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BEIJING: China apd Russia have
held “intensive” talks on U.S. plans
to withdraw from the 1972 Anti-
Ballistic Missile Treaty and the
countries will continue close links
on the issue, China’s foreign min-
istry said on Tuesday.

“Both sides held a wide and
intensive exchange of views on the
present international security situ-
ation and the major issues on disar-
mament and the arms control
field,” foreign ministry spokes-
woman Zhang Qiyue said of
Monday’s talks in Moscow.

“Both sides stressed that under
the present situation the mainte-
nance of the arms control and dis-
armament regime and the global
strategic balance is of crucial
importance to world peace and
security.”

The talks between China’s vice
foreign minister Wang Guangya
and Russian counterpart Georgy
Mamedov follow the announce-
ment by US. President George
Bush late last week that the U.S.
would withdraw from the ABM
treaty. The U.S. will now proceed
with the construction of a national

ussia w1ll

oni ABM treaty

missile shield, outlawed under the
terms of the Cold War accord.

China and Russia have consis-
tently voiced opposition to the U.S.
missile defence plans, which they
say could spark a new arms race,
and at Monday’s talks pledged to
continue co-operation on the mat-
ter now US. withdrawal from the
ABM treaty has been confirmed.

“Both sides agreed to maintain
consultations and co-operation on
this question,” said Zhang. “Both
sides have a consensus and com-
mon understanding on the U.S.
plan to develop NMD (National
Missile Defence), so we hope the
US. side can heed the opinion of
the majority of countries and exer-
cise prudence,” she added.

During the talks, China and
Russia agreed arms control had to
be enforced, the Russian foreign
ministry said on Monday. “The
sides underlined the imperative
need, under current conditions, to
preserve a system of control over
disarmament and global security,
which is the obligation of the inter-
national communjty,” the state-
ment said. (arp)
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MOSCOW, DECEMBER 14 W » Q(L {0
USSIAN President Viadimir Putin on
Thursday night offered muted criticism of
President Bush’s decision to withdraw
from the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty,

calling the move “mistaken” and saying it could create a

“legal vaccuum” in arms control at a time when the

world faces new threats. Putin’s restrained remarks, de-

livered in a brief speech on Thursday night on Russian -

television, seemed intended $o play down the impact of

decision will spark a new}a
rein in than the one that edtotheABMacoordthree
decades ago. “We might have, I am afraid, some kind
of tuming point where there are no rules of the game
and everyone isfor himself,” he said. “Itwill be different
from the Sovict-American arms race, but it will be more
dangerous, because there will be more players.”

If China decides it needs more N-weapons topen-
etrate a US missile defence system, he said, countries

the US decision to abandon a treaty that like India, Pakistan, Iran and Iraq
the Kremlin has repeatedly called a cor- could all follow suit. Rogov said the US
nerstone of nuclear deterrence. us QU'TS could have tested a missile defence sys-
But many Russian analysts and politi- tem without pulling out of the ABM
clans were at(ljl?‘r;:lmu:t, sam Egsh AB M treaty. “It was a deliberate decision to
decision h: niliated er create a Crisis...
Putin stood with the US in its campaign “They want o bury arms control
against terrorism. hke Nikita Krushchev wanted to bury capitalism.”.

Some said the decision not only flies in the face of
what seemed to be a new alliance between Russia and
US, but could provoke ather nuclear-armed nations to
launch a new weapons build-up. Putin said Russia had
done all it could to preserve the treaty. '

Although the Kremlin lost that battle, he said, the
current relationship between the US and Russia should
“not only be preserved, but also used for the earliest
possible creation of a new framework for strategic rela-
tions,” He noted that both sides had agreed to reduce
their offensive nuclear arsenals,

Putin spoke from his Kremlin office a few howrs after
the White House notified Russia of its intention to

T F

Several influential Russian legislators said Moscow
should react by rethinking its offensive nuclear mis- -
siles. Mikhail Margelov, chairman of the interna-
tional relations committee in the upper House of Par-
liament, the Federation Council, and a close Putin
ally, said Russia now has “a free hand” in deciding the
make-up of its nuclear forces.

He suggested that Russia would now be free to re-
verse eady decisions to eliminate missiles. Alexei Arbatov,
deputy chairman of the Military Affairs Conmittee the
State Duma, the lower House of Parfiament, said Russia
should announce that it will nolongerabide by the Start T
treaty that it ratified early lastyear, - —LATWP
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FRIDAY, DECEMBER 14, 2001

~” A CHALLENGE TO STRATEGIC ‘ol

" THE U.S. PRESIDENT, Mr. George W. Bush,
seems poised to notify Russia of his intention to
-end his country’s adherence to the bilateral An-
ti-Ballistic Missile {ABM) Treaty of 1972. With
the U.S. Senate Majority Leader, Mr. Thomas
Daschle, reporting that Mr. Bush has informed
some Congressional leaders of his decision to
break ranks with Russia on the ABM front, the
actual diplomatic denouement appeared to be
simply a matter of timing and not a question of
fine judgment any longer. By seeking to consign
a major treaty of strategic stability to the scra-
pheap of history, Mr. Bush has only underlined
“his transparent calculation that America is un-
‘stoppable on its chosen path of self-willed uni-
-lateralism. In a strictly legalistic sense, Mr. Bush
"may only be invoking Washington’s right to free
itself from the perceived constraints of the ABM
Treaty in circumstances that have already been
explained several times to his Russian counter-
part, Mr. Vladimir Putin. However, there can be
10 doubt that the present international strategic
“environment, already in a fragile state, is being
vitiated by the U.S.” unilateralism. Surely, it was
"before the terrorist offensive of September 11 on
"America’s home turf that Mr. Bush had begun
- his loud thinking as also his conversation with
Mr. Putin on the ABM’s irrelevance to the pre-
sent times. Yet, it is astonishing that the U.S.
President should now be politically insensitive
to the fraternal spirit of the ongoing internation-
al “campaign’’ against terrorism. With Mr. Putin
having made common cause with the U.S. in the
“movement’’ against globalised terror, the least
. that Mr. Bush could have done is to set a real-
“ istic time-frame to assess whether his adminis-
tration’s parleys with Russia on the ABM issue
are indeed doomed. In the event, Mr. Bush’s
unseemly haste in writing off such negotiations
as an unproguttive exercise can hardly enhance
“America’s~credibility as a caring or*®patient

892,

prime mover in regard to any truly cooperative
venture to promote internatio aLstabW
security. i ?h lg f}w A%

Now, the fine print of the ABM Treaty does
not at all brook the development and deploy-
ment of any system of anti-missile defences by
both the U.S. and Russia. It is also no secret that
the U.S. is eager to build such defences so as to
ward off any “rogue’’ missile strikes that might
be directed against it in the foreseeable future
itself. The Bush administration’s stated objec-
tive is to try and insulate America from attacks
with nuclear or chemical and biological weap-
ons of mass destruction that some ‘“rogue”
states or terrorists might conceivably plot
against the U.S. homeland itself. Although the
terrorist onslaught that rocked America and the
civilised world last September could not have
been deterred by any missile defence system,
the Bush administration has turned the argu-
ment on its head to insist on going “‘beyond”
the ABM Treaty so as to stave off any missile
strikes by some terrorists themselves.

In a sense, Washington has been trying at
this stage to capitalise on the new international
focus on “nuclear terrorism’” to reinforce the
case for missile defences. The boost-phase of
Anierica’s diplomacy in this sphere has received
a stimulus from the latest success of a publi-
cised experiment. In this hoopla, Washington
seems to put its perceived national interest
above the requirements of cdllective interna-
tional security. Russia and China as also some
European powers may, in reality, be apprehen-
sive about their own technological and financial
prowess to match America’s missile-defence en-
deavours. Yet, if the U.S. is genuinely serious
about assuaging their concerns at a time when it
needs their cooperation in the ongoing anti-ter-
igh” itself, Mr,
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Draft eludes meet on

iological weapon
\/‘Ob/O? g By%GopalRai p 1S

THIRUVANANTHAPURAM, DEC. 8. The three-week 5th Review Conference of
the Biological Weapons Convention ended in Geneva ox] Friday with an
unprecedented failure to agree on a final declaration and the meeting
was instead adjourned for a year. Q{q O~ A

Once again, the United States has been the stumbling block. In July
this year, it stood in the way of a legally- binding protocol which had
effectively taken almost a decade to negotiate.

The protocol was intended to provide compliance mechanisms for the
Biological Weapons Conventions which-came into force in 1975 but has
Jacked any real teeth. The U.S. argued that the draft protocol would
jeopardise its biodefence programmes and its companies’ commercial
proprietary information while failing to deter “rogue nations” from pur-
suing illicit biological weapons programmes.

At the 5th Review Conference, which began on November 19, the U.S.
chose to officially accuse Irag, North Korea, Iran, Libya and Syria of
having biological weapons programmes.

The delegates of Irag, Iran and Libya angrily denying the U.S. accusa-
tions, retorted that the U.S. had only mentioned Arab Muslim countries
while disregarding the violations of Israel.

The U.S. also presented its own set of proposals to strengthen the
Biological Weapons Conventions. Countries would have to enact nation-
al criminal legislation forbidding biological weapons activities and
strengthen bilateral extradition agreements for such offences.

Countries would have to accept international inspectors if the U.N.
Secretary-General determined that there were suspicious disease out-
breaks or alleged biological weapons incidents.

Countries would need to restrict access to dangerous pathogens and
ensure national supervision over high-risk experiments. The World
Health Organisation would have enhanced role in global disease surveil-
lance and response capabilities.

But the U.S. proposals did not have key verification procedures, such
as mandatory inspections, which the draft protocol had envisaged. Even
its own allies did not see the U.S. proposals as a substitute for a legaily-
binding inspection and enforcement regime.

In the end, the conference broke down because the U.S. was unwilling
to allow negotiations to continue on such a legally-binding instrument; ;
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VIENNA, DEC. 4. The closed special
session of the Board of Governors
(BoG) of the International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA), specially
attended by the U.S. Energy Sec-
retary, Mr. Spencer Abraham,
concluded on Friday. In a well-
received speech India’s Ambassa-

the country’s strong,and clear po-
sition. LY
The IAEA BoG Wapts an urgent
early implementatign of mea-
sures to pre-empt n clear terror-
ism. The recognition'is that since
September 11, every nuclear or
research reactor, fuel cycle plant
and nuclear material insecurely
guarded or stored anywhere, is an
international security liability.
... IAEA’s concern is genuine. The
‘eorld has 438 nuclear reactors,
651 research reactors (284 oper-

“IAEA conce

By George Chakko )\, 0~

TMVGF nug

dor, Mr. T.P. Sreenivasan, tabled

ational) and 250 fuel cycle lagts
in operation. Many of these need
additional security. Some 900 fa-
cilities come under IAEA’s mon-
itoring to make sure that no
diversion to military use takes
place.

The IAEA Director-General, Dr.
Mohammed el-Baradei, identi-
fied four forms of terrorism in his
report to the BoG — (a) nuclear
weapons theft via acquisition; (b)
material acquisition to construct
either a weapon or to cause a ra-
diological hazard, (c) acquisition
of other radioactive material to
cause a radiological hazard, and
(d) destruction of nuclear facili-
ties through violence, thereby
causing radiological hazard. To
combat this, a broad-based strat-
egy based on member States
(numbering 132), cooperation
and coordination at sub-national,
national, bilateral and interna-

6

ar terrorism

mm is needed.

The additional emerging di-
mension to nuclear safeguards is
global security and the proposed
JAEA strategy for protection
against nuclear terrorism is —

(a) The theft of a nuclear weap-
on is the responsibility of a State
possessing it. States have to re-
view current security and ensure
measures are in place to meet
possible threats.

(b) IAEA plans to increase the
number and scope of its Interna-
tional Physical Protection Adviso-
ry Service missions. Security is
inadequate because there is no
comprehensive binding interna-
tional standard. So IAEA seeks to
broaden the scope of the Conven-
tion on the Physical Protection of
Nuclear Material to cover addi-
tional security measures.

(c) IAEA believes some States
have lax security. Radioactive ma-
terials stored or otherwise have
become orphaned from regulato-
ry control in certain regions. Ra-
diation sources need updated
protection.

{d) TAEA believes attacks on nu-
clear reactors have to be averted
even if they are robust. It plans to
help States undertake facility-
specific assessments, implement
safety-related upgrades.

Finally the Agency proposes to
upgrade its Emergency Response
Centre to improve the speed, effi-
ciency, reliability and quality of
the response in the event of a
large radiological emergency. For
comprehensive  appraisal of
emergency response pro-
grammes, an updated IAEA Inter-
national Emergency Response
Centre will be linked with Nation-
al Emergency Response Centres.
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“Friends’ fa

to clinch

missile contr ; ﬂleal

Crawford (Texas), No vemkyl 6

US PRESIDENT George W Bush
and his Russian counterpart
Vladimir Putin have failed to
bridge their differences over a

key arms control treaty but did.

not let that stop them from back-
slapping and w1secrackmg as
they ended a raln -soaked sum-
mit. ’

In an extraordinary display of
friendship for two men who only
met in June, Bush and Putin
were in playful moods during a
student news conference at
Crawford High School on Thurs-
day despite the steady rain and
booming thunder outside.

“When I was in high school,
Russia was an enemy,” Bush
said. “Now the high school stu-
dents can know Russia as a
friend.”

Putin showed that behind his
stony face is a dry wit. “No math
questions, please,” he told the
students. He had them cheering
at the end when he told them, at

the count of three, to raise their"

hands if they wanted Bush to
visit Russia.

“One ... two...,” he said dra-
matically. “Yes!” they yelled.

Facing a barrage of mature
questions from the students,
Bush and Putin were quizzed
about everything from their dif-
ferences over Bush’s desire to
deploy a missile defence system,
to-their decision to reduce their
countries’ nuclear stockpiles, to
women’s rights in Afghanistan
and to what Putin liked most
about Texas.

They revealed that they were
not able during their three days
of discussions in Washington
and Crawford to resolve differ-
ences over the 1972 Anti-Ballistic

Missile Treaty, which Bush calls

a Cold War relic blocking missile

defences, but which Putin says is

essential to strategic security.
“Given the nature of the rela-

- tionship between the US and Rus-

sia, one can rest assured that
whatever final solution is found, it
will not threaten or put to threat
the interests of both our countries
or the world,” Putin said.

Bush said: “We have a differ-
ence of opinion, but the great

REUTERS PHOTO
Russian President Vladimir Putin and US President George W Bush at
the Crawford High School in Texas on Thursday.

US to retain stocks of smallpox

THE UNITED States will retain the world’s stocks of smallpox
germs till scientists develop niew vaccines for the disease. Experts
believe it would take decades and that it may be criticised by devel-
oping countries, The New York Times reported.

The plan reverses Clinton’s decision to destroy microbes of the
contagious disease by next year.

After the September 11 attacks and the spate of anthrax laced let-
ters, the Bush administration couldn’t but abandon its promise to
destroy the stocks, officials said. Officials said that the remaining
smallpox samples stored at a laboratory of the Centre for Disease
Control and Prevention in Atlanta should not be destroyed until the
nation develops at least two anti-viral drugs, a vaccine and other
defensive measures. The Clinton Administration had assured
other nations it would destroy the stocks by 2002.

PTI, New York

thing about our relationship is
our relationship is strong
enough to endure this difference
of opinion. Our differences will
not divide us as nations.”

Putin also expounded on the
importance of maintaining good
relations, despite differences.

“We cannot fail to understand
the importance of the quality of

this relationship — no matter
how difficult the challenges are,
how difficult the problems are
that we are solving, such as the
ABM treaty,” Putin said in an
interview with National Public
Radio in New York after visiting
the rubble of the World Trade
Centre,
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Bush

th family dogs Barney (foreground) and Spot (rear)

at the Waco, Texas airport. (Reuters)

Dy

Washington, Nov. 14 (Reuters):
Kremlin leader Viadimir Putin is-
sued a fresh appeal to proceed
quickly with cuts in nuclear arse-
nals after differences emerged on
arms issues at White House sum-
mit talks with President George
W.Bush.

Putin told academics and busi-
nessmen at the Russian embassy
last evening that he had “no doubt
that we will secure the under-
standing of the US” in moving
ahead with the reductions long
proposed by Moscow.

“Today's meeting with Presi-
dent Bush confirmed it. That’s
why Russia is declaring its readi-
ness to proceed with significant
reductions in its strategic
weaponry,” he said.

“That's why we today propose
aradical programme of further re-
ductions of strategic weaponstoat
least one third of current levels, to
the minimum level necessary to
maintain strategic balance in the

world.” Pufin sought reliance on
“the existing foundation of disar-
mament treaties”, a new allusion
to Moscow’s call to uphold the 1972
Anti-Ballistic Missile pact. Bush
wants to abandon ABM treaty to
build a missile shield against
“rogue states”.

Putin’s proposals broke no
new ground as Moscow, unable to
maintain a large post-Soviet arse-
nal, has sought a level of 1,500 war-
heads for each side. Washington
has roughly 7,000 deployed strate-
gic warheads against Moscow’s
6,000. Putin is to make another ad-
dress today at Houston’s Rice Uni-
versity in Bush’s home state of
Texas. He then heads for an
overnight stay at the President’s
1,600-acre ranch in central Texas.

Bush welcomes Russian Presi-
dent Vladimir Putin to his Texas
ranch today, hoping some down-
home hospitality can help soften
Putin’s scepticism over US mis-
sile defence plans.

@ | \/
tin renews nuclear cut a
P

A4
eal L

I can’t wait for him to get
to s¢e Texas,” Bush told reporters
as He landed in Waco with First
Lady Laura Bush a day ahead of
Putin.

The Russian leader is to arrive
with his wife, Lyudmila, at the
president’s ranch in Crawford,
Texas this afternoon for an
overnight stay.

Bush plans to treat Putin to
Waestern-style entertainment and
tour of his beloved ranch, as well
as follow up on their talks in
Washington on Tuesday on a new
strategic relationship.

Bush had earlier proposed par-
ing the US stockpile to between
1,700 and 2,200 warheads over the
next decade, an offer Putin said
Moscow would “try to respond to
in kind.” But the Russian Presi-
dent gave no precise figures.

The Russian side also ap-
peared reticent over Bush’s con-
tention that no new treaty was
needed to entrench the cuts. /’




WASHINGTON, Nov. 13. —
The US and the Russian
Presidents opened talks here
today expected to result in
sharp reductions in the two
countries’ nuclear weapons
and a common position on the

Afghan war.
- It was, however, unclear
whether they would be able to

reach an accommodation on
the Anti-Ballistic Missile
treaty to allow the USA to pur-
sue a missile defence system
while maintaining the 1972
accord, which ex‘:essly forbids

it.

The two leaders
to announce on Tuesday a two- !
thirds reduction in edch coun- |
try’s nuclear weapons nals,
a tangible achievement for
their fourth meeting since June
and a strategic scenario impos-
gible during the Cold War.

Mr Bush and Mr Putin were
believed to be pursuing a sce-
nario in which the USA would
proceed with missile defence
tests while keeping Moscow
informed. In turn, Russia
would not declare the tests to |
. be ARM treaty violations. |
' Sitting side by side in the Oval

Office, the two leaders got off to |
a chummy start as they began
three days of meetings.

|
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Amenca boycotts
Nucle i' Test Ban

Treaty ¢

ASSOCIATED PRESS
UNITED NATIONS, NOVEMBER 12

THE United States did not at-
tend a conference on speeding the
ratification of the Comprehensive

Nuclear Test Ban Treaty after reiter-

ating last week, that it did not sup-
port the pact.

Atvesterday’s session, Washing-
. tonwas the only nation not support-

ing the accord, while India and Pak-
istan — both new .nuclear
possessors -—voted in favour along
with Russia, China, Britain and
France. The US, which signed the
treaty in 1996, forced a vote last
week in the UN committee on dis-
armament and security in order to
demonstrate its opposition to the
test ban accord.

Although Washington signed
the pact five years ago, the republi-
can-controlled senate rejected the
treaty in 1999, saying that it is un-
enforceable.

Eliza Koch, a spokeswoman for
the State Department, said the US
had been invited to attend yester-

"sconference as an observer, but

)&"1/

onference

had decided not to go. “The pur-
pose of the conference is to pro-
mote ratifications of the treaty and
the administration has made clear
that it has no plans to ask the senate
to reconsider its 1999vote on this is-
sue,” Kochsaid.

Of a total of 161 nations which
signed Comprehensive “fest Ban
Treaty, 84 have ratified it. But the
treaty cannot take effect until all 44
countries  possessing  nuclear

" weapons or having civilian nuclear

power programmes or laboratories
have signed and ratified the treaty.
Only 31 such nations have rati-
fied the-1996 accord banning nu-
clear tests in any environment, in-
cluding Britain, France and

. Russia. The US is one of the 13 -

non-ratifiers. _

At yesterday’s conference, An-
nanhad pointedly alluded to the US
and stated that some of those na-
tions with-holding their ratificiation
“are states which themselves 1
worked hard to. conclude the
treaty”. He had further said that it
was now within rto bring
itintoforce.

NDIAN £XPRESS

13 NOV 20
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‘conference

DEUTSCHE PRESSE AGENTUR

1 UNHQ, Nov. 11. — The UN
today opened a three-day con-
i ference on the Comprehensive
l

Nuclear Test-Ban Treaty with
the intention to urge more
states to ratify it so the treaty
can be enforced.

The 11 September strikes have
made it urgent for the treaty to
be enforced, the UN Secretary-
1 General, Dr Kofi Annan, said
| in his opening address.

’l Dr Annen said: “Those events

| should have made it clear to

everyone that we cannot afford
further proliferation of nuclear

\ weapons. We must do every-

thing we can to reduce the risk

\ of such weapons falling into

1 the hands of terrorists.”

' The conference elected the

| Mexican foreign minister, Mr

| Jorge Castaneda, to preside the

l debate and it also adopted the

| agenda for discussion. A total of

161 governments have signed
CTBT, of which 84 have ratified.




ABM TREATY / ‘TALKS CAN CLINCH A DEAL’ w(p@"’

‘Putin hints at col

WASHINGTON, Nov. 7. The Russian
President, Mr. Viadimir Putin, has
said his country and the United
States could reach a compromise
on strategic offensive and defen-
sive weapons “quite quickly,” if
they applied due diligence.

“As to the offensive and defen-
sive arms, yes, I think in that con-
text we could reach quite quickly
mutual agreements,” Mr. Putin
told ABC Television in an inter-
view, “Anyway, our position in
this is quite flexible. We believe
that the ABM treaty of 1972 is im-
portant, essential, effective and
useful, but we have a negotiating
platform starting from which we
could reach agreements. At least I
hope so,” he said.

The administration of the U.S.
President, Mr. George W. Bush,
has declared the ABM treaty a rel-
ic of the past that prevents it from
deploying an effective national
missile defence system.

Administration officials insist

such a systemn is needed to defend
the U.S. against a possible missile
attack from nations such as Iran,
Trag and North Korea.

The U.S. has threatened to
withdraw from the treaty if no ac-
commodation is found. While un-
derscoring the importance of the
treaty, Mr. Putin said the two
sides could find a mutually ac-
ceptable solution. “It's somewhat
difficult for me to talk about this
with certainty, but I should say
the compromise can only be
found as a result of very intense
negotiations,” he said.

“First of all, the ABM treaty al-
ready has a potential for creating
or developing defensive systems,”
the Russian President explained.

“There are other provisions in
the treaty based on which we
could find common approaches.”

His comments were the latest
sign that the former Cold War foes
could be nearing a historic com-
promtise. Moscow has traditional-

A

promise
U

y seen
ornerstone| of strategic arms
control and rejected the U.S. posi-
tion that the pact is a Cold War
relic. Room for compromise is
seen in its desire, partly financial-
driven, for deeper cuts in both
sides’ nuclear arsenals to reduce
the risk that .a missile shield
would give Washington a strategic
advantage.

Mr. Putin said Mr. Bush’s posi-
tion on missile defence was evolv-
ing. “His view is not fixed. 1
should be honest with you. We
will be basing our position on
building international security as
we understand it.”

The U.S. argues that the ABM
was conceived for an era when se-
curity was based on the concept
of mutual deterrence.

It says that the picture has
changed now that "‘rogue states”
have developed or sought to de-
capabilities of their

™miE Fuinou
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N DEALING with the JO\ S\ plans for a
missile defence system (NMD), the
Russian President, Mr. Vladimir Pu-
tin, has shown, together, various
qualmes which he has shown, one by one,
_in dealing with other tricky situations. He
has shown realism and pragmatism on the
one hand and resoluteness on the other,
with the ability to move steadily towards a
foreseen goal even when he appears to be
taking one ad hoc step after another with-
out a chosen direction.

He has taken the very realistic view that
Russia cannot prevent the U.S. President,
Mr. George W. Bush, from going ahead
with NMD by violating the Anti-Ballistic
Missile Treaty of 1972 (ABM), but in the
meantime he is also calculating what Rus-
sia might gain from that and how to maxi-
mise the gains. Some of all that might have
implications for India.

It Is a part of this game that each time
America says “Here are some goodies.
Now forget about ABM”, Moscow replies
with a resounding “No’’. But at the same
time Moscow also indicates its willingness
to be invited to a joint Russian-American
review of global nuclear security to see
whether ABM should be modified or dis-
carded, and if the latter then what should
replace it; and in either case how the con-
cerns of other ruclear weapon powers
should be accommodated. This of course
implies three things. First, admission by
America that there are still two superpow-
ers, not one. Second, ‘‘negotiations’ be-
tween the two, to which Mr. Bush remains
most averse. And three, Russian respect,
greater than America’s, for the interests of
the other nuclear weapon powers.

The more this diplomatic duet persists,
the more credit Mr. Putin can claim for
sweet reasonableness and the more blame
Mr. Bush may get for arrogant unilateral-
ism. As it is, the present American read-
iness to bypass international agreements,
such as the Kyoto accords about the envi-
‘ronment, irritates many world capitals,
from Tokyo to Paris. Mr. Tony Blair’s Lon-
don may be an exception to that, but there
also public opinion is not the same as the
Government's policies in this respect.
Early in August, a survey in the E.U. had
shown high levels of public disapproval of
disregard of treaties by Mr. Bush.

ABM b

The latest thru ts ir} this duel are illus-
trative, and it was faScinating to watch
them played out in Moscow up to mid-
August. A couple of weeks earlier, Ms. Con-
doleezza Rice, National Security Advisor to
Mr. Bush, visited Moscow, where she
played a card with which India has had
reason to be familiar. She gave smiling
hints that her talks at the Kremlin had
brought Mr. Putin closer to Mr. Bush on
NMD. But her Russian counterpart was
much quicker off the mark in pricking that
bubble than anyone was in New Delhi. He
made it plain that the talks were pleasant
but did not add up to much more than

scheduled two. “Not because there were
differences”, Mr. Rumsfeld explained, but
“because of efficiency”’. But the fact that
there were differences tumbled out on Au-
gust 13. Talking to American reporters
about the NMD proposal by Mr. Bush, Mr.
Putin emphasised ‘“‘For us, it is uncondi-
tionally linked with both START-1 and
START-II I would like (you) to understand
that”. He wanted to convey it very clearly
that if America freed itself from ABM, Rus-
sia would consider itself freed from the re-
straints imposed these two agreements.
About NMD itself, Mr. Putin said “We
would like to get military and technical pa-

The more the diplomatic duel over NMD-ABM persists,
the more credit Mr. Vladimir Putin can claim for sweet
reasonableness and the more blame Mr. George W. Bush
may get for arrogant unilateralism.

that. Plainer language followed a few days
later.

The American Defence Secretary, Mr.
Donald Rumsfeld, visited Moscow for what
his hosts thought would be a trip for ex-
ploring possibilities through negotiations
but which Washington saw differently, ac-
cording to New York Times. The paper said
on August 11 that Mr. Rumsfeld ““is about
to travel 10,000 miles to Moscow and back
for one day of talks on missile defence and
nuclear reductions at which no agree-
ments are expected — because many offi-
cials believe the outcome is preordained
and the American position has prevailed”’.

The paper summed up this ‘position’ as
follows: ... the treaty that limits American
missile systems (ABM) is obsolete” and
Mr. Bush would not “‘slow testing and de-
ployment”. For good measure, the paper
also quoted a “‘senior Defence Department
official” as saying that while America
would try to build a new relationship with
Russia “‘it is a relationship that will require
us to be moving beyond some of the in-
stitutions of the Cold War such as the
ABM”.

This and other reports of the same kind
had preceded Mr. Rumsfeld to Moscow,
and the chill that resulted surprised no
one. The talks lasted one day, not the

rameters”’ of the proposal, which he said
had been ‘formulated’ by Mr. Rumsfeld’s
department. But glvmg and dlscussmg
them would amount to ‘negotiations’, and
the Russian Defence Minister, Mr. Sergei
Ivanov, underlined that at a press confer-
ence he jointly addressed with Mr. Rums-
feld after their talks. He said ‘“an
understanding”” would have to be reached
about ‘“‘the thresholds and limits, both on
offensive and defensive systems’” before
“a new set of negotiations” could begin.
He said he remained unconvinced that
ABM could now be done away with, and
that in the meantime ‘‘We feel no com-
punction to leave one or another treaty or
accord which we currently have signed’”.

One found general agreement among
official and non-official ‘think-tanks’ in
Moscow over what Russia stands to gain
from this flexible and yet resolute posture
on NMD. The gains are seen to be only
incremental as yet but capable of becom-
ing more significant as they accumulate.
First, improved stature in European eyes,
as mentioned earlier, because greater ac-
ceptance by Europe is desired by most
Russians and no less by Mr. Putin himself.
Second, increased respect in Chinese eyes
because, as is believed around the world,
NMD is not sought by Mr. Bush for better

© e,

other means

By Pran Chopra

defence against some mythical "rogue
state’’ but against some possible Chinese
ambitions. Third, closer Sino-Russian
proximity at the strategic level.

In fact, the Russian position on NMD
ties in obviously well with Article 12 of the
Treaty of “‘strategic collaboration " signed
by Russia and China in the midst of the
preoccupation of both with the future of
ABM. Article 12 says “The Contracting
Sides shall take joint efforts to maintain
global strategic balance and stability and
shall energetically promote compliance
with the fundamental agreements that en-
sure the maintenance of strategic stabil-
ity”". The danger of instability in this
domain is the principal argument Russia
advances against violation of ABM.

There is also the more material possibil-
ity that if Russia and China have to erect
military defences in a world which would
be without the restraints of ABM and of
START 1 and 1], then Russia’s defence re-
search and manufacturing establishments.
at present languishing for lack of custom,
will have to get busy again, obviously more
with the help of Chinese orders than with
the present or forseeable Indian orders.
The financial burdens will indeed be great
but do not intimidate those who believe
that with all that Russia already has in its
laboratories and on the drawing board, it
will need to add only an affordable further
effort to show that America will still be vul-
nerable despite NMD, and that will further
fuel the second thoughts which are being
expressed in America already. They will
become an ABM by other means.

There are two footnotes to this. One is
the opinion expressed by some Russian
scholars of strategic affairs. They believe
that a tussle has been going on between
those in the Moscow establishment who
favour greater proximity to China and
those who favour Europe more, and the
needs of the defence industry establish-
ment will tilt the balance in favour of Chi-
na. The second is that as financial
implications come to the fore it will be-
come clearer to the world that the real
concern of the NMD lobby in America is
not the defence of America but the finan-
cial health of its famed military-industrial
complex for which the NMD budget that is
talked about would be an elixir.

-
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GENEVA, Sept. 4. — The USA today reaffiriped
its right to develop an anti-missile defence shield
which it said should not stand in the way of'its
relations with Russia or China.

The US ambassador, Mr Robert Grey, also called
for the USA and Russia to develop a new security
framework following an agreement between their
leaders to launch the process. Washington hoped
the dialogue would be fruitful, he added.

Mr Grey was addressing the UN conference on
disarmament, whose 66 member states wind up
their annual session next week mired in an im-
passe on issues including outer space.

“The USA and its allies have an inherent right
to adopt appropriate methods of defence. No one
has the standing to deny this, nor can anyone

else can take that right away,” Mr Grey said,
adding that the right was enshrined in the UN

Charter.

“US plans for missile defence are not aimed at
Russia nor at China. The USA would like to
build affirmative and forward-looking relations
with Russia and China on political, economic
and cultural levels. The issue of missile defence
should not stand in the way and in practice we
don’t believe it does,” he said.

The USA, which says it must confront an
emerging missile threat from “rogue” states like
Iraq, Iran, Libya and North Korea, is expected to
withdraw unilaterally from the Anti-Ballistic
Missile treaty and start building a missile de-
fence system, prohibited under the 1972 pact,
unless a compromise with Moscow is reached by
a November summit.
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From junking the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty to unveiling the
National Missile Defence plan to slowly moving towards physically
testing nuclear weapons, in six short months, the Bush regime has
travelled the entire distance from nuclear conservatism to overt nuclear
showmanship. Perhaps it is just as well that Bush Jr is so open about
his intentions. The world’s only superpower no longer lectures lesser
countries about the dangers of nuclear ambition. Indeed, America
under Dubya is refreshingly candid. No frowning upon the fact that
India defiantly gatecrashed into the nuclear club. No dark threats issued
to us about signing the CTBT. No looming deadline on Fissile Material
Cut Off Treaty. No forced dialogue with persistent American interlocu-
tors. In this wonderfully liberal nuclear regime, we can even test and

/ refine our arsenal of nuclear weapons, the only pre-condition being that
/ we go along on the NMD. Official India may not have actually signed

on the dotted line, but through its elogquent silence on the subject, it has
conveyed to Washington precisely what the latter wants to hear. Back at
the time India was obliquely hinting its support to the NMD, these
colunins had warned that the plan had the potential to introduce a dan-
gerous dynamic into the stasis imposed by the doctrine of mutually
assured destruction (MAD). In some respects, the certainty of MAD’s
macabre outcome would seem less fearful compared to the as yet un-
known ramifications of the NMD. Today. as the United States goes
about expanding what is permissible in nuc(Lear powerplay, that fear
would appear more and more justified. Vv

Will India back the US should it decide to regume nuclear te\tihg? We
could, judging by our recent track record. Bill Clinton made t BT
the centre-piece of America’s defence policy with the same passion that
Mr Bush is displaying with his NMD. To the newly-nuclear India, CTBT
was just the negotiating instrument it needed to pacify an America
fuming at our audacity and thus started the endless rounds of negotia-
tions between Jaswant Singh and Strobe Talbott. Our foreign policy ex-
perts were convinced that CTBT was the shortest route to America’s
affections. Mr Clinton was followed by a successor who came in waving
the NMD. And with the changed American lexicon, the NMD replaced
the CTBT in India’s strategic calculations. In short we'd do as we were
iid. This is not to say that India should go back to the moral pedestal it
once so imperiously occupied. When the world at large is guided by
pragmatism, it devolves on us to do what is in our best interest. Which is
why this paper cautiously supported India’s nuclear tests. The imminent
US sanctions against China over missile proliferation to Pakistan must
be similarly welcomed. This illicit transfer has been a major irritant for
us and more so because of seven years of deliberate fudging by the US.
Al the same time, we would do well to understand that this is merely
America armtwisting China. Were nuclear proliferation Mr Bush’s
genuine concern, it is unlikely he would agree to China expanding
its nuclear arsenal as reported, or, even more worryingly, himself
plan further nuclear tests. After all, prolifergt{on is not merely how
many countries possess nuclear weaponsyxgl‘;s, quantum of weapons
the nuclear powers themselves possess. |

7.
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“U.S. is not satisfied with invq/ o
over missile proliferation’y.c2 -

WASHINGTON: The U.S. said on
Thursday it was still not satisfied
that China intended to honour a
pledge to halt exports of nuclear-
capable missiles and components
— despite a day of talks qn the
issue in Beijing. WA ;’g

US. and Chinese experts\ met
earlier in the Chinese capital fol-
lowing recent U.S. media reports
that a Chinese state firm had sent
missile components to Pakistan, in
apparent violation of an agree-
ment clinched last year.

“We’ll need to do additional
work to clarify China's willingness
to implement fully the terms of the
November 2000 missile agree-
ment,” said state department
spokesman Philip Reeker.

“We have not yet been fully sat-
isfied in our discussions about
that,” he said, adding the talks
were “candid” -— a term often
applied in diplomatic circles to dif-
ficult or combative discussions.

U.S. officials had originally said
that Friday would be available to

continue the talks if necessary —
but Mr Reeker said no new meet-
ings were planned.

The US. has made halting the
flow of missiles to adversaries like
Iraq, Iran and North Korea and
flashpoint states like Pakistan a
key foreign policy priority.

Beijing’s proliferation record is
among a long list of glaring differ-
ences between the U.S. and China,
which include human rights and
security issues.

Recent intelligence leaks on the
issue have heaped domestic politi-
cal pressure on President George
W. Bush as he prepares to visit
Shanghai and Beijing in October.
For example, prominent members
of Congress have demanded
immediate sanctions on Chinese
firms.

Under the deal sealed between
China and the administration of
former president Bill Clinton,
Beijing pledged not to help any
country develop nuclear-capable
ballistic missiles. (aFr) /
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~ Rumsfeld
hints at

withdrawal

fro M

.
AGENCE FRANCE PRESSE & i

WASHINGTON, Aug. 17. - The
USA may unilaterally withdraw
from the 1972-Anti-Ballistic
Missile Treaty before reaching a
deal with Russia on a new stra-
tegic framework, the US defence
secretary, Mr DonaliRum:\fﬁlg(
QN

announced. e%\,
It was not immediately clear

whether the comment, made in
an interview with a US televi-
sion station, was meant as a sig-
nal that Washington was con-
sidering decoupling the issues of
missile defence and strategic
arms reductions that the USA
and Russian presidents agreed
to link at their meeting in Gen-
oa last month.

Mr Rumsfeld told the KSDK-
TV of St Louis, Missouri: “I got
in from Moscow, having visited .
them about that. It's not clear |
what the way ahead will be. ‘;
“But I suspect that we'll either |
have to withdraw from the trea- |
ty, and then continue working |
with them on establishing a new |
relationship.” He did not say
what the other option would be.

i
Pentagon released the interyie- } ;
w’s transcript yesterday. |

\‘\ESTATM
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ﬁS Russia discuss

we M
Moscow, August 13

US DEFENCE Secretary Donald
Rumsfeld went into a meeting
with his Russian counterpart
Sergei Ivanov on Monday after
saying the two countries no longer
needed deterrence pacts like the
Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM)
treaty,

Rumsfeld is to discuss Russian
opposition to scrapping the treaty;
which Moscow says is a corner-
stone of global stability.

He made it clear that Washing-
ton would go.ahead with missile
defence plans which contravene
ABM whatever Moscow’s stance
meay be,

“Here you have an agreement
between two states that was devel-
oped in 1972 during the Cold War
that has outlived its usefulness,”
he said at a meeting with Russian
journalists.

Rumsfeld’s one«day Moscow
talks are also due to include poten-
tial major cuts in the nuclear arse-
nals of both nations. He and
Ivanov are to hold a half-hour tete-
a-tete before being joined by
experts. Russian media have said
Rumsfeld would also meet Presi-
dent Vladimir Putin.

Russig is suspicious of US
plans designed to protect the Unit-
ed States from potential attacks by
“rogue states” and is reluctant to
subscribe to any changes to the
ABM treaty.

Rumsfeld said- Washington’s
desire to get rid of the ABM treaty
came from fundamental changes
in bilateral relations and did not
harm Russia’s interests in any
way.

ABM treaty en

“We don t have treaties with
Mexico which keep us from bomb-
ing each other or attacking each
other or..with Canada, or with
England,” he said.

“The idea that a limited missile
defence system ought to bother
anybody is silly;” he added.

“The only one it's going to both-
er is someone who wants to lob a
ballistic missile in on you, and we
do not look at Russia as a country
that has any desire to do that.”

Rumsfeld said Moscow’s oppo-
sition would not stop tests of ele-

ments of e defense sys-
tem.

“Our Pre has decided
that that is not afesponsible poli-

cy...to remain vulnerable to ballis-
tic missiles from countries like
North Korea, or Iran or Iraq,” he
said,

On Sunday Rumsfeld said his
talks would also span increased
economic, political and military-

i w0

to-military ties with Russia and’

urged Moscow to focus on rebuild-
ing its economy.

“If Russia is going to prosper
and succeed, which certainly is in
the interest of the Russian people
and the interest of Europe and the
world, they are going to do it
because of investment,” Rumsfeld
told journalists travelling with
him.

“For the country to be seen as
an environment that is hospitable
for investment by Russians and
everyone else in the world, we
have to re-fashion the political and

economic as well as the security’

relationship,” the Defence Secre-
tary added.

Reutey
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WASHINGTON: Russia’s “com-
mitment, ability and willingness to
curb proliferation-related transfers
remain uncertain,’ the Central
Intelligence Agency (CIA) has
said in its report to the Congress,
claiming the country remains pri-
mary source of advanced conven-
tional weapons to India and China.

The CIA’s global proliferation
report, covering up to the first half
of 2000, also said Russia “continues
to supply advanced conventional
weapons to Iran and Syria, and it
has negotiated new contracts with
Libya and North Korea.”

“We remain very concerned
about the non-proliferation implica-
tions of such sales in several areas,
monitoring Russian proliferation
behaviour, therefore, will remain a
very high priority,” it said. “Russia
supplied India with material for its
civilian nuclear programme during
the reporting period.”

“Russian President Vladimir
Putin, in May, amended the presi-
dential decree on nuclear exports
to allow the export in exceptional
cases of nuclear paterials, technol-

jprent to countries
ot have full-scope
Atomic Energy

CIA arms prol
indicts Russia,

PY S\'

Agency (IAEA) safeguards such
as India,” the report noted.

During the first half of 2000, it
said, Russian entities remained a
significant source of dual-use
biotechnology, chemicals, produc-
tion technology and equipment for
Iran. “Russia’s biological and
chemical expertise make it an
attractive target for Iranians seek-
ing technical information and
training on biological warfare-and
chemical warfare-agent produc-
tion processes”,

According to the report, Iran
has already manufactured and
stockpiled several thousand tons
of chemical weapons, including
blister, blood choking agents, and
the bombs and artillery shells for
delivering them.

“Iran remains one of the most
active countries seeking to acquire
weapons of mass destruction
(WMD) and advanced convention
weapon (ACW) technology from
abroad... In doing so, Teheran is
attempting to develop an indige-
nous capability to produce various
types of weapons — chemical, bio-
logical and nuclear — and their
delivery systems.”

The evidence, the report com-

vi\fe tign report
an, N. Korea

mented, indicated reflections of
determined Iranian efforts to
acquire WMD and ACW related
equipment, materials and technol-
ogy, focused primarily on entities
in Russia, China, North Korea and
western Europe.

On North Korea, the CIA said
the country has produced enough.
plutonium for at least one, and
possibly two nuclear weapons.
“Pyongyang continues to acquire
raw materials from out-of-country
entities needed for its WMD and
ballistic missile programmes.”

“Throughout the first half of
2000 North Korea continued to
export significant ballistic missile-
related equipment and missile
components, materials and techni-
cal expertise to countries in the
Middle FEast, South Asia and
North Africa,” it said. “During this
time frame, North Korea contin-
ued procurement of raw materials
and components for its ballistic
missile programmes from various
foreign sources, es‘p;cially through
firms in China. We assess that
North Korea is capable of produc-

ing and delivering via munitig
wide variety of chemical bio-
logical agents.” (pTy
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Good progress
in mussile talks,

says Putin
REVTERS ¢S Yo ale
7

MOSCOW, dJuly 23. — Mr|Vla-
dimir Putin today said his'deal
with Mr George W Bush to link
missile defence systems to cuts
in the nuclear arsenal was a
good progress rather than a
breakthrough.

“There has been no principal

breakthrough, indeed,” the .

Kremlin quoted the Russian
President as telling top minis-
ters in Moscow after a meeting
with Mr Bush at the G-8 sum-
mit ip Genga.,, ;...

Russia has-go far been reluc-
tant to allow changes in the
Anti-Balligtic Missile treaty
with Washington that bans the
development of anti-missile
systems. The USA wants to set
up a missile defence system to
avert potential attacks by so-
called “rogue states” such as
North Korea, Iran or Iraq.

US officials have said that

Washington could withdraw

from the 1972 treaty if it
stands in the way of its missile
defence plans. Russia says a
US withdrawal from the pact
could trigger a new arms race.

P

i
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v Bush, Putm M sustain talks on NMD

X\() By Batuk Gathani ’),»\

BRUSSELS, JULY 23. After a two-hour
meeting on Sunday in Genoa, Ita-
ly, the U.S. President, Mr. George
Bush, and the Russian President,
Mr. Vladimir Putin, have agreed to
sustain and consolidate their cor-
dial dialogue by agreeing to dis-
agree. In a final press conference,
each leader allowed himself to
claim victory on the tense issues
which link Mr. Bush’s proposals of
arms shield with Mr. Putin’s strat-
egy of arms cutbacks. They took
significarit steps to close the di-
vide on defence issues agreeing on
the need to “co-ordinate and cou-
ple” proposed cuts in nuclear ar-
senals with the development of
missile defences.

A joint .statement said: “We
agree that major changes in the
world require discussions of of-
fensive and defensive systems, We
nlready have strong and tangible

points of agreement.” Mr. Bush
said he was optimistic while Mr.
Putin said the discussion on the
offensive and defensive arms “as a
set” had been unexpected and
praised the former’s approach to
strategic issues saying his “mental
reasoning is very deep and very
profound”.

Such agreement is interpreted
as “a natural middle ground”,
pragmatic and consistent with the
strategic aspirations of both sides.

For example, because of its dire
economic circumstances, Russia
needs to cut its strategic offensive
weapons as it cannot afford to
maintain and service its stockpile.
This handicap can also be turned
into a bargaining asset if Russians
can manage to negotiate some ad-
vantage as Mr. Bush pursues his
plan to deploy a missile defence.
There is still intense speculation
about the proposed missile de-

fence shield’s shape, size and
above all its strategic and scien-
tific viability.

A series of meetings are pro-
posed in coming weeks before the
two Presidents again meet. Mr.
Bush’s National Security Adviser,
Ms. Condoleeza Rice, will visit
Moscow soon to discuss arrange-
ments for security talks between
Russian and American nuclear
and defence specialists.

After the Genoa meeting — their
second encounter in two months
— the two leaders will meet in
China in October and in Novem-
ber Mr. Putin will be the personal
guest of Mr. Bush at his ranch in
Texas. The U.S. Treasury Secreta-
ry, Mr. Paul O’Neill, and the Com-
merce Secretary, Mr. Donald
Evans, will visit Moscow next
week to pave way for the summit
discussions on economic issues.
Ms. Rice said both Presidents

wanted pre-summit mmlsterlal
talks to take place on an '‘aggres-
sive schedule’.

There is speculation about the
extent of possible nuclear arms re-
duction and according to esti-
mates the U.S. has about 7500
operational nuclear warheads
against Russia's 6,500. The Amer-
ican officials have argued that in
the context of 21st century strate-
gic perceptions “‘development of
missile defence is a search for se-
curity, not a search for advantag-
es” and conclude that ‘“‘just
because Mr. Putin is willing to talk
does not mean that he is also will-
ing to agree”.

But the bottomline is that there
is a healthy rapport between the

two Presidents. At their first meet--

ing in June, Mr. Bush said he “‘was
able to get a sense of his (Mr. Pu-
tin’s) soul” and yesterday Mr. Pu-
tin praised Mr. Bush'’s reasoning.

-

-



TAKING'A STAND,-
‘ (\X Russia and China oppose the NMD
é THOUGH both Vladimir Putin and Jieng Zemin are
areful to stress that the Good Neighbourly Treaty of
Friendship and Cooperation is not a military alliance and is
not aimed at any third party, it is clear that America’s
geopolitical weight, measured by its economy and its military
might, is one of their cgrincipal‘ concerns. Of course, there are
other issues on which the two countries can seek common
ground. There is the question of terrorism in Central Asia
and Xinjiang and the war in Chechnya leading to the forma-
tion of the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation regrouping
Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan, along with Russia
and China. What brings the two countries closer at this
juncture is‘the impending change in the global strategic ba-
lance due to the possible 'degloyment of a national missile
defence system by the United States, purportedly aimed at
rogue states like North Korea, Iraq and Iran, but which will
definitely give the Americans the technological capability of
reducing the effectiveness of the nuclear arsenals of Russia
and China. Thus the insistence on retaining the 1972 ABM
treaty on the basis of which Russia had agreed to drastically
reduce its Tuclear arsenal on condition that no anti-ballistic
missile defence system be deployed except to the extent
specified in the treaty. Both understand that any significant
change in the strategic balance would also radically alter
power equations with the US.

The Russians have already seen Nato reducing their ally
Slobodan Milosevic to insignificance and even poking its riese
in Chechnya, while the Chinese suffer continuously from the
umbrella -the United States provides to Taiwan and the
presence it maintains in the Asia-Pacific - in Japanand in
South Korga. Whether this declaration upholding the ABM
treaty will, lead to the formulation of a joint military and
strategic #gponse, if and when the US deploys the NMD, is a
- matter of copjecture. Even if such a response is not targeted

speciﬁcall:fgt,the United States, it will divide global strategic’
interests iBto two camps which may, ultimately, adopt
adversarial positions on certain issues, drawing in portions of
- the world community sympathetic to their respective causes. |
There are limits to which such hostility can be taken in a -
world where trade and inivestment reign supreme, bu, the |
- emergence of informal blocs ¢annot be ruled out, if the US |
- breaks the S}obal strategic consensus. These blocs may not be |
 as hard as the ones that existed during the Cold War, but will |
ceftainly beafuch harder than the tnermed, in the Security’|
- Council yetently. by France, Russia and China, on Iraq. i
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| WASHINGTON, July 12. - The
US has told Russia and its al-
lies that it expects its develop-
ment of a missile defence will
conflict with ‘a Cold War-era
treaty in months, not years,
documents obtained by Reuters

showed. -
sﬁthePenuﬁan, an official
s4iil yesterday U.S, defence of-
ficials would outline a missile
defence plan today proposing
_breaking ground at a test site
i:ﬁ%m next month,

 state department spokes-
man, Mr Ri¢hard Boucher con-
firmed th® authenticity of the

\ a;:uments, saying embassies
* \had been sent the documents a

week ago as guidance to sup-
port missile defence.

According to the documents,
Washington has told Russia it
gla.ns to violate the 1972 Anti-

allistic Missile Treaty.

Moscow has viewed the treaty
as the cornerstone of strategic
arms control though Russian
leaders have said recently it
would consider amending the
pact. )

The papers said the US had
told its allies and Russia that it
would seek capabilities prohibi-
ted under the pact, including
sea-based and other mobile

methods - such as an airborne
laser - to shoot down long-
range missiles in an action of-
ten compared to chasing a bul-
let with a bullet.

The documents were the most -

explicit public sign yet of what a
ior St +ment offici

*___‘_-—-—-‘

was to amend rather than

scrap the 29-year-old treaty.

'g‘he next test is due on Satur-
day.

President Bush’s proposed

2002 defence budget submit-

on June 27

ted to Co
official seeks $8.3 Eﬂlion for missile

said Washington had téld Russia

and its allies months ago - that

the Bush administration expec-
ted to depart from ABM
rather than later. .

The documents said that a
test system for fiscal year 2002,
which begins on 1 October
marked a first step in review-
ing the approach of the Clinton

administration, whose “policy

.
-

defence, nearly 50 percent
more than in the current

budget. '
Mr Bush es with the end
of the Cold War, US-Russian

relations should no longes I«

based on “Mutual Assured De-
struction,” and that the key
danger is now from “rogue
states” like North Korea, Iran
and Iraq.



N

MOSCOQW JULY 6. Moscow made
radical new proposals today to
cut by 10,000 warheads the nucle-
ar arsenals of five nations with the
largest stockpiles — Russia, the
U.S., Britain, China and France.

Under the plan outlined by the
Foreign Ministry in Moscow,
14,000 warheads would be re-
duced to 4,000 by 2009, a spokes-
man, Mr. Alexander Yakovenko,
said.

The Russian President, Mr. Via-
dimir Putin, had discussed the

\Ve
Russia proposes drastic
nuclear arms cuts &

Q,\(

initiative with the French leader,

Mr. Jacques Chirac, during their
talks in Moscow earlier this week.

If the cuts are agreed, the five
nations — all members of the
U.N. Security Council — would

immediately start joint consulta--

tions about strategic stability, Mr.
Yakovenko said. Without naming
India dr Pakistan, the official said
Russia hopes “other members of
the nuclear club” would show re-
straint as the five nations worked
together. — DPA

THE HiNDU



sI9Inoy Juerd saep
Jelg snogaguep s.ysng Jo jaed st {{1H yitm
-USA eyl jurod ano ayew 0} SUrnuIIUCO
a1ay Ae)s 0) BUIOS aae om ‘I9AMOY] "pa
-3Sa.a1e uaaq aAey ardoad jo Jequnu v,
pwureadoad Aepog, s, oipey D9d
P01 9ys , ‘moleq umop paureyo sjdosd
13130 pue Jomo)} ayj jo doj uo agay atd
-09d g punoJe ale a1ay [, ‘931s a3 Ul 19M0}
I91em e 0} pauIeyd We ],, 'PaIsadie uasq
peY SISIAIOR JO J8qUINU B PIes ‘S19)1sal
-0ad ay) JO aU0 SI oYM ‘90B[[BM US[OH
ANANDBS JO SBYOBDIq JOYan]

Juasead 0] s93e8 9} ap1SINO SI8011J0 01 prY
1 pies 30110d adyssI0k YIION ,,'931S 8y}
J30 pardalo usaq aaey sjdoad se sdunq pue
sedea0s ma] e ade 819l 1nq palesd) A[ysaey
U93q JOU aABY ap\ "9Skg 9y} JJO st JO (S
Inoqe paddeap aaey 90110d 80UJS(] JO A1IST
-UtAl 9YL,, ‘ples aoeadusaas) . "ued AIqls

. -Sod am se 3U0[ Sk 10} 819U} AB]S [[IM 9,

‘pres uewsayods
aoradussan e ‘9seq sy} purnoge suoijedo]
SNOTIEA UT QT JOY3IOUB PUB I89MO0} Ja}Bm
8y} jo doj uo g1 ‘Buip(ing Jepeda ay; jo doy
uo a[dosd 0g aAEY oM ‘JUBWIOW 8Y) IV,

‘aseq 91} Surisjus
[euuosaad AXeli[Iut SN Je SI[ISSI [epout
pue s3e[J ‘slouUURq pasem pue 9IS au}
0} 30UeIIUS 83 9PISING POOIS SI8YIQ "9se(
943} e SuUIp[ing Jeped © uo Jamo)} isjem e
0} SeATaSWaY} PauTel ‘U0 UalllIm SIBM
J1elg dolg,, SpJIom |yl YIIm SIINS JI910q
Ul passalp ‘sasisajoad Jo Jequinu vy
‘95e( 8y} 91U 0) S90USJ oJIIM J0Zet Y31y
-9J18Ul-83.13} P3[eOS SUIEs) I9Y}0 OM],
‘2)q1ssodwiy ;U
-S1py 01 aunj saway} ay3 durderd xerdwiod
ay} o1 918 urtew 8yl ysnoayy ysieais

A

PUDSWIT UL ISDQ SADA LDIS Y SISOV

poylem 'SO[ISSTUI Se pPasSalp SIaYlo

pue  saep S1IelS SIep JBlG,, 9Sessaw

a3 yjim s3epy SurA1Ied awos ‘SISIAI}OR
09 Jo dnoa3 auo Jey) swreo soeadusals)

“ure G 3e ‘adIySHIOL YIION

‘@le8oa1eH Jeau ‘aseq Ads [[TH YIHMUIIN
pauaiua s1931s930ad 9dead 00T UBY] SIOI

‘swwe3oxd 9ouogap oISSIWI [RUOIIBU

S{1 9Y3 UT JUDUWISA[OAUL S.3[(] 9U3 1e 1sa10ad

ur a3Is 9oudjep ysnrayg Jofew e ojul

9)01q Aepo} SLSIALLOV HOVAINATYD

§ qnr ‘uopuoy

bow
DA Ul

2




NATO top policy-makers

scept|cal

ASSOCIATED PRESS
BUDAPEST, MAY 29

NATO’s top policy—makingi

body today stopped far short of
endorsing the US plan for a na-
tional missile defence (NMD),
pteparing to offer only to “con-
tinue substantive consultations™
with Washington.

A draft statement to be issued
later in the day by the North At-
lantic Council does not portray
the possibility of missile attack as
a common threat faced by allies,
as the United States had hoped.
The statement was obtained by
AP.

US Secretary of Statc Colin
Powell had hoped to persuade
sceptical NATO allies to be more
supportive of US missile defence
plans.

But, according to sources close
to the process who spoke on the
condition of anonymity, France
and Germany resistéd stronger
language sought by Powell.

NATO allies “intend to pur-
sue these consultations vigor-
ously, and welcome the United
States’ assurance that the views of
allies will be taken into account as
it considers its plans further,” the
draft statement said.

he statement was prepared
for the North Atlantic Council,
the alliance’s top policy-making
board, which is made up of for-

of NMD plan

European Union security chief Javier Solana, left, gestures as US
Secretary of State Colin Powell, centre, talks to NATO Secretary General
Lord George Robertson, second from right, and Hungarian Prime
Minister Viktor Orban, prior to the openirig session of the NATO foreign
ministers’ meeting in Budapest on Taesday - P77

eign ministers of the 19 NATO
nations.

In a minor victory, Powell was
able to persuade NATO foreign
ministers to omit from the joint
statement any mention of the
1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty.
Last year’s joint statement called
the treaty “the cornerstone. of
strategic stability.”

The US wants to scrap or
heavily modify the treaty, which

prohibits development of na-

tional missile defence systems.

In addition to presenting US
views on missile defence, Powell
also sought to assure allies that
the US would not pull its peace-

keeping forces out of the Balkans,
despite comments by US Defence
Secretary Donald H Rumsfeld
suggesting the US role in Bosnia
was near an end.

US officials had worked be-
hind the scenes towin approval of
proposed language for a joint .
statement that would cite a “com-
mon threat” of missile attack in a
section referring to the US missile
defence plan.

That would be stronger than
the phrase “potential threat” that
was in a year-earlier statement, .

cluded.




Aussia rejects U.S.
N“"\b offer on NMD

5 b
By Vladimir Radyuhin
MOSCOW,

Y 29. Moscow has rejected the U.S.
offer of milftary aid to Russia aimed at buying
Russian consent to scrap the 1972 Anti-Bal-
listic Missile (ABM) Treaty.

Russia’s Defence Minister, Mr. Sergei Iva-
nov, and the Foreign Minister, Mr. Igor Iva-
nov, both snubbed U.S. Administration
hopes to secure Moscow’s support for the Na-
tional Missile Defence (NMD) system by of-
fering Russia financial assistance to improve
its early warning systems and by purchasing
. its $-300 air-defence complexes. The propos-
als, first reported by the New York Times on
Monday, were later confirmed by White
House officials.

,i

< “If such proposals come — we have not yet

received them — I am sure that they will not
solve the ABM issue,” Mr. Sergei Ivanov told a
news conference in Moscow. He said Moscow
would consider any order from Washington
for the S-300 system as a pure business prop-
osition and would not tie a sale to a softening
of its stance against the missile shield.

The Foreign Minister, Mr. Igor Ivanov, also
denied that a U.S. offer to buy the $-300 sys-
tems could sway Russia on the missile de-
fence issue. “Our position on strategic |
stability is unchanged”, the Minister said.




Russia warns%gainst
ABM dzsmantlmg

Moscow, June 19 ‘4

RUSSIAN PRESIDENT Vladimir
Putin said he and President Bush
reached a “very high level” of
trust during their weekend sum-
mit, but warned that Russia
would strengthen its nuclea
arsenal if the United States devel-
oped missile defenses that under-
mined key security treaties.

In a 2-hour interview on Mon-
day night with American
reporters in the wood-paneled

)i«gn};lin library, Putin said Bush
was a ~'very attentive listener”
during the meeting in Slovenia.
Putin said he was pleased Ameri-
ca no longer considered Russia
an enemy.

Specialists, Putin said, had
been assigned to analyse possible
threats and how the treaty might
affect efforts to counter them. But
he was clear that Russia didn’t
see the same threats as the Unit-
ed States does.

""Here we do not have a com-
mon position,” Putin said. Putin
said he was worried about possj-
ble unilateral action such as US
abrogation of nuclear treaty com-
mitments. But he said Russia
would strengthen its nuclear
capability — a claim Russia has
made in the past — if America
insisted on going it alone.

“"But at least for the next 25
years, unilateral action will not
cause substantial detriment to
the national security interests of
Russia,” he said. Putin also
repeated Russia’s position that
the United States should not
abandon the ABM treaty, saying
that would undermine efforts to
limit the numbers of nuclear
weapons.

The mini-summit was the first
between Bush and Putin, and the
meeting the Kremlin had ardu-
ously pursued was a prize for

AP PHOTO

Russian President Viadimir Putin, centre, gestures during a meeting with
American reporters at the Kremlin in Moscow on Monday,

Putin.'The globe-trotting Russian
leader had visited China just
before Slovenia and made light-
ning stops in  Belgrade,
Yugoslavia, and in Kosovo on his
way home. Putin revealed pub-
licly for the first time that he had
passed on a message from Chi-
nese President Jiang Zemin to
Bush saying his country was
ready to put the April downing of
a US reconnaissance plane by the
Chinese military behind them.

While acknowledging that Rus-
sia is not an equal partner in its
relationship with the United
States, Putin seemed confident
and optimistic about Russia’s
future and pleased by Bush’s
assessment that he was a man
who could be trusted.

"It seemed to me the words
that we said during the press con-
ference were not just formal
statements,” Putin said. “They
indeed reflected a very high level
of trust between the two of us.”

AP

Ex-spy Putin in
good company

RUSSIAN PRESIDENT
Vladimir Putin spoke with
pride about his years in the |
former Soviet security ser-
vices, noting that it puts him
in the same class as Ameri-

can statesmen Henry
Kissinger and former Presi-
dent George Bush.

Kissinger had told himall
decent people started in Intel-
ligence. “And I did, too,” Pu-
tin said, He also referred to
President George W Bush’s
father, noting the former
Intelligence director “was not
working in a laundry, he was
working in the CIA.”

AE, Moscow

PHE HINDUSTAN TiMES

3



\ /

-~ The NMD Opportumty -
India Could Ben of; efit From US Plans

Ak

THE purpose of the Nuclear
Missile Defence (NMD) is to
tear up the Anti-Ballistic Missile
(ABM) treaty of 1972 (revised in
1974) by which neither the US nor
the Soviet Union were allowed to
maintain more than one missile de-
fence site and 100 interceptors
each. Thus both were equally open
to missile attack by the other side.
This was the nuclear balance of ter-
ror or strategic parity between the
superpowers of the Cold war. As a
side effect, it left the US vulnerable
to Chinese attack, limited as
the Chinese capacity of 20 inter
continental  ballistic  missiles
{(ICBMs) was.

Through the NMD, the US
would create the capacity to aftack
missiles as soon as they are
Jaunched. Thus the US would be
safe, all others vulnerable, and the
strategic balance would be de-
stroyed. According to the Ameri-
cans, this merely registers the reali-
ty that the cold war has ended, that
the Soviet Union is no more, and
that Russia cannot presume to
speak to the US on equal terms.

The Russian protest has been
ambiguous. Russia is agreeable to
revising the ABM treaty, but not to
the US doing so on its own. It in-
sists on a joint revision. However, if
the strategic parity recognised in
1972 has dissolved, then this treaty
would be jointly revised by parties
that are acknowledged to be un-
equal and it would in any case reg-
ister the inferiority of Russia. The
essential difference is between the
US unilaterally proclaiming Russ-
ian impotence and the Russians
themselves confessing to it.

Russia has reconciled itself to
the end of the ABM of 1972; but it
wants to negotiate the best for it-
self. Small wonder then that Presi-
dent Bush has generously offered
to consult Russia when he unveiled
his new strategic vision. Russia has
been consistent in accepting strate-
gic inferiority. When NATO ex-
panded into East Europe, Russia
shouted itself hoarse, but then qui-
etly submitted to a non-decision
making or purely consultative posi-
tion for itself in NATO, the formula
of a “voice but not veto”. Yu-
goslavia was dismembered through
the Bosnian war and the NATO as-
sault on Serbia.

But Russia is relatively sanguine
about the NMD for technological
reasons. The NMD has not yet
been proven effective, and
Russian offensive capacity has not

By MADHAVAN K PALAT

dissipated. It would be long before
America could demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness of NMD; by then Rus-
sia hopes perhaps to establish new
equations on the basis of recovery.

China sees it differently. It now
loses the deterrent advantage of its
paltry nuclear arsenal. The NMD
plans reveal a capacity to strike at
just the level of 20-25 ICBMs that
China possesses. China has inter-
preted NMD as directed against it-
self. This is perhaps correct in the
short term, read with other Ameri-
can provocative actions like arm-
ing Taiwan, human rights interven-
tions (including a Nobel Prize to a
Chinese author) and a higher pro-
file for the Tibetan cause.

China, unlike Russia, cannot join
America in a joint missile pro-
gramme. So it joined with Russia to
protest; but Russia merely used it
to fortify the Russian bargaining
position without China getting
anything in return. China further

IN BRIEF ===

@ Russia is sanguine about NMD for
technological reasons

@ An arms race with the US will be
disastrous for China

@ India can derive many
advantages from NMD

@ Butit must steer clear of an
anti-China stand

threatens to engage in an arms race
with the US. If so, it would be disas-

"trous for its economy, as the Soviet

Union leamed to its cost by the end
of the cold war. Perhaps that is part
of the American calculation. It
could also be bloody-minded and
proliferate to Pakistan as before.

The implications for India are
many, but unexpectedly advanta-
geous. We could benefit doubly
from further Russian strategic de-
cline. The more Russia accepts a
second position and the more it co-
operates with the US, the less the
US needs the Pakistani military
dictatorship and the warmer the
US would be to India. At the same
time, Indo-Russian relations would
retain its vigour without its anti-US
thrust. The decay of Russia is of its
own making, nothing to do with In-
dia; and Russia has long preceded
India in all forms of partnership
with the US. It would be meaning-
less for Russia to sidle up to Pak-
istan, which is enough of a pain in
the neck through the Taliban in
Central Asia. India, among with
China, is the largest arms market

for Russia; and the Russian arma-
ments industry is the only one that
competes internationally. India
also provides a fertile field for nu-

clear and space collaboration. Thus
Indo-Russian relations shall flour-

ish as Russia falters and Indo-U¢

relations prosper.

The effects of Chinese action
are less certain. With China in a
arms race, we would have to re
work our calculations on minimun
deterrence. But our nuclear lobb
would welcome it as a boon tha
would further validate “ou
weaponisation and reinforce ou
arguments to Washington.

China could, out of pique, prolis
erate to Pakistan more than beforc
However, China is in a weaker pc
sition now. Formerly a US-Pak
istan-China axis operated agains
an Indo-Soviet (Russian) one. O
that basis the US discreetly en
dorsed the Chinese proliferation t
Pakistan. Now the US would b
hostile, not for love of India, but fo
fear that an unemployed Pakistan
military dlctatorshxp would degen
erate into a “rogue state”. Bereft o
its cold war job as a US frontline
state, such a dictatorship woulc
be reduced to perpetual adventur-
ism in Kashmir, Afghanistan
and elsewhere.

The US would have to worry se-
riously about nuclear irresponsibil-
ity by its former satellite. Thus
provocative Chinese proliferation
to Pakistan must lead to American
pressures on the Pakistani army to
the benefit of India. On the other
hand, were China to play it cau-
tious and reduce its involvement
with Pakistan, India stands to gain
from the double isolation of Pak-
istan from its principal allies of the
cold war, the US and China.

India could derive many advan-
tages from NMD, but it must play
its cards carefully. It must not de-
scend into an American frontline
state in the Pakistani manner, It
must not be enticed into becoming
a base for anti-Chinese Tibetan op-
erations, nor must it be foolish
enough to allow NMD missile
bases. It should be able to wrest
concessions on sanctions, nuclear
programmes, technology, and Pak-
1stan, without having to surrender
1tself in word or deed. If India
could withstand the painful conse-
quences of American hostility
through half a century of non-
alignment, there is no reason for it

to collapse under the weight of
Anmerican friendship.

w
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today cautioned the USA
against deploying an anti-
missile defence shield
unilaterally, but said he was
convinced the two powers
could work together
constructively on security
matters.

“Any unilateral actions can
only make more complicated
various problems and issues,”
Mr Vladimir said after his
first summit with Mr George
W Bush, in a clear reference
to Washington’s missile
ghield proposal.

Mr Putin, speaking through
an interpreter, reaffirmed his
support for the 1972 Anti-
Ballistic Missile Treaty about
which the Bush adminis-
tration has reservations.

“We proceed from the idea
that the 1972 ABM treaty is
the cornerstone of the modern
architecture of security., We
proceed from the premise that
there are elements that unite
us with our partners in the
USA”

Mr Putin echoed the US
President’s upbeat assessment
of their first meeting: “I'm

convinced that ahead of us
| we've a constructive dialogue.”
| Mr Bush said he would send
] his treasury and commerce
| secretaries to Moscow soon for
]talks on boosting economic
| ties. He also pledged US
- support for Russia’s bid to
; join the World Trade

. Organisation and praised Mr

> Putin for his tax reforms.
The Presidents emerged
| from the one-hour-forty-
‘! minutes meeting, 80 minutes
| more than originally planned,
| determined to be engaged in a
| far dee%er dialogue, DPA adds.
g; ush said part of the
. forthcoming dialogue would
% ' focus on the missile defence,
' which, he stressed to Mr
Putm, had to be for the
» benefit of both countries in a
| new era.
 “I looked him in the eye and
jfound him to be very
1 gtraightforward and trust-

/Putm cautions USA
on missile defenc

"the agendas of others. We will

N
o\
\Q REUTERS worthy,” Mr Bush gaid, while
Mr Putin atressed it had been '
KRANYU (Slovenia), June 16. “good to talk to people who
— The, Russian President make things happen.”

He said the two nations were
“not enemies, and can become
good allies”. He is looking
forward to meetmg Mr Bush in
the USA “on his ranch” next
autumn. He bad invited Mr
Bush to his home, too.

Bush on Nato expansion:
The US President yesterday
said Nato should expand right
up to Russia’s borders if former
Soviet states fulfil the neceasa-
ry criteria, The Times, London.
adds from Washington.

Advancing his father’s post-
Cold War vision of a “whole
and free” Europe, Mr Bush
said Mr Puhanould not be al-
lowed to veto Nato’ .
Russia opposes them
of the three Baltic states, but
Mr Bush felt while planning
next year’s Nato summit in
Prague, the allies “should not
calculate how little we can get
away with, but how much we
can do to advance the cause of
freedom”.

“It's time to put talk of East
and West behind us,” he said,
in the city where the Warsaw
Pact was signed in 1855.. “Our
goal is to erase the false lines
that have divided Europe for
too long. The future of every
European nation must be de-
termined by the progress of in-
ternal reform, not the interests
of outside powers. As we plan
to .enlarge Nato, no country
should be used as a pawn in

not trade away the fate of free
European peoples. No more
Munichs. No more Yaltas.”
The US President, however,
emphasised that he wanted
Russia as a partner and an al-
ly, not an enemy.
“T will express to Pregident
Putin that Russia is part of Eu-
rope and therefore does not

need a buffer zone of insecure
states separating it from Eu-
rope,” he said. “Nato, even as it
grows, is no enemy ’of Russia.
America is no enemy of Russia.
We seek a constructive rela-

tionship with Russia for
benefit of all our peoples.”,

“_—
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" pts have been
' made to outlaw
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| marines, missiles |

{ pollination of
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DISARWENT PLANS

Compllcatlons Arise In Specific Situations

- ISARMAMENT is a phi-
, losopher’s dream, but a

soldier’s dilemma. It re-
mains a paradox. A broad his-
torical analysis traces the roots
of disarmament to Mahabharat

i times and to the sixth century

i ry has seen two

! outlawed the use
' of barbed, poiso-
! nous and flaming
. projectiles, which
"is a form of dis-
" | armament and

t world war period

BC when the Chinese confer-
ence on disarmament was held.
Therefore, President Bush’s
acceptance of the NMD philo-
sophy as against ,
cuts in their |
nuclear arsenal |
has to be viewed
sceptically. :
According to the

book of Manu,
ancient Hindus

arms control. §
Since then attem-
sub-

and nuclear wea- g8
pons. This centu- | W

world wars. In
the post second

v AK LAL

has been\motivated more by a
desire to ‘curb a new area of
military competition than by
any sense of moral revulsion.
The renegotiations of the
ABM Treaty between USA and
Russia has to be seen from a
perspective where Russia

would be coerced or lured in

security as a requisite.
Therefore, nations have to
decide military preparations
not based on unilateralism or
militarism but a pragmatic
analysis of the threat
perception and the level of
deterrence required.

In India’s case, the shield
should be indigenous or at least
self-reliant (unlike the analogy
of Korea, Taiwan
or Japan). It may
be by a mutually
benefiting loose
strategic alliance
with the techno-
logical controls in
our hand. It
should not be
mixed up with
hard  military
alliances like
Nato or the erst-
while Cento. Ob-
viously, it would
be also mutually
more cost effec-
tive “and thus
more affordable.
It would promote
our defence stra-
tegy to an “offen-
sive-defensive
stance”. It may
even facilitate

and especially during the cold
war period between 1970-1990,

: more than 15 disarmament
' related treaties were initiated,

some of which India has been
constrained to sign perhaps
due to the interplay of forces in

. the South Asian region.
- MALTHUSIAN TRAP

Therefore, it becomes impera-
tive to analyse the dominant
factors like security percep-
tions in relation to deterrence

' and disarmament. Even the

danger of an accidental war has
to be offset by confidence bui-
lding measures and such
actions.

First, one can highlight the

. major schools of thought on
' national security, their major

points of agreement and disag-

| reement as regards disarma-

ment. The dominant paradigm

. of conflict will be energy based
" in a post-2000 scenario where
. the shrinking of the earth’s

resources coupled with popu-
lation expansion could lead the

i world to a Malthusian trap of

. multi-disciplinary

war, social upheaval and eco-
logical catastrophes. Logically,
there is need for trans-disci-
plinary interaction and with a
approach

i under the aegis of the United

Nations.
It should invite a cross-
ideas from

' countries which at times have

been coerced into becoming

- signatories. NPT is the most

prominent case, where the P-5

* have imposed their hegemony

. tance.

and coerced nations into accep-
Regretfully, in most

i cases the outlawing of weapons

The author is a fellow of the

- Institute of Defence Studies

I——

and Analysis.

terms of economic benefits. The
United States is offering to
help Russia to finish the bui-
Iding of the radar, near Irku-
tsk, Serbia.

That is where the dis-
crimination lies in security
perceptions and could be
identified as the core problem.
The initiation of a Nuclear
Weapons Convention is probab-
ly the answer to a total ban on
all nuclear weapons. If there
are zero nuclear weapons, the
logic of a shield will not arise.

Secondly, one would like to
share a few thoughts on the
complexity of disarmament and
deterrence in the context of the
India, China, Pakistan balance
of power. Mark Twain once ob-
served that, “For every complex
and difficult problem there is
always a simple and easy solu-
tion and it is always wrong”.
Simple solutions can seem
effective temporarily, but they
usually manage to leave the
real problem unsolved.

COMPLEX

Disarmament falls in this
category as they look simplistic
but are very complex. To
understand them there is a
case for studying the relation-
ship between arms control,
disarmament and the strategy
of defence; as treaties ban or
restrict development or deploy-
ment and may work to the
detriment of national security.

Therefore, any renegotiation
of the ABM Treaty should in-
volve a world consensus for col-
lective global security rather
than unilateralism, which
rightfully is India’s stand.
However, unilateral disarmers
believe modern weapons are so
dangerous that global security
has  supplanted national

calling the Pakis-
tani nuclear bluff and shifting
the conventional strategic dete-
rrence edge back in India’s
favour.

DETERRENCE
Thirdly, one would also high-
light the underlylng principals
of a “just war’ as they get
linked with various internatio-
nal/UN treaties. In fact, both
traditional oubdivisions of the
“just war” theory are forms or
arm control. “Jus ad bellum”, or
Jjustice of war, concerns prohibi-
tions on the initiation of hos-
tilities and jus in bello, or jus-
tice in war concerns restraints
on violence once hostilities
have begun. The case of the
Kargil war is apt to be recalled
where India fought a just war
with adequate restraint.

Thus, reducing the likelihood
of war and limiting its scope
and duration are professed
objectives of modern arms
control advocates -and inso-
much as the laws of war facili-
tate these objectives, they
constitute arms control mea-
sures.

Finally, one can magnify the
relationship between nuclear
deterrence and arms control
per se, as is relevant today in
the Indian sub-continent and
that too with the NMD process.
As a general concept, deter-

‘rence is relatively simple. Yet it

becomes a complicated issue
when applied to specific situa-
tions (like in J&K) or strate-
gies.

Deterrence depends on human
perceptions, which are subject
to interference from emofions
like hope and fear and
credibility and st
stable deterrence
come the gen
armamert.

1s for dis-
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SHANGHAI, June 14. - The
Chinese President, Mr Jiang
Zemin, and his Russian coun-
terpart, Mr Vladimir Putin, to-
day showed a united front
against US plans to build a na-
tional missile defence system.
But Mr Zemin sounded a con-
ciliatory note on China-US ties,
calling for a “constructive” rela-
tionship with Washington, the
Russian foreign minister, Mr
Igor Ivanov, said.

Mr Zemin and Mr Putin met in
Shanghai to kick off a six-na-
tion summit aimed at combat-
ing Islamic militancy in Cen-
tral Asia. .

The Shanghai Five - China,
Russia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan
and Tajikistan — are expected to
join forces against Mr Bush’s
missile defence plans as he heads
into a summit with the European
Union.

“President Putin reiterated
Russia’s position on that mat-
ter and China stated that it will
support Russia in its efforts to
maintain the global equilibri-
um,” a Chinese foreign minis-
try spokesman said.

Mr Zemin’s meeting with Mr
Putin was the first of three
planned for this year as Mos-
cow and Bejjhg forge a new al-
liance baeed largely on fears of

Russgu China oppose NMD

CONCERT OF EURASIA: {Left to right) Uzbek President Mr Islam Karimov, Kyrgyz President Mr Askar Akayev,
Russian President Mr Vladimir Putin, Chinese President Mr Jiang Zemin and Kazakh President Mr Nursultan
Nazarbayev make a toast after signing a joint statement in Shanghai on Thursday. — AP/PTI

Islamic separatist unrest and
on opposition te US policies.
On NMD, Mr Ivanov said:
“Our views on this coincide
with China.” But he added that
Mr Zemin and Mr Putin had
discussed the Russian leader’s
coming meeting with Mr Bush.”
Kremlin officials yesterday said
Mr Bush’s NMD plan threat-
ened global security, backing
China’s frequent warnings that
the plan could trigger a new
global arms race.

Moscow and Beijing also share

common ground in seeking to
offset growing US influence in
oil-rich Central Asia.

USA is the largest foreign in-
vestor in Kazakhstan’s oil and
gas industries and has provided
millions of dollars in military
aid to Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan
and Kyrgyzstan.

The Shanghai Five, formed in
1996 to resolve Sino-Soviet bor-
der disputes, admitted Uzbeki-
stan as a new member today
and agreed to change its name

to “Shanghai Cooperation Or-

ganisation.”

The group will sign two pacts
tomorrow, one on establishing
the new organisation and one
on boosting cross-border coop-
eration to fight “extremists”, he
said.

The chief concern of most
member states is the Islamic
Movement of Uzbekistan,
which has led armed incursions
across the region over the last
two years in an gttempt to cre-
ate an indepfndent Islamic
state.
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RECENT issue of the Carnggie En-

dowment of International Peace’s

e-mail  service, ‘Proliferation

News’, informs that a classified
briefing was provided to U.S. Senators on
world reactions to the President, Mr. Ge-
orge Bush’s NMD (National Missile De-
fence} initiative. This followed a whirlwind
tour by the Administration’s senior offi-
cials to several world capitals, including
London, Moscow and Beijing fo ascertain
their views on creating a “‘new framework”’
for strategic thinking on nuclear deter-
rence. Mr. Richard Armitage, Deputy Sec-
retary of State, had also visited New Delhi
for this purpose. The report hypothesises
that there was a good reason underlying
the secrecy of the meeting — the briefers
had nothing positive to report.

The reasons for international reserva-
tions regarding missile defences can be
sought at two levels — technology and
costs, and strategic and political consid-
erations. Nothing is clear at present about
the feasibility and ultimate costs of the
NMD system. There is also the problem of
altering the mindset of allies and adversar-
ies to conceive of nuclear deterrence with-
in a new matrix of offensive and defensive
strategy. Bureaucracies are notoriously
slow to change and military bureaucracies
are the slowest.

The technological problems underlying
the establishment of an effective Ballistic
Missile Defence (BMD) system are formid-
able. {t must have the capability to detect
an offensive missile launch, track the mis-
sile in flight and, finally, intercept and de-
stroy the incoming missile or warhead(s).
There are three stages of a missile's flight
when it can be attacked — the boost phase
when the plumes of the missile launched
can be detected, the cruising stage whilst it
is proceeding to target, and the terminal
stage when the warhead(s) is/ are released.
It needs mention also that an interconti-
nental ballistic missite (ICBM) could fiy
from the U.S. to Russia or China in around
20 minutes, travelling at an average speed
of 18,000 miles per hour. A rule of thumb
here is that the earlier a missile is detected
the easier it will be to attack and destroy it;
the later it is detected the smaller the area
that can be protected,from missile attack.

General Ronald Kadish, Director of the
U.S. Ballistic Missile Defence Oreorios

Posers on the NMD

By P. R. Chari

--—’*-”_—'—_'_*_—

The reasons for international reservations regarding
missile defences can be sought at two levels —
technology and costs, and strategic
and political considerations.

tion, is on record that the land and sea-
based versions of the NMD are currently
under development, but would only be
able to defend against incoming missiles
in their terminal stages, which restricts the
area they can protect. Ultimately, the
NMD visualises attacking enemy missiles
in midcourse when they are cruising to tar-
get, using a kili vehicle travelling at around
15,000 miles per hour. All this may sound
like science fiction, but the important
point to remember is that missile defences
have to be fool-proof, since even one nu-
clear warhead-armed missile slipping
through the shield would cause horren-
dous destruction.

Warheads mounted on intermediate-
range, medium-range and short- range
missiles carried by other means of delivery
such as aircraft, ships and submarines po-
sitioned near the American mainland
could reach their targets in six to seven
minutes, dramatising the hopelessness of
seeking to establish fool-proof missile de-
fences. There are several other ways of de-
feating these defences — by depressing the
frajectory of attacking missiles, using
cruise missiles or multiple warhead mis-
siles, interspersing decoys with nuclear
warheads, shielding the plumes of missiles
or employing boosted launch techniques
to complicate their early detection and so
on. Besides, the very complexity of the
NMD system, comprising detection and
tracking systems, anti-missile launchers
and kill vehicles makes it vulnerable to at-
tack on its diffused components.

It is worth recollecting here that the So-
viet research establishments have been
working on these countermeasures since
the ““‘Star War"' years in the mid 1980s; it is
not inconceivable that they could pass on
these technologies to China or to the
“states of concern’’ that are ostensibly the
reason why the Bush Administration
wants to deploy the NMD. It is also worth
recollecting that, in theory, these “states of

cred tn he un-

mindful of the consequences of attacking
the most powerful military power in the
world, need not employ nuclear weapons
at all. They could more easily use ather
weapons of mass destruction such as
chemical or biological weapons with much
less risk of detection and greater chances
of success. Besides, a very difficult prob-
lem would accost the NMD, which is to
determine the identity of the attacker; any
confusion in this regard, which could de-
liberately be caused by an artful enemy,
would greatly nullify its effectiveness.

The question of costs is naturally related
to the sophistication of the BMD system
sought, which must include, apart from
the interceptors and their launch vehicles,
an entire panoply of detection, tracking
and communications systems for taking
real-time decisions to destroy the attack-
ing missiles. No one really knows what the
final bill will be, but guesstimates place it
anywhere between $200 billion and $1 tril-
lion. The enormous investments required
to deploy the NMD have aroused suspi-
cions that the real intention is to reward
the conservative elements in the Repub-
lican party who have close links with the
arms manufacturing industry; in other
words, the NMD is truly a manifestation of
the American military-industrial complex
in action.

The strategic and political issues raised
by the NMD, in effect shifting from offen-
sive to defensive systems, have been ex-
tensively debated over the years, since
they pose fundamental questions relating
to the entire fabric of nuclear deterrence.
This rests, at present, on the concept of
mutual assured destruction. The theory is
that a nuclear first strike would assuredly
invite a retaliatory nuclear second strike;
that retaliatory strike would inflict such
condign punishment on the aggressor as
to inhibit him from launching the first
strike. In other words, jt is the certainty of
annihilation, which grevents nuclear ag-
gression, and has pfaintained nuclear sta-

bility. Constructing a missile defence
shield would, no doubt, blunt the first
strike. But it could also blunt the retaliato-
ry second strike, leaving the U.S. in the
invulnerable position of being able to
launch both a possible first strike and re-
taliatory second strike, without fear of ret-
ribution. Naturally, this is a matter of
concern to Russia and China. It is also a
matter of concern to the U.S." allies in NA-
TO and Japan, which see their leader with-
drawing into a fortress and delinking its
security from that of the allies. Erecting
Theatre Missile Defence (TMD) systems
for specific regions such as Northeast Asia
or Western Europe only accentuates this
delinking of the existing conjoint security
system.

Mr. Bush'’s unilateral decision to "move
beyond the constraints of the 30-year-old
ABM Treaty”" also incorporates a danger-
ous precedent. Other nations could also
walk out of arms control agreements they
find irksome for strategic or domestic con-
siderations. Imagine the extension of this
baneful belief to the CTBT or the NPT!

It is arguable that NMD technology is far
away. With the Democrats having a major-
ity in the U.S. Senate to thwart funding,
technology being unproven, costs remain-
ing indeterminate, allies unconvinced
about its wisdom, Russia and China active-
ly hostile, and domestic opinion luke-
warm, the Bush Administration will have
immense problems in pushing through its
NMD obsession. Indeed, the entire debate
on missile defences conjures up a sense of
deja vu ; we have had this debate earlier in
the mid-1980s when ""Star Wars" was vig-
orously pushed by Mr. Ronald Reagan, and
earlier in the Nixon era that resulted in the
ABM Treaty being negotiated and finalised
in 1972. Will the present debate then, like
before, remain a theoretical exercise? This
will soon become clear.

In retrospect, the Indian alacrity in sup-
porting the Bush initiative was quite wily,
because it applauds the U.S. decision to
reduce its nuclear arsenal whilst divorcing
it from the NMD decision. This serves In-
dia’s national self-interest and its larger in-
tention to develop a new relationship with
the Bush administration.

(The writer is Director, Institute of Peace
and Conflict Studies, New Delhi.)



4 w6 Enemy of NMD is a friend

INDIA’S POSITION as the odd man out in its
enthusiasm for the US missile shield has
come into focus again after the western
Kuropean countries showed their reluctance
to endorse the Bush plan. Indeed, so obvious
was their reservations that US Secretary of
State Colin Powell had to tell the NATO for-
eign ministers that the Americans were not
indulging in “phoney consultations” and
would like to take their views into account.
While the Chinese and Russian opposition to
the so-called National Missile Defence
(NMD) is known, what the Kuropean
response shows is that there are no takers
for the proposed shield against missiles
launched by ‘rogue’ states.

One reason for this attitude is presumably
the traditional European concept of a bal-
ance of power which has guided their for-
eign policies from the days when all the
Great Powers were on that continent. Now,
with only one superpower in the field, they
probably believe that any unilateral move by

it to undo the existing treaties{would inject a
new sense of uncertainty in linternational
relations. The fact that the US is a friend
does not seem to have prevented the
Europeans from treating its latest proposal
with scepticism and even an element of
apprehension.

The NMD has come under a scanner even
inside the US where the Democrats seem to
share some of the European sentiments. The
fact that the Democrats will now head the
Senate foreign relations and armed services
committees after the ‘defection’ of James
Jeffords to their side means that the propos-
als on the shield will not have an easy pas-
sage. As President Bush embarks on his
European tour, he is also expected to face pub-
lic demonstrations against the more contro-
versial of his policies such as the scrapping of
the protocol on global warming and the NMD.
Since these rallies will also largely reflect offi-
cial views, they will have more validity than
what is usually accorded to them.

THINK IT OVER. ..
All Nature wears one untversal grin
HEeNRY FIELDING
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By Batuk Gathani \*0

BRUSSELS, JUNE 4. The European
and American officials have be-
gun preparations for the U.S.
President, Mr. George Bush’s first
official visit to Europe. Mr. Bush
will meet the Russian President,
Mr. Vladimir Putin, in Slovenia at
the end of his European tour.
Mr. Bush is being briefed inten-
sively before his crucial meetings
with the European Union and
NATO leaders. He will directly
face his European critics over
missile defence, the future of NA-
TO and environment issues. The
U.S. authorities have already
warned its citizens travelling to
Sweden to be ready for hostile
demonstrations at the E.U. sum-
mit in Stockholm, as thousands of
environmentalists and anti-arma-
ment groups are expected to con-

ve&e. From Sweden, Mr. Bush
will visit Poland where he will
again argue for the expansion of
NATO. (NATO has 19 members
and could have over 25 members
within a decade.)

The U.S. Defence Secretary, Mr.
Donald Rumsfeld, arrived in Tur-
key today to begin his European
tour. After meeting Turkish offi-
cials, he will meet his counter-
parts in the European capitals
and special importance is being
attached to his meeting with the
Russian Defence Minister, Mr.
Sergei Ivanov.

During a series of meetings and
speeches this week, Mr. Bush's
main mission in Europe appears
to be to attract European support
for his plans to build a missile de-
fence shield. According to Eu-
ropean observers. since the Inss nf

ajority in the Senate, Mr. Bush'’s
alnbition may have received a set-
back.

The incoming Democratic
Chairman of the Senate’s Armed
Services Commission and critic of
the Bush administration’s missile
defence strategy, Mr. Carl Levin,
is widely quoted in the European
media saying that he doubts if
anything could be achieved be-
fore the U.S. presidential election
in 2004. However, most Europe-
ans agree that the Bush strategy
has at best helped to ignite debate
on nuclear deterrence.

Mr. Bush will make his own
presentation of the proposed mis-
sile shield. If the result of the U.S.
Secretary of State, Gen. Colin Po-
well’s visit to Europe at the end of
May is any criterion, the U.S. and
NATO have already split over mis-

on to convince Europe on NMD

sile defence. The European mem-
bers of the NATO alliance last
month refused to acknowledge
the “common threat’” posed by
missiles from potential enemies
or so-called ‘rouge’ states like
North Korea, Iraq and Iran. Early
May, the U.S. also dispatched a
team of senior officials to Europe
and Asia in a concerted bid to per-
suade friendly nations to cooper-
ate or at least show sympathy for
the defence plan.

Mr. Bush is to reiterate this per-
ception in major European cap-
itals this week. According to
European officials, Mr. Bush i
“more than determined” to offe
Mr. Putin unprecedented collab-
oration on defence against rogue

missile attacks particularly fro
the Islamic fundamentalj un-
tries in West Asia.

BHE Hinp,



RESIDENT Bush’s
announcement of his
ideas on a National
Missile Defence for
his country started off a
chain of rapid developments
that continues to expand.
Following the announcement,
American envoys were sent
out to  explain the
implications of the
President’s  concept  to
selected allies and friends. To
its evident gratification,
India found itself in this
league, and had the
satisfaction of playing host to
the US deputy secretary of
state who came to New Delhi
for this purpose.

Even before he came, and
virtually before any other
voices were raised in support,
India expressed its welcome
for the new initiative.
Normally diplomats are seen
as sluggish and ultra-
cautious creatures,
suspicious of novelty and
happy to sit on the fence. But
there was none of that in
India’s response. It was swift
and clear, lining up India
with those who backed the
idea.

The Indian response took
everyone by surprise. It
seemed uncenscionably quick
to many. Several observers
felt- it had not been
considered deeply enough
before being aired, especially
as the NMD concept bristles
with technical difficulties and
is known to be
internationally divisive.

Also, as the issue was bound
to have far reaching
implications for the country,
there was a view that wide
consultations should have
been held within the ruling
alliance and with Opposition
parties before a final position
emerged.

Certainly, the main
Opposition party was quick
to find fault, seeing a chink of
vulnerability in the
government’s action on this
point. Whatever be the rights
and wrongs of it, the issue
has been fully joined and

Missile defence «

remains a matter of active
public debate. It is not only
the arcane aspect of it that is
for discussion, the complex
technical and strategic
questions, but also the feeling
that we have been too ready
to follow another’s lead, at

the cost of our own
independence of thought and
judgment.

Internationally, India is on
something of a limb. Russian
Foreign  Minister  Igor
Ivanov’s visit of a few weeks
ago was dominated by the
NMD question. At that time,
he and his host were able to
paper over the evident
differences between them but
sinee then Russia has been in
prolonged conversation with
America, without finding any

reason to modify its
opposition.

China is equally
unconvinced. Moreover,

Russia and China have
justconcluded their consul-
tations on this subject in
Moscow, and have jointly
reiterated their opposition to
the NMD. Even among the
allies of the USA, the
response has been far from
uniformly supportive.

There is no shortage of
scepticism about the
technical feasibility of the
scheme and uneasiness about

IR, ~ I read with
eat interest the
Jarticle on

vegetarianismm which appeared
Statesman- of ‘Sunday last, and can with
confidence endorse all the remarks contained
therein. There is no doubt that a meat diet is

unsuited * to . the human

consequence is that those partaking of it are,
more or- less, always ailing with some
complaint. This was my case when | was a
meat-eater. 1 suffered for several years with
fever of a very had type, which was
characterised by the doctor I visited as
“malarial”, and in spite of all
P N

100 YEARS

the drugging I

" SALMAN HAIDAR

the way it could affect
established global rela-
tionships.

One need not take the
doubts of the allies too
literally, for they will remain

Russian Foreign Minister
Igor Ivanov’s visit to
India was dominated by
the NMD question.

allies for all their fretting.
But the contrast with India’s
reaction is obvious endugh.

In these circumstances, the
government has been forced
into many rationalisations
and explanations. As it
happens, high-level visitors

MAY 27, 1901

VEGETARIANISM

in the

gystem. The
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from both Russia and China
have been here, their visits
providing an opportunity for
serious exchanges on the
theme.

Not much common ground
seems to have been found but
one can assume that all the
parties are better aware of
the rationale for their
respective national positions.
Between India and China in
particular "it is important
that the NMD question
should not come to be an
additional complication in an
already difficult relationship.
Internally, some supporters
of the NMD would see it as a
forward-looking  measure
that finally takes a
substantive step away from
existing international
security arrangements that
hark back to the Cold War
and are now obsolete.

These arrangements have
been overtaken by sweeping
global change and, even more
so, by the fresh technologies
that permit the development
of a whole new range of
defensive weapons. For India,
the previous arrangements
had little to offer. The Cold
War instruments, especially
the nuclear non proliferation
treaty, served only to tie it
into a permanently
subordinate nuclear status,

was subjected to, { could
not shake if off, but gince
I adopted a vegetable

diet. I have had perfect immunity from it. It
would, I feel sure, be a very good thing if a
vegetable diet were universally adopted, but
that is an event which ig a long way off. A
suggestion has been made in a recent issue of
your valuable journal ahout the formatien of a
“Vegetarian Society”. 1 should be glad to join
such a society if it was inaugurated in
Calcutta. I think this would be a move in the
right direction, and trust somebady will be
found to come forward to start such a society.
- Yours, etc., VEGETARIAN.

TELEGRAP)

which was mahifestly against
its security land political
interests.

The Anti-Ballistic Missile
treaty, the current bone of
contention between the USA
and Russia, can be seen as
the keystone of an unequal
system which was set up
without much regard for the
concerns of countries like
India. So why shed tears for
its possible dismantling?
Logic and interest demand
otherwise.

Why should we be nostalgic
about the grim calculations of
Mutual Assured Destruction
(MAD) or treat it as a nuclear
nostrum for all times?

The emerging doctrines and
arrangements that NMD
prefigures can serve India’s
interest more closely. What’s
more, India could be a
genuine partner from the
start and be much better
placed than it has ever been
to assure its future security
interest.

Thus the argument runs
that boldness in supporting
the NMD initiative has a
wealth of useful possibilities
for the country.

Reasoning to this effect is
not to be dismissed too
readily. India has never had
any stake in the nuclear
regime derived from the
NPT. But the very hastiness
of our decision on the NMD
has made it difficult to
comprehend its rationale.
The gain to the country is far
from clear. If the extensive
conversations with the USA
have opened new strategic

space for India, then that is
not readily seen outside the
corridors of authority.

Why did we move so fast,
and is there any quid pro
quo? And how closely have we
weighed the implications of
our decision for our
traditional friendships and
established ties? There is still
a lot of explaining for the
government to do.

[
{
|

(The author is a former
Foreign Secretary.) -



China, Russia slam U.S. plans

g By Vladimir Radyuhin M() - \Jo

MOSCOW,; MAY 22, Russia and China have reiterated
their ofpposition to U.S. plans for a missile
defence and vowed to work jointly for preserving
the exisling arms control mechanisms.

“Russia and China have again asserted that
they oppose plans for the deployment of a ‘global
anti-missile defence’, banned under the 1972
treaty, and do not find convincing the reasoning
and arguments of the plan’s supporters,” said the’
Russian Foreign Ministry in a communique on
Russian-Chinese consultations on disarmament:j
Mascow.

The sides exchanged views in the wake of
consultations with U.S. envoys the President, M
George W. Bush, sent to Europe and Asia to
explain his plans.

Russia and China “stated proximity or
coincidence of views on the key aspects of the
problems under discussion and mapped out joint
and parallel steps to preserve intact the
architecture of arms control and arms reductions
set up in recent years by the entire international
community,” said the Russian statement.

" The two sides favoured prioritising “‘non-
military, political methods of upholding global

"and regional international security” and called for

strengthening bilateral and multilateral
cooperation to achieve this goal.

They urged further dialogue on strategic
stability involving the United Nations, its Security
Council, including the five nuclear powers, the
Conference on Disarmament and “other universal

forums open 1o all interested nations”’. i
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_—Pak. opposition to NMD
rinciples: Sattar

-
By B. Muralidhar Reddyho dis}p the impression that‘

based on

ISLAMABAD, MAY 18. The Pakistan
Foreign Minister, Mr. Abdul
Sattar, said that Pakistan’s
opposition to the American
Defence Missile System was
based on principles and no
country having principles can
support it.

Participating in a programme
on the state-owned Pakistan
Television (PTV)}, the Minister
said that Pakistan believed that
the development of the system
would trigger a new arms race
in the world.

In a reference to the Anti-
Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty of
1972, Mr. Sattar said that the
U.S. and the erstwhile Soviet
Union had agreed twenty-nine
years ago that they would not
develop such a system.

He said that commitment to it
should be followed otherwise a
new arms race would begin.

Pakistan is clearly in a
dilemma on the NMD, After
initial hesitation, Pakistan
during the visit of the Chinese
Prime Minister, Mr. Zhu Rongji,
came out against the
programme.

However, the day after the
departure of Mr. Zhu came the

. clarification that the

observations made by Gen.
Musharraf on nuclear and arms
race have nothing to do with the
events of the last two weeks.

In the course of the PTV
programme, the Pakistan
Foreign Minister sought to

Pakistan had any tilt towards

‘the U.S. or chalked out its

policies at its behest.

“The U.S. has slapped unjust
sanctions on Pakistan for the
past eleven years and our
relations are not very good,” Mr.
Sattar said.

He claimed that it was
Pakistan's success that relations
with major powers were either
becoming strong or coming to
norralcy. Mr. Sattar maintained
that the Sino-Pak friendship was
not directed against anyone and
that the fifty-year friendship
with China was based on
principles and China also valued
it greatly.

“Our friendship is not against
anyone, rather we have been
making efforts to increase our
cooperatior.

“We want this strong and
stable friendship to further grow
in the years to come.”

On the Kashmir issue, Mr.
Sattar said thanks to the efforts
made by the Government, the
‘longstanding’ issue had come
to limelight at the international
level and the Kashmiri
leadership had assumed
fundamental importance.

The Minister urged India to
realise that the issue cannot be
resolved through ‘brutal
suppression’ of the Kashmiris
and would have to be resolved
in accordance with the
‘aspirations’ of the Kashmiri
people.

He said despite the ‘brutal

suppression’ and ‘killing’ of
several thousands of people,
India had not been successful in
suppressing the legitimate
struggle of Kashmiris.

The Foreign Minister claimed
that Pakistan was not isolated at
the international level on this
issue.

He maintained that the
Chinese Prime Minister had
fully supported its position and
the Organisation of Islamic
Conference (OIC) passed
resolutions every year in support
of the ‘just cause’ of the
Kashmiri people.

U.S. to extradite
former Pak.
naval chief

ISLAMABAD, MAY 18. A former Pa-
kistan naval chief, Admiral Man-
sur-ul-Haque, settled in the U.S.
to escape corruption charges,
would shortly be sent to Pakistan
as a U.S. court has accepted his
request for extradition.

A team of officials of Pakistan
law enforcement agencies would
soon travel to the U.S. to bring
Admiral Haque back, the National
Accountability Bureau (NAB) said
here in a statement.

Admiral Haque was accused of
receiving kickbacks worth several
million dollars in the purchase of
Agostan-90 nuclear submarine
from France in 1997. — PTI



?éhina condemns“U.S.
W#missile shield plan ¢

George W. Bush’s emissary was here to discups
the missile shield, the Chinese Government dn
Tuesday publicly condemned the U.S. propo$-
al to build a National Missile Defence (NMD),
calling it a fruitless step that would endanger
global security.

Mr. James Kelly, the Assistant Secretary of
State for Asian and Pacific Affairs, spent Tues-
day privately meeting Chinese arms control
and foreign policy officials, presenting Mr.
Bush's vision of a ‘‘new framework’”” for securi-
ty involving missile defences and a sharp re-
duction in America’s nuclear arsenal.

The Bush administration says the planned

anti-missile shield is aimed at stopping attacks

{ from small “rogue” nations like North Korea,
! Iran or Iraq and should not worry China.

But China fears that even a modest U.S. mis-

- sile shield will neutralise its small nuclear

forces, currently believed to include only
about 18 long-range missiles, and will make

the United States feel invulnerable and more
likely to bully other countries. On Tuesday af-

ternoon, at a regularly scheduled press brief-
ing, the Foreign Ministry spokesman, Mr. Sun
Yuxi, said China’s opposition to the pro-
gramme was unwavering. — AP

BEIJING, MAY 16. Even as the U.S. President, Mr. |

|




< Missile dﬁf%gce

ISSILE DEFENCE and nuclear
weapons have been given a
salience which they did not
have when the Cold War end-
ed. Arms control and nuclear weapons
limitation treaties had put a stable strate-
gic regime in place. Nuclear deterrence
with all its offensive connotations was op-
erative. The two superpowers were agree-
able to find stability in the threats they
posed to each other. The Anti-Ballistic

Missile (ABM) Treaty in fact allowed the -

continued threat of nuclear weapons to be
in operation. The two Cold War adversar-
ies agreed to live under the threat of Mu-
tual Assured Destruction (MAD) by not
agreeing to develop defences against bal-
listic missiles. The U.S. President, Mr. Ge-
orge W. Bush’s announcement that
America would develop ballistic missile
defences and even pull out of the ABM
Treaty dramatically changes the strategic
cohesion of decades.

The new U.S. administration believes
that the ABM Treaty is a hindrance to its
search for sccurity against new threats
which have emerged in recent years. The
belief is based on the assumption that
Russia is no longer the main strategic
threat. The threats are now seen to ema-
nate from China and other missile pos-
sessing states. New strategic thinking in
Washington is based on a future where the
U.S. would have to be involved in military
conflicts which are regional in scope. The
assessment is that in such conflicts U.S.
forces would be vulnerable to attacks with
missiles bearing weapons of mass de-
struction. A progression of such missile
capability from short or medium range to
long or inter-continental ranges would be
inevitable.

There is no clear consensus in the U.S.
on the ballistic missile defence issue. A
media poll had indicated that public opin-
ion favoured missile defence as much as
arms contro} treaties. The poll indicated
that while nearly 80 per cent of those
polled supported missile defence, over 50
per cent were against breaking the ABM
Treaty with Russia. The administration is
sweetening the pill by combining missile
defence with an offer of reduction in the
nuclear arsenal. That raises the question
of American nuclear guarantees to its al-
lies. Its 7,600 nuclear warheads were never

,9,
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The U.S.’ missile defence plan skews the strafegic

balance in potentially dangerous ways... The

cial

Indian response of praise and endorsement has,
therefore, come as a surprise.

needed to protect the U.S. mainland. Less
than 1,000 would have been more than
adequate for the purpose. The large arse-
nal was in fact needed to ensure that War-
saw Pact forces did not overrun western
Europe. Now that the U.S. will reduce its
nuclear arsenal, its credibility as a guaran-
tor of the defence of Europe or of its allies
in the Asia will come into question.

The preference for the uncertainties of
missile defence over the stability of the
ABM Treaty-based security structures is
felt to be a potentially destabilising devel-
opment. The significance of the missile
defence choice lies in the shift from of-
fence to defence in nuclear doctrine. The
existing arrangement rested on MAD
which in turp was based on the assured
second strike capability of the adversaries.
[ts strength lay in cooperative security in
which each side accepted the other’s ca-
pability to annthilate. It was useful to al-
low such  mutually annihilating
capabilities to exist. Missile defence
changes the equation by making it pos-
sible for one side to be invulnerable. To
allay fears of vulnerability in Russian
minds, the U.S. is willing to amend the
ABM Treaty but threatens to pull out if
need be. As some analysts have termed it,
self-interest of the U.S. is being placed
above the mutual interests of the global
coMMunity,

Critics of the missile defence plans in
the U.S. — and there are many — believe
that the concept reduces the emphasis
placed so far both on arms control mea-
sures and on deterrence. It places an
avoidably higher premium on missile de-
fence. The missile defence plan therefore
skews the strategic balance in potentially
dangerous ways. Critics also believe that
the real threat to the U.S. lies less in de-
fending itself against smaller missile pow-
ers and more in building an antagonistic
relationship with major powers and even
its allies. The missile defence idea is also
of concern to the armed forces. They fear

the addirional funds needed for an un-
certain missile defence would inevitably
come from their already-depleted alloca-
tions. There is general agreement that the
U.S. would have to greatly improve its
conventional military capability to be ef-
fective in in regional conflicts. Critics also
claim that even with missile defence capa-
bility, assured destruction or MAD would
still remain the cornerstone of nuclear de-
terrence. Others have called it the end of
arms control arrangements. Some have
gone on to say that a pullout from the
ABM Treaty is only a ploy to justify testing
of future weapons systems.

The supporters of the missile defence
plan defend it as a necessary change in the
face of new threats to U.S. interests. These
include the high probability of military
conflict in the Korean peninsula and in
the Taiwan Straits. The new threats take in
the proliferation risks inherent in North
Korean and Chinese transfer of technol-
ogies to Pakistan, Iran and other states of
concern. They visualise a situation where
the vulnerability of U.S. troops to local
and regional missile threats, e.g. in the
Middle East and Far East, would do incal-
culable harm to U.S. interests in the long
term.

It is believed in right wing circles that
unlike in the past, deterrence would be
increasingly used in the future against the
U.S. The nature of future conflicts and
their impact are under careful study in the
Pentagon and in American think tanks.
The forces needed for the changed nature
of war would be different than those now
existing. The Rumsfeld Review of Defence
Preparedness is looking at this change in
triple terms of technology infusion, man-
power reduction and defence against bal-
listic missiles. There is increasing talk of
forces which possess variable capabilities
instead of fixed force configurations. In
this plethora of views and counter opin-
ions comes the news that the Russian air
force recently conducted joint exercises

& strategic stability

By V. R. Raghavan

with its Chinese counterpart. These were
designed for a nuclear attack against U.S.
intervention forces in the Taiwan Straits.
The new treaty of friendship and cooper-
ation between Russia and China is aimed
to “further strategic stability and security
around the world”. The strategic stakes
are high, and they are not being lessened
by what is now termed the Bush Doctrine
based on ballistic missile defences.

Perhaps the most balanced view in the
cacophony on missile defence comes
from Mr. Thomas Schelling. The octoge-
narian doyen of deterrence theory is quot-
ed as having criticised Mr, Bush for
unnecessarily making missile defence
against smaller states seemn like a major
national capability. This has imposed dip-
lomatic costs on the U.S. He does not see
an arms race in the offing while the U.S.
and Russia substantially reduce their arse-
nals. As for China, Mr. Schelling sees merit
in allowing the Chinese to develop, like
the Russians, a second strike capability
against the U.S. He does not think that the
theories about missile defence would be-
come a reality scon. And when that hap-
pens, he believes other ways would be
found to strike at U.S. interests.

The official Indian response of praise
and endorsement of the missile defence
programme has therefore come as a sur-
prise. There were some who had earlier
asked about what was there for India in
the U.S. missile defence plans. That good
question still remains unanswered, which
makes the reason for the Indian enthusi-
asm in endorsing the Bush doctrine even
less clear. If the immediate endorsement
was for obtaining a better relationship
with the U.S., the Government's action
begs the question on the very relevance of
the 1998 tests. The claims made on the
occasion, of India as one of the largest
states exercising its right to strategic au-
tonomy, seem out of place now. The con-
clusion being drawn in knowledgeable
circles is that Indian policy-makers have
once again demounstrated a tess than ade-
quate understanding of both nuclear de-
terrence and strategic stability. Some go
so far as to question if india’s security in-
terests are correctly perceived at all.

(The writer is currently Fellow, Center

for International Studies & Cooperation,
Stanford University.) /



JFRIENDS AND ALLIES

L %|ndia may be part of the new order

ORE details are available on the American national
missile defence system and the strategic thinking behind
it. The idea, outlined by George Bush recently, is “to
transform the strategic parameters within which the Cold
War strategic architecture was built” and, one supposes, to do
away with the cornerstone of this architecture, namely the
doctrine of mutally assured destruction. There is apparently
. a philanthropic motive lurking in the undergrowth of this
: prose: reduce the quantity of nuclear weapons worldwide as
well as the necessity for hair-trigger alerts — witness recent
reports on the condition of Soviet military satellites — and
. build a cooperative global security regime aimed only at those
— rogue states, terrorists — who challenge the idea of
establishing global power equations through negotiation and
consensus, on the basis of universally recognised criteria
{economic wealth, technology development, size, position and
| commitment to civil liberties and the rule of law). Seen
thus, one can understand why India’s reaction should be
positive: one, a shift in the Cold War paradigm might create
a space for India to reposition itself in the world in a
' way commensurate with its ambitions, two, a general
movement towards a drastic elimination of nuclear weapons
- goes along with the position articulated by India while
rejecting the CTBT. '
~ These conclusions are supported by w kas been said
recently by Bush and his national security adviser,

Condoleezza Rice: the former mentioned New Delhi as an .

“allied capital”, the latter counted India am¢ng “friends and
allies”, strange. Strange in view of the fact that New Dethi
was, hitherto, rarely consulted, on a routine basis, on any
strategic decision taken by the United States, in the way
Japan or South Korea or even Pakistan was, once upon a
time. The signal has changed, Richard Armitage, deputy
secretary of state, visited Tokyo, Seoul and New Delhi. This
“friends and allies” business looks serious, mainly because of
Pokhran and Chagai, the subsequent paranoia in Washington

and the fact that looking like the good guy in the movie .

is appreciated in the new international climate as opposed

to the days when the United States would think nothing

of propping up a Pinochet here or a Park Chung-hee
there.

Other reactions to the NMD tell who all are squirming and
why. The Russians are obviously having second thoughts

after an initially strong reaction. They are now demanding
“arguments to convince us that they (the Americans) see
clearly how to solve the problems of international security

without damaging disarmament agreements which have
stood for 30 years”, one can see the underlying preoccupation
with their own status in the new order. The European Union,
especially the Germans, stood uncomfortably close to the

Russians on the issue, maybe because they think it is time |

the US stopped taking responsibility for the whole world, but |

Tony Blair says he wants to see the details before he makes
up his mind. In other words, he wants to see whether, Britain
can continue to feed off America’s global power in order to
maintain its influence in the West, especially vis-a-vis the

other players in the EU across the channel. The only outright

opposition, among the big players, comes from the Chinese
who understand, correctly, that the US i t to inhibit their
growth as a military superpower.

.
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China rejects NMD

plan

- GIJ\/ BSK \ )
Beijing. May 15 0}” ed US intelligence officials on

CHINA, THE most obdurate
opponent of President George
W Bush’s missile defence sys-
tem, has rebuffed a US attempt
to persuade it that the plan is
good for world peace.

Assistant Secretary of State
James Kelly said before going
into talks with Chinese officials
that he would appeal to Chinese
pragmatism in his mission to
allay Beijing’s fears that the
plan would open the door to a
new arms race and strategic
instability.

But the Foreign Ministry
made clear that nothing he said
to a Chinese team including top
disarmament diplomat Sha
Zukang would shift Beijing
from its trenchant opposition.

«China’s constant position is
unchanged. We are opposed to
the National Missile Defence
because it destroys the global
strategic balance and upsets
international stability,” Foreign
Ministry spokesman Sun Yuxi
told a news conference.

Sun also dismissed as
“groundless and irresponsible”
a Washington Times report that
US spy satellites detected evi-
dence that Beijing is preparing
to hold an underground nuclear
test this month.

The Washington Times quot-

Saturday as saying spy satellites
picked up vehicle activity last
week at the Lop Nur nuclear
weapons test site in the remote
western province of Xinjiang.

“That report is groundless
and irresponsible,” Sun said.

Speaking on Bush’s missile
plan, Sun said: “The US plan has
met the opposition of many
countries around the world
because it harms their interests
as well as the interests of the
United States itself,” he said.

Kelly had told reporters he
sought “a dialogue with Chinese
officials on security and stabili-
ty that reflects today's world”
reflecting Washington's view
that traditional deterrence
ideas held by China are increas-
ingly outdated.

“China clearly shares with us
an interest in promoting peace
and stability in East Asia and
the world. Curbing the threat
posed by weapons of mass
destruction is a key element in
the maintenance of peace and
security,” Kelly said.

Kelly, the first senior Bush
administration official to visit
China, said he would present a
Bush strategic vision of “non-
proliferation, counter prolifera-
tion, missile defence and unilat-
eral reductions in the American
strategic forces”.

for world peace 4

“These reduction will
sharply lower the nurpber of
such weapons in America,” he
said.

Sun said US hopes of building
a shield against missiles fired
by “rogue states” such as North
Korea or Irag would trigger a
new arms race and undermine
the 1972 Anti- Ballistic Missile
Treaty that Beijing sees as the
cornerstone of the world’s
strategic balance.

Senior US envoys have toured
the world since early May to sell
the Bush administration’s
strategic gameplan.

China is at the sharply nega-
tive end of a spectrum of world
opinion that has ranged from
understanding in Australia and
India to ambivalence in Europe
to opposition in Russia.

But the dispute is just one of
many irritants in a US-China
relationship damaged by the
April spy plane standoff.

Ties are also strained by US
promises of arms sales to Tai-
wan, Bush’s vow to do “whatev-
er it took” to defend Taiwan if
China were to attack and Bei-
jing’s detention of four Chinese-
American academics. “The cur-
rent climate of bilateral rela-
tions isn’t really conducive to
making early progress,” said a
Western diplomat.

Reutets
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“China firm as US Canvass

\
Beijing, May 13 3(&5\—/ \
US ASSISTANT Secretary of
State, James Kelly, arrives here
tomorrow to explain President
George W Bush’s anti-missile
shield proposal to China,
one of the world’s most
strident opponents of the Ameri-
can plan.

The visit is part of Bush
administration’s exercise to con-
vince world leaders about the
deployment of the Missile
Defence System and the pro-
posed strategic security frame-
work.

Kelly’s trip to China follows
visits by US Deputy Secretary of

State Richard Armita;
Japan, South Korea and Indja to
explain the Bush plan.

Kelly, will, however, get lijtle
more than a polite hearing on the
missile shield plan, a leading
Chinese security scholar
said.

“China’s stand is very firm:
We will not support the US plan
to build a National Missile
Defense system or a Theater Mis-
sile Defense system,” said Yan
Xuetong, executive director of
the Institute of International
Studies at Tsinghua University.

“I think (Kelly) knows he can-
not expect cooperation from
China on this,” he said. China is

s forNMD_

strongly opposed to the missile
shield plan, which could erode
the effectiveness of its nuclear
arsenal and cover Taiwan, which
Beijing regards as a renegade
province, which must be reunit-
ed with the mainland, by force if
necessary.

Meanwhile, Australia today
backed the plan by urging Wash-
ington to ratify a comprehensive
nuclear test ban treaty.

Sino-US relations took a steep
downturn after the April 1 mid-
air collision between a US navy
surveillance plane and a Chinese
fighter jet over the South China
Sea.

Reuters
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MOSCOW, May IN. — Russia
today said it remalped uncon-
vinced after initial \alks with
the USA on Washington’s
plans for an anti-missile de-
fence.

Foreign ministry spokesman,
Mr Alexander Yakovenko, said
talks between US arms expert,
Mr Paul Wolfowitz, and Russi-
an officials had been substan-
tive but left “more questions
than answers”.

“The USA has been unable to
give us arguments to convince
us that they see clearly how to
solve the problems of interna-
tional security without damag-
ing disarmament agreements
which have stood for 30
years...But I want to underline
that discussions will continue.”

The Russian foreign minister,
Mr Igor Ivanov, teday said in
Helsinki that preserving inter-
national stability built over the
past decades must be the goal
of Russia’s talks with the USA.

“In our view, it’s important to
carefully preserve (the system
that) has been built up over the

Russia not
gnvinced
“on NMD

decades and that has also func-
tioned as a guarantee of inter-
national security,” he said.

Wrapping up a two-day visit
to Finland, the Russian foreign
minister said the USA and Rus-
sia should widen their talks on
strategic defences to include
other countries because the sol-
utions would affect others as
well.

“It pays to act in matters of
strategic stability in a way that
doesn’t cause any harm to in-
ternational security.”

He said the main purpose of
the talks with the USA was to
gain clarity about the US plans
for strategic stability.

“Of course, such issues don’t
only concern relations between
the United States and Russia,
but also the interests of other
countries, and it would be wel-
come, in my view, for other
countries to participate in
these consultations,” he said.
Ivanov-Powell meet: Mr Iva-
nov will meet with the US sec-
retary of state, Mr Colin Po-
well, in Washington on 18 May,
UNI reports quoting Mr Yako-
venko.
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[RUSSIA said on Friday it
remained unconvinced after
initial discussions with the
United States about President
George W. Bush’s plans for an
anti-missile defence, but would
keep on talking.

Foreign Ministry spokesman
Al&xander Yakovenko told re-

\©
’
REUTERS
MOSCOW, MAY 11

porters that some two hours of

talks between Russian officials
and a team headed by US Arms
expert Paul Wolfowitz had been
substantive but left “more ques-
tions than answers”.

“The United States has been
unable to give us arguments to
convince us that they see clearly
how to solve the problems of in-
ternational security without
damaging disarmament agree-
ments which have stood for 30
years. But I want to underline

.that discussions will continue,”

he said, noting Foreign Minister
Igor Ivanov would hold talks in
Washington next week with US
Secretary of State Colin Powell.

However, there was no im-
mediate word from the US team

a still not
nced after v
ISSile tal}

at the talks. ng owi
Igor Sergéyev, the\former De-
fence minister who i now Presi-’
dent Vladimir Putin’s Strategic
Security Advisor, before he
leaves Moscow. Speaking after
his arrival late on Thursday
from a day of talks in Germany
and Poland, Wolfowitz was opti-
mistic despite the failure of pre-
vious US attempts to win the
Russians over.

Russia rejected the premise -

of NMD, outlined by Bush in a
major address last week, that the
1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty
was outmoded and must be
abandoned. Russia, backed by
China, sees ABM as the founda-
tion of decades of disarmament.
Dmitry Rogozin, who chairs
the foreign affairs committee in
the State Duma, the lower house
of parliament, said Moscow
would listen attentively and un-
derstand the US mindset. “Un-
like Russia and Europe in geo-
graphical terms they (the US)
avoided the misfortune of con-
ventional war,” he said on Russ-
ian television. “That’s why their
sense of security is linked ta some
sort of fantasy with Star Wars.”
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Seoul; May 11: A limited US mis-
sile shield, one that will not trigger -
‘an arms race, will be offered to
America’s allies if the technology
is successful, US deputy secretary
of state Richard Armitage said in
-an interview published on Friday.
“This is a US plan, but if we are -
successful, it could be made avail-
able to our allies,” Mr Armitage
told Korea’s JoongAng Ilbo daily
newspaper. “We think if we ‘are
successful and have sufficient
technology to stop a limited num-
ber of missiles, then we can offer
countries who might be faced by

S to give

ufacture missiles an alternative to
making their own missiles.

“They could have ‘a limited
defensive shield. It ensures stabili-
ty and doesn’t cause an arms race,”
Mr Armitage said. Mr Armitage is
on an Asian tour to explain the
Bush administration’s strategic™
gameplan, featuring unilateral
nuclear missile cuts and a missile
interceptor system that is still on
the drawing board and could cost
tens of billions of dollars.

He said he did not come to Korea

asking for Seoul’s support for the

Russia unconvinced

by US missile plan

By MARTIN NESIRKY

Moscow, May 11: Russia
remained unconvinced -about US
anti-missile defense plans after ini-
tial talks on Friday, butboth sides
pledged to keep talking.

Deputy . defense secretary Paul
Wolfowitz, heading a.US team
touring Europe to marshal support
for President Bush’s National Mis-
sile Defense scheme, held two.
hours of talks at the foreign min-
istry and met other security offi-
cials too. : )

The diplomatic language on both
sides suggested there had been
much. detailed talking-but-little if
any change in positions, a pattern
largely repeated elsewhere as US

teams cnsscrossed Europe . and
Asia thisweek. = '
Russian = foreign - ministry

spokesman Algxander Yakovenko
said talks n substantive, but
left mope“questions than answers. -

“The United States has been

By ROGER COHEN- ‘
New York Times Service

Berlin, May 11; Germany, unconvinced by
President George W. Bush’s proposals for a
missile defense shield, on Thursday posed
what an American envoy called “very, very

serious questions” over the project.

Paul Wolfowitz, deputy secretary of
defence, said after meeting German offi-

cials that thése questions centered on

whether such a shield could be built *
way that is cooperative, rather than con-
frontational, in a way that enhances stability
rather than generating new tewgians and

unable to give us arguments to
convince us that they see clearly
how to solve the problems of inter-
national security without damag-
ing disarmament agreements
which have stood for 30 years,” he

‘told reporters. .

Foreign minister Igor Ivanov
reinforced this during a visit to
Finland, saying at a news confer-
ence it was Russia’s goal to pre-
serve the strategic balance and
international stability.

US deputy national security
adviser Stephén Hadley told .

‘reporters outside the foreign min-

istry in Moscow: “The fact that we
are meeting. and opening this dia-
logue is a sign of progress.” '

“It is a first step in a consultation

. process which will continue over .

the ‘weeks ahead and include dis-
cussions and consultations
between otir two Presidents,” he
said, also using the word “substan-
tive? to describe Friday’s
encounter. (Reuters)

ermany questions Bush’s missile

" new arms races.”

Like other United States allies, Germany
has been troubled by the Bush administra-
tion’s determination to move ahead with
what is seen in Berlin as an unproven and

- potentially destabilizing system of deter-
rence that would involve the abrogation, or
at least the adjustment, of the 1972 Anti-
Ballistic Missile treaty with Moscow. The
treaty banned national missile defense, pre-
'serving the threat of mutual assured
destruction on which peace was based dur-
ing the Cold War. The Bush administration -
argues that a new world requires new.- '

‘ina

means to keep the peace.

A0S
rogue states who pur or - plan, pafti

element, whose violation of a key
Cold Warl treaty against such
defences hay aroused concern in
Asia and Europe. .

The missile shield poses no threat
to China’s small nuclear deterrent,
Mr Armitage said.

“We believe if we have a limited
— limited — defence against a

handful of missiles, that in no way .

eliminates China’s strategic deter-
rent, $o it is not a threat to China.
“We have no desire to keep China
down,” he said. “Right now they
aré a great country, not a great

ly the missile shield

" ARMS TALKs: US deputy defence secretary Paul Wolfowitz walks with

]

power. But they are a great country
with great problems.” L

Mr Armitage said North Korean
leader Kim Jong-il’s offer to main-
tain a moratorium on missile test-
ing until 2003 was a positive mes-
sage to Washington. “We thought
it was a message to us and to others
and we took positive note of it.
Whether it is an inducement or not,
I think it was good common sense
by Chairman Kim Jong-il.”

The United States is not trying to
change or overthrow the Commu-

nist Totalitarian regime in North

Korea, he said. (Reuters)

US ambassador to Russia James Collins (left) shortly after his arrival

in Moscow on Thursday. (AP)

challenge.

Mr Woifowitz, leading a team of Ameri- -
can officials, held talks at Nato headquar-
ters in Brussels earlier this week and will
arrive Friday in Moscow. Trans-Atlantic
friction has increased in recent months part-

.ly bécause European officials have felt out

of step with President Bush on issues rang-

" ing from the environment to new defence
strategies. Referring to these problems, Mr -

ship.”

Europe gets
few straight
answers

from the US

London, May Il: European
allies got- few straight answers
-to their sceptical questions
about - President- George. W.
Bush’s plans  for missile
defence when senior US envoys
| toured.the globe this week.
Washington’s friends wel-

comed the consultations, espe-
cially after Mr Bush irked them
| by pulling out of the Kyoto cli-
| mate ' change- treaty without
1 seeking their views. Most used !
. the opportunity to urge him not |

‘¥ to scrap arms cortrol treaties |
|

|

unilaterally.  The US 'visitors

said 1 was clear the .allies took

security risks from the spread of |
ballistic missiles and weapons |
-} of mass. destruction more seri- |
} ously than in the past. Under.
] secretary. of :state. Marc_ Gross-
‘I man said raising awareness of -
the new threats and reassessing

old thinking-abeut strategic sta-

“bility were the main aims of the -
Jmission.

' European diplomats said they

: , 3t

'what kind of af feshield:

1 the Americans” gBNROR- what |

1 timetable, at Avhat cost, with

" | ‘what réliabfity or in what legal
| tramew,

€

- _re:gistewd ' our qﬁes— :
but the response was |
inly ‘We don’t know yet,’ |

/1t's too early to tpll.”’( Reuters) \

RE

defence shield

The center-leff German government does =~ Wolfowitz said, “1 do not think there is

not dispute this principle. But it is worried
that the American plans could anger Russia,
so destabilising or dividing Europe once
again, and be viewed by China as a direct

severe misunderstanding.” :

He also reached out to Moscow, saying
that Russia was “no longer our enemy” and
promising to “build a relationship with Rus-
sia in which strategic nuclear weapons were
no longer the centerpiece of that relation-

After meeting Mr Wolfowitz, Michael
Steiner, the chief diplomatic aide fo Chan-
cellor Gerhard Schroeder, said: :

“We have a number of questions to which
we need answers and we don’t have them
yet. That is why the German posi :
we say neither “yes” nor-“no.”.

55
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‘Musharraf oppo\s/s Bush

nuclear missile shleld s

\
Islamabm,:éay 12 [ 7 \

AFTER INITIAL hesitation,
Pakistan has taken a firm stand
against US President George
Bush’s Missile Defence Shield
(MDS), saying it would jeopar-
dise strategic stability and trig-
ger new arms race.

“It would undermine interna-
tional efforts aimed at arms
control and disarmament,”
country’s military ruler, Gen
Pervez Musharraf said announ-
cing his regime’s stand for the
first time on the American pro-
posals to have missile defences.

“We share the international
concern at the development and
deployment of ballistic missile
defence which couid jeopardise
strategic stability, trigger a new
arms race and undermine inter-
national efforts aimed at arms
control and disarmament,” he
told a State banquet given in
honour of visiting Chinese pre-
mier, Zhu Rongji here last night.

It was for the first time that
Musharraf reacted to MDS after
India welcomed the American
move to have missile defence as
a step towards unilateral reduc-
tion of nuclear forces.

It is significant that Mushar-
raf chose to announce this dur-
ing the visit of Chinese premier
Zhu, whose Government firmly
opposed the plan. Musharraf’s
announcement coincides with
US Deputy Secretary of State
Richard Armitage’s visit to New
Delhi. The Pakistan media
today-86¥#ied comments by
Primé Mitister A B Vajpayee
welcoming the new American

‘CHINA TO CONDUCT NUKE TESTS SOON' ,

US SPY satellites have detected evidence that China has stepped up the
pace of preparations for an underground nuclear weapons test that could
take place before the end of the month, The Wsshlnmn Times reported on

Saturday.

The newspaper quoted US intelligence officials as saying spy satellites
last week picked up vehicle activity at the Lop Nur nuclear weapons test site
in'the remote western province of Xinjiang. The officials said that the Infor-
mation was gleaned from intelligence reports that coincided with the
resumption on Monday of US reconnalssance flights near China.

.The Washington Times first reported on test preparationa at-Lop Nur on
April 8, after US intelligence agencies detected signs of an impending
nuclear test in March. The newspaper quoted the officials as saying China
was believed to be trying to develop a new smaii warhead based on the
design of the US W-88 nuclear warhead, It said China obtained the sacret
design information on the warhead through espionage In the Uniteg States.

US intefligence agencies suspect China is engaged in covert nuclear test-
ing that relies on smali, low-yisid underground blasts.

vision of disarmament.

Zhu, who is on a four-day visit
here, however, did not refer to
MDS in his speech. He said
China is ready to work together
with all countries in south Asia
including Pakistan and con-
tribute its share for peace and
stability of Asia and world.
France, Germany ready for
talks: France and Germany
declared themselves ready on
Friday for a dialogue with the
US on a proposed anti-missile
shield in the hope that Presi-
dent Bush was ready to change
his views after hearing theirs.

German Chancellor Gerhard
Schroeder announced after an
informal bilateral summit that
Paris and Berfin — which were
both very ¢dol to US envoys tout-
ing the new defense plan in

Europe this week — were ready
to take up Bush’s offer of a dia-
logue. “Dialogue means
exchanging opinions and can
only function if each side is
ready to take the other side’s
views seriously and nothing is
decided in advance,” Schroeder
said after dining with France’s
President Jacques Chirac and

Prime Minister Lionel Jospin.
Dialogue meant each side
should be ready to modify its
position. Chirac also expressed
support for a dialogue. The lead-
ers of the EU’s key bilateral
partnership aiso agreed to draw
up a common position on EU
enlargement before the bloc’s
summit next month and said
they would continue discussing

their contrasting views on EU.
PTI &Reuters
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LANDMINES MUST GO. There are no two
thoughts on that. Essentially a macabre icon of
claim over territory, the anti-personnel land-
mine has corme to serve as both the first and the
last line of defence in conflict areas. This silent,
indiscriminate decimator, which continues to ei-
ther kill or maim one person every 22 minutes
the world over, clearly has no place in conven-
tional warfare. For, once a war is over, a ceasefire
called and soldiers withdrawn, these silent senti-
nels remain. killing or mutilating anyone who
may step on them. Be it international borders
running between hostile countries or large tracts
within states faced by rebel activities, the anti-
personnel landmine has signalled death and de-
struction. Its potency has been unleashed time
and again. And, if examples are still required
about the debilitating impact of landmines on
society, there can be none more telling than the
vast cordoned off tracts in Sri Lanka’s northern
Jaffna peninsula, where resumption of economic
activity remains a distant hope for several whose
lands fall in mined territory. The massive efforts
that are on by the UNDP to identify the land-
mines in faffna are a pointer to the near-perma-
nent consequences of laying these devices.
Sharp escalations in armed contlicts around the
world only paint a more ominous picture for
civilians caught between fighting forces. The
time has clearly come to eliminate these auto-
matons of mutilation and death.

The difficulty, however, lies in the detail. To
begin with, putting an end to the use of land-
mines calls for concerted action by parties that
are inherently opposed to each other — be it
hostite states or non-state players. The reluc-
tance expressed by several states to sign the Ot-
tawa treaty banning the use of landmines must
be seen in this backdrop. With both internal and
international settings tending towards an in-
creasing militarisation, advocates of a total elim-

ing India, Pakistan and the United States, to en-
dorse the treaty that has been ratified by 107
countries so far. That India and Pakistan seem to
have linked this issue to the larger resolution of
long-standing differences between the two na-
tions does not give much hope of an early end to
the use of anti-personnel mines by the two
countries. Yet another issue confronting nations
is the cost involved in destruction of stockpiles.
In addition, identification of mines and subse-
quent demining is easier said than done. With
the mines’ tendency to shift along under the soil
after they are planted, even the best prepared
maps have been found to be outdated by the
time mine identification programmes start.

The single-biggest challenge in the com-
plete elimination of landmines, however, is that
posed by non-state players. Given the simplicity
and low cost with which it can be made, the
landmine has remained an inseparable part of
rebel arsenals the world over. That such mines
are laid indiscriminately and are not mapped
only makes the issue more complicated, leading
to a reluctance by states to endorse the mine-
ban treaty. More often while it would be easier to
bind states with treaties and monitoring mecha-
nisms, it would be difficult to do the same with
non- state players. The biggest hurdle that has to
be overcome, therefore, is evolving a mechanism
that would bind antagonistic parties — non-
state players as well as hostile states — to work
towards the elimination of anti-personnel land-
mines. The time has come when states can no
longer sidestep the serious issues confronting
the elimination of landmines. It is imperative
that parties to conflicts move sincerely towards
cleansing their territories of landmines in the
interest of the civilians whom they intend to pro-
tect.
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THE May 1 speech by President
George ‘Dubya’ Bush that out-
lined a new framework for US nu-
clear weapons and related missile
defence policy is the equivalent of
setting the proverbial cat among the
pigeons. In this case, his formula-
tions have challenged the ortho-
doxy subscribed to by strategic
hawks, doves and owls alike — each
group marinated in deterrence the-
ology and lore over the decades. The
big picture that has been evoked in
broad strokes is akin to a tectonic
shift in the basic underpinning of
deterrence practice and the rever-
berations are still being felt in the
global strategic community. Friends
and allies of the US are being con-
sulted and Bush envoys are fanning
out to different capitals including
New Delhi in coming days.

In yet another radical departure,
the Indian government was among
the first to welcome and endorse the
Bush initiative. Both these develop-
ments warrant scrutiny for their nu-
ances and some details of timing
and juxtaposition are equaily rele-
vant. The US envoy visiting India is
deputy secretary of state Richard
Armitage and  consultations
are scheduled for May 11, the third
anniversary of the Pokhran II
nuclear tests.

While India is still under sanc-
tions imposed by the US then, the
Armitage visit is an indicator of the
progress since made in the bilateral
relationship on the nuclear issue.
But the main elements of the Bush
nuclear policy are indeed radical
and breathtaking in their scope. De-
terrence theology as deified in the
cold war decades is based on the of-
fensive and apocalyptic destructive
capability of the dreaded nuke. The
mutuality between the erstwhile su-
perpowers was based on a balance
of terror, or the doctrine of mutually
assured destruction, aptly called
MAD. And in what may be deemed
heresy, Mr Bush asserted that “De-
terrence can no longer be based
solely on the threat of nuclear retal-
iation” and added that the post cold
war world requires “new concepts
of deterrence that rely on both of-
fensive and defensive forces.”

During the cold war, the defen-
sive strand was deliberately abjured
and both sides remained vulnerable
to each other. This was enshrined in
the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty (ABM) that forbade the US
and the former USSR from acquir-
ing credible ballistic missile de-
fences. However, successive Repub-
lican administrations in the US be-

By C UDAY BHASKAR

ginning with Mr Reagan have
mooted the idea of missile defences
in different forms but the technolo-
gy required to neutralise incoming
ballistic missiles proved elusive. Post
the 1991 Gulf War for Kuwait, the
whole issue of ‘rogue’ states and
weapons of mass destruction re-
ceived intense focus within the US
defence establishment. One could
perhaps conjecture that the threat
of use of Scud missiles by Iraq
against US forces in Saudi Arabia
was comparable to the 1941 Pearl
Harbour episode in terms of the in-
fluence on US strategic culture. The
US was determined that its forces
and assets could not be held hostage
by deviant states that acquired
WMD capability and hence
the quest for theatre and national
missile defences.

This shift is reflected in the Bush
articulation wherein it is averred
that the major threat to the US and
its allies comes from rogue or less

o NMD is the result of US
determination not to be held
hostage by deviant states

o lf China is left out of the NMD
consensus, it may increase its
offensive capability

o This is of direct refevance

to India

o Bush makes no reference to
the ultimate goal of
disarmament, one of India’s
abiding concems

than respousible nations for whom
“terror and blackmail are a way of
life.” The proposed new framework
is a mix of the offensive and defen-
sive capability — and herein lies the
rub — for acquiring the latter en-
tails moving beyond the constraints
of the 1972 ABM. Russia and China
have been in the vanguard
of opposing any changes to the
provisions of the ABM for their ex-
isting strategic balance vis-a-vis
the US would be degraded but their
response to the Bush policy is
instructive.

The new blueprint refers to en-
couraging “still further cuts in nu-
clear weapons” as also their charac-
ter — that is the alert status — and
further still, hints that the US may
well make unilateral reductions to
“lead by example.” This is welcome
music to Moscow that is keen to re-
duce its expensive nuclear arsenal
and the manner in which Russia is

< Big on Symbolism
But the Devil’s in NMD’s

etail

qualified as a major responsible
state fore than assuages domestic
sensit{vities. Thus the initial re-
sponsé¢ from Moscow to the Bush
speech was cautious yet positive.

Moscow is not against missile de-
fences in principle, particularly
against rogue states and the possi-
bility of a mutual accommodation
on the ABM seems a distinct possi-
bility. It is China that has been most
vocal in opposing the new Bush pol-
icy and has warned of dire conse-
quences that will follow if the ABM
is tinkered with. This is understand-
able for Beijing is the subaltern
power in the Washington-Moscow
grid. It is possible that if China feels
left out of the likely consensus on
NMD, it may well increase its offen-
sive capability and this is of direct
relevance to India.

And it is here that some of the
contradictions and the grey areas
come into focus. The Bush articula-
tion is no doubt bold for it talks
about rewriting deterrence and lift-
ing the nuclear thralldom that has
enslaved the world since Hiroshi-
ma-Nagasaki. The Holy Grail is in-
spiring in its symbolism for it is
predicated on consultations and
consensus among responsible nu-
clear weapon states. That India is
seen as part of the management is
significant, yet the contradictory
devil is in the detail. How will the
US and the world get to this
promised land?

It is said of the famous Indian
mathematician Ramanujam that
very often when presented with a
complex problem, he knew the an-
swer — instinctively. By sheer gut.
But he floundered when asked to
work out the methodology. The
technology for missile defences is
still far away and it is pertinent to
ask if the certitude of deterrence as
we know it can be recast. Yet if dis-
armament is to be pursued, some
radical steps must be taken. This is
the dialectic that must be grappled
with and Dubya may be doing a Ra-
manujam.

For India, the dilemma is even
more palpable. Equitable global dis-
armament and the protection of
core security interests in the interim
remain the abiding goals of India’s
reluctant nuclear quest. The Bush
formulation makes no reference to
disarmament as a goal though arms
reduction is identified. China looms
large in the Indian calculus and
Beijing’s reaction to the Bush policy
remains the wild card in the
Pandora’s box that has been opened
with such flourish.




MUTUAL DESTRUCTION
¢ The US pulls a new N-trigger -

HE United States’ announcement that it was going akead
with the development of a national missile defence system
(NMD) has been sugar-coated with promises of cutting d
its nuclear arsenal and offers to subsequently expand
scope of that umbrella to cover what it deems as its allieg.
The White House has never been short of articulate and
clever speech writers but spin doctors have been unable to
camouflage the basic truth that by going ahead with the
. NMD Washington has unilaterally scrapped the Anti-
Ballistic Missile Treaty (ABM) which served as the basis for
all the limited moves towards eliminating weapons of mass
destruction these past 30 years. In terms of principle it -
suggests that the Bush Administration considers itself at
complete liberty to act in what it perceives to be self-interest
even if it flies in the face of international commitments. ‘
There would be some validity to the argument that the old .
ABM had been conceived in the cold-war era, that there are :
new realities to be faced and that the tenet of mutually .
assured destruction upon which the ABM is founded is
skewed. Maybe some grounds too for the apprehension that
the threats it faces emanate not from the current incarnation
of the erstwhile Soviet Union but from North Korea, Iraq and
possibly Libya, though that is another display of the classic
American mindset of always pointing to “rogue” states to
justify its one-horse arms race. All those arguments might
have carried weight had the Bush Administration genuinely
consulted its allies before taking a decision which Clinton had
put on hold. Despatching its envoys to sell the line cannot be
equated with consultation. A likely fallout of the NMD
decision could be an end to the voluntary moratorium that
other nuclear powers, overt or covert, have imposed on
testing and development of nuclear weaponry. Should China
respond by augmenting its already considerable stockpile it
could force India to re-write its manual about what
constitutes the “credible minimum deterrence” enunciated in
the draft nuclear doctrine. Just one factor which India ought
to have assessed before the External Affairs Ministry issued
what it maintains was a “considered” statement in response
to Bush’s actuating a new nuclear button. -




" Cold War Comeback
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W)‘s NGTON: President
George Bush launched his
programme §n national missile de-
fence, with h\s speech at the Na-
tional Defencg College on May 1.
The speech was along expecied
lines and did not contain details on
costs, time for development and
type of deployment. He justified
the missile defence on the follow-
ing grounds. Mutual assured de-
struction, the foundation of the
Anti-ballistic missile (ABM) treaty
is no longer justifiable after the end
of the cold war and the US and the
erstwhile Soviet Union ceased to
be adversaries.

The new threat is proliferation of
missiles and weapons of mass de-
struclion to new irresponsible
states. Now that the cold war was
over, the world should think be-
vond the Jogic of that era and in the
background of new technological
capabilities. The proposed national
missile and theatre missile defence
would enhance global security and
not lead to an arms race since it is
not aimed at any major power but
only to protect the US, its allies and
its forces. The US will be sending a
high-powered team to consult
its allies, Russia and China, on
the issue.

The above speech would demon-
strate that the US psyche and be-
haviour pattern have not changed
over the last five decades and even
the end of the cold war has not
made any difference. The US ad-
ministration usually makes up its
mind on what is good for the US
and then pursues its goal ignoring
all other considerations. While
President Bush is right in arguing
that the strategic environment has
changed and new threats have
emerged requiring new solutions,
the US administration would not
admit that this situation was of its
own creation. It was the result of
the US pursuing single-mindedly a
core strategic objective ignoring all
other considerations.

To wage the cold war against the
Soviet Union, the US needed the
support of China and Pakistan.
Therefore, it chose to ignore the
China-Pakistan proliferation of nu-
clear technology and missiles. It
was inimical to the Iranian regime
and, therefore, looked away from
Saddam Hussein’s proliferation ef-
forts with the connivance of west-
ern European nations. Saddam
Hussein’s missile war against Iran
evoked responses from Iran. The
US did not dare to confront China

-
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)

By K SUBRAHMANYAM

about its nuelear and missile prolif-
cration because it was keen on
building up a one hundred billion
dollar trade with that country.
Whatever arguments may be ad-
vanced by others, the US is not
likely to be diverted from its set
goal. The fact that technology is not
vet ready is not a valid argument,
according to the supporters of the
NMD. It will be ready only if more
money and R&D effort are ex-
pended on it. All major weapons
programmes had their initial fail-
ures, it points out. Most Americans
understand that the real purpose of
this programme is to establish the
unquestioned dominance of the
US over all other major powers. It
is also meant to enable the US to
dominate space. To reinterpret Ad-
miral Mahan who said that the
power which dominated the oceans
in the 20th century would domi-
nate the world, the US proposes to
dominate outer space to dominate
the world in the 21st century.
President Bush is right in his ar-
gument that treaties which outlive

* The global proliferation
problem is of America’s own
making

* The failure of the NPT has
forced the US to go beyond
the ABM treaty

* Most nations wili reconcile
themselves to the NMD

their utility and which do not meet
the imperatives of current strategic
requirements should be discarded.
He feels the ABM treaty and the
CTBT fall into this category. He
does not seem to realise that the
NPT also falls into this category. It
is the double failure of the NPT
which has led to the present situa-
tion which calls for the US 1o go be-
vond the ABM treaty. A nuclear
power like China did not observe
article I of the treaty and prolifer-
ated. European powers, members
of the NPT, discarded their obliga-
tions and assisted, tacitly or other-
wise the proliferation efforts of yet
another member of the NPT, Iraq.
Therefore, President Bush and the
US administration have to carry
their logic to its full conclusion and
start examining whether NPT, in its
present form, serves its stated pur-
pose. The proposed NMD is proof
of the failure of the NPT regime
and a total vindication of India’s

Live with the NMD

stand, including the Shakti tests.

The US needed arms control
measures so long as there was an
adversary, the USSR, which was
more or less equal in military capa-
bility. After its demise, the US has
no significant challenge. Therefore,
the same Republicans who con-
cluded the ABM treaty, SALT 1
threshold test ban, the intermedi-
ate nuclear force (INF) treaty,
START I and I have no more use
for arms control treaties. Hence,
the opposition to CTBT and dis-
carding of the ABM treaty. There-
fore, the days of arms control ap-
pear to be over. This is not to pass a
judgment on the need for arms
control. This is today’s reality.

The NPT is not an arms control
treaty. It has been converted into a
treaty to legitimise nuclear
weapons in the hands of a select
few and deny it to others. As long
as NPT legitimises nuclear
weapons, the US needs a missile
defence against the use of a legiti-
mate weapon in the hands of other-
nations. The era of arms control
ended with the era of the cold war.
Unfortunately, many of the arms
control theologians especially in
the US state department have not
yet realised it. The NMD is not just
about an armament system.
It is about a new era in which the
US, no longer constrained by
a countervailing power is
informing the world it is the sole in-
dispensable power and that a
new  international  security
paradigm is emerging.

There are distinct possibilities
that in spite of their reservations,
the Europeans and Russians would
reconcile themselves to NMD. The
Japanese will strongly support it.
There is no point in India coming
out against the scrapping of the
ABM if the Russians are going to
accept it, albeit with reservations.
India should, therefore, not take a
strong stand on the issue but watch
further developments carefully.
The Chinese are eminently prag-
matic people and, therefore, even
while they oppose it they may learn
to live withit.

India should now urge the US
administration to update its
cold war thinking, as has been
urged by President Bush and to
rethink its sanctions, its ideas
on nuclear supplier groups
and other related matters
which are ail products of the
bipolar era to fit in with t
post-cold war paradigm.
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SONIA TRIKHA
demystifies the
technology behind
the topof -the-mind
acronym "ﬂj}

NDIAS e(lusmstlc re:
sponse to the Bush adminis-
tration’s National Missile
Defence (NMD) system has
generated a great deal of mterest
and isbeing described asa“shift” in
India’s policy on space warfare. In
the past, and even as recently as
early last month, the Indian Gov-
ermmentwas saymg“weareagamst
the weaponsiation of outer space”.
The new response, which India
. claims remains unchanged, ap-
plauds the new “cooperative, de-

fensive™ transition of US nuclear -

and space policy :j{:ch is moving
away fromthe e of Mutually
Assured Destruction. To really
make senseof the response it might
be useful to take a look at the
NMD programme and see if it has
to be committed to deploying
weapons in space to succeed—in
which case India has moved—or
does the NMD, unlike Reagan’s
Strategic Defence Initiative, work
more modestly but just as well
through defensive missiles, fired
from land, air and sea.

Nuts and bolts of

NMD technology -

This technology is untested and
unproven. The only time anti-mis-
sile technology was deployed, it was
targetted against the Iraqi Scud
missilesin Operation Desert Storm
in 1991. The Patriot missiles were
fired 44 timesto intercept the Scuds
and missed on' most occasions. The
Bush administration’s plan, though
undefined yet, looks like a larger
version of the also-debated theatre
defence system. The theatre system
* aims to protect individual cities or
troops in the field, say the NATO
troops in Kosovo during the recent’
Yugoslavia crisis.

Once an.adversary fires a mis-

sile, it is detected on an early-warn-
ing radar system, the kind that the
US has in Massachusetts, Califor-
nia, Alaska, Greenland and the
kind its allies have—the UK in
Fylingdales in North Yorkshire and
Australiain Alice Springs.

On the basis of missile detec-
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.tion, a point of interceptionis calcu-

lated and a missile is launched in de-
fence. This defensive missile is
made upofabooster and a destroy-

“ing vehicle which neutralises the in-

coming warhead. Using the
thrusters, the killer part of the mis-
sile detaches from the booster and
engagesinaspeed collision with the

“warhead. Irs like “shooungabullet

withabullet”.
US deployment
of NMD

In an interlocking systein,
rocket-launched interceptors can
be fired from the ground. from

Navy ships and high-powered .

lasers carried by Air Force planes.
To make these components work,
the US will require, apart from the
existing facilities, advanced radar
systemsonthe groundand atseaas
well as sensors in space. The attack-
ing missiles can then be destroyed
at the time of launch, or while it is
in space or at the point of re-entry
into Earth’s atmosphere.

The first chance to newtralise
comes in the boost phase as its
thrustets are firing into space and
according to reports in the US,

A payload launch vehicle can'ymg a prototype interceptor.

their Air Force is working on the
Airborne Laser programme which
is designing a powerful Chemical
laser to be carried in the nose of a
747 plane to shoot down short- and
medium-range missiles like the
Scuds. This system could also be
adapted to use ag tinst Interconti-
nental Ballistic Missiles (ICBMs).
1t’s all in the future though.
Similarly, the US Navy’s SM-2

" air defence missile could be outfit-

ted to be fired from Aegis cruisers

" and chase down ICBMs.

~ The most tested, but not en-
tirely successful, is the ground-
based defence system of Jaunching
interceptors from Alaska and a few
other places that the Clinton ad-
ministration favoured.

China, the new

Enemy No. 1
China seems to have taken over
from Russia asthe lead strategican-

tagonist tothe US, if the reaction to.

Bush’s NMD speech is anything to
goby. They said the project violates
the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile
(ABM) Tieaty and would destroy
the balance of international stabil-
ityand evencause anarmsrace. -

Using the thrusters, the killer |
vehicle of the missile detaches |
from the booster and engages

in a speed collision with the g™
attacking warhead

On the basis of
missile detection,
a point of
interception

is calculated

and a missile

is launched

in defence

Once an adversary
fires a missile, it is
detected on an early-

arning radar system

The reahty seems to be that the
modest size of China’s missile arse-
nalisthe reason for US optimismin
the face of stiff criticism. The US
hopes to “consult and debate” the-
issue with the rest of the world, in-
cluding Russia while China leaving
out. Because China, untike Russia
which could overwhelm the US
missile defence system through iis
arsenal, i8 not in a- position to
threaten US might.

~ Infact, the unstated US beliefis
that the NMD ismore than likely to *
neutralise the modest Chinese chal-
lenge.

‘Which oon51sts mostly of 18 lig-

uid-fuelled DF-5 missiles that are

stored at a low level of alert with
warhead separated from the launch
system, Its solid-fuel medium- and
long-range mobile missiles, DF-31
and DF-41, with the ability to strike
north-west (Alaska) United States.

China’s other responsecouldbe .
--Deighbour,..Chipa.. in non-oon- ]
ifmnmnonalmode

to develop Jow-cost es such

_as smart decoys to counter the

counter-missiles.

Michael Krepon of the Henty
L. Stimson Center says the Chinese
could also indulge in “asymmetrical
warfare” whichisreally totarget the
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enemy’s weaknesses in order to
counter their strengths.

It's also about the

economy

According toKrepoanomgn
Affairs, Moscow and Beijing wilt
view an aggressive US missile de-

fence programme as an attempt to

both negate their own nuciear de-
terrents and render their satellites
blind. What is aggression will be de-
termined by whether weapons are’
deployed inspace ornot. oy
Because. weapons: in $pace
threatén assets such as satellites
and theirtuinerability in turm could
affect investments in space. US
space technology industries re-
alised $125 billion last year. So op-
positiontoNMD is also about eco-
nomics. India’s position—‘we are
against “the weaponsiation of
space’—could stem from this as
well as from keeping Russia and .

" 1ts ‘shift’ ‘on the other hand
‘might be encouraged by US assur-
ances to bury CTBT and the fond

- hope that a Sino-US standoff wi*

bring investment gain for India.
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THE BIG STORY

2 NMD:

New Delhi surprised the world by its lightning-fast
response to President George W Bush’s nuclear shield

speech. Here is why and how it happened

Pramit Pal Choudhary
and Saurabh Shukla
New Delhi

HE TELEPHONE call from

the office of the US national

security advisor, Condoleezza

Rice, came for Jaswant Singh

late on Tuesday night. It was
meant to be a polite consultation
about President George W. Bush’s
coming speech at the National
Defence Uhiversity in Washington, a
diplomatic forewarning that the US
president was about to turn the world
of nuclear weapons inside out.

As it was, the Indian external affairs
minister was unavailable. By the time
Singh returned the call from his
South Block office, at 4.50 in the after-
noon of the following day, Bush had
already made the speech heard round
the world.

In a 10-minute conversation, Rice,
daughter of a dirt-poor black cotton
farmer, told the blue-blooded Rajput
about ghe US’s plans to take “friends
and p,artners” along in its plans to
erect a 'rgational missile defence
(NMD) ‘shjeld. Rice said Bush was
planning b send Richard Armitage,
who has tdken over from Strobe Tal-
bott as thetnew US Deputy Secretary
4 “personal emissary” to
to explain Washington’s

Fsh’s foreign policy coterie,
kd foreign leaders of many
y that Tuesday night. Armitage
is amjong three “high-level represen-
tatives” that Bush is sending around
the Avorld to explain his NMD speech.
Bui it was notable what company
India was being placed in: traditional
US allies like Germany and the Unit-
Kingdom and major powers like
ussia. Armitage himself will be
touching down at Canberra, Seoul
and Tokyo — capitals more loyal to
Washington than the state of Mon-
tana. Beijing was only getting a run-
of-the-mill assistant secretary of
+ state. :

Ministry of external affairs officials
say Rice’s call was a courtesy. Bush’s
plans for an NMD were more than
well-known to New Delhi. Ever since
India’s national security advisor, Bra-
jesh Mishra, met the Sphinx-like Pen-
tagon chief, Donald Rumsfeld, in
Munich in March, the NMD has been
on the agenda of every high-level
meeting between Indian and Ameri-
can officials.

The most recent such powwow was
Singh’s Washington stopover where
he met every member of Bush securi-
ty and foreign-polity inner circle —
except the chairman of the joints
chief of staff, General Hugh Shelton.
Shelton broke his leg the day Singh
was taken to the Pentagon and had to

Yﬂf“\!\ y

send his deputy. S .
This foreknowledge was Wlso why
the Indian government wag able to
come out so quickly with a rgsponse.
-“India and the US have been\talking
about the NMD for one year, not one

day,” said a South Block official. For--

eign diplomats were impressed not
only with the speed of India’s
response but also, given India’s tradi-
tion of diplomatic waffling, the MEA
statement’s uncharacteristic bold-
ness. “Qurs was not an off-the-cuff
response,” said an official. .
The billion-dollar question India,
along with every government in the
world, is asking is: What does all this
mean? Not even the thousands of
studies and papers churned out by the
Beltway brigade in Washington is
completely sure. )
But there were a number of com-
pelling reasons that led India to give a
green light to Bush’s proposals that
outshone the responses of many
NATO allies.
__India saw in Bush’s speech not a call

or a new crop of whiz-bang missiles
‘but the makings of a new nuclear
1or;ier. As MEA officials point out, the
NMD. Indeed, India’s Wednesday
statement doesn’t even mention the
phrase. What New Delhi liked was
Bush’s promised “to transform the
strategic parameters on which the
Cold War security architecture was
built.”

As an Indian official explained,
“This is not about something as triv-
ial as missile defence, this is about a
new security paradigm.”

The order changeth

INDIA has no love for the present
nuclear order, forged by events like
the Cuban missile crisis and enunci-
ated by people like Henry Kissinger.
The old order — deterrence through
mutually assured dastruction —
abounded in wdrts for Ihdia. ‘

First, it had evolved a class struc-
ture with five nations holding all the
technological, treaty-making and
strategic cards. New Delhi had unsuc-
cessfully railed against this regime as
“discriminatory” for years.

Second, India was uneasy at the
manner the regime operated at the
weapons level. Deterrence, far from
being stable, repeatedly teetered close
to the edge of armageddon. It led to a
spiralling arms race and left city-
busting missiles idling on launch-
pads.

Finally, New Delhi fretted that the
old order was unable or unwilling to
control the spread of nuclear and mis-
sile technology. Worse, much of this
illicit trade was packed in containers
marked “Kahuta, Pakistan.”

What Bush is proposing is striking-
ly different. Besides the missile

A

Indian response nowhere endorses’ |

US President George Bush,
Jaswant Singh and Atal Bihari
Vajpayee

. Ground-based
interceptor launch site

shield, say officials, what made his
speech attractive were the other three
legs of his new order: a promise of
unilateral cuts in nuclear arms, a de-
alerting of nuclear forces and a
promise to develop what the US presi-
dent called “a new cooperative rela-
tionship” in the nuclear sphere.

Explained a government official, the
Cold War nuclear regime was “Pre-
dated on the constant increase in the
guality and Qquantity of nuclear
weapons.” In comparison, said a
South Block mandarin, the Bush
regime is “predicated on cuts in
nuclear weapons, on the winding
down of the arms buildup.”

Unlike what MEA called the “pre-
vailing nuclear orthodoxies,” India
sees opportunities in an NMD-based
regime.

For one thing, Bush, note Indian
officials, is talking about a new coop-
erative, defensive nuclear order. The
administration refers to “like-minded
nations”. India, a status quo power
with a no-first-strike policy, is exactly
that.

The US president spoke of how an
NMD regime would leave out “the
world’s 1least-responsible states,”
those “for whom terror and blackmail
are a way of life.” New Delhi immedi-
ately thinks of its eastern neighbour:
a terrorist sponsor that invaded India
under a nuclear umbrella.

Indian analysts are wary of China’s
response. What, they ask, if Beijing

Sheriff US wants
global deputies

Bush prefers shields to
swords, countries to
countues

cials remarked that the

foreign policy of George
W Bush was a strange mix of
“timidity and arrogance”. On
one hand, Bush has pulled US
troops out of Macedonia and
the Sinai at the first sign of
trouble. On the other, he has
trampled on the Kyoto protocol,
and told his European allies
that he was going to change the
nuclear rules of the game irre-
spective of what they said.

The idea of a national missile
defence is a perfect example of
Bush’s sweet and sour appro-
ach. On one hand, declaring
his intention to recast the
nuclear doctrine that has dom-
inated the world for 50 years is
breathtaking stuff. This is rev-
olutionary: A nuclear reforma-
tion against a crumbling atom-
ic orthodoxy. If the NMD does
take off, Bush doesn’t have to
do anything else while in office
to be assured a place in the his-
tory texts.

On the other hand, given the
US has the means to go full
steam ahead and damn the cri-
ticism, Bush was remarkably
conciliatory. The primary rea-
son for India’s enthusiasm for
NMD, say South Block officials,
is that Bush went out of his
way to not play bully boy and

- cloaked the entire business in
terms of cooperation and dia-
logue with other countries.

But the visual image that the
NMD produces, of a US cover-
ing itself with shield even as it
beats most of its nuclear
swords into plough shares, is

‘ o NE OF Bill Clinton’s offi-

telling. Bush likes to talk of his
foreign policy as a “distinctive-
ly American international-
ism”. Translation: don’t be any
more internationally engaged
than absolutely required.

In part, this reflects Bush’s
own character. He has a self-
deprecating sense of humour.
For a US President, he keeps an
extraordinarily low profile,
especially compared to his
limelight-loving predecessor,
Bill Clinton. He likes to -lay
down broad policy and leave
implementation to a cabinet full
of policy heavyweights. This is
not a president, said one of his
campaign advisors, “who will
be his own secretary of state”.

By all accounts, Bush runs a
tight ship. Especially, said a
former US ambassador, when
compared to the Clinton ad-
ministration “which was quite
chaotic”. Or to put it another
way, the new US president dis-
likes surprises. So his officials
make sure there are none.

Bush and his team are aga-
inst US military intervention
in different parts of the world.
As his national security advi-
sor, Condoleezza Rice, once
declared, US paratroopers
should not be escorting kinder-
garten children in Kosovo.
They are also reluctant to let
the US have its arms tied to
various international norms,
treaties and obligations. Not so
much for concerns about sov-
ereignty, but because the pre-
sent White House inhabitants
don’t want the US to be sucked
into having to handle Rwandan
massacres and Sierra Leonean
banditry. As Bush grumbled
repeatedly during his election
campaign, “I'm concerned that
we're overdeployed around the
world.”

But everyone knows the US
has overseas interests, least of
all people like Rice, Colin Pow-
ell and Donald Rumsfeld. So
how will the US protect them.
The answer seems to be
through the use of regional
allies. Bush will not play global
cop. He'd rather give out silver
badges to a score of deputies.
Under this vision, the US will
confine its role to providing
funds, weapons, intelligence
and the odd bit of military
logistical support. As Bush
repeatedly says, the US should
act with “humility” and not
“arrogance” but still set the
world’s agenda.

Administration officials have
spoken disparagingly of how
Clinton “neglected” tradition-
al allies like Japan and South
Korea. And they have carefully
cultivated new ones like Nige-
ria. But it is pretty clear that
one country the Bush adminis-
tration has great hopes for is
India, their expectations seem-
ingly rising with each passing
month.

Bringing India into the fold
of nuclear consultants for the
NMD regime is perhaps the
strongest indication that
Washington is seeing India
in a remarkably different
light. As South, Asia analyst
Stephen Cohen of the Wash-
ington-based think tank,
Brookings Institution, recently
said, “For the first time, we are
treating India like a mature
adult not like some kind of
problem child that needs to be
instructed.” It is another mat-
ter whether India is really
ready to play the role of a
major global player, with all
the heartaches and headaches
that come with that role.

— PPC‘J

Types of anti-missile systems

These are some of the technologies being considered for the proposed

LL.8. missile defence system:
LAND-BASED SYSTEM
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Supplies exact lrajectdry of attack

reacts to the NMD by rapidly expand-
ing its nuclear arsenal? K. Subrah-
manyam, ex-chairman of the Nation-
al Security Council Advisory Board,
calls the claim this will lead to an
Sino-Indian arms race as “totally
untenable.” India’s minimum deter-
rent, he writes, “will not need revi-
. sion whether China has 30 or 300 mis-
siles.” Professor Kanti Bajpai of
Jawaharlal Nehru University points
out that the NMD is not a 100 per cent
defence shield. .
Even India, let alone China, has the
ability to overwhelm an NMD. Beijing
will not be disarmed, just be less capa-
ble of carrying out a first-strike with
assurance. Some Indian officials
point out that China peddles its
nuclear missiles and technology
throughout India’s neighbourhood.
“China is expanding and moderniz-
ing nuclear arsenal even now,” said
one. Why, say many Indian security
analysts and officials, should New
Delhi go out of its way to appease a
Beijing whose nuclear policies have
shown no consideration for India?

Keep China in

NONETHELESS, New Delhi insiders
accept there are good reasons that the
dragon should not be deliberately iso-
lated. “Dropping China will be coun-
terproductive as it will be tempted to
proliferate more and increase invest-
ment in strategic systems. This will
not be in the interests of either India

The new
orid on
the block

All you wanted to know
about NMD but didn't
know who to ask

Why does the US want a missile
defence?

Post-Cold War, security analysts real-
ized that deterrence based on mutually
assured destruction had been wildly
unstable and dangerous. Also, the rise
of non-state players like terrorists and
new nuclear nations meant the securi-
ty picture was more complicated. Bill
Clinton's solution: put together a non-
proliferation regime made of interna-
tional treaties like the CTBT. Thanks to
a variety of foes ranging from India to
the US congress this regime is likely to
remain halffinished. The US right-
wing argued for an alternative answer:
a national missile defence. With Bush's
election they're giving it their best
shot. .

Is this the end of deterrence?
Not quite. NMD will modify deter-

-rence. Missile defence will make it

more difficult for, say, Pakistan to
launch a sneak nuclear strike on India.
Even an imperfect shield would make
it impossible for Islamabad to be sure
of wrecking India's ability to strike
back. In nukespeak, the NMD serves to

degrade Pakistan's first strike capabili-.

ty. This is why missile defence makes
the world safer: it reduces the incentive
for sneak attacks, but make countries
like India who have eschewed first
strikes more secure.

Where does NMD leave Pakistan?

In an awkward position. Largely to
please China, Pakistan has in past
denounced the NMD at international
venues. Since Bush's election it has stu-
diously remained silent on the matter.
Tt's a Catch22: criticize NMD and irri-
tate Washington, do the opposite and

missile to command, control
and communications centre

AP

or the US,” said a South Block insider,

Even crystal balls become cloudy
trying to predict what will be thee fate
of the NMD. For example, it renaains
to be seen whether the US will stick to
unilateral arms cuts and refrain from
unilateral decisions.

But India knows this: It was a per-
manent dissident under the, old
nuclear regime. New Delhi was regu-
larly slapped with sanctions, gjiven.
moral homilies, barred from the high
table of nuclear policy. Bush’s “new -
cooperative relationship” seems nrore,
amenable to India’s interests. ‘

Also, New Delhi has an opportunity
to be present at the creation. The US
has chosen India to be among the.
handful of countries it is consulting
about how to set up an NMD-based
regime. Bush in his speéch clubbed
New Delhi among the “allied capi-
tals.” The MEA responded by noting
that Rice included Indiia when she
mentioned the phrase “friends and
allies” of the US.

In the Fifties and Sixties, when they
last put a nuclear order together,
India was left banging on the door.
With a single statement about a tele-
phone call, New Delhi has ensured a
seat at the table where a nuclear
regime .is being assembled. “Every
country is going to cutting deals with
the US,” said one expert. “For once,
India should not be mindlessly criti-
cal and then suddenly find itself the
only one left holding the can.”

infuriate Beijing. But Islamabad has
greater reasons to fret. An NMD sys-
tem will be most effective against coun-
tries with small nuclear missile arse-
nals like Pakistan. And punch holes in.
a nuclear doctrine that allows for first
strikes, like Pakistan.

Will NMD work?

The simple ship and landbased NMD
being proposed will be easy to make. It
can never be a perfect shield. Most
antimissile systems, like the Patriot,
have a poor record of hits. But Wash-
ington stresses: it doesn't have to be
perfect. NMD will make it impossible
for a country to be certain it could wipe
out and would be to inject uncertainty
in the calculations of countries con-
templating a sneak missile attack.

What about the CTBT?

The Bush administration will not
abandon such treaties outright. They
still serve a purpose. One school of
thinking: Washington will use the
NMD as a bargaining chip to get China
and Russia to agree to deeper nuclear
cuts and tighter nonproliferation
regimes.

What's the world thinking?

Bush went out of his way to woo the
Russians during his speech. Moscow's
reaction to NMD has been mild that
experts believe it is no longer interest-
ed in opposing NMD, just getting the
best terms for supporting it. If Moscow
accepts the NMD, European fears of an
arms race will similarly subside.

China remains a sticky question. Bei-
jing stridently opposes an NMD. But if
it seems inevitable. they may seek a
deal with the US. China knows an NMD
would be easy to overwhelm through
sheer numbers. It also knows trigger-
ing an arms race could cripple China's
economic burden.

Is the NMD inevitable?

Hardly. The technology may fail com-
pletely. Also, rather than foreign gov-
ernments, Bush has to persuade his
own divided Congress to fund the
NMD's development.

How much will it cost?

The US government's general
accounting office recently estimated
the NMD would cost between § 18 bil-
lion and $ 28 billion. Some estimates
put it as high as $ 50 billion. But given
that the earliest realistic date for such
a system is 2005, Washington can eagily
spread the cost over time. .
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defence plan
will upset e
global balance’

Beijing, May 3 “ H\OF

CHINESE MEDIA flayed US
President George W Bush’s
plan to deploy an anti-missile
defence shield for the second
day today, saying it would
upset the global strategic bal-
ance.

The Shanghai-based
Jiefang daily said the US
plans, which Bush vowed to
implement in a speech on
Tuesday, had met criticism
not only abroad but also in
domestic political circles in
the US.

“Some Democratic mem-

bers of Congress have said
! that since the system may not
be technically feasible, plans
to develop it are no different
from gambling with US
| national security,” the paper
. said.
i “Many countries, includ-
ing America’s European
allies, believe this plan is
bound to destroy the current
strategic balance and as a
result will lead to a global
arms race.”

China has not yet made an
official statement on Bush’s
Tuesday speech.

The People’s Daily com
mented on the US defence
policies in a serialised com-
mentary on Bush’s first 100
days in office.

“His-intention to abolish
the ABM treaty makes many
Russians think he wants to
restart the arms race,” said
the paper, which is the Com-
munist party’s mass-circula-
tion mouthpiece.

Beijing’s concerns have
been heightened since Bush
proclaimed China to be a
strategic “competitor” of the
US.

AFP/
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RESIDENT George W Bush on Tuesday
called for replacirig the Anti-Ballistic Missile
treaty, a bedrock of US-Russian nuclear sta-

bility for three decades, to allow deployment of a .
missile defence system strongly opposed by
Moscow and Beijing: ; N

He said he planned to make unilateral nuclear
arms cuts in what amounted to a sweetener for fi-
nancially strapped Russia, which is struggling to af-
fordtheupkeepofitsnucleararms.

"This treaty does not recognize the present or
point us to the future. It enshrines the past,” Bush -
said, as he prepared to launch a high-profile effort
to consult on the ABM treaty with wary US allies
and Russia and China. Bush, in a major speechtoa
military audience at Fort McNair, said the 1972
ABM treaty between the United States and Russia_
needs to be replaced to permit a missile system that
would protect the United States and its aflies from 1 ot il : ol
attack from what Washington calls rogue nationsor President George W Bush delivers his speech on the missile defense systems at the National
from accidental launches. The ABM treaty was cre- Defense University in Washington on Tuesday — Reuters
ated just to prevent such a defence system during the
Cold War when Washington and Moscow settledon -
an approach of "mutually assured destruction." A
missile defense was forbidden because it could give
one side or the other the ability for a potentially dev-
astating firststrike.

Addressing the topic for the first time at length
since taking office on January 20, Bush said the
treaty ignored technological breakthroughs of the
past 30 years and prohibited the United States from
exploring options to defend itself against threats fac-
ing America and its allies.

"Phat’s Why we should work together (with Rus-
sia) to replace this treatywith a new framework, that
reflects aclear and clean break from the past, and es-
pecially from the adversarial legacy of thé Cold War,"
he said. The President offéred no specifics about his
missiledefense plans, saying they were still being
warkéd out, and no indication of the cost or
timyetable for building a system.
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Bush sounds out allies f(gr
missile defence system |

-
London, May 1 )g( \” \\
US PRESIDENT George W Bush
has called Prime Minister Tony
Blair to discuss controversial
plans for a missile defence sys-
tem, officials have said.

A Downing Street spokesman
confirmed the conversation took
place but declined to give any
details. The defence shield would
need Britain's permission for the
upgrading of US radar facilities
in northern England. Blair has
declined to say whether he would
approve such a request, saying he
has not yet been formally asked.

Bush will make a strong pitch
on Tuesday for a defense missile
shield to protect the US and allies
from rogue attacks, linking its
deployment with cuts in the US
nuclear arsenal.

In a speech at the Pentagon’s
National Defense University,
Bush will argue for moving past
the limitations in the 1972 Anti-
Ballistic Missile treaty and build-
ing a missile defense system in
consultation with allies and Rus-
sia, a senior US official said.

Top Bush aide Karen Hughes
said the president would call for
a new approach that moved
beyond the “nuclear balance of

GLASSES FOR BLAIR, NEW "VISION FOR BRITAIN

“I'HAVE an important announcement to make to you,” Prime Min-
ister Tony Blair told the London Press Club. “This is something 1
have been struggling with for a very long time.”

Addressing an awards lunch on Monday, 47-year-old Blair admit-
ted before a laughing andience that he now needs to wear eyeglass-
es when making public speeches. He then retrieved a pair of fine-
rimmed spectacles from his pocket and put them on, “Matters came
to a head a couple of weeks ago in.Devon when I was addressing a-
teachers’ conférence .., aiid I wa§ supposed to say ‘teenagers’ and I

said ‘teachers’,” Blair said. “Soms things in Iife you have to sicespt. |
It gives a whole new meaning to the phrase, ‘a visiop for Britain "
He added, “Isee journalists man“enﬁrely different ligg; S

terror” of the Cold War era to

take account of multiple threats
posed by many rogue states.
“The world is much different
from that today. We face a lot of
different threats from many
rogue states that are bent on
developing weapons of mass
destruction. So the president
believes that we ought to look at
better ways to defend ourselves
and our friends and allies
throughout the world,” she told
CNN on the eve of Bush'’s speech.
Bush’s speech will revisit a
major theme of his campaign for
the US presidency. Bush
announced almost a year ago

that he would develop and deploy
a missile defence to guard
against rogue nuclear launches
and other attacks, and that he
would share the technology with
US allies such as Israel. .

Officials said Bush would reit-
erate his willingness to make
unilateral reductions in the US
nuclear arsenal as a way to mol-
lify Russian concerns, but would
not cite specific numbers. Bush
had promised to reduce US
nuclear weapons to “the lowest
possible number consistent with
our national security” and vowed
to urge Russia to do the same.

Re%‘
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“RUSSIAN REPLY TO
Lk ) USNMD -
: ’ ﬂ/

By GENNADY GERASIMOV

I TS a technidally effective

| ANMD system possible? The
| answer to this question is nega-

_ tive. In the pre-nuclear age, air

! defence was regarded highly
effective if it downed 20 to 30

. per cent of attacking bombers.
The rest, although they bomb-

. ed the target, could not erase it.
i The situation changed drama-
i tically in the nuclear age. One
-, nuclear missile can erase the
- target, be it a military facility
. or a city with a population of
: * millions, from the face of the

; . earth. In other words, to be

. ' regarded as effective, an NMD

. system should be able to inter-

. cept 100 per cent of attacking

, missiles. But no technology

' anywhere can guarantee this
incredible result.

The very idea of the NMD
. system was borrowed from

Raspe’s Baron Munchausen,

who fired balls from his cannon
: to repel the enemy cannon balls
; during the siege of Gibraltar,

Today some people are talking
' about a bullet hitting a bullet.
' President Ronald Reagan, who
i advanced the notorious Strate-

gic Defence Initiative that so

much frightened Soviet gener-
als, believed in this remote

. possibility.
During the Soviet-American
. summit meeting in Reykjavik,

I said at a preliminary confer-

ence of the Soviet delegation
i that Reagan would hardly suc-

ceed with his Star Wars, Mar-

shal Akhromeyev, the military

adviser of President Gorbachov
. who sat next to me, denounced
me as an “amateur”. But later
the Americans admitted that
their SDI programme was a
bluff.

The current, second, edition of
the SDI programme is some-
; what more modest, not like the
. Reagan’s one, who promised to

make nuclear weapons impo-
; tent and obsolete. Today the
Americans promise only to
intercept individual missiles
; launched by the so-called prob-
, lem countries —North Korea,

Iran and Iraq.

But even this task is not
feasible technically. President
George Bush stressed that the
USA would use an ABM sys-
tem that would “work”. Obser-

i vers might conclude 'that this
* task is as good as fulfilled. But
nothing is working yet and it is
not clear when it will work. The
. first tests were not successful. I
can cite the opinion of numer-
 ous experts who think that

nothing will come out of the
NMD idea, especially in view of
the easiness and cheapness of
counter-measures, such as
decoy warheads, electromag-
netic pulse weapons, and other
tricks.

THREAT
. Officially, it is designed to
protect the USA from the few
“hypothetical missiles launched
by any one of the three problem
countries, called the rogue
countries only recently.
But no nuclear threat is
coming to the USA from these
i countries. “Not yet”, some
‘ would say. But no matter what
we think about the regimes of
| these countries, there are not
| reasons to see their leaders as
suicides, because of the assured
US reply to their hypothetical
strikes. And the main thing is
that there are more practical
and less expensive methods of
ensuring general security.
US Secretary of Defence
Donald Rumsfeld mentioned
! Russia as a source of missile
threat. No, he did not do this

The author is the former Amba-
ssador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary of Russia.

literally, because the UUSA no
longer sees Russia as an
enemy. He meant the possi-
bility of the leak of Russian
missile technologies to other
countries. But Russia is advo-
cating non-proliferation of mis-
sile technologies and President

" Vladimir Putin pointed at the

latest session of the Security
Council at the importance of
strengthening the control of
the Ministry of Atomic Energy
and the Russian Aerospace
Association over this process.
In other words, the potential
nuclear missile threats to the
USA — and the possibility of
replying to them — are hypo-
thetical and questionable.

CORNERSTONE

And here is the key question:
Why then is the NMD problem
being discussed so widely and
passionately? The thing is that
the 1972 ABM Treaty is “the
cornerstone of strategic stabi-
lity,” as Russia and the USA
stressed in their joint state-
ments. Today this cornerstone
is turning into a stumbling
block. The US NMD system
would not threaten Russia
directly, because it is designed
to intercept a few missiles,
while Russia has thousands of
them. Even if eating will fan
appetite and the USA starts
producing more anti-missiles,
this should not engender fears
(until a certain limit is reach-
ed) because Russia has devised
several “asymmetric” answers.

But Russia is worried by the
disruption of the balance of
forces in the world. China,
whose nuclear arsenal consists
of a few missiles, might feel
endangered. And the countries
that the USA claims it fears
might ponder counter-mea-
sures, too. Certain turbulence
might develop in the existing
strategic stability, leading to a
new race for nuclear weapons.
It is for these reasons that so
many different countries are
advocating the preservation of
the 1972 ABM Treaty.

Russia has suggested a
dialogue on this subject. But its
readiness for dialogue was
quickly interpreted in Wash-
ington as the recognition of the

“legitimacy of US fears of the

threat coming from problem
countries. In point of fact,
Russia suggested searching for
missile-threatened areas as the
first issue for discussion.

Suppose such areas are found.
In this case, the second ques-
tion on the agenda would entail
the discussion of possible diplo-
matic and political measures to
preclude a dangerous develop-
ment of events. If such mea-
sures prove insufficient, the
sides would discuss more radi-
cal measures. Anyway, we
should act gradually, in
stages. ‘

Since these proposals are
based on common sense, we can
hope that not just the USA, but
also the West as a whole will
regard them carefully. The
agreement to hold such dis-
cussions does not mean the
pledge to bury the NMD plans,
which have been barely out-
lined so far,

On the other hand, Washing-
ton does not refuse to hold
consultations, although The
New York Times wrote that the
Bush administration had not
yet elaborated a diplomatic
strategy to accompany its plan
of defence from ballistic mis-
siles.

Russian proposals might help
the US administration do this.
Russia has made a move and,
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view of the deck of the gui
at the People’s Liberation Army Navy base in Shanghai. The command ship

fur

ERE are three primary
reasons for nuclear
weapons  proliferation,
debpiteagrevnents  like the
rategic  Arms  Limitation
Troaty, Strotegic Arms Reduc-
tion  Talks; nuclear Non
Proliferation Treaty and the
Comprehensive Test -Ban
Treaty which aim to curb
nuclear growth.
Advocates of nuclear weapons
assert that one should not look
kes through jaundiced

eyes. These shouid be seen and
acknowledged as the advent of
development in the science of
warfure just like, say, progress
in communications, transport-

ssile cruiser, USS Blue Ridge, on Friday

mmander of US 7th Fleet arrived for a three-day port call amid
tensions aver possible US arms sales to Taiwan. ~ AP/PTI

ation and education is consi-
dered a milestone. No record of
any objection against the use of
nuclear weapons is available in
the Ramayana and Maha-
bharata where weapons of mass
destruction were first described.

Second, and very significantly,
nuclear weapons have com-
pletely changed inter se power
equations politically.

Today, a small country with a
nuclear arsenal can confidently
hold itself against any attack by
a superior power.

Contextually speaking, if
Kuwait and Taiwan hold
nuclear weapons, Iraq and
China, respectively, would

e e

Imponderables of
“ v a nuclear race

A Mosco -Beijing collaboration aver forging a joint missile shield to

counter the USA's Nationa! [Vissile

Defence is likely. Should this

materialise, the arms race will get a boost with the possibility of a-

new Cold War, this tim

think twice before ~omx y
any act of wilful aggression.
Noted British defence analyst
Shelford. Bidwell in his
arguments on nuclear ascend-
ancy brings out the truth that
the current nuclear-five nations
USA, England, France.
Russia and China — suffered
terribly during World War II, st
the hands of the Axis powers
because of a disproportionate
military balance.

The chances of a repetition of
such exploitation is remote
because of the nuclear power
equation.

Third, nuclear technology
makes for good revenue earn-
ing. China, North Korea and
Russia are conveniently supple-
menting their economy hy well-
founded sales of nuclear know-
how o many client-nations whe
can afford to buy the costly
knowhow.

Many west Asian nouwvccu
riche nations are leading
procurers of the gamut of
nuclear inputs. So, the number
of threshold nuclear states in
the world i# bound to increase
over time. Nuclear axms appli-
cants have at the same time
deviated from the general

cen v o macs Cestructicn
: comprebended sense as
witnessed at Hiroshima and
Nagagaki.

A new generation of nuclear
weapons, more “acceptable” to
mankind. has been produced
where the warhead is so
composed as to give rise 1o
minimal collateral damage.
This class of weapons is called
the neutron bomb and has been
designed to engage purely
military targets such as tank
concentration, artillery gun
position. infantry deplovment
and so on. The latest American
formula in respect of this
weapon system, the W88, is
alleged to have  been
cyberjacked.

The 1most contentious aspect of
the nuclear controversy in
vogue is the US National
Mizsite Deience which is an

upgraded version of the
operative Theatres Missiles
Defence.

Essentially, the NMD entails
positioning of theptre monitored

surveillance-cum-interception. -

bases in various parts of tke
world in a pattern that would
ensur: US security interests
against a nuclear attack. Such

00

Russian President Viadimir Putin( right) with British Prime Minister Tony

Blair at the startof a meeting at the EU summit i: S{ockholm on Friday.
Russia is offering Europe a nuclear shield at an economizal rate. — EPIPT)

e invoking Asia, says JK BUTT

hases are to be located in places
like the Marshall Islands, Diego
Garcia, Hawaii, Alaska, off-
shore spots of sea-fronted allies
and so on.

Some  designated attack
submarines will also be
transformed into subsurface
mobile bases of this category.

In terms of statistics, Raytheon
Company has developed the
interceptor — also known as the
“%ill vehicle” *— which weighs
about 50 kg and is about two
metres long.

A rapid detection and assesfiif,,
will 1

sment  arrangement
challenge an intruder missile as
it enters a restricted air space

and if not suitably acquitted, V

will launch the interceptor to
destroy it.

There were some failures
during the NMD trials but after
rectifying the faults, many
Minuteman missiles carrying
dummy  warheads  were
satisfactorily intecepted over
the Pacific Ocean. Predictably,
Russia and China have reacted
adversely to the NMD.
President Vladimir Putin even
grossly modified the Russian
General Staff nuclear ideology

by openly declaring that Mos-

cow will hesitate to carry out a
tactical nuclear strike on
conventional aggressor forces,
thus dispelling the Flexible
Response doctrine so espoused
by Nato and which post-Cold
War Russia favoured.

Mr Putin has also deployed
nuclear arms in the western
most region of Russia at
locations like Kalinigrad.

An unequivocal nuclear threat -

to Nato's further-eastward
expansion plans has been
conveyed to the alliance, advi-
sing it against inviting any
more members of the Confe-
deration of Independent States
in its fold.

The bone of contention over the
NMD is the 1972 Anti Missile
Treaty between the former
USSR and the USA. Washing-
ton now feels that the treaty is
outdated and requires thorough
revision to bring it on par with
the current scenario.
Moscovi~feels that the ABM
Treaty is the very foundation of
anti-nuclear defence and any
alteration would jeopardise its
raison detre. But the USA has
decided to go ahead with the
NMD. ,

Russia has come up with two
germane political cards — e,
it is offering Hurope an
equivalent nuclear shield at a
much more economical rate and
two, it has asked Kurope to

armn E st dpfinp 1o sems Fie o

nuclear threat, principally,
who is supposed to be the
aggressor  and with what
motive? The European Union
is caught in a cleftstick. On the
one hand it wants to break free
from the USA’s grip and exist

. as an independent body, on the
. other it does mnot want to
. overtly antagonise the USA by

closing ranks with Russia.

Mr Putin’s latest poser is
mnking Brussels ponder. He
has vesurrected General Sir
John Hackett’s third world war
script of the 1970s, high-
lighting the unpalatable fact
that in case of a global nuclear
holocar:st, Europe would be the
first target for the aggressor
and before the latter’s atten-
tion shifts across the Atlantic, a
ceasefire will be appropriated
so that the USA remains large-
ly unscathed.

Dispassionately analysed, a
Russian missile shield guara-
ntee carries greater rationale
and conviction than the Ame-
rican one sinfply because Rus-
sia is part of Europe.

Mr Putin has met his Chinese
counterpart Jiang Zemin and

there is serious thought of a
Moscow-Beijing collaboration
over forging a joint missile
shield to counter the NMD.

Should this materialise, not
only will there be a fresh
overdose of an arms race but

"the possibilities of a new Cold

War, this time invoking Asia.
There is no gainsaying the
fallout of . this insalubrious
clime on  the Indiah sub-
continent. US Secretary of Sta-
te Colin Powell during his
address to the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee said
India had the potential to en-
sure peace in the Indian Ocean.
Capitalising on this lead, India
needs to do two things. First, it
should initiate an Indian
Ocean Treaty comprising all
the littorals of the region for
the management of this
increasingly important geo-
strategic waterway.

And  second, it* should
negotiate with the USA for
securing NMD coverage for
this treaty.

(The author is a retired Lieutenant-
Colonel, Indian Army.)
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Reports from Islamabad that Pakistan may sign the comprehe sive
test ban treaty (CTBT) without linking it with India’s accession to Yhat
instrument will cause much speculation here. Islamabad’s decision §p-
pears to have been dictated by its parlous economic situation afd
mounting pressure from its creditors. Pakistan hopes this signature
get it up to a billion dollars in credit from Japan, though given tha
country’s own financial position such optimism might be premature.
Islamabad, however, has no option but to yield to the wishes of the
international community, even though the Bush administration has
indicated that Washington is in no hurry to bring the CTBT back to the
senate for ratification. Considering the economic price Pakistan had to
pay for its tests of May 1998 there is no risk of Islamabad attempting
further tests in the near future. The issue is whether signing the CTBT
will give Pakistan adequate economic relief, or only cause the interna-
tional community to step up its demand that Islamabad should take
further action to curb the jehadi forces on its soil. It is difficult to pre-
dict whether the militants in Pakistan will allow General Musharraf to
sign the CTBT, or strike at him pre-emptively on the assumption that
surrender on this front will encourage the West to increase pressures to
démand a crackdown on jehadi forces.

/ While General Musharraf has yet to prove whether he can deliver on
TBT, there could be increased pressure on India to sign the treaty.
iven the current state of Indian politics, New Delhi is in no position to

reach a decision on such a complex issue. The air is thick with accusa-
tions that national security has already been compromised by corrupt
politicians. Given the present situation of political uncertainty, and the
distinct possibility of the country having to face yet another general
election in the not too distant future, neither this government, nor a
J possible successor, is likely to soft-pedal on CTBT. The US is no longer
leading a crusade on the issue. Though they might like India to sign the
CTBT. the western democratic countries are in a position to under-
stand why India cannot take a decision at this stage. The reported nom-
ination of Professor Blackwill as US ambassador to India has sought to
be interpreted by some media analysts in the context of his interest in
arms control issues. It tends to be forgotten that while the Republican
Party concluded the ABM treaty, SALT I, START L and I, the limited
test ban and the INF treaties, till the end of George Bush Sr’s presiden-
cy it always opposed the CTBT. The Republicans were never
enthusiastic about what they saw as a Clinton initiative. The
Republican Party platform called it an outdated move arising
out of obsolete strategic thinking. India is entitled to seek further
clarifications on the Republican views on CTBT before it can be
discussed meaningfully in this country. The international community is
today focused on US decisions on the National Missile Defence
and the new US defence policy whith emphasises the importance of
the Pacific theatre as China becopes more powerful and Russia less
so. As such, signing the CTBT j« not likely to become a substantive
issue in the coming months.

~

THE TMES OF INDIA

2 8 MAR 201



By B. Muralidhar Reddy

ISLAMABAD, MARCH 25. Pakistan
has edged past India in the nucle-
ar arms race, according to the
London-based Jane's Intelligence
Review.

A Pakistani English daily, The
News, in a special report today
quoted extensively from the pres-
tigious military journal on the rel-
ative strengths and weaknesses of
the nuclear programme em-
barked upon by both countries
since the May 1998 nuclear tests.

The report quoted the journal
as saying that the “rhetoric” of
Dr. A.P.]. Abdul Kalam, Scientific
Adviser to the Indian Prime Min-
ister, after the 1998 Pokhran tests
that “‘weaponisation is now com-
plete”” was not matched by reality.

“Since that time, however, in-
ternal politics, international pres-
sures and unique security
concerns have caused Delhi and
Islamabad to undertake very dif-
ferent nuclear postures and de-
velopment plans,” the journal
said. According to the Jane's In-
telligence Review , India moved
slowly towards developing and
implementing a nuclear strategy
though it had grander aspirations.
On the contrary, Pakistan moved
more quickly to implement effec-
tive systems and procedures for
its “‘more modest nuclear arse-
nal”.

[t said the pace of development

‘Pak. developing n-weapons
wo-faster than India’ 2¢73

efforts could be seen in/the pro-
gress each country had made in
competing delivery syftems that
met their requirements. Proce-
dures, tactics and doctrine for nu-
clear use, as well as systems to
ensure effective command and
control had been influenced by
bureaucratic factors and eac
government’s view on the
the nuclear weapo

PML rebels elect
new leader

By B. Muralidhar Reddy

ISLAMABAD, MARCH 25. Rebels in
the Pakistan Muslim League
(PML) led by the former Prime
Minister, Mr. Nawaz Sharif, today
moved a step closer to play the
role of ‘king’s party’ by electing a
leadey of their own at the national
level.

Mian Mchammad Azhar, once
a protege of Mr. Sharif and now
considered a confidante of the
military establishment, is the new
chief of the dissident group that
claims almost two-thirds major-
ity. This claim has been hotly con-
tested by the loyalists of the
former Prime Minister. They have
dubbed the rebels as ‘puppets’ of
the military government.Mr. lza-
zul Hag, son of Zia-ul-Hag, was
the other claimant for the mantle.
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Pakistan’s talk of
CIBT a smartQ’\
move, say experts

By Seema Guha
The Times of India News Service

NEW DELHL General Pervez
Musharraf may or may not accept
the Pakistan army’s recommenda-
tion to sign the CTBT. But experts
here say it is a smart move. Kt
makes virtue out of necessity and
could give Islamabad the diplo-
matic edge it has lost to India since
the Kargil War and the military

coup.

Analysts agree g the
CTBT could help in liKing the
sanctions which have hurt Rakistan

much more than India\ The
resource crunch is affecting
akistan’s country, and even
l-powerful defence establish-
ment. Islamabad’s defence budget
was frozen this year, despite a
General heading the government.
Western diplomats in New Delhi,
while refusing to go on record on
the basis of newspaper reports,
however, felt that if Pakistan went | |
ahead and signed the CTBT, it
would show the Musharraf regime
in a better light and could well
break the country’s isolation. “It
will show Islamabad as a responsi-
ble, mature country which under-
stands the international anxiety
about a nuclear flash-point in
South Asia,” a diplomat said.
Indian officials, however, don’t
agree. The timing is all wrong, they
insist. Pakistan could have gained 2
potential edge over India had it
decided to go shead with the
CIBT when the Clinton
Administration was in power in
Washington. Now it is too late to |
make India look bad,” a senior |
official said. “The CTBT is no
longer such a het issue, at least
with the new Bush
Administration.” He added, “The
EU, Japan and nuclear pacificists
like Australia and New Zealand
will be happy, but it won’t mean
that we will be under pressure.”
Western diplomats say India’s
argument about Pakistan’s timing
being wrong, because the Bush
Administration is not keen on the
CTBT, does not hold much water.
“The Republicans are keen on
non-proliferation and will welcome
any step that could lessen the dan-
ger of nuclear conflict in any part of
the world,” an EU diplomat said.
India is not bother
Islamabad signs the
“It is Pakistan’s
nothing to do wi
official said.




 Pak army
agrees to sig?
CTBT. report

\
PRESS TRUST OF INDIA_ "\

ISLAMABAD, March 2(A —
Pakistan army commanders
have reportedly agreed to sign
the CTBT as they they feel the
country has achieved a certain
level of nuclear deterrence. The
move would enable the military
regime to lobby for lifting econo-
mic sanctions against Pakistan.
The decision was taken yes-
terday at the corps command-
ers conference in Rawalpindi,
the Pakistan Observer said
quoting sources. “Except for
very negligible dissent, senior
commanders are reported to .
have agreed that Pakistan has
achieved a certain level of nu- .
clear deterrence and the coun-
try may go ahead with signing .
of CTBT,” the paper said. ;
The commanders kept in '
mind Pakistan’s grim economic
situation arising out of its .
pressing repayment schedules
(about $38 billion of its foreign !
debt is still unpaid). “They are
also mindful of India’s political
developments.”
Hundreds held: In a bid to
stall a rally on Friday, de-
manding restoration of demo-
cracy, Pakistan's military regi-
me today began arresting hun-
dreds of activists.
Police raided the homes of
E?'ﬁcians and party members
Toss Lahore.
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HE BUSH administration has

made it clear that it will go ahead

with the installation of a National

Missile Defence (NMD) shield. It
is purported to protect the territory and
people of the United States from small
scale missile attacks. Paradoxically, the
public in the U.S. seems largely unexcited
by the prospect of such a benefit. The
Presidential campaign did not also make
NMD a key issue in either the primaries
or in the run-up to the final elections. All
of the U.S.’ allies are anxious about the
adverse impact the NMD would have on
themselves, or, on their region. Other ma-
jor powers are objecting to the creation of
NMD infrastructure. Other countries
have either indicated their concerns or
have preferred to wait and watch the un-
folding of the missile defence drama. As
states in possession of nuclear weapons,
India and Pakistan also have a stake in
these developments.

Defence of the North American main-
land against missiles has been a long-
standing demand in some powerful

circles of the U.S. Even as the end of the -

Cold War was in sight, the missile defence
protagonists had argued in its favour. It is
useful to remember that one amongst Mr.

Henry Kissinger's early reactions to the.

nuclear tests by India and Pakistan was a
regret that missile defence had been
avoidably delayed in the U.S. by two dec-
ades. Mr. Ronald Reagan's Strategic De-
fence Initiative was part of the missile
defence thought process. The Anti-Ballis-
tic Missile (ABM) Treaty signed by the
U.S. with the Soviet Union had also been
criticised by the missile defence lobby.
This was mainly on the ground of it deny-
ing to the U.S. the benefits of the tech-
nical advantages in space weapons it was
presumed to possess.

The NMD system as envisaged will use
ground-based interceptors supported by
an extensive network of ground-based ra-
dar and space-based sensors. To be truly
effective, the NMD will need the radar
network to be installed outside U.S. terri-
tory. Canada certainly, probably the U.X.
and possibly some West European terri-
tory may have to be included if the NMD
is to be effective. The ABM Treaty was
designed to prevent precisely this kind of

e
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o Missile defence dialectic

By V. R. Raghavan

The underpinning of the NMD-TMD is a perceived
opportunity, and therefore the need, to obtain eventual
U.S. military dominance of outer space.

e

system. It disallowed the creation of de-
fensive systems so as to discourage the
making of more powerful weapons to
overcome existing defences. In other
words, the two superpowers had agreed
to accept a degree of mutual vulnerability
to ensure the stability of their nuclear de-
terrent. The Russians, not without justifi-
cation, are upset at the unilateral shifting
of the nuclear goal posts by the U.S. They
believe, and many European states agree,
that introduction of the NMD would up-
set the nuclear equilibrium that had heid
over some decades. The U.S,, it is argued,
can easily defend itself by using its global
naval reach to destroy the adversary’s
missiles even as they are in the boost
stage, instead of building a defence sys-
tem which destabilises existing nuclear
defences.

The U.S. Secretary of Defence, Mr. Do-
nald Rumsfeld, recently addressed the
37th Munich Conference on Security on
NMD. In his words, “‘these systems will be
a threat to no one”’. According to Mr.
‘Rumsfeld, no U.S. President can respon-
sibly say that his defence policy is calcu-
lated and designed to leave the American
people undefended against threats that
are known to exist. Anticipating the issue
of the NMD’s technical feasibility, the De-
fence Secretary goes on to insist that it is
more a question of the President’s consti-
tutional responsibility to the American
people. Mr. Rumsfeld invokes Mr. Kiss-
inger to claim that that the NMD is a mor-
al issue! Mr. Rumsfeld was also Chairman
of the Congressional Commission to as-
sess the ballistic missile threat to the U.S.
The report of the Commission, submitted
in July 1998, overturned an earlier intelli-
gence assessment of a low threat prob-
ability from ballistic missiles. The report’s
first conclusion was that while there are
no existing direct threats, there is a po-
tential of its developing without the U.S.
knowing of it. There were doubts ex-
pressed on the ability of the intelligence
community to provide timely and accu-

~

rate estimates of the threat. The report
worried that the U.S. would have little or
no warning time before the threat materi-
alises. The report’s recommendation was
for the U.S. to review its assumptions of
an extended warning time about ballistic
missile threats.

The U.S. argument against Russian ob-
jections is that both countries would con-
tinue to possess, under any possible
future arms- reduction agreements, targe
diversified arsenals of strategic offensive
weapons. The defence of the NMD is link-
ed to both the U.S. and Russia continuing
to deploy, “more than 1000 ICBMs and
submarine-launched ballistic missiles
with nuclear warheads, over the next dec-
ade and thereafter to give both countries
the certain ability to carry out an annihi-
lating counter attack”. This is proof, if it
was needed, that the U.S. will acquiesce
in indefinitely giving up the potential for
reducing the Russian arsenal to below the
1000 figure in order to have an NMD. The
credibility of U.S. assurances on its com-
mitments to deep reductions in arsenals
or disarmament thus gets further eroded.
The damage to the disarmament process
by this action has naturally created wide
concern. Chinese concerns on the NMD
stem not only from its destabilising im-
pact. They also arise from fears that there
may be a U.S.-Russia trade-off on the is-
sue, Jeaving China to cope with a reduced
deterrence capability.

The NATO allies and partners of the
U.S. have voiced serious reservations on
the unpredictable impact of the NMD on
European security and nuclear disarma-
ment. The U.K. Government will face
complex and unenviable choices if the
NMD is to have a element on British soil.
UK. Ministers have gone on record to
cast doubts on the wisdom of the NMD
idea. As for the French, their Govern-
ment’s position is that it is anxious to
avoid challenges to the ABM Treaty, a
breakdown of the strategic equilibrium
and a restart of the arms race. The Ger-

mans have always been unhappy over
U.S. notions of using their territory for its
nuclear interests. Mr. Javier Solana, for-
mer NATO Secretary-General, speaking
for the European Union, has said the
NMD could de-couple the security link
between the U.S. and its NATO allies.

The NMD is considered by knowledge-
able analysts to be unnecessary and un-
viable on the three major counts of
threats, technology and costs. Existing
threats to the U.S. mainland or to its
forces operating out of the area ftrom
rogue-states is considered to be low. Such
countries would much rather invest in
cheaper and less obvious means of pack-
ing a nuclear device in a small sea-going
vessel to reach U.S. ports. A missile fired
leaves no one in any doubt about where it
came from, and no state would prefer to
invite widespread international retribu-
tion. The NMD technology so far demon-
strated does not offer the assurance that
the system is feasible in the near future.
The costs amounting to $ 60 billion is ex-
pected to be exceeded many times before
a viable NMD can be obtained. What then
explains the persistence with the need to
defend the U.S. at maximum costs against
the least likely threats?

The NMD would be accompanied by
the Theatre Missile Defence or TMD. The
underpinning of the NMD-TMD is a per-
ceived opportunity, and therefore the
need, to obtain an eventual U.S. military
dominance of outer space. There is a sub-
stantial aero-space industry interest in-
volved in the programme. The small scale
threats from weak states are debating
points to divert attention from the main
purpuse. That explains the weak and un-
convincing reasoning that while the U.S.
must have its security assured, Europe
should refrain from creating its defence
identity or a military capability, except
within the U.S.-led NATO. American in-
terlocutors do not also have convincing
answers on queries about India seeking
its security through nuclear deterrence
against the same threats which makes the
NMD so essential for the U.S. The dialec-
tic of missile defence is building up. Its
implementation needs to be watched
carefully by both nuclear and non- nucle-

ar states. s



“Bush is committed
to NMD, not CTBE,f

WASHINGTON: US. national security adviser Condoleezza Rice has
reiterated President Bush’s rejection of the Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty and said he is “absolutely committed” to the National Missile
Defence (NMD).

At a press briefing she said, “The President made clear when he was
running for the post that he did not believe that the Comprehensive Test
Ban Treaty furthered the non- proliferation goals which we do think are
extremely important because it was not verifiable, because it didn’t
include certain parties, and because it certainly did nothing about the

states that we are most concerned about when,we talk about ational
Missile Defence.” Q ,\’VM % ,
. “The missile defence we are talking Aﬁout, > she said; “i states like
! Iran, like North Korea, where the non-proliferation regimehas become
' quite leaky, and where you now do have a proliferation of missile tech-
nologies into places where we are very concerned about it being there.”

Asked about the possibility of cooperation with the Russians on mis-
sile defence, Ms Rice said one of the problems in talking about coopera-
tion and sharing is that “If, in fact, Russia is engaged in activities that are
helping countries to acquire weapons of mass destruction or missile
technology against which the shield is actually working, this is not going
to be a very cooperative relationship.

“So proliferation behaviour and what we can do in a cooperative man-
ner is very much linked here, and I think that is a point that we will want
to make to the Russians. We are not, in principle, agafnst cooperation.
But we do have a problem with the proliferation bgaviour,” she said.

The non-proliferation regime, she commented, *has become leaky, and
a good bit of that leakage we believe is becayse there is not sufficient
attention to this issue in Moscow.” (p1)
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By JoN BovLE

Moscow, Feb. 20: Russia handed
visiting Nato secretary-general
George Robertson its proposals on
European anti-missile defence on
Tuesday, which Moscow sees as
an alternative to the US National
Missile Defence system.

“The priority for us is to achicve
a common -understanding,” Gen.
Robertson said to defence minister
lgor Sergeyev at the start of a day
of talks with top Russian officials
due to culminate in the opening of
a Nato information office in
Moscow. Minutes later a dossier
containing the Russian proposals
was handed to Gen. Robertson.

Colonel-General Leonid Ivashov
said the three-stage plan for non-
strategic anti-missile defrnce —
which puts closer assessment of
the threat and political cfforts

before mitEFy hardware — would

keep existing arms accords ftact.
Colonel-General Ivashov, a lead-
ing military hawk who heads the

_defence mimistry’s foreign rela-

tions department, said the proposal
was “radically different from wha
the Americans are proposing.”

He said it was "not a defence for
the whole of European territory,
only a part, the main par of Euro-
pean territory.” Russia has been
alarmed by US plans to push ahead
with  NMD, which Moscow
believes wouid undermine the cor-
nerstone 1972 Anti-Ballistic Mis-
sile treaty and trigger an arms race.

Late last year, President Putin
proposed an alternative  “‘non-
strategic” defence, which he said
could head off attacks from “rogue
states” 1ike Iraq. Iran and North
Korea without undermining exist-
ing disarmament pacts. (Reuters)
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U.S. opposes Russian

nuclear fuel for India_,~
\(\Q) ’ By Sridhar Krishnaswami lwo_f\/

WASHINGTON, FBB. 17. The U.S. has said that it deeply regrets Russian
plan to ship nuclear fuel to India and says that this is in violation of
Moscow’s obligations as a member of the Nuclear Suppliers Group.

“As a member of the 39-nation Nuclear Suppliers Group, Russia is
committed not to engage in nuclear cooperation with any country that
does not have comprehensive International Atomic Energy Agency |
(IAEA) safeguards on all its nuclear iacilities. Although India’s Tarapur
reactors are under IAEA safeguards, India does no#have such safe-
guards on all of its facilities and is indeed pursuing a nuclear weapons
programme’”’, the State Department’s deputy spokesman, Mr. Philip
Reeker, said, The Department said that at a meeting last December
the Nughear Suppliers Group, the overwhelming majority of me
sed strong concern over Russia’s plan. &n

T

ashington called on Moscow to cancel the supply ar
live up to its non-proliferation goals saying in the process that “Russia’s
disregard of its Nuclear Supplier Group commitments, together witheits
sensitive nuclear assistance to Iran, raises serious questions
support for the goal of preventing nuclear proliferation”.
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* remarks, made in an

i cials said his comments
- were an aberration and §
i that the real target was
 Russia, whose criticism
- of

Stop supp

India, U.S:

By Siddharth Varadarajan W
The Times of India News Service

NEW DELHI Close on the heels of U.S.
defence secretary Donald Rumsfeld’s biting
characterisation of India as a country which
was “threatening other people, including the
1i.S. Western Europe and countries in West
Asia”, the State Department has called on
Moscow to stop supplying nuclear fuel to
New Delhi.

On Friday, the min-
istry of external affairs §
(MEA) had chosen to §
ignore Mr Rumsfeld’s §

interview to a local TV §
network a day earlier.
Privately, Indian offi

T N-fu
t?a Is Ru%é%/(y

BUSH FIRE IN ASIA

sld

weapons programme.” Reiterating Russia’s
“non-proliferation commitments”, the US.
called on Moscow to “cancel this supply
arrangement’’.

Noted defence analyst K. Subrahmanyam
told The Times of India, “It would appear
(from this statement) that the present US.
administration has not learnt anything from
the mistakes of the past 20 years.” He said
U.S. pressure of this kind
would “only result in
India having to switch to
China for the purchase
of enriched uranium or
go in for MOX fuel”.

. Mr Subrahmanyam
said the latest US.
move appeared to be a
way of “ruining the
Koodankulam reactor
project and a step
towards applying eco-

the US. missile
defence plans had clear-

ep——

nomic pressure on
Russia and trying to

ly irritated the Cold

War-era defence secre- <
tary.  But  Friday Asia
evening’s Statement by
. State Department 2025
I spokesman Philip

Reeker suggests that the MEA’s optumsm

i might be misplaced.

Mr Reeker said the U.S. “deeply regret-
ted” Russia’s supply of nuclear fuel to
India’s Tarapur reactors. “Although India’s
Tarapur reactors are under International
Atomic Energy Agency safeguards, India
does not have such safeguards for all of its
facilities and is indeed pursuing a nuclear-

Future challenge could come fro

+ India seen as'-\r‘na:j‘or ‘play}él"ﬂ!;y

curb Russia’s trade”.
That would only lead
to Russia increasing its
cooperation with China,
something that would
4 not be in the US. inter-

est, he saxd “But then, the U.S. is known to

shoot at its own foot, as when it looked away
from the Sino-Pakistani proliferation axis
and fudged the issue of missile supply.”
While Mr Rumsfeld’s comments were
indeed aimed at Russia, his decision to club
India with some other countries suggests
that the apparent coziness of the Clinton
might well be a thing of the past.
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Blair offers\,5, -
‘support’ tp H%S’
missile systerr

LONDON: Prime Minister Tony
Blair is offering tentative support
for US. President George W.
Bush’s proposal to build a nation-
al missile defence (NMD) system,
a plan that some critics worry
could spark a new arms race.

“This is definitely in the box
marked ‘handle with care’ on all
sides,” Mr Blair told Forbes mag-
azine in an interview posted on its
Web site Thursday. “It is a very
sensitive issue. .. My own judg-
ment is that provided we handle it

with care, there is a way through
which meets America’s objectives
and other people’s concerns.”

Mr Blair plans to fravel to
| Washington to meet with Mr Bush
: at Camp David next week and the
-two are expected to discuss the
- new President’s decision to deploy
a limited ballistic missile defence
shield. Mr Blair has been reluctant
to take a position on the missile
defence proposal, and leaders of
the opposition Conservative party
have accused him of vacillating.
Conservative leader William
Hague supports the plan. §, 5o

Critics believe the missile shield
would spell an end to the 1972 anti-
ballistic missile treaty, and some
European leaders agree with
Russian warnings that it could
touch off a new arms race. China
also views plans for a U.S, missile
shield as a threat to its security. 2
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Pebate before deciding
on NMD, UK tells U.S. \

STOCKHOLM: British foreign
secretary Robin Cook has called on
the United States to go forward
with a National Missile Defence
(NMD) system only after discus-
sions with Russia on widening a
landmark arms control treaty.

Mr Cook met with senior officials
of new U.S. administration in Wash-

-ington last week, including secre-
tary of state Colin Powell.

“The U.S. administration made it
clear that they are several months
away from reaching any conclu-
sions,” he said on Monday. “They
will require some time in order to
develop a response to technical
terms to what they want to do and
also how they take that forward in
the international context.”

He also said he was reassured by
the Americans’ commitment to

~consult with NATO allies, Euro-
pean nations and Russia, which

says the system will violate the 1972

anti-ballistic missile treaty. “That is

a crucial part of the task that needs
to be addressed — to make sure
that should NMD proceed, it pro-
ceeds in the context of a successful
widening of the arms control
regime — not in un iging arms
control,” he said. * \”

Mr Cook was speaking at a joint
news conference with Swedish for-
eign minister Anna Lindh, whose
country holds the rotating EU pres-
idency. Lindh reiterated on behalf
of the 15-nation EU that any NMD,
system should not endanger
ABM treaty. J

Meanwhile, Th in@Daily, a
Chinese state newspager on Tues-
day attacked anew U.S. plans to
build a missile defence system,
warning that it would set off an
arms race in space. “The conse-
quence will be a dangerous arms
race in space,” the newspaper quot-
ed Yao Yunzhu, an analyst at the
Chinese Army’s Academy of Mili-
tary Science, as saying. up)
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<" Putin warns '

“over defe

A

GILES WHITTELL & BEN
MACINTYRE
THE TIMES, LONDON

MOSCOW/WASHINGTON, |

Jan. 27. The Russian
President, Mr Vladimir
Putin, issued a strongly
worded wdrning yesterday

that the USA’s plans for a }

missile defence shield and
Nato proposals to expand
eastward into the former
Soviet Union could do
“jrreparable damage” to the
West's relations with Russia.

The USA, however,
responded with the
diplomatic equivalent of a
shrug, observing that talks
with Russia would take place
“in due time”.

Mr Putin repeated in his
bluntest language yet the
Russian view that a US
National Missile Defence
would violate the 1972 Anti-
Ballistic Missile treaty on
which all subsequent arms
control treaties have been
based. .

(Mr George W Bush
yesterday confirmed that he
intends to go forward with
two campaign promises:
deployment of the NMD
system and a reduction in US
nuclear arsenal. The weapons
cut could affect the course of
the USA’s arms control
relations with Russia.

(But the promise has Mr
Putin worried. Russia fears
that the unilateral weapons

}L»(M

Mr Viadimir Putin

cuts could reduce pressure.on
the USA for negotiated,
binding treaties and give it
more freedom to develop a
NMD system.) Mr Putin added
that the Nato expansion would
also be “a mistake, and we say
that it is unacceptable”.

In a major foreign policy
speech to Russian diplomats,
the President held out hopes
of a “positive dialogue” with
Mr Bush but forecast a year
of tense talks on the NMD.

“We will have a difficult and
delicate task of preserving the
1972 anti-missile treaty,” he
said, choosing words carefully
to leave open the possibility of
altering the treaty rather than
scrapping it — a solution that
he may be forced to accept if
USA proceeds with a missile

"T/ \‘

28]

Mr George W Bush

shield unilaterally.
At the swearing in of the

USA’s first black secretary of

state yesterday, Mr Bush
described Gen. Colin Powell
as a “unique leader” who
would carry out a foreign
policy “true to our values and
true to our friends. He
understands that our nation
is at its best when we project
our strength and purpose
with humility.” ‘
Mr Powell made it clear that
he was in no hurry to open
discussions with Mr ‘Putin.
When asked at what point he
intended to begin a dialogue
with the Russian. president,
he answered: “In due time.”
The remark deepened
suspicions that whatever Mr
Putin’s stated desire for

est

nce plans

‘deeper interaction” with the
{USA, the Bush admin-
{stration wants to review
relations with Russia before
getting down to negotiations
over arms control. ?
Mr Bush has already :
warned that Russia can
expect a cut-off of economic

' pid until major reforms are
| carried out.

Mr Putin also made clear
that Russian anger over |
Nato’s bombing of Kosovo and ~
its overtures to Baltic states
such as Lithuania remains .
undimmed. “Our relations
have moved backwards since |
the events in the Balkans,” he |
said.

The speech came a day after
Washington urged Mr Putin !
to enter talks with Chechen |
rebels — something he has
sworn he will not do.

The USA reacted sceptically
to Russian promises that
troops in the breakaway
province are to be cut back by |
60,000 in the next few |
months. One week into the |
new administration, Moscow :
and Washington are still only |
testing each other’s rhetorical |
defences. Mr Putin, however,
made a point of consigning
the Cold War to history. He
acknowledged that Russia
had changed fundamentally
in the past 10 years and
urged the West mnot to

cultivate the image of a
dangerous Russja-for its own
purposes. .
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'y Death of a treaty .

AMONG THE first foreign policy decisions of the adminis{ra-
tion of George W. Bush, the one by General Colin Powell was
made even before the President-elect’s inauguration. During
his confirmation hearings, the next US Secretary of State said
his Government would not submit the Comprehensive Test Ban
Treaty to the Senate for ratification. This means the CTBT, the
centre. of so much hectic diplomacy these past few years, is a
dead letter. If Mr Bush does not present the treaty to the;
Senate, the US cannot ratify the treaty. This in turn means that
whatever slender hope it had of coming into force is now gone.
The resistance of countries like India or North Korea had put
a question mark over the treaty. But without the support of the
‘ world’s only superpower, the question mark has become a guil-

. lotine blade. This does not mean an immediate resumption of ..~
- nuclear testing. Mr Powell ruled out more tests by the US. |
! India is still bound by its unilateral moratorium. The CTBT is
dead, but an unwritten norm to not test still lives.

What remains unclear is whether the Bush administration will
pursue the other elements of the nuclear non-proliferation :
regime, like the fissile materials cut-off treaty. While campaign-
ing, Mr-Bush spoke of reducing the US’ nuclear arsenal and
replacing it with a missile defence system. The US is determined-
to pursue the latter goal. It is less clear if it will carry out the for--
mer. A lot will depend on whether other countries will respond to
missile defences by increasing their own nuclear arsenals.

In the short term, India will be pleased that a major irritant in -
its relationship with the US has disappeared. In the long term,
New Delhi needs to start worrying about which direction glob-
al nuclear arms will now take. The one path it will not take is
abolition. This was always a lovely sounding but wholly imprac- ,
tical ideal. The CTBT was to have been the cornerstone of a
post-Cold War nuclear non-proliferation regime. That regime is
now wounded, probably mortally. In the present uncertainty,
countries around the world are now dusting off plans about build-
ing more nuclear missiles. Terms like ‘arms race’ and ‘balance of
terror’ will start to reappear if the wprld community does not
move to plug the gap left by the ’s demise. India, a resident
in the worid’s most hostile nuclepf environment, needs to be at
the forefront of such moves.
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1S should ratify CTBT, says study

A
S Rajagopalan }\/( A7
Washington, January 5 ! l
THE COMPREHENSIVE Test Ban Trehty
(CTBT) debate is all set to revive with a study
commissioned by President Bill Clinton urging
the US to ratify the controversial treaty.

Conducted by retired General John
Shalikashvili, the study is seen as part of a last-
ditch Clinton bid to drum up support for the
treaty that had been rejected by a Republican-
dominated Senate in 1999.

The Republicans' position on the CTBT,
more specifically that of President-elect
George W. Bush, has been music to India's
years.

A sharp critic of the "unverifiable and unen-
forceable” treaty, Mr Bush had even gone on
record sometime ago saying that as President,
he would not pressure New Delhi to sign it.

Gen. Shalikashvili, who was chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff from 1993 to 1997, is slat-
ed to submit the report to Mr Clinton today.
According to The New York Times, the report
has concluded that the US must ratify the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty in order to

mount an effective campaign against the
spread of nuclear weapons. o -

While a formal reaction of the-Bush-Clieney
transition may have to await a perusal of the
report, political observers do not expect any
drastic revision in the Republican perception
that the CTBT is "another anachronism of
obsolete strategic thinking".

Gen. Shalikashvili's report, according to The
New York Times, has proposed increased

Nuclear Disarmament

W

spending on verification, greater efforts to
maintain the US's nuclear arsenal and a joint
Senate and Administration review every 10
years to determine whether the treaty is still in
American interests.

The - Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty,
finalised in 1996, can come into force only after
it is approved by the US and 43 other countries
having nuclear research or power reactors.
Britain, France and Russia have signed and rat-
ified the treaty, while India, Pakistan and

"
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North Korea are among the countries that have
not.

After the Republicans rejected his ratifica-
tion bid in October 1999, President Clinton lost
the "leverage” to make India and Pakistan sign
the CTBT during his visit to the subcontinent
last March.

That anyway was a point that Mr Clinton
himself made at Mr Bush's headquarters,
Austin, during the presidential campaign.

A small section of Republicans, however, has
been supportive of the CTBT The most
notable supporter has been Secretary of State-
designate Gen. Colin Powell, who believes the
treaty is "necessary for the safety and reliability
of the world because it will reduce the threat of
nuclear weapon attacks.”

Gen. Powell is even said to have urged India
to sign the treaty during a visit there some years
ago.

In sharp contrast, Defence Secretary-desig-
nate Donald Rumsfeld represents the more
predominant conservative Republican view
that the CTBT would be a stumbling block in
any future US bid to develop newer nuclear

weapons/



