better relationship with India, not a simple
returir to pre-test status quo.

Fow can you ask for fixity on these
questions of defence posture? Surely you
know that India will not bind its hand on
these points?

“Fixity’’ is not the issue. Obviously India
will reassess its needs and requirements as
circumstances change, and it will adjust its
defence posture accordingly. Every state
engages in that process and we would ex-
pect neither more nor less of India. But the
reality is that it requires cight to ten years
from the time a political decision is made
to acquire a major weapon system and the
time such a system can be deployed. The
draft nuclear doctrine that was released a
few months back was suggestive of a cer-
tain range of options. We recognise that the

draft was not an approved policy docu-
ment of the Government of India. More-
over, the remarks made by the External
Affairs Minister to vou a few weeks ago
seemed to suggest a different course. What
we are looking for is not “‘fixity” but more
clarity that India’s projected path is consis-
tent with what Indian leaders have told us
— India does not seek an open-ended arms
competition, but only the minimum neces-
sary to ensure Indian security. .
What are your reactions to my inter-
view with External Affairs Minister Singh?
1 assure you that we read it carefully and

were encouraged by several of his remarks. !

As I noted earlier, we also welcomed clar-
ifications by several senior Indian officials
that the recommendations in the dratft pre-
pared by the National Security Advisory
Board do not constitute the policy of the
present Government. That clarification be-
gins the process of correcting what we're
authoritatively told is a misapprehension
of India's policy and strategy.

Does not the course the Government
has taken on building a consensus in fa-
vour of signing the CTBT provide encour-
agement?

Yes. We hope India is successful in devel-
oping a consensus that will permit it to sign
the CTBT. Despite the very unfortunate ac-
tion by our Senate, the Administration re-
mains committed to the CTBT and hopes
to have favourable re-consideration of rat-
ification at the earliest time.

What would you say to those who argue
that the Treaty is discriminatory because
it allows the P-5 to do things that are de-
nied to other signatories?

There is simply no difference whatsoever
between the obligations that the P-5 would
assume under the CTBT and those of any
other state, India included.

What about sub-critical tests? Are they
allowed by the CTBT?

Our well-known view, one accepted by
the other signatories, is that the treaty does
not ban sub-critical tests. In fact, since
signing ourselves, we have conducted a
number of such tests and will conduct
more as needed.

I am struck that you do not mention
Pakistan in your answers. Why is that?

Well, for one thing, so far you haven't
mentioned Pakistan in your questions. |
see no reason why it's obligatory to men-
tion this or that neighbour of India every

“We wish that India would forswear nuclear
weapons, just as India stresses the need to achieve
nuclear disarmament. But we both realise that
this is not on in the foreseeable future.”
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time one talks about India. Con'rary to
widespread belief, we do not regar 1 India
and Pakistan as flip sides of the san coin.

However, now that you've raisec the
question, I'm happy to comment. it's indis-
putably the case that the dynamic between
india and Pakistan impinges on third coun-
tries, including ours. But we see each as
having its own differing circumstances and
differing concerns and we treat vv h cach
on its own merits. We fervently -.ish for
reconciliation between India and . kistan
for reasons of high principle and funda-
mental practicality: it would make you and
the rest of us safer and our job as diplomats
immensely easier.

Does not U.S. policy end up appeasing
Pakistan and offending India which be-
lieves the U.S. may be determined to
“save Pakistan from itself’?

[ will leave it to Mr. Jaswant Singh to
judge whether India finds U.S. policy to-
wards Pakistan “offensive”. 1 hope not.
Certainly that's not been the tone or sub-
stance of our discussions in general or on
that subject in particular. And by the way: |
doubt very much that Istamabad regards
itself as having been “appeased””. No coun-
try can “‘save’’ another from itself. Pakistan
is obviously confronting enormous chal-
lenges and how it deals with those chal-
lenges will affect both India and the United
States. This is not the time for public efforts
at diplomacy on the question of Indo-Pa-
kistani relations, but let me endorse the
view that a stable and prosperous Pakistan
is even more in India’s interest than it is in
ours.

Why is President Clinton so keen to go
to Pakistan despite its aggression in Kar-
gil, the military coup, and support for ter-
rorism?

There has been no decision regarding a
visit to Pakistan by the President. Lach of
the issues you mention concerns the U.S.
greatly and we are trying to engage Pakis-
tan in a dialogue on each. We hope that
India will do the same because, as the
world has been reminded so dramatically

of late, the alternatives t%ue are ex-

tremely dangerous.
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OWARDS NUCLEAR ACCOMMODATION

ONE MORE STEP, albeit small considering the
ground to be covered, has been taken to place
Indo-American relations on a more realistic ba-
sis. By acknowledging that this country’s security
interests go beyond the subcontinent and by giv-
ing up the earlier American insistence that New
Delhi quantify its minimum deterrent, Washing-
ton’s interlocutor-in-chief has given a broad
enough hint of nuclear accommodation. The
American Deputy Secretary of State, Mr. Strobe
Talbott’s comments, during an exclusive inter-
view with this paper, suggest that the path to
greater understanding has been successfully
mapped. The attitude of coercion and patronage
evident at the start of the marathon dialogue be-
tween the two countries a year and half ago has
given way to greater realism and indirect ac-
knowledgement that India has the maturity to be
trusted with the bomb and that its deterrence is a
potential tool of self- defence, both aspects high-
lighted during the Kargil crisis last summer.
Clearly, the impending tenth round of the dia-
logue between Mr. Jaswant Singh and Mr. Talbott
has the potential to remove the stumbling block
to normalisation of relations through reconcil-
iation of India’s security interests and America’s
non-proliferation goals. Mr. Talbott insisted dur-
ing the interview that such reconciliation was not
a precondition for the proposed visit by the
American President, Mr. Bill Clinton, to this
country. Certainly it cannot be denied that Wash-
ington’s punitive approach to resolving these ve-
ry differences had vitiated the bilateral
atmosphere. With the steps to relax the sanctions
restrictions against this country, there is every
prospect that the imbalance will be removed and
a conducive atmosphere created for the long-
pending Clinton visit.

Mr. Talbott repeated the known American
fear that an Indian minimum deterrent could
provoke an arms race in the region. Through its
restraint, India proved during the Kargil war that
its nuclear deterrent is not a weapon of offence.

Similar unfounded fears had in the past only
served to produce a negative trend in the region.
By assigning a clear priority to relations with Pa-
kistan through grant of billions of dollars worth
of military aid to that country, it was Washington
which had provoked the arms race in the sub-
continent during the Cold War period. There are
again suggestions by powerful lobbies that the
U.S. resume its suspended military aid pro-
gramme to Pakistan, ignoring the fact that such
assistance, particularly to the military rulers, in
the past was only nominally directed against
communism and was in practice used to strength
that country relative to India. Recent occurrences
underline the dangers of such negative policy
pursuits. If in the Cold War years these served
some partisan purpose, they have even less merit
now. Washington must resist the temptation and
pressure to resume the military relationship, the
major source of tension and armament race in

the subcontinent. \W /\'y \ \

Mr. Talbott recalled the Amerigan desire for
a “stable, secure, strong and unite§ India”. He
was not the first policy maker to express such
sentiments. But the marathon effort that the
Clinton administration is taking, spearheaded by
Mr. Talbott, has helped to blunt the antagonisms
of the past and remove some of the distortions
introduced in the bilateral relationship by Cold
War calculations. The successful conclusion of
the technical discussions during Christmas has
set the stage for some reciprocal actions. With
the clarifications given by the senior official on
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, it should be
possible for India to sign the CTBT on the basis of
the evolved national consensus. This will enable
Mr. Clinton to remove the sanctions imposed in
mid-1998 and lift the bilateral relationship out of
the non-proliferation mode in which it seems
stuck so that it can encompass what Mr. Talbott
called “the bright areas of a multifaceted part-
nership”.
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Apratim Mukarji \7\/\’ i
New Delhi, Jaruary 14 -

: REPUBLICAN administration would
/ ASxpect India to make its own decision on

igning the Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty (CTBT), leading Republican Senator
and Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations
Subcommittee on Near Eastern and South
Asian Affairs Sam Brownback said here today,
implying that unlike the present democratic
administration it would not seek to put pressure
on this country to adhere to the treaty.

"The Republican Party looks forward to an
expanded relationship with India," he said. The
Republican candidate (yet to be chosen) is
expected widely to win the US presidential elec-
tion slated later this year.

Senator Brownback, who is on his third India
visit since 1997 ("Nobody complains of
Americans not visiting India any more," he
commented, referring to the quickly succeeding
visits by US officials and politicians to the coun-
try). Through his visits he has been facilitating

\che "promotion, broadening and expansion" of

India-US relations in his own way, made three
other significant observations vis-a-vis the
CTBT, the US and India. He pointed out that
his own party, the Republican Party, which is
presently in the opposition but controlling the
Senate, had reservations about the present form
of the treaty, the very reason of voting it out in
the Senate.

Referring to the "significant" question of the
verifiability of a nuclear arsenal, he said that
unless the treaty was amended suitably to clari-
fy this aspect, among several others, the
prospects of the CTBT being ratified by the
Senate were rather dim. He said the Clinton
administration was overemphasising the signifi-
cance of Indian signature to the CTBT in fur-
thering bilateral relations.

"There appears to be too much dependence
on one issue, the CTBT," he said. "The sanction
waiver authority for President Bill Clinton has
been held up for the CTBT to be signed.” He
hoped that the Clinton administration would
perceive India-US relations to be much more
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bolster India over CTBT

important than the single issug of the CTBT's
coming into force. He was however quick to add
that his party was equally keen to ensure
nuclear non-proliferation. Author of the
amendment which provided the authority to
President Clinton to waive sanctions imposed
on India partially, Senator Brownback made
the interesting observation: "My understanding
is, President Clinton will be waiving more sanc-
tions this spring before he visits India."

While he would prefer to restrict his observa-
tions to India-US relations, which he wanted to
see expanded in all vital sectors as economic
cooperation, trade, environment, science and
technology, defence cooperation, agricultural
development, countering international terror-
ism and narcotics terrorism, questions obliged
him to address Pakistan-related issues, reiterat-
ing that Washington looked at military coups
displacing democratically elected governments
"very dimly." He also reiterated the well-articu-

lated US position that it would remain gngag

"to work with the Pakistan Government” in
rder to persuade it to revert to demogric

0 pers i evert to demoprdcy,



Move on to win over India

7\
N C Menon \/\ v 2‘
Washington, January 16 . ~A {

1 A
TREASURY SECRETA Y
Lawrence H. Summers left for
India yesterday not only to pave
the way for President Clinton's
proposed visit in March, but also in
part to garner New Delhi's support
in restarting the much-her-
alded global trade talks

that unfortunately col-
lapsed in Seattle last
month.

"After Seattle, there is definitely
an economic challenge in manag-
ing the integration between indus-
trial and developing countries,"
Summers stated before his depar-
ture.

"India has had a major voice
from the developing country per-
spective. It is natural that the two
largest democracies should consid-
er ways in which integration can be
managed."

The Clinton Administration is
hoping that with India's help, it can

convince the world community
that the rift at the WTO meeting
was confined to Seattle and did not
represent a total rejection of the
concept of globalisation and the
World Trade Organisation (WTQ)
through which it was to be imple-
mented.

According to a report in the New

Post-WTO Debacle

York Times, the Administration is
playing down the possibility of tan-
gible progress during Secretary
Summer's visit, but they hope it
will lay the groundwork of a "quan-
tum leap” in relations, forming a
democratic alliance that could
potentially prove warmer and
more stable than American ties
with China and Russia.

That would also be in accord
with repeated calls from senior
members of Congress who have
urged the Administration to make
India a more substantive strategic,

THE HINDUSTAN TMES
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geopolitical and economic partner
of the US

One of Secretary Summer's tasks
will be to calm feathers ruffled by
what was seen as American pres-
sure tactics in Seattle.

"Both sides agree that the time is
ripe to create a more positive
atmosphere,” India's Ambassador

Naresh Chandra comment-
 ed. "But I think the US will
find that things move much
faster when we are not
pushed.”

Although India was in agreement
with a number of US positions at
Seattle, it balked at US efforts to
link fresh trade negotiations with
labour rights.

Many developing nations, includ-
ing India, felt that the sudden con-
cern for the wage levels and bene-
fits of third world labour was a
thinly veiled non-tariff barrier.
The barrier, they felt, intended to
keep out third world exports in
order to protect workers in devel-
oping countries.
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~~-'Jé§want, Talbot -

10 Hbegin talks

LONDON, JAN. 18. India and the
United States today resumed
their talks to narrow their differ-
ences on the Comprehensive Test
Ban Treaty, disarmament and
non-proliferation in the run up to
the U.S. President, Mr. Bill Clin-
- ton’s visit to New Delhi, expected

in March.

The External Affairl n‘ister,
Mr. Jaswant Singh, and tie U.S.
Deputy Secretary of Statg, Mr.
Strobe Talbott, began theik two-
day 10th round of parleys here in

both sides unwilling to disclose
the venue of the talks.

The two leaders had held talks
in November last year here during
which New Dethi and Washington
agreed to intensify their contacts
at all levels and to lay the founda-
tion of a broad-based forward
looking relationship between the
two countries. The issues being
discussed by them related to dis-

»armament and non-proliferation
with emphasis on the CTBT, the
Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty,
control over exports of sénsitive
products and technologies and
defence posture. The parleys co-
incide with the visit to New Delhi
of the U.S. Treasury Secretary, Mr.
Lawrence Summers, who handed
over a letter from Mr. Clinton to
the Prime Minister, Mr. Atal Be-
hari Vajpayee.

Last month’s hijacking of an In-
dian Airlines plane and Pakistan’s
involvement in it might also fig-
ure in the two-day dialogue.

The two leaders also may con-

centrate on reducing tensions be-
tween India and Pakistan as also

official soupe€s said. —J\ETI/
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Tifting of curbs o
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Bangalore, January 19

THE US Treasury Secretary, Mr
Lawrence H Summers, today
linked lifting of sanctions imposed
by his country on India in the wake
of Pokhran nuclear blasts to the
outcome of the on-going Indo-US
dialogue on security-related issues.

Summers, who is here on a four-
day visit, told reporters after talks
with Karnataka Chief Minister S
M Krishna that he was confident
that both the countries would
come to an understanding on secu-
rity issues.

Summers, who remained cau-
tious in his reply to queries on the
issue of sanctions, clearly indicated
that resolving security issues
formed the basis for "formalisa-
tion" of all economic relations
between the two countries.

"It will depend on how the talks
proceed.” Shmmers said there
were certain issues between the
two nations, which were beyond
the question of sanctions, but did
not elaborate.

On the question of according the
most favoured nation (MFN) sta-
tus to India, Summers, who is lead-
ing a delegation, said Indian com-
panies should satisfy that they are
in the International Patent Regime
(IPR).

There are a number of compa-
nies in Bangalore that did not ful-
fill the conditions of the IPR
regime, he said and added there
were certain trade issues, which
the US was looking into.

On a presentation on investment
opportunities made by the Chief
Minister, he said he appreciated
the points made out by the State.

He said Bangalore had grown as
a marvel of information technolo-
gy centre, contributing to India's
economic growth. Summers visited
Infosys, a leading software compa-
ny, and its other centres here.

Krishna thanked summers for his
visit to the State during the meet-
ing with US delegation held at the
State Secretariat. (PTI)

THE HINDUSTAN TIMES
20JAN 2D



*\/ Lifting of sanctions hingés -
\on security talks: Summers

\J(V

By Our $pecial Correspondent

BANGALORE) JAN. 19, The Amer-
ican Secredgry of the Treasury,
Mr. Lawrence H.Summers, has
said that the question of granting
the ‘Most Favoured Nation’
(MFN) status to India could be
considered only if Indian compa-
nies adhered to the Intellectual
Property Rights (IPR) regime.

He was speaking to pressper-
sons after meeting the Karnataka
Chief Minister, Mr. S. M. Krishna,
and the State Large Industries
Minister, Mr. R.V.Deshpande.

Mr. Summers said it was for the
U.S. companies operating in In-
dia to say whether their Indian
counterparts respected the IPR
regime. He said that there were
still problems to be sorted out by
the two countries in fields such as
agriculture and pharmaceuticals.

The top American official who
had declined to answer questions
relating to the lifting of sanctions
against India at his press confer-
ence in Delhi on Tuesday, howev-
er was forthcoming to some
extent. Stating that he had no an-
nouncement to make, he, howev-
er, noted that the dialogue
between the two countries on se-
curity issues was going on.

Security concerns were beyond

N

The Kamnataka Chief Minister, Mr. S. M. Krishna,(centre)
receives the U.S. Treasury Secretary, Dr. Lawrence H. Summers,
at the Vidhana Soudha in Bangalore on Wednesday.

sanctions. Mr. Summers said
even otherwise the two countries
were moving towards coopera-
tion in a whole range of fields.
PTI reports:

Mr. Summers today said the
lifting of economic sanctions
against India depends on the out-
come of the Indo-U.S. Talks on
security-related issues being held
in London.

Mr. Summers, who is here as
part of a four-day visit to the

THE HINDU
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country, told reporters after talks
with the Karnataka Chief Minis-
ter, Mr. S. M. Krishna that he was
confident that both countries
would come to an understanding
on security issues.

But resolving security issues
formed the basis for the ‘formal-
isation’ of all economic relations
between the two countries, he
said adding a timetable for the
withdrawal of sanctions “depend
on how the talks proceed.”



the case with both India and Pak-

US plan to stngw India of N-capabifity

PRESS musr OF IN?&.\%@

WASHI)(GTON JAN 20

468 President Bill Clmton stop
iser on. proliferation John
olum. has Joutlined a two-step
plan to “strip” India of its nuclear
weapons and ability to make them,
and opposed any recognition to
New Dethi as a “nuclear power”
under the NPT.
In the first stage US President
Bill Clinton himself will try to per-
suade India, before and during his
visit to Delhi, to sign the CTBT, al-
" lowing New Delhi to retain a nu-
clear deterrent — nuclear
‘weapons and missiles ready to be
fired but taking away its right to
test anew, Holum said.
The next step! wouldbe to pres-
sure India to join the NPTAS a

said, in a state department world-
net programme. The same would

apply to Pakistan, he said.

Holum was quite frank about
the role that he expects President
Clinton to play tosell CTBT to In-
dia. He said “so there has been a
diplomatic effort (Strobe Talbott-
Jaswant Singh talks) underway.
The CTBT signature would be an
important part of that, something

. the president will certainly place a-

heavy emphasis on both in the
time leading up to his trip and then
when he doesgotoIndia.”

-“In terms of India and Pak--

istan, what we and others need to
continue doing — and I know
Japan, China and Australia and
many other countries have allbeen
involved in this effort —is to press

istan that ratification and joining
the comprehensive test ban treaty is
n their interests, because it helps

.gvoid any further escalation of a

potentially dangerous arms race in
the region.” “Now, our credibility
unquestionably hasbeen damaged
tosome degree (by the rejection of
the CTBT by the US senate),”
Holum said.

“We would much rather be say-

ing to the Indians and Pakistanis:.

we have ratified this treaty, we en-
courage you to do the same. Many
other countries in the world can
make that point, including both
Japan and Australia. But we need
tobe making that argument, that it
isin their ownbest interests.

- “Now we are down to a (nu-
clear non-proliferation) treaty that

INDIAN EXPRESS

9 1 JAN 2000

has just four states outside — In- _
dia, Pakistan, Israel and Cuba. So
the (NPT) regime is strong.

“What concerns me now is the
danger to the regime that hasbeen
posed by the tests in South Asia.
And so, a very important part of
our collective effort to reinforce
the NPT, it seems to me, has to be
to address that very real and very
dangerous situation in South.
Asia.”

He, however, shot down a sug-
gestion that India and Pakistan
could be accommodated in the
NPT as nuclear powers saying: “It
is not possible under the treaty —
we don’t support it (either). There
is a reality on the ground in India
and Pakistan (but) we are not pre-
pared, and I don’t think the mem-

bers of the NPT would accept it”.

s



ACongress lauds

Indo-US Y(’\",\
working grou

HT Correspondent
New Delhi, January 20

THE CONGRESS has welcomed
establishment of the Indo-US
Joint Working Group on terrorism,
expressing the hope that the two
would now work together to appre-
hend the hijackers of 1C-814.

“We hope that the US is also able
to put pressure on Islamabad to
stop cross-border terrorism," for-
mer External Affairs Minister
Natwar Singh told today while
briefing newsmen on a CWC dis-
cussion last evening on the security
situation in Jammu and Kashmir.

Terming the Kashmir scenario as
"very grave," he said either the
Government wasn't fully aware of
the gravity of the situation or it was
simply unable to cope with it.

Mr Singh said the Congress
would lend its support for building
"national consciousness" on the
overall situation towards concretis-
ing any  programme  the
Government might have to deal
with the problem.

As for vesting more powers in the
armed forces deployed in Kashmir,
Mr Singh sajd lately the terrorists
have managed;to penetrate high
security areas: "It is for the
Government to make a judgement.
The general feeling is that the
security situation has deteriorated
greatly. We would certainly
respond if the Prime Minister calls
an all-party meeting.”

/ )
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U.S. plan to ‘strip’

India of n-capability "'\

WASHINGTON, JAN. 20. The U.S.
President, Mr. Bill Clinton’s top
adviser on proliferation, Mr.
John Holum, has outlined a two-
step plan to “strip” India of its
nuclear weapons and ability to
make them, and opposed any
recognition to New Delhi as a
“nuclear power” under the Nu-
clear Non-Proliferation Treaty
(NPT).

In the first stage, Mr. Clinton
himself would try to persuade In-
dia, before and during his visit to
Delhi, to sign the CTBT, allowing
New Delhi to retain a nuclear de-
terrent — nuclear weapons and
missiles can be kept ready to be
fired but the right to test anew
would be taken away, Mr. Holum
said.

The next step would be to pres-
sure India to join the NPT as a
non-nuclear weapon power, he
said in a State Department
worldnet programme. The same
would apply to Pakistan, he said.

Mr. Holum was quite frank

about the role that he expected
Mr. Clinton to play to sell the
CTBT to India. He said “so there
has been a diplomatic effort
(Strobe Talbott-Jaswant Singh
talks) underway. The CTBT sig-
nature would be an important
part of that, something the Presi-
dent will certainly place a heavy
emphasis on both in the time
leading up to his trip and then
when he does go to India.”

“In terms of India and Pakis-
tan, what we and others need to
continue doing — and I know Ja-
pan, China and Australia and
many other countries have all
been involved in this effort — is
to press the case with both India
and Pakistan that ratification
and joining the CTBT is in their
interests, because it helps avoid
any further escalation of a poten-
tially dangerous arms race in the
region.”

“Now, our credibility unques-
tionably has been damaged to
some degree (by the rejection of

THE HINDU
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the CTBT by the U.S. Sehate),”
Mr. Holum said.

\

“We would much rathex be
saying to the Indians and Pakis-
tanis: we have ratified this treaty,
we encourage you to do the
same. Many other countries in
the world can make that point,
including both Japan and Austra-
lia. But we need to be making
that argument, that it is in their
own best interests.”

“Now we are down to a (nucle-
ar non-proliferation) treaty that
has just four States outside — In-
dia, Pakistan, Israel and Cuba. So
the (NPT) regime is strong.

“What concerns me now is the
danger to the regime that has
been posed by the tests in South
Asia. And so, a very important
part of our collective effort to re-
inforce the NPT, it seems to me,
has to be to address that very real
and very dangerous situation in
South Asia.” — PTI
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\\ Hasten slowly y

EQIZIS ERING THAT the recent Indo-US agreement on
counterXerrorism has already yielded information about
where thg hijackers of IC 814 are hiding, there is obviously
much to bé said for the kind of cooperation in this field that is
being envisaged by the two countries. There is no doubt that
apart from the exchange of information between New Delhi
and Washington being of great help to both to face this men-
ace, the new arrangement will also have a deterrent effect on
some of the sponsors of terrorism because of American par-
ticipation. Pakistan, for instance, is likely to see the setting up
of an Indo-US joint working group as further evidence of
Washington’s growing proximity to New Delhi at the expense
of its earlier friendship with Islamabad. For such a change in
the South Asian equations, Pakistan has only itself to blame,
for had it not sought to add fuel to the fire in Kashmir by send-
ing in Islamic jehadis and collaborating with the Taliban to con-
vert the Pak-Afghan region into a virtual haven for terrorists,
the US may not have abandoned its trusted ally of the Cold
War days. But terrorism and India’s growing importance as a
market as well as its future as a major power have evidently
persuaded the US to shed its earlier, somewhat inexplicable,
antipathy towards India. New Delhi, too, cannot but be
pleased at the termination of that earlier unfriendly phase and
signs of the beginning of a new chapter in mutual relations.
The heightened fears of terrorism caused by the hijacking,
which also hinted at Pakistan’s connivance, have evidently :
played a leading role in bringing India and the US even closer.
But while there may be a great deal of satisfaction over the
projected cooperation between the two democracies, India will
nevertheless have to fashion its policies with great care in this
context. The reason is the link which Pakistan has tried to
forge between terrorism and insurgency in Kashmir. It is an
old ploy where one man’s terrorist is another’s freedom fight-
er. If the trick has not worked for Islamabad, it is because of
India’s widely admired democratic record and Pakistan’s par-
ticularly poor one. Even then, it may be just one step for US
involvement in tackling terrorism in South Asia assuming an .
interventionist character in Kashmir, which is exactly what

JE——

- Pakistan wants. It will be worthwhile for India, therefore, to

consider whether informal consultations with the US (and,
indeed, any other country) on tackling the problem will not be |

better than forming a bureaucratic panel which will institu- |

tionalise an American presence. |

.
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Indo-U.S.

Format will be chalked out at Fg)r

By Seema Guha
The Times of india News Service

NEW DELHI: It is too early to say
what the Indo-U.S. Joint Working
Group (JWG) on counter-terror-
ism can achieve. However, on pa-
per it is a shrewd move to isolate
Pakistan on the terrorist issue,
Ever since Kargil and the hijack-
ing of the Indian Airlines plane, In-
dia’s efforts to pin down Pakistan
internationally has become a ma-
jor plank of Indian diplomacy.

At the moment the JWG on
counter-terrorism is still nebulous.
Its format and work plan will be
chalked out at the first meeting
scheduled for February in Wash-
ington.

“This move is not directed
against any country, it is basically
against terrorism,” a Western
diplomat said, trying to play down
suggestions that it is anti-Pakistan.
The U.S. has such cooperation with
other allies like Israel, Britain,

. JWG on ¢otritering
terrorism will isolate Pakistan

France and Japan. “Frorh Washing-
ton’s point of view, the thore coun-
tries on board in the fight against
terrorism, the better,” the diplo-
mat said.

For the first time, there will be
an institutional framework for the
two countries to work on. During
the recent hijacking, the U.S. did
help out whenever possible. “It

i NEWS ANALYSIS s

was an ad hoc approach. Now this
will be formalised, leading to regu-
lar meetings which can go a long
way in apprehending terrorists or
stopping a terrorist act,” an Indian
official said.

Intelligence sharing is going to
be a vital aspect of this coopera-
tion. Training a special force to
tackle terrorist acts is also on the
cards.

Washington can give valuable
suggestions on crisis management.
This is something which, New Del-
hi thinks, is essential at a time
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ary meeting in Washington

when it expects stepped-up efforts
by the Pakistan- backed Kashmiri
militants,

The ministry of external affairs
will be the nodal body for the
group. The home and defence min-
istries are also likely to be in-
volved.

These details are still under
wraps, but it will have representa-
tives perhaps even from the Na-
tional Security Council.

Authoritative sources in the gov-
ernment are aware that the fight
against terrorism has to be fought
alone.

However, a helping hand is al-
ways welcome, especially if it is
forthcoming from a powerful
country like the U.S. Washington
can exert pressure on Pakistan and
it sets the tone for its allies in the
Western world to follow. It also
binds the U.S. to take note of the
problems faced by India in Kash-
mir.
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{\\ﬂ/ Holding US Hostage

The tenth round of talks betwe zﬁzrna\mffalrs m1mster Jas ant
Singh and US deputy secretary of state Strobe Talbott concludeq in
London without much fanfare. According to Mr Singh, the discussidns
covered international terrorism, nonproliferation and bilateral relations.
There are reports of these talks being institutionalised and no longer
remaining exclusively focussed on the unilateral issue of nonprolifera-

“ition. An Indo-US joint working group on counter-terrorism is to start
functioning and its next meeting will be in February. Two of the partici-
pants in the Indo-US talks, US assistant secretary of state Karl
Inderfurth and Ambassador Michael Sheehan, flew straight from Lon-
don to Islamabad to discuss with the Musharraf regime concrete mea-
sures to curb terrorism emanating from Pakistani soil. In a sense, the
three issues — international terrorism, nonproliferation and Indo-US
bilateral relations — have become intermeshed. Pakistan is using nu-
clear blackmail to hold the US hostage to its irrational behaviour. Wash-
ington suffered a major setback to its credibility when its warning to the
Pakistani military not to stage a coup was contemptuously ignored and
the Clinton administration was forced to deal with the military dictator
on his own terms. The US has been hijacked by the threat of Pakistan
proliferating its nuclear weapons to other rogue states — and of the mul-
lahs in khaki being followed by those in robes, The more it compromises
with the Islamabad regime, the more the latter is encouraged to defy it.
General Musharraf’s visit to China is a warning to Washington that Is-
lamabad can align even more closely with Beijing; having compromised
itself by not giving a finding on the China-Pakistan missile transfer for
over seven years, the US is not in a position to take a tough line.

The Pakistanis are conscious of the helplessness of the US in
dealing with them. Having gone nuclear with active Chinese help
and tacit US consent, they now treat Washington with a certain amount
of condescension. While the US considers Iran as a state sponsoring
terrorism, it dares not take any action against Pakistan, even though
more US citizens have been killed by Pakistanis than Iranians: The
Clinton administration fears the consequences of a nuclear Pakistan
going bankrupt. Therefore, the American ability to influence Pakistan
should not be overrated in India. What India has to guard against is the
possibility of the US, as a hostage, falling prey to the Stockholm syn-
drome, developing sympathies with its hijacker, Pakistan, and applying
pressure on India on the Kashmir issue. The Pakistani leadership has
been a good pupil of the thesis that irrational behaviour generates pres-
sure on rational actors and can yield rewards. Pakistan’s leaders boast of
having used nuclear blackmail against India on three occasions and, as a
consequence, attempt to terrorise the international community by
shouting about Kashmir being a nuclear flashpoint. In these circum-
stances, educating the US on the realities of terrorism in this region and
encouraging them to stand up to Pakistan’s blackmail are not going to be
casy tasks. Joint working groups are just a beginning. The government of
India has to do a lot of hard thinking and come out with a credible and
effective strategy to deal with the terrorist state of Pakistan. //

—_—— [ —~—
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" US ambivalence.;

INDIANS WILL welcome US Assistant Secretary of State
Karl Inderfurth’s warning to Pakistan about the terrofst
groups operating from its territory. But some of us may be fog-
given for being a little disappointed by the terms in which t
warning was phrased. Judging by Mr Inderfurth’s statement
the United States’ chief priority is to secure Pakistan’s co-oper-
ation in the hunt for Osama bin Laden. The US believes that
. the Taliban is protecting bin Laden whom it holds responsible
for attacks on US embassies. Mr Inderfurth, speaking on
behalf of his government, would like Pakistan to pressure the
Taliban to hand over bin Laden. On the issue of Pakistani
sponsorship of terrorism in Kashmir or of terrorist acts aimed
at the Indian State, however, Mr Inderfurth is carefully
ambivalent. His statement that the hijackers of IC 814 “simply
can’t disappear off the face of the earth” and will therefore be
found one day, stops well short of accepting the Indian claim
that the ISI organised the hijacking.

The ambivalence will worry those who are concerned that the
joint Indo-US working group on terrorism will not do much to
advance India’s interests. Judging by statements made by US
officials, we have to accept every claim they make (including
the one that bin Laden bombed their embassy in Nairobi)
while our complaints about Islamabad are viewed with lofty
impartiality, lest the US be accused of taking sides in a region-
al dispute. Thus, if we raise questions about the Taliban’s role
during the hijacking crisis, the US will gravely nod its assent,
but were we to try and expose the ISI link, then Washington
will immediately adopt a hands-off policy.

Such double standards will concern all Indians who fear that
Washington intends India to become just another rider in a
posse that it organises to pursue its enemies. It should also
worry the United States which has not learnt the bitter lesson
that a terrorist is a terrorist, whatever the colour of his hat. In
the 1980s, the CIA set up one of its largest stations in Pakistan
and trained Afghan rebels:in the arts of murder and wanton
destruction. That operation succeeded in driving the Russians
out of Afghanistan but backfired on America once its former
pupils (the likes of bin Laden, for instance) turned on their
teacher. Much the same will happen again. It is foolish for
Washington to pretend that a hood who maims and murders in
Srinagar or Amritsar will not extend his bogus jehad to
Washington or New York. At the end of the day, the world
needs to fight all terrorists, whether they are sponsored by the
+ Taliban or by the ISI.
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Wk shadow over

By C. Raja Mohan %

NEW DELHI, JAN. 27. As Washlngto

sends mixed signals on its assess

ment of Pakistan’s role in the hi

jacking of IC-814 last month, th

dates for the U.S. President, Mr.
Bill Clinton's visit to India are un-
likely to be formalised soon.

A series of reports, citing official
sources, in the U.S. media over
the last few days have pointed to
the involvement of terrorist
groups with links to the Pakistani
security establishment in the hi-
jacking. Responding to questions
on these reports, Mr. Clinton had
said on Tuesday that, “we do not
have any evidence that the Pakis-
tani Government was in any way
involved”, in the hijacking.

Mr. Clinton’s denial on the Pa-
kistan Government’s involvement
in the brutal hijacking incident is
not being seen here as the last
word from Washington. The Gov-
ernment believes that the Clinton
administration’s “‘assessment of
the event and the attendant cir-
cumstances is not yet complete’’.

Answering questions on Mr.
| Clinton’s comments, the spokes-
man of the External Affairs Minis-
try said today that the
Government had no reason to al-
| ter its views on Pakistan's involve-
ment. He insisted that the
assessment on Islamabad’s invol-
vement had in fact been “further
strengthened” by subsequent de-
Lwelopments.

A Clinton visit

The spokesman referred to offi-
cial statements from the U.S. ad-
ministration  “confirming  the
involvement” of the Harkat-ul-
Mujahideen, and ‘“‘the support
and patronage this terrorist orga-
nisation has received from official
Pakistani agencies over the
years”. It was widely expected
that New Delhi and Washington
would simultaneously announce
the travel schedule of Mr. Clinton
to India and Bangladesh this
week. But following the hijacking
of IC-814, the Pakistan factor cast
a shadow over the prospects of
the visit.

Informed sources here say that
the Government is fully aware of
the on-going internal debate in
Washington on the evidence
about Pakistan’s involvement as
well as the future American re-
sponse towards Pakistan's sup-
port for international terrorism.

It is believed here that the final
outcome in Washington would
depend upon the kind of results
the Clinton administration would
get from Islamabad, after the re-
cent trip there by Mr. Karl Inder-
furth, U.S. Assistant Secretary of
State for South Asian Affairs.

As the U.S. completes its inter-
nal debate on the hijacking of
IC-814 and mulls over the politi-
cal consequences, the next few
days are likely to be crucial in
shaping America’s long-term ap-
proach to the sub-continent.
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it down to traditional In-
jan hospitality, that Chelsea
ton’s college vacation will
be\taken into account when
dates are ised for the US Presi-
dent’s visit towards the end of March.
Thatis something we.can do. What we
cannot do, alas, is to coax that elusive
national consensus which is an ab-
solute pre-requisite before the CTBT
canbesigned.
~ Ofcourse, US interlocutors will ar-
gue: “by not signing the {reaty you are
letting Pakistan off the hook”. Will you
kindly explain to us this convoluted
logic? .
“Didn’t you see how tough Assis-
tant Secretary of State Karl Inderfurth
waswith Gen Musharraf?” the inter-
.locutors will continue. “Inderfurth ga-
ve the Pakistanisaclear check list of the.
rumber of things Islamabad had to do
before Clinton makes up his mind on

on his itinerary - signing of the CTBT,
ending linkswith terrorism, movement
towards demdcracy are items at the top
of this list. By not signing the CTBT,
New Delhi will have furnished Islam-
abad with an excuse not to'sign too.
New Delhi will thus help remove an
obstadle in the way of Clinton’s visit to
Islamabad”

Thisissimply to give you a flavour of
conversations one has recently had in
Americancircles close to the strategists
at the National Security Council. This

¢ discussion would have had some valid-

ernment hadinitiated a national debate
on the CTBT with a clear intention to
create aconsensus for signing the treaty.

At that stage important scientists
involved with Pokharan T were willing

enough data not to require any more
tests “for the next ten years or so”.
This“10yearsorso” wasthe time limit
in the context of the anticipated secu-

evolve in the decade ahead. But, there

whether or not to include Islamabad .

ity over two months ago when the gov-

tocertify that the country had obtained .

rity environment as it was likely to-

Be prepare

were, among the scientists, those who -

were agnostics on this count t00.
The arcane and the technical as-

' pects of the nuclear debate apart, there

was a growing body of people question-
ing the tactics of handing over the nu-
clear card toa US President whowould
soonbe alame duck. On current show-
ing the next US administration would
be in Republican hands. What sort of
access do we have to Governor Bush,
for instance? Arewe about to make the
same mistake in Washing-
ton thatwe made in Lon-
don? Sovompletely id:
entified was the High
Commission with the
Conservatives that the
next High Commissio-
ner, Lalit Mansingh, had
to do monumental re-
pair jobwith the new La-
bour administration .in
Britain.

Sageo N

twoin the Bush”, The implicationis that
the next Republican administration (a
pity no one is giving Al Gore muchofa
chance at least at this stage) will fashion
itsown priorities. :

The architecture of a new strategic
partnership with India the Clinton ad-

ministration has embarked on will fall

intoneglect. :
Itisafact that the comprehensive di-
alogue Jaswant Singh has had with
-~ StrobeTalbott,spreadover
- nine, extensive sessions
marks a historic turming
point in Indo-US rela-
tions. Considering that
every Secretary of State
in recent years (Warren
Christopher or Made-
line Albright) has pri-
marily been Secretary of
State for the Middle

A
AQVI

What sort of access do we have to
Governor Bush, for instance? Are we about
to make the same mistake in Washington
that we made in London? |

Thereisavery influential Indian co-
mmunity with strong Republican con-
nections. Have they been mobilised?
Haveweidentified the foreign policy k-
ements that are likely to man the State
Department, Pentagon and the Na-
tional Security Council? Have we spo-
kentothem?

Every visiting head of state finds
time to call on Sonia Gandhi. Surely,
Jaswant Singh, Brajesh Mishra and
sundry others who travel frequently for
the national purpose canengage Amer-
icans who are likely to occupy key posi-
tionsin a future US administration.

This line of thinking is dismissed by
American friends of India currently
close to the Clinton administration.

“Grab whatever is coming your way”,
they suggest. “A bird in hand is worth

the highest official Clinton could have
appointed to dedicate himself to the
newsaliency that was being accorded to
the Indo-US axis. :

Ttis argued that the Clinton visit will
bring this sequence of very important
discussions to a climax. The visit will be
theicingon the cake.

The counter-argument is that the
visit would have been the “icingon the
cake” if Clintonwas coming only toNew
Dethi. When President Chirac of Fra-
nce visited India, New Delhi and Bom-
bay were his only destinations. It is an-
other matter that when the Prime Mi-

" nister made the retum visit, he dropped

in at Paris on his way from New. York

. where he had received the usual treat-

ment from the American President: au-
diences at the Waldorf Astoria with the
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East, Strobe Talbott was-

_This Washington can and must do for

CTBT and a lame duck President

d for a Bush

Indian and Pakistani premiers with
meticulous even handedness.

Even 50, I suspect the CTBT may
have been signed prior to the Clinton
visithad the Indian Airlines hijack and
a widespread perception that the
Americans had been particularly un-
helpful during the crisis not vitiated the
atmosphere. Home Minister LK. Ad-
vaniand others were extremely angry at
being let down by the Americans. They
had given the Home Minister a firm
commitment that the aircraft will notbe
allowed to take off from Dubai.

Had Ambassador Richard Celeste
not rushed to the Home Ministry with
his explanations (the pilot had panicked
and taken off), thee President’s visit itself
might havebeeninjeopardy.

. The divisions within the BIP (at
one stage it was the Prime Minister
and Jaswant Singhversus the rest) got
aggravated after the hijack to such a
pointthat it became politically difficult
to give continued support to what was
increasingly seen as the Foreign Min-
ister’s project. This perception toowas -

* faulty because Singh, though con-

vinced of the advantages of signing the
CTBT, was averse to the propaganda

: beingoonuivegiorﬂybwauseﬂxehw

identwascoming.

Not just the CTBT, but all manner
of understanding with the US is possible
provided there is evidence that Wash-
ington will do the following: lean on
Pakistan till it disengages itself from
transborder terrorism and sits down
withIndiatodiscussaltissues inchuding
Kashmir. It must rot be forgotten that

_Kashmir is part of the internal politics

of both India and Pakistan. The issue,
therefore, cannotbe addressedsolong |
as Pakistan keeps up the temperature
on that subject. Washington has the
Jevers to persuade Pakistan to desist.

a lasting engagement with India and
the subcontinent. In that framework,
obstacleslike CTBT will become easily
surmouritable. : :




\{T he Clinton visit,, |

EVERY COUNTRY interested in forging close relations i h
the world’s sole surviving superpower eagerly seeks a US pres-
idential visit. India too was greatly enthused when the ideq of
a Bill Clinton visit was first broached in 1997. After repeaged
postponements due to assorted reasons, the good news is that
Clinton may finally come in late March. The bad news is that
the proposed presidential visit has increasingly turned into an
instrument of pressure, with Washington making unreasonable
demands on India. Equally troubling is the White House’s con-
tinuing interest in a brief Clinton stop in Pakistan, even if it be
Karachi. The search of a justification for such a stop has
prompted the White House to still not announce the dates of
his visit to India and Bangladesh. How the planned trip to the
subcontinent is clouding and distorting issues can be seen from
Clinton’s clean chit to Pakistan on the hijacking affair,
Ignoring Washington’s own evidence on the Pakistani mil-
itary and intelligence links with the Harkat ul-Mujahidin
terrorist group that staged the hijacking, Clinton publicly
stated that Washington does not believe Islamabad is cul-
pable in the affair.

The oddity of the most powerful democracy’s President shak-
ing hands with a new military dictator brazenly flouting inter-
national democratic norms has not deterred the White House
from considering a stop in Pakistan. Nor has General Pervez
Musharraf’s latest ouster of the Chief Justice and five other
Supreme Court judges to make martial law supreme prompted
Washington to discard the visit idea. The reason is simple:
Clinton, in his last year in office, wants to do in South Asia
what he is doing in the Middle East. He has given fresh expres-
sion to his desire to be a peace broker by saying the United
States should work to reduce Indo-Pak tensions. His earlier
statement that “the Kashmir issue is perhaps the most danger-
ous one in the world” only showed that whenever he publicly
refers to India, he does so in the negative context of either
Kashmir or nuclear proliferation. It is not in India’s interest to
grant him any mediatory role despite his legacy ambitions.
The Vajpayee government has done well to convey to
Washington two things: One, that it cannot accept any precon-
ditions to the Clinton visit, including signing the controversial
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty; and two, a Clinton stop in
Pakistan would signal disrespect towards India and a continu-
ing US commitment to “even-handed” Indo-Pak balance. If a
Clinton visit is to be useful, the lame-duck President has to

treat with respect the country that is home to one-sixth of .

humanity and abjure the US’ traditional Indo-Pak games.
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Opposition to Clinton Pak visi
Islamabad stopover

gu rdntees that it would stop the

may stymi

CHIDANAND RAJGHATTA
WASHINGTON, JAN 28y

a chorus of protgst
erican lawmakers, ana-
“and the media against a pro-
sed Presidential “stopover” in
slamabad, the Clinton adminis-
tration is expected to formally an-
nounce in the next few days a trip
to the subcontinent. It will leave
Pakistan out of the full itinerary
“for now.” There is a last gasp f-
fort by the administration to sched-
ule an “airport halt” for a Clinton
tete-e-tete with Gen Musharraf;
but it is being attacked as a hare-
brained idea within and

e

proky war against India by banning
rist organizations like Harkar
and Lashkar-eJoiba, and shut
down the terrorist training camps.
“This means that Pakistan cannot
be fully recognised among world’s
decent nations until it hangs out
the sign that says: “Terrorists Not
Welcomed'.”” Ackerman said. US
officials themselves this week
nailed Islamabad’s complicity in
terrorist activity by disclosing for
the first time that “some Pakistani
agencies” have been in cahoots
with Harkat and other terrorist or-
ganizations that are active in Kash-

done tosend #message to Pakistan
and otherxégimes that flout inter-
national norms and expect to get
rewards.”

Pakistan’s support to terrorism,
now officially and publicly dis-
closed by the Clinton administra-
tionininterviews to the media, has
also been the subject of scathing
editorial commentary. While com-
mending India forits “laudable re-
straint” in the recent conflict with
Pakistan, the New York Times said
in an editorial on Wednesday that
“If the extremists operating within

‘Pakistani territory are not brought

under control, their next target
could be Pakistan it-

ouég:m??;;%ﬁgtcﬁuld ., Lawmaker Gary Ackerman Selfi’;oagland was
take to get the State De- demands that Pakistan not be more blunt, saying
gﬁﬁ’;‘fg‘;ﬁg“;‘;ﬁgﬁ; recognised among world’s decent oo Wiy
anilladvisedtripby Presi- nations until it hangs out a sign  vices  Intelligence
dent Clinton to Pakistan > agency were all over

in March? I shudder to

think,” Jim Hoagland, a

respected foreign policy commen-

tator wrote in a hard-hitting editor-

ial page comment in the Washing-
" ton Post on Thursday.

Hoagland directly attacked
Karl Inderfurth, the administra-
tion’s South Asia pointman, say-
ing the latter’s reasoning for pro-
moting a Clinton visit to
Islamabad (by saying the US
needs tobe engaged and the Presi-
dent is the best engager) “has to
win an award for a political ap-
pointee simultaneously buttering
up the boss in print and trying to
manipujate the said boss.”

Inseveral interviews to the US
media, a senior US official, pre-
sumably Inderfurth, has hinted at
the possibility of an unconditional
Presidential stopover in Islam-
abad because of the need for
Washington to remain engaged
with a dangerously unstable Pak-
istan. “Engagement is not a self-
contained goal or policy. It has to
produce results that advance US
interests. Pakistan does not pass
that simple test,” Hoagland coun-
tered. ‘

* Opposition to the stopover also
came from the Congress where in-

fluential lawmaker Gary Acker-

man said the President must not
_ include Pakistan in hisitinerary un-
less Istamabad offered iron-clad

saying: ‘Terrorists Not Welcomed’

M jackm back to the

mir. While subsequently clarifying
that the US had no evidence that
the Pakistani government was in-
volved in the latest hijacking
episode, the officials once againre-
iterated the involvement of Pak-
istani intelligence agencies with
terrorist organizations.

Some administration sources
now concede that it is has become
pretty much impossible for the
President to stop by in Islamabad
following Pakistan’s intransigence
on several issues, including its
stand on terrorism and return to
democracy. The military dictator-
ship has also snuffed out the little
chance there was for a stopover
with its subversion of the judiciary
on Wednesday. “It is not a good sit-
uation. We regard it as a negative
development,” an administration
official said about the develop-
ments in Islamabad. _

The White House is therefore
expected to announce the visit to
India and Bangladesh, most likely
in the last week of March, while
saying there will be a Presidential
visit to other countries in the re-
gion under more propitious cir-
cumstances. Hoagland termed as
“a risky enterprise” a Clinton visit
to shore up the Musharraf regime
and said “withholding this visit is
the minimum that needs to be

INDIAN EXPRESS®
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the escape of the hi-

Kashmiri territory controlled by
Pakistan.” The theory that Pak- -
istani intelligence was involved in
the hijacking figured even in
Wednesday night's Republican
presidential debate and was en-
dorsed by contender Steve Forbes
who said “ Qur people did not
know in the White House that ap- |
parently Pakistani operatives were
behind that recent hijacking.”

Pakistan has said that if the
President skips Islamabad it would
strengthen the hands of Islamic
fundamentalists and create ananti-
American atmosphere. Officials
and analysts here concede that
Washington would lose leverage
even more in Pakistan, but the de-
velopments in thét country leave
the administration with little
choice. The administration is“des-
perately keen” to remain engaged
with Pakistan and retain a handle
onacountry that appears tobe spi-
raling out of control. “A visit is one
way to turn things around, but it
looks very difficult,” one official
said. e

New Delhi has not taken any
stand publicly about a Presidential
visit to Pakistan, but Indian offi-
cials say in private that if Clinton
goes to Islamabad it will be a trav-
esty of all the values the US pro-
fesses tostand for.
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“Clmton will not interfere

WASHINGTON, JAN. 29. The U.S.
State Department has made it
clear that the Prdsident, Mr. Bill
Clinton’s desire towork for defus-
ing the crisis between India and
Pakistan does not mean any kind
of interference in India’s affairs
or, in any way, harming its inter-
est. To a question about the Presi-
dent’s observation to this effect in
his State of the Unjon address on
Thursday, the U.S. State Depart-
ment’s Deputy Director of Policy
Planning, Mr. James C. O'Brien,
on Friday said, “I don't think he
(Mr. Clinton) was proposing any-
thing that in any way runs against
the interests of the Indian Gov-
ernment.”’

“So, I would warn you against
interpreting anything he said as a
suggestion of U.S. meddling
where it's not wanted,” he said to
the question by an Indian jour-
nalist. He said Mr. Clinton had ex-
pressed “‘a strong interest in, and

' intention in visiting India and en-

gaging with the Indian Govern-
ment, including on the issues that
are of concern with Pakistan. But [

don't believe he will — you know,
there is no suggestion there of
anything that would interfere
with the Indian Government’s in-
terests.”

Asked whether Mr. Clinton
would visit Pakistan during his
visit to South Asia in the spring,
Mr. O'Brien said the Secretary of
State, Ms. Madeleine Albright,
would make a recommendation
about it. “‘Obviously, the Presi-
dent will have to make his deci-
sion as he gets closer to the time
of the visit.”

Mr. O’'Brien, however, said,
‘“We have engagement with the
Pakistan Government on a num-
ber of issues. We're very con-
cerned about its return to civilian
democratic rule quickly, and in
that sense, deplored the notion
that the Government attempted
to set itself outside the review of
independent courts. We have
continued engagement with them
on issues of anti- terrorism, non-
proliferation and other regional
concerns.”

When asked as to why India

THE HINDU
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v in India’s affairs” s

and Pakistan should listen to the
U.S. advice to sign the Compre-
hensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT)
when it had failed to ratify the
pact, Mr. O’Brien said the inter-
national norm in the CTBT pro-
vided protection for all people in
the world, and “it does that by
laying down a rule that impedes
the development of nuclear
weapons by forbidding a partic-
ular means of developing them,
the testing.”

The U.S. had already commit-
ted itself not to conduct those
kinds of tests. ““We’re maintaining
that moratorium even after the
Senate action, and I think, thus,
by our actions, we are reflecting a
commitment to the norm that lies
at the heart of the non-prolifer-
ation regime.”

The U.S. remained a world
leader on non-proliferation is-
sues. ‘“We continue to work
whenever there is a threat to that
particular international regime.
We hope to develop and then re-

inforce and enforce other intern
tional regimes.” — UNI
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NDIA IS all set to significantly ex-

pand its relationship with the United

States. But would that come at the

expense of New Delhi's relations
with other major powers? “Not at all,” the
mandarins of the security establishment
insist. There is a new confidence in the
Government that by recasting Indo-U.S.
relations during the visit of the American
President, Mr. Bill Clinton, India has in-
creased its room for foreign policy mano-
euvre in all directions.

Despite the onset of what looks like a
blistering summer in the capital, Indian
diplomacy is now getting into high gear
and the outlook for foreign policy has
never looked so bright since the deafen-
ing noise from Pokhran in May 1998 out-
raged the world. There is no question that
the Prime Minister, Mr. Atal Behari Vaj-
payee, took a huge foreign policy risk in
conducting nuclear tests two years ago
and declaring India a nuclear weapon
state. Built into the risky decision was the
counter-intuitive conclusion that a nucle-
ar India would be able to fundamentally
reconfigure relations with the U.S.

All the immediate predecessors of Mr.
Vajpayee had indeed considered the
question of conducting nuclear tests, but
were convinced that such a decision
would invite considerable opprobrium
from the U.S. and isolate India in the in-
ternational community. They were not
wrong; but were just too cautious and pa-
ralysed by the fear of the political conse-
quences of crossing the nuclear Rubicon.
The BJP Government instead gambled by
opting to go against the conventional wis-
dom on nuclear tests and relations with
the U.S.

There was very little going, however, for
the BJP Government on the foreign policy
front in the wake of the nuclear tests.
Faced with sharp domestic criticism as
well as severe international reaction, the
illoomy predictions about the impact of

e nuclear tests appeared to come true.
The U.S. imposed sanctions against India,
and mobilised the international commu-
nity against the nuclear proliferation in
the sub-continent. As a consequence, the
world renewed its political interest in
Kashmir. India’s relations with Pakistan
took a nose-dive despite New Delhi's ef-

V’Phe Clinto

y recasting Indo-U.S. relations during the Clinton
visit, India has increased its room for foreign
policy manoeuvre.

forts to improve relations with Islamabad
at the Lahore summit in February 1999.

pakistan was determined to use the
new sense of nuclear parity with New
Delhi to step up the conventional military
confrontation with India as well as the
scale of terrorist violence in Jammu and
Kashmir. Pakistan’s diplomatic objective
was to exploit the new global concerns
about a nuclear flashpoint in the sub-
continent and get the international com-
munity to intervene in the dispute over
Jammu and Kashmir with India.

In this bleak post-Pokharan scenario
for India’s foreign policy came the small
opening for a dialogue with the U.S. that

ous foreign policy agenda in the coming
months. With the American ties set to
move in a positive direction, India’s for-
eign policy options have improved.

Meanwhile, India's other interlocutors,
too, will be assessing the results of Mr.
Clinton’s visit to India and reviewing their
ties with New Delhi. The first signs of a
changing attitude towards India have
come from countries such as Australia
and Japan, that went way ahead of the
U.S. in condemning India’s nuclear tests
and took it upon themselves to isolate
New Delhi in various international fora.
But in the last few months, as signs of
improvement in Indo-U.S. relations came

began a few weeks after Pok-
hran i1. Despite the visible an-

into view, both Japan and Aus-

WORLD VIEW talia began to see the folly of

ger that marked the U.S.

reaction to the Indian tests, the nuclear
decision did get substantive American
political attention that New Delhi had
rarely received in the past. It culminated
in the successful visit of Mr. Clinton to
India. The 12 rounds of nuclear dialogue
over the last two years between the Ex-
ternal Affairs Minister, Mr. Jaswant Singh,
and the U.S. Deputy Secretary of State,
Mr. Strobe Talbott, turned out to be the
most sustained consultations on core se-
curity issues between the two nations in
the last five decades.

Although the dialogue did not resolve
the nuclear differences, it generated a
much better understanding of each oth-
er’s perceptions. It also facilitated Amer-
ican support for India during the Kargil
crisis and helped build a new framework
for Indo-U.S. cooperation against inter-
national terrorism. It also prepared the
ground for Mr.Clinton’s visit that ended
the historic U.S. tilt towards Pakistan, un-
veiled a positive framework for dealing
with the Kashmir dispute, and initiated a
sustainable engagement with India. Hav-
ing moved the big American piece in the
post- Pokhran diplomatic puzzle, India is
now well-placed to pursue a more vigor-
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their earlier positions of link-

ing normalisation of relations with India
to the nuclear issue. Their efforts to de-
link ties with India from non-prolifera-
tion could only acquire greater
momentum after the Clinton visit.

But it is to the other great powers we
must now turn to understand the impact
of the Clinton visit to India. There will be
some questions about the future of In-
dia’s relations with Russia in the context
of a new framework of Indo-U.S. rela-
tions. Since the end of the Cold War, rela-
tions of third countries with Washington
and Moscow have ceased to be a zero
sum game. New Delhi places special val-
ue on its close ties with Moscow and there
is no reason to believe these will come
under strain now. Although the new lead-
er of Russia, Mr. Vladimir Putin, is expect-
ed to be more purposeful in his pursuit of
national interest, it is not necessary that
he will adopt a more confrontationist
posture towards the U.S. India is confi-
dent of expanding cooperation with Pu-
tin’s Russia with which it has a large
number of common regional security
concerns centred around the export of
terrorism from Afghanistan and Pakistan.

Stionger concerns about Indo-U.S. re-

n visit’s aftermath

By C. Raja Mohan

lations have come from China, where
there may be real apprehensions about
the so-called “‘natural alliance” between
india and the U.S. The decision by India
and the U.S. to draw close to each other,
their proclamations about the virtues of
democracy and the need for Asian bal-
ance of power comes at a time when Si-
no-U.S. relations are going through a
difficult and uncertain phase. But India is
certainly aware of the considerable depth
and breadth of Sino-U.S. relations and
knows that a new Sino-American Cold
war is not in its interest. India’s diplomat-
ic thrust in the next few years would be in
expanding relations with both the U.S.
and China.

China also may have some fears about
a perceived American tilt towards India in
its confrontation with Pakistan. But it is
not likely that Beijing will intensify its
cooperation with Islamabad to a point
where it begins to lose all prospects of a
reasonable relationship with India. Al-
though China is unlikely to abandon its
special relationship with Pakistan, the
change in Indo-U.S. relations could help
Beijing recognise the importance of pur-
suing a more balanced policy in the sub-
continent and the need for a modus vi-
vendi with Indja.

The weight of the European Union in
India’s diplomatic agenda has vastly in-
creased in the last few years. And this is
unlikely to be affected by an improve-
ment in Indo-U.S. relations. In drawing
closer to Washington, New Delhi is also
ending the Cold War political hiatus with
the West in general. To be sure there are
interesting points of tension between the
U.S. and the European Union, and France
in particular, on a range of political and
economic issues. These contradictions
within the Western world in fact improve
India’s leverages with both the U.S. and
Europe. Since Pokhran 11 India has nur-
tured a special relationship with France
and there is no case for India to go slow
on that front after the Clinton visit. At the
same time New Delhi would expect less
ambiguity in the European positions on
Kashmir, terrorism, and Indo-Pakistan
relations on which Mr. Clinton has set a
new standard for the West to emulate in
the sub-continent.
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WASHINGTON, APRIL 28. The U.S.
Under-Secretary of State for Polit-
ical Affairs, Mr. Thomas Picker-
ing, has said that the multi-
dimensional potential in the U.S.-
India relationship cannot come
about unless the two countries
made further progress on the is-
sue of non-proliferation.

Speaking at the School of Ad-
vanced International Studies of
the Johns Hopkins University
here on Thursday, Mr. Pickering,
who was introduced by Ms. Shirin
Tahir-Kheli, Director of the South
Asia Institute at the university,
said: ‘“No issue is more important

| to American security than our ef-
forts to counter the proliferation
of weapons of mass destruction,
especially nuclear weapons and
their means of delivery.

“Even as we seek to build a new
and qualitatively closer relation-
ship with India, that relationship
cannot realise its full potential
without further progress on non-
proliferation. We also cannot and
will not be able to cooperate on
military issues until there is sub-
stantial progress on non-prolifer-

. ation. We face similar problems in
our relations with Pakistan,” Mr.
" Pickering observed. Mr. Picker-

ties

By Sridhar Krishnaswami { 0

Q, who will b sifing South
Asia next month to discyiss among
other things, ‘Asian jsecurity’, ar-
gued that the near-term American
objectives with India were simple:
early signature on the Compre-
hensive Test Ban Treaty; strength-
ened export controls; cooperation
in the Fissile Material Cut-off
Treaty, and pending its conclu-
sion, a moratorium on produc-
tion; restraint in the development
of missiles; and prudence in
shaping defence postures.

The senior Clinton administra-
tion said that progress on export
control has been registered and
that continuing convergence on
this and other non-proliferation
items will be high on the U.S.
agenda with India.

Earlier, commenting on Indo-
Pak relations, Mr. Pickering
sought to debunk the idea circu-
lating in Pakistan — that if only
events were allowed to spiral in
Kashmir towards an all-out con-
flict with India, the U.S would be
compelled to mediate on more fa-
vourable terms. This, the official
maintained, had been rejected by
the President, Mr. Bill Clinton,
when he was on a short stopover
in Pakistan. But the message on
tensions was both to India and
Pakistan. “‘Publicly and privately

ith India to NPT

the President urged mutual re-
straint by the parties, respect for
the Line of Control, rejection of
violence, and renewal of dialogue.
The tragic cycle of violence con-
tinues to claim precious lives in
Kashmir,” Mr. Pickering said. P

IHL HINDY
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 {Unrestrained eservec N%

Even as President Clinton was eloquently-qugs§oning in New Delhi
he wisdom of India going nuclear, his administraonh had finalised plans
o renovate more than 6,000 nuclear warheads o%er the next 15 years.
/Under the START-II treaty, the US is permitted to\have only 3,000 de-
ployed weapons; the other 3,000, according to Américan officials, are
meant as an “inactive reserve”. This exemplifies the ‘nuclear restraint’
. the US practises, while asking India whether it had become more secure
" after Pokhran I Unlike India, the US does not border states which re-
ject democracy, possess nuclear weapons, and have an ongoing nuclear
prohferatxon relationship. The US President will shortly have an oppor-
* tunity to demonstrate his ‘nuclear restraint’ in specific terms when he
 has to decide on national missile defence. Polls in the US suggest that the
missile defence programme does not have majority approval. The US
: administration must ask itself whether America will be more secure af-
-~ ter the proposed deployment which undermines the first arms control
.+ agreement — the anti-ballistic missile treaty — and could unleash
.- an.arms race. Is this course of action in conformity with the international
trends which President Clinton talked about in Delhi? As a friend,
. the Indian government should make clear its views on the matter,
. respectfully but firmly and unambiguously.
; President Clinton also offered US partnership to India in a further di-
: alogue on proliferation. This is to be welcomed. But about the same time
the director of the Central Intelligence Agency testified before the US
senate that his organisation had reported to Washington the transfer of
- Chinese missiles to Pakistan as soon as it took place. How that informa-
. tion was handled by the US administration was, according to him, not
~ the agency’s responsibility. The Federation of American Scientists re-
cently published satellite images of the Pakistani missile site at Sargod-
ha; together with the CIA director’s testimony, they show that the US
administration has for the past six years been fudging the question of
Chinese missile proliferation to Pakistan. If President Clinton had
_ paused to reflect on Washington turning a blind eye to 20 years of Chi-
na’s nuclear proliferation and ten years of missile proliferation to Pak-
istan, he would have had a better understanding of India’s need for a
minimum nuclear deterrent. Now that Mr Clinton has performed his pro
forma obeisance to non-proliferation theology — which the US did not
practise in respect of the China-Pakistan relationship over the last two
decades — the appropriate next step would be to recognise the facts on
the ground. President Clinton referred to Bangladesh’s freedom strug-
gle not getting the support it deserved from all countries, thereby
obliquely conceding the US failure on this front. He ought now to admit
that non-proliferation norms were not observed by all nuclear weapon
powers in South Asia, thus compelling India to go nuclear. Once this
compulsion is acknowledged, Washington and Dethi can further their
relationship beyond a ritual crying over spilt milk.
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sion stat;ment
to seek

lifting of U.S.
sanctions 9,\’5/

By Our Legal Correspondent

NEW DELHI, OCT. 8. The Federation.
of Indian Chambers of Commerce
and Industry (FICCI) and the
U.S.-India Business Council today
signed a vision statement to work
for lifting the remaining sanctions
imposed by the United States that
are still inhibiting the flow of
technical assistance from the U.S.

The statement was signed by
Dr. Amit Mitra, Secretary General,
FICCI and Mr. Raymond E. Vick-
ery, jr. United States- India Busi-
ness Council at the conclusion of
a four-day India-Chem 2000 exhi-
bition and conference.

The statement said that| both
sides would work together tp ob-
tain support as well as fundirlg for
a programme to offer world stan-
dard training to Indian environ-
mental enforcement personnel.

In the field of taxation and tar-
iffs, the two sides would work
with their respective govern-
ments to implement the joint
statement of the U.S. President,
Mr. Bill Clinton, and the Prime
Minister, Mr. A.B. Vajpayee, on
reciprocal tax measures. They
would provide analyses of the ef-
fects of tax simplification and tar-
iff rationalisation on investment
and trade in the Inggg\x) cl}emical

industry. WYy
In the area of Research Qld In-

tellectual Property Rights, the
statement envisaged scope for
unlimited potential in the context
of passage of a strong IPR Bill on
expanding investment in Indian
research and development.

In the area of e-commerce, the
two sides would pursue vigorous-
ly a cyberspace partnering initia-
tive to promote trade and
investment between the U.S. and
Indian small and medium enter- |

_prises in the fields of chemicals,
petrochemicals and pharmaceu-
ticals. It was decided to review the
progress in implementing the vi-
sion statement at the next meet-
ing to be held in Washington in
June 2001.

Minister’s appeal
Participating in the valedictory
session of the conference, the
Minister of State for Chemicals
and Fertilizers, Mr. Satya Brata
Mookherjee, today urged the
chemicals sector to concentrate
on creating research and develop-

ment centres and also to increa
exports in the years ahead./

\
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} ndo-U.S. relations
dare bound toG\\" |
improve: Gujral, \/

By LK. Sharma
The Times of india News Service

LONDON: Indo-U.S. relations

: bound to iNm-
prove, irrespec-
tive of who as-
sumes the presi-
dency, former
prime minister
LK. Gujral has
said.

Relations
India are not an
emotional  or
personal thing and are based on
hard calculations regarding India’s
standing and prospects. The new
appreciative view on India is being
shared by the Democrats as well as
the Republicans, Mr Gujral said.

He also said that he had spoken
to Hillary Clinton over the tele-
phone. She said she wanted to visit
India and, Mr Gujral said, he sug-
gested that she bring Bill Clinton
along! The former prime minister
was on his way back home after at-
tending the U.N. general assembly
and addressing university gather-
ings on India.

Mr Gujral said that he was im-
pressed by the high profile that In-
dia and Indians in general have ac-
quired in the U.S. The prism of the
cold war has faded and now India is
being seen as a major player on the
world scene.

Indian Americans were con-
tributing to this perception and the
reawakening of the interest in India
in American academic circles was
remarkable.

" Mr Gujral has been asked to join
a group studying the implications
of aging in Europe, America and
Japan. The ambitious study by the
Institute of Strategic Studies will
cover countries like India and Chi-
na, where the ratio of younger peo-
ple is higher. Thus, while some
countries are g«?g old, others are

LK. Gujral

getting vounger.
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’//Bush at helm will be,
for Indo- U§étles Pre

|
}

HY COrresp(;;dent (\ \

 New Delhi, November 10 %

IF GEORGE W Bush finally
becomes President, relations
between the United States and
India will improve -"qualitatively”,
according to former US Senator
Larry Pressler. All for removing
the existing sanctions on India, Mr
Pressler, a Republican, said:
"Sanctions don't achieve anything.
If they are an impediment to
plumbing the terrific potential of
collaboration between the world's
oldest and biggest democracies,
they should go. Besides, Governor
Bush has said clearly that if elected
he would not force the CTBT on

. America. So where is the question

despite the back-to-back visits of
President Clinton and Prime
Minister Vajpayee this year, the
content of hype in bilateral rela-
tions could not be denied. In his
view, there was a need for
Washington to articulate its inter-
¢st in cultivating India more seri-
ously in view of China's emergence
as a pan-Asian power.

President Clinton had perhaps
accelerated  the process  to
nuclearisation of the South Asian
region by repealing the Pressler
Amendment, he added. "T am sur-
prised that the hypeg genecrated
during the March vigifdid not take
this into account. j

THE HINDUSTAN TIMES
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Clinton warns India on proliferation

WASHINGTON, Nov. 10. The U.S.
President, Mr. Bill Clinton, has
warned India that Indo-U.S. rela-
tions cannot reach their full po-
’ ‘tential “‘without progress on our
. non-proliferation and regional
concerns” and feels there are no
encouraging signs of resumption
of talks between India and Pakis-
| tan soon.

\  Mr. Clinton expressed his views
in a letter to the House Speaker
covering U.S. policy in various re-

“gions and dealing with nuclear
and missile issues relating to In-

dia mainly in the Pakistani con-
text. In the context of the warmth
in Indo-U.S. relations assumed
after Mr. Clinton’s rousing wel-
come in India and the equally
warm welcome to the Prime Min-
ister, Mr. Atal Behari Vajpayee, in
the U.S., the Clinton message
came as a cold shower to analysts

\\‘) f the Indian scene.

Mr. Cli}a\ n\laid he discussed
non-proliferdtion and Indo-Pa-
kistan issues\with the two coun-
tries during hts trip in March and
with Mr. Vajpayee here in Sep-

THZ 10DU

A .
I { .
Y boes o

!0

s B

tember. “With India, we have
stressed that our relationship will
not be able to reach its full poten-
tial without progress on our non-
proliferation and regional con-
cerns. With Pakistan, we also
emphasised the importance of
progress on regional security and
non-proliferation, among other
pressing issues.

The U.S. President said the Kar-
gil conflict and the military coup
in Pakistan resulted in the sus-

pension of the bilateral dialogue |-

initiated in Lahore. — PTI
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“Tndia, USA

" want bigger

/

1{do-US Joint Wo

role for E/N
peacekeepers

H BULA BEVI \ £ fg :
STATESMAN REWS SERVICE \ |

DELAHI, Ngg e

L.l%g aro

" [tions have agreed that the rol

of troop-contributing countries
should be increased to craft
the mandates and operations
of peacekeeping forces.

At the two-day JWG meeting
between the two countries
which ended here today, the
two countries decided on
exploration of ways to do so.

Incidentally, the Indian Army
sometime back strongly advo-
cated this proposal. Former
Chief of Army Staff, Gen. VP
Malik had said that the
prospective troop-contributing
countries should be involved in
the early stages of planning of
a mission and “they should be
consulted on any major deci-
sions regarding the mandate”.

At the sixth international
seminar on Challenges of Pea-
cekeeping and Peace Support,
on 13 September, Gen Malik
said that before launching any
peacekeeping mission, “a care-
/ful politico-military analysis of
the situation should be under-

/taken by the UNDPKO. To that

/

extent, Somalia and now Sierra

" Leone are bad examples”.

India and USA exchanged
views on. functional aspects
such as command structures,
logistical support, training
and preparations for effective
UN peacekeeping. The scope
of these discussions included
both “civilian police and mili-
tary components of today’s U
peacekeeping operations”,

Soren warns
of jhathka

NEW DELH]I, Nov. 2. — “Aisa
Jhatka dunga ki yaad karenge,
(I give them a jolt they will
not forget in hurry)” said Mr
Sibu Soren today after landing
here. tonight. In a last ditch bid
for the chief ministerial post he
will meet Mr AB Vajpayee. But

t

a PMO spokes‘rnap.said the

THE STATESMAN
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Jndo-US

meet on

UN peacekeeping
operations today

HT Correspondent H Q, 0\
New Dethi, October 31

HE UNITED States and

India will begin a two-day

meet from tomorrow to dis-
cuss ways to strengthen the United
Nations peace-keeping operations.
The decision to set up a Joint
Working Group on this was taken
during the Prime Minister's US
visit.

The US is the biggest contributor
to the United Nations and India is
one of the most frequent partici-
pants in its peace mission, having
participated in 33 such exercises
since 1953.

Since peace-keeping has become
one of the most controversial
aspects of the UN in the recent
years, the two countries have
decided to find ways to save the
institution.

Sources are hopeful of a positive
outcome. Proposal to set up a per-
manent blue helmet force under
an’ unified command, which has
been proposed for sometime now,

might coxln up\for discussion. A
permanent {nstitution could be the
answer to the problems that the
UN faces epery time it decides to
intervene etther as a peace-keeper
or peace-enforcer.

Both the nations want the peace-
keeping unit to carry on, though
their recent experiences have not
been very pleasant. The Somalian
mission for the US and India's
recent stint in Sierra Leone had
put the governments of both the
nations on a defensive in their par-
liaments.

The US delegation will be head-
ed by deputy assistant secretary of
state, Leonard Howley, while Alok
Prasad, joint secretary (Americas),
in the Ministry of External Affairs,
will lead the Indian side.

Defence, internal security and
foreign affairs officials will also
participate in the two-day delibera-
tions.

India, though having announced
its decision to withdraw from
Sierra Leone, will continue to send
its troops for the blue helmet duty.

<&
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India and the United States have
had several rounds of a nuclear dia-
logue. What have been the tangible
as well as intangible results of this
dialogue?

Qur senior level dialogue on secu-
rity and non-proliferation has been
going on for more than two years. It
has been the most intensive and pro-
ductive discussion on these issues
that our countries have ever had.
We have established much clearer
understandings of our countries’
positions on these issues and estab-
lished ties of trust and respect that
allow us to quickly cooperate on

common goals or address differ-
ences. We have identified some
areas of agreement on the issues of
security and non-proliferation,
including support for the Compre-
hensive Test Ban Treaty, beginning
negotiations in Geneva to end pro-

duction of fissile material for

weapons, and enhancing export con-
trols. We also continue to discuss
ways to achieve restraint in nuclear
and ballistic missile systems while
still providing for vital security
needs. A nuclear arms race in the
region would not be in India’s inter-
est — nor the world’s. We have
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made some useful progress in our
discussions, but there is more to be
done. I look forward to continuing
these talks during and after the
Prime Minister’s visit.
Do you expect India to sign the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty
(CTBT)? Has not the failure of the
U.S. Senate to ratify the treaty effec-
tively killed it? People in India are
asking: Why should we sign it now?
The Indian Government has said it
intends to build a nsus to sign
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty.
The Treaty is still very much alive.
My Administration has signed, is

committed to its ratification and will
continue to participate in interna-
tional efforts to implement it. India’s
action in joining the Treaty would be
an important step in bringing the
Treaty closer to implementation.
You have often talked of the United
States and India as two great democ-
racies. On the basis of our shared
faith in the will of the people being
supreme, what kind of political coop-
eration do you foresee between India
and the United States?

Our two countries truly are great
democracies. Shortly after my visit
to South Asia, the United States and
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India cooperated closely in assuring
the success of the first meeting of
the Community of Democracies in
Warsaw. We will continue to work
together to nurture and strengthen
the Community and, more impor-
tantly, democratic institutions
around the world. I expect that we
will work even more closely togeth-
er to advance the cause of peace
around the world through the
United Nations and other interna-

- tional organizations.

This will include further coopera-
tion in international peacekeeping.
Our two countries have many inter-
national interests in common, and I
am glad that we will increasingly be

have regular consultations at the
White House, the State Department
and with members of Congress.
More members of Congress have
joined the India Caucus than any
similar group on Capitol Hill.
Indian-American entrepreneurs are
making a tremendous contribution
to the United States, and in many
cases taking their expertise and capi-
tal back to India as well to create jobs
and opportunities in cutting-edge
industries. »
What is your message to the people
of India?

My greatest wish for the people of
India is that they see increasing
peace and prosperity as their
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nation’s role in world affairs contin-
ues to grow. As the twenty-first cen-
tury begins, India and the United
States can look forward to a great
future together — as growth in
trade and investment raises the liv-
ing standards of all our people; as
scientific and medical research leads
to highly beneficial breakthroughs;
as cultural exchanges allow us to
share the best of our cultures; as we
work together in world affairs to
seek greater peace, stability and
democracy for ourselves and for all
nations. It is also my strong hope
that Indians will be able to enjoy
these blessings along with their
neighbors in this new millennium.

pursuing them together.

There is a large population of
Indian-Americans which is coming
of age politically in the United
States. What role do you see this
community playing in U.S. affairs as
well as in strengthening Inde-U.S.
relations?

It gives me great pleasure to see the
one million strong Indian-American
community take an increasing role in
the political affairs of our country.
This is a key part of the immigrant
experience for Americans and a cor-
nerstone of our vital democracy. The
community will increasingly serve as
a bridge between India and the
United States. Already, its leaders
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NATIONAL SECURITY ADVISER BRAJESH
MISHRA ON WHY IT MAKES SENSE FOR
VAJPAYEE TO GO TO WASHINGTON NOW.

BY KALYANI SHANKAR

Many question the timing of Prime Minister Vajpayee’s visit to the
US. Why now and why not after the new US President takes over?
This question arises because people are tooking at this as‘primarily
a US visit. But it is a visit to the UN as well. There is a millennium
summit at the United Nations. If we are saying we have a good case
for India to become a member of the UN Security Council, we have a
role to play in the UN. How can you keep away from the millennium
summit? We should take that as a starting point. Then we have to look
at the invitation given by the President Clinton to the Prime Minister.
He said, "Hopefully, we can meet before the end of my term." It is not
a question of the visit coming at the fag end of the term or somethin
like that. Secondly, there is continuity in the US policy. There we
some policy considerations and those still apply. When a new admig#
istration comes in — be it#f the Republicans or Democrats, the safe -
policy considerations will' remain. R '
What is going to be the thrust of the visit? -~~~ ==
There.will be a dialogue with President Clinton on political, eco-
nomic and scientific ang-€ecurity issues. There was this vision state-
ment released at the efid of his *ndia visit in March. They will have a
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1 1e at the UN? :

We will talk about ntribution made by India in the UN, ou '
role in international a... 3, our claim for permanent membership o
Security Council. But Kasnmir will not come up. We will not talk ol
Kashmir even if Pakistan raises it.

On the Security Council, the Prime Minister is not going to the T}
to lobby for our case. But during any bilateral meeting with o
heads of state, he will state India’s case. We are looking at the b: er
al meetings in the UN framework and obviously this matter wili alsc
come up. :
There has been speculation about the Prime Minister running in:
Gen Musharraf in the UN lobby or the reception. Do you t! ink it
possible?

It is most unlikely, most unlikely.

What are the substantive issues, which may come up dur
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/Going back to Lahore will be &ppropriate’

By Malini Parthasarathy V@ |
CHENNAI, NOV. 29. The Clinton ad™

ministration views the Prime
Minister, Mr. A. B. Vajpayee’s
* Ramzan ceasefire initiative in
Kashmir as a welcome develop-
ment deserving of a response
from the Kashmiri militant
groups. According to a senior ad-
ministration official, Mr. Karl In-
derfurth, who is now in Delhi as
part of his farewell trip to the re-
gion, “‘after several false starts in
recent months, the Prime Minis-
ter’s new initiative could be the
step that leads to a new opening
in addressing the Kashmir dis-
pute.” \x
Mr. Inderfurth, who i§ Assistant
Secretary of State for Sputh Asia
in the outgoing Clinton\adminis-
tration and who has played a ma-
jor role in the | radical
improvement of the colhtext of
U.S.-India relations which ensued
despite the differences over In-
dia’s nuclear tests, expressed
hope over the recent develop-
ments in Kashmir, in a conversa-
tion in a.brief stopover here in
Chennai on his way to Delhi from
Sri Lanka. While he took care to
say that at that point in time, he
was not really up to date on the
latest developments in regard to
the ceasefire, he did note that a
dialogue between India and the
Kashmiri groups would ‘be “a
good thing”.

Asked for an elucidation of the
U.S. stance in the context of the

Indian official
argument that
a dialogue with
Pakistan  was
not  possible
until there was
a complete ces-
sation of cross-
border terror-
ism, Mr.
Inderfurth said:
“It has been our view consistently
that dialogue is needed between
India and Pakistan but that it is
also important for Pakistan to
take important steps to demon-
strate its seriousness in seeing
that dialogue is resumed.” This
would include “steps to see that
the level of violence is reduced in
Kashmir.”

-

Explaining that " the United
States saw the Lahore process as
an important step, the Clinton ad-
ministration official said, ‘“we
were then very disappointed with
Kargil... we made it clear that Pa-
kistan needed to see those forces
withdrawn back across the Line of
Control... we know that there
were political costs here for Mr.
Vajpayee and Mr. Jaswant Singh
as a result of Kargil...” Therefore,
as a result of the Kargil episode,
“a demonstration by Pakistan of
its sincerity that it wants to re-
sume the dialogue and to go back
to the Lahore process would be an
appropriate step to take.” Mr. In-
derfurth also noted that in the
context of the process of address-

-
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ing the Kashmir dispute, the Unit-
ed States also believes that “at
some stage Pakistan would need
to be involved in the process.” He
made clear that this was not to
suggest that Pakistan be included
in a three-way discussion. The
idea was that there could be sev-
eral tracks of discussions, for in-
stance, one involving India and
the militant groups and another
between India and Pakistan. “In-
dia and Pakistan need to resume
their dialogue in a serious and
sustained fashion.”

The U.S. Assistant Secretary,
who is on his final tour of the re-
gion before the Clinton adminis-
tration makes its exit in January,
said that under the leadership of
Mr. Bill Clinton and Mr. Vajpayee,
the two countries had been able
to “chart a new and positive rela-
tionship”. The new turn in U.S.-
India relations, Mr. Inderfurth as-
serted, had become a “significant
part of the redefinition of U.S. for-
eign policy for the 21st century.”
He pointed out that Mr. Clinton
considered ‘this new relationship
as one of the high points of his
presidency.” The initiative to im-
prove ties with India was “‘a top-
down initiative” by Mr. Clinton,
fuelled in part by the end of the
Cold War, India’s own steps “to-
wards the global marketplace”
and the fact that both were “vi-
brant democracies’.

Outlining the implied tasks for
the next U.S administration in
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sustaining the new momentum in
U.S.-India relations, the Clinton
administration official said ‘that
the new foundation laid during
the Clinton era would have to be
built upon. Striking a note of cau-
tion, he said: “We must be vigi-
lant that we do not relapse into
old ways of dealing with each oth-
er... the old sensitivities, and we
all know what they are, are reced-
ing and we are beginning to have
a greater degree of confidence in
what we have to say to each other
but that does not mean that we
will agree on every issue and we
should not expect to.”

“Over the next several years, we
will be testing the proposition
that by expanding our relation-
ship to encompass a broadbased
agenda, we will be better able to
narrow our differences on those
issues that have proven difficult
for us in the past, like nonprolifer-
ation...” Mr. Inderfurth said, add-
ing that his hope was that “a few
years from now, we will be able to
look back and say that this period
truly did represent a fundamental
change in the U.S.-India relation-
ship but it will take us a few years
to make that determination...”

According to Mr. Inderfurth,
the changed relationship was ‘‘so
much in line with larger US na-
tional interests” and enjoyed
“such broad support across the
political spectrum in the United
States, from both the Democrats
and the Republicans”, that this

changed perspective on U.S.-In-
dia relations was certain to con-
tinue into the next
administration. But, he under-
lined that it was also important to
recognise that while the founda-
tion for the relationship had been
laid, “expectations” should “not
be too high” so as to evoke sub-
sequent disappointment. “It is
important to place our expecta-
tions at a realistic level,” said the
outgoing U.S. Assistant Secretary
of State, whose farewell visit here
virtually draws down the curtains
on the Clinton administration’s
engagement of South As;a/



