cidéd today to expel the United Na-
tions’ International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA) inspectors who have
been monitoring its frozen nuclear fa-
cilities, official media said.

Late night reports from Vienna said
the JAEA has insisted its inspectors
must stay in North Korea, after
Pyongyang ordered IAEA to pull its
staff out of a controversial nuclear plant.

A letter sent to IAEA director gener-

al Mohatiimed ElBaradei, published by

the state-run- Korean Central News

Agency, said the JAEA inspectors “no
longer have reason to stay” in North
Korea. “Given that inspectors no longer
have reason to stay permanently in our
country, the govérnment has decided to
expel them,” the letter said. The letter
said Pyongyang will “soon get ready to
reactivate” a laboratory, previously
used for reprocessing spent nuclear fuel
rods for weapons-grade plutonium.

‘Pyongyang can’t produce nukes’.

Russia today said that it believes

North Korea does not have the capa-

bilities to build nuclear weapons.
“North Korea does not have the ca-

t together nuclear weap-
ons,” Russian atomic energy minister
Mr Alexander Rumyantsev said.

‘Nukes in 30 days’
Restarting its nuclear reactor could
enable North Korea to produce nucle-
ar weapons in as little as 30 days, ac- -
cording to one of Britain’s leading ex-

- perts, says The Times from London,

Mr John Large, who advised Russia
on handling the sunken nuclear sub-
marine, alleged that North Korea’s was
‘restarting the reactor to produce nucle-
ar weapons. He dismissed the idea that
the power was needed for energy.

7 g BEC 2M



NUCLEAR ISSUE / WAR OF WORDS INTENSIFIES

N. Korea to expel IAEA msﬁvéct ?&

By P. S. Suryanarayana

SINGAPORE, DEC. 27. North Korea
today announced that it had de-
cided to expel the inspectors of
the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA) from the Yong-
byon complex where the con-
troversial  5-mw nuclear
research reactor, which could
yield weapons-grade plutoni-
um, is located. The North Ko-
rean official announcement, as
“monitored in Seoul, is reported
to have prompted the IAEA to
point out in Vienna that the
agency had not so far received
any notification from Pyon-
gyang on this score.

The monitored decision is a
direct sequel to the North Ko-
rean action of beginning the
elaborate process of refuelling
the experimental reactor which
was ‘“unfrozen” in terms of
Pyongyang’s recent controver-
sial announcement on the nu-
clear issue. North Korea's
reasoning context is that the
mandate of the [AEA inspectors
automatically lapsed when
Pyongyang decided to reactiva-
te the frozen nuclear facilities
following America’s stoppage of
supplies of heavy fuel oil.

On arelated plane, North Ko-
rea intensified its war of words
against the U.S. over its per-
ceived arrogance and “pipe
dreams” of subjugating Pyon-
gyang. In South Korea, on the
other hand, its political leaders
sustained their campaign for a
‘peaceful’ resolution of the cri-
sis. The South Korean Foreign
Minister today reiterated that
“international  cooperation”
would be essential to convince
the North of the futility of nu-
clear weaponisation of the kind
apparently contemplated.

RE-ACTIVATING FEARS: The Soviet-designed, 5-megawatt nuclear reactor in
Yongbyon, North Korea, seen in this satellite Image taken in March.

Not surprisingly, the South
Korean Defence Ministry today
issued a policy document that
did not identify the North Ko-
rean Army as “the primary (or
main) enemy’”’. This marked a
departure from South Korea's
perceptions in recent years.
This is being interpreted in re-
gional circles as a sign of South
Korea’s considered desire to en-
gage Pyongyang in some man-
ner so that the two would not
move from their long-time es-
trangement  towards open
hostilities.

TH= HINDY,

The South Korean President,
Kim Dae-jung, reaffirmed op-
position to the North's suspect-
ed policy of making and
deploying weapons of mass de-
struction. Such opposition was
once again laced with an asser-
tion that the South “will contin-

ue to wuse the diplomatic
approach’” to ride out the cur-
rent storm.

This sentiment was shared by
the South’s President-elect, Roh
Moo-hyun, who said today that
“although there are concerns
about the possibility of this is-

sue developing into a war”’, he
remained “confident of resolv-
ing (it) through dialogue”. -

At a different level, the Rums-
feld-speak on the war options
before the U.S. have prompted
much speculation in the region-
al diplomatic circles and in
South Korea's political domain.

The guessing game is about
the level of troops that the U.S.
might send to this theatre, to
buttress America’s existing
presence of 37,000 military per-
sonnel in South Korea.

/
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W |
Defiant Nort%g\ ea removes
monitorinig\zear at N-facility
%Y/ '

Seoul: North Korea, defying world opinion,
said on Sunday it had begun removing UN
monitoring equipment from a nuclear reac-
tor at the centre of the communist state’s
suspected pursuit of nuclear weapons.

Pyongyang’s announcement came after
the International Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA) said North Korea had disabled sur-
veillance devices the agency had placed at
the five-megawatt Yongbyon research reac-
tor, which, the UN believes, was used to make
plutonium meant for use in warheads.

The US, Japan and South Korea urged
North Korea to maintain the freeze on its nu-
clear facilities. The Bush administration has
lumped the reclusive communist state as part
of an “axis of evil” with Iraq and Iran for de-
veloping weapons of mass destruction and
backing international terrorism.

The Yongbyon plant had been closed under
a 1994 agreement with the US in which North
Korea froze its reactors in exchange for ship-
ments of oil and the construction of more
proliferation-proof reactors.

The official Korean Central News Agency
(KCNA) said it began removing the surveil-
lance devices after the UN nuclear watchdog
had not acted on Pyongyang’s demand early
this month to take the equipment away to al-
low the reactor to restart.

“This situation compelled the DPRK

(North Korea) to immediately start the work
of removing the seals and monitoring cam-
eras from the frozen nuclear facilities for
their normal operation to produce electrici-
ty,” it said. North Korea vowed to maintain a

hardline stance, accusing the US and Japan |

of trying to isolate the communist state.
“It is the DPRK’s invariable mode to react
to the US imperialists’ hard-line policy with

the toughest stand,” KCNA said. “To take a |

prudent stand and attitude rather than act-

. ing rashly by following the US in the Korean

problem is more beneficial to Japan’s exis-
tence and security” KCNA said North Korea
needed to end the nuclear reactor freeze “be-
cause the US unilaterally abandoned its com-
mitment to supply heavy oil in compensation
for the loss of electricity”.

The US, South Korea, Japan and the Euro-
pean Union moved to halt the oil supplies in
response to US revelations of a North Korean
nuclear weapons programme using highly
enriched uranium. North Korea’s move came
two days after South Koreans elected a new
President who campaigned against using
pressure and sanctions to press Pyongyang to
resolve the nuclear crisis.

Ruling party President-elect Roh Moo-
hyun vowed to continue outgoing president
Kim Dae-jung’s “sunshine policy” of}id' and
dialogue with the North. reuters
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party President-elect  Roh
Moo-Hyun vowed to continue
outgoing President Kim Dae-

jung’s “Sunshme Policy” of aid

strates the fact that defeat -
awaits those who stir up con- -
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Japan and the - European
Union moved to halt the oil
supplies in response to US rev-
elations of a second North Ko-
rean nuclear weapons pro-
gramme using highly enriched
uraniurn. The IAEA has been
carrying out limited monitoring
in North Korea since the early

- 1990s, thoygh it has never been

allpwed to conduct intrusive in-
spections aimed at fleshing out
asecret weapons programume.
The IAEA has repeatedly
called on Pyongyang ta stick to
the 1994 agreement and said
that it “deplored” North Ko-
rea’s insistence that it has a
right to develop nuclear
weapons. US State Depart-
ment spokesman Lou Fintor

apan regrets move,
urges restraint

§ TOKYO: Japan said on
Sunday that N Korea's hove
to disable monitoring equip-
ment at a nuclear reactor,
suspected of being used to
make weapons-grade pluto-
nitim, was regrettable and
-urged Pyongyang notto
restart its programme. "That
the North has taken this ac-
tion s regrettable in light of
its obligations cording to
the agresment,” the Foreign
Ministry said.“We urge N Ko-
r6a to maintain its freeze on .
allits nuclear facilities,” he
said. — Reuters

said Washington was still estab-
lishing exactly what North Ko-
rea had done, although it did
not appear Pyongyang had dis-
turbed seals or cameras at the
reprocessing plant or at the
spent fuel-pond where 8,000
spent fuel rods were stored.
South Korean officials
urged North Korea to restore
the monitoring devices. “We
will apply diplomatic pressure
through close cooperation
with the US, Japan, China,
Russia and the international
community so that North Ko-
rea takes measures for restora-
tion,” said Shim Yoon-Joe,
head of North American af-
fairs at South Korea’s Foreign
Affairs Ministry.  — Reuters



S to supply
'UN secret
ata on

Washington/Baghdad,
December 21

THE US was poised on Saturday
to hasten the moment of truth
over Iraqi disarmament by giv-
ing UN arms inspectors secret
data on suspected weapon sites
and the names of scientists like-
1y to have inside information.

Washington and London,
meanwhile, signalled the
prospect of a ground and air war
to be fought to topple Iraqi Pres-
ident Saddam Hussein in early
2003 was now increasingly likely,

President George W Bush can-
celled a trip to Africa at a few
weeks’ notice while the US mili-

, tary forged ahead with a build-
up that could have more than
100,000 troops in the Gulf region
in January or February.

Bush on Friday called the arms
declaration provided by Iraq in
response to UN Security Council
Resolution 1441 “disappointing”,
echoing the grim tone of Secre-
tary of State Colin Powell who
had condemned it as a “material
breach” of the resolution.

The US, seeking a swift con-
clusion to the arms inspection
process initiated by Resolution
1441 last month, said it planned
to give the UN inspectors new in-
telligence on sites where Iraq
may be hiding its weapons of
mass destruction program either
on Friday or over the weekend.

There was no indication early
on Saturday that the data had
been provided yet. Officials said
the information would involve
fewer than six sites where US In-
telligence believed Irag has “sus-
picious chemical weapons or ele-
ments of production”.

“We may make suggestions...
possibly next week,” said a sen-
ior US official. The US also
wants inspectors to take Iragi
scientists out of the country to
interview them about weapons
programmes. “If you get the
right defector, that’s all you

"HE HINDUSTAN TRME

on Iraq

US vetoes resolution
against Israel -

THE US on Friday vetoed a
Syrian-sponsored UN Secu-
rity Council resolution con-
demning Israel for the re-
cent killings of a Briton and
two Palestinians working
for the UN in the West Bank
and Gaza. Twelve council
members, including UK,
voted in favour and Bulgar-
ia and Cameroon abstained.
But the negative vote by the
US, one of five permanent
council members with veto
power, meant the resolution
was not adopted.

On Saturday, Israel used
armoured combat vehicles
to enforce new blockades in
the Gaza Strip after a
crackdown on militants.

Reuters, UN

need,” said a senior official.

Critical January dates

In New York, UN Security Coun-
cil members agreed to appoint
Germany as chairman of the
council’s sanctions panel on Iraq
after the White House dropped
its Opposition, diplomats said.

The Security Council asked
the arms inspectors on Friday to
provide a detailed assessment of
Iraq’s arms declaration on Janu-
ary 9, in another effort to evalu-
ate Baghdad’s claim it no longer
has weapons of mass destruc-
tion, diplomats said.

After the decision by the US to
declare Iraq in “material
breach” there had been specula-
tion that a Security Council ap-
pearance by Blix on January 27 -
could be a critical date for Bush #
to make a decision about launch- 4
ing a military attack.
Reuters §

&
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SEOUL, Dec. 18. — North Korea
conducted high explosive tests for nu-

clear weapons clandestinely after it -

agreed to freeze its nuclear program
under an accord with the USA in 1994,
a South Korean newspaper said today.

Quoting unidentified government
officials, the Chosun Ilbo said North
Korea carried out 70 high exp],oswe
tests since 1998 for its secret program
to produce nuclear weapons-based on
plutonium.

US military intelligence passad on
the information about the téstd“td’
South Korea’s Joint Chiefs of Staff
chairman Mr Lee Nam-Shin on 5 De-
cember during high-level security talks
in Washington, the newspaper said.

South Korean officials refused to
comment on the report which the
newspaper said showed that the Sta-
linist country had violated the 1994 ac-

N Rorea conduct
nu e tests: report

Shield will

€

WASHINGTON Dec. 18 — The US decxsmn to deploy a mlssxlc shie}d Vaﬂ
have a deterrent effect on North Korea, the US defence secretary Mr D(maid

Rumsfeld has said,

Asked if the decision to degloy the shicld would send s signal to Pyongys

which has said it was reactivating its mothballed nuclear

Mr Rumsfeld said yesterday: “It should”. “There is nothing symbolic,” he said.
“To the extent that we have the caft‘;l ability it will have a deterrent effect” Tense
g

North Korean-US relations havi

it a new low after Pyongyang said it was re-

starting its nuclear weapons programme which had been suspended under-a

1994 agreement with the USA. — AFP

cpr1d freezmg its plutomum-producmg
ritclear | plants. “On such reports, we
will maintain our neither confirm nor
deny policy,” a military official said.
The US Defence Intelligence Agen-
cy also told South Korean officials in
Washington that North Korea began
building a nuclear plant based on en-
riched uranium in 2000, with equip-
ment from Pakistan, South Korea’s

THE STATESMAL

newspaper said. Pakistan has denied
reports in The New York Times that it
provided North Korea with designs for
gas centrifuges and machinery it needs
for its enriched uranium project.

North Korea threatened last week
to restart its frozen plutonium-based
nuclear plant after Washington cut
regular fuel shipments to the energy-
starved country. -
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“America charges ﬁaq With

" mate

Washmgton The US is posmg ing it-
self for war after asserting that Iraq is
in “material breach” of UN resolutions
and charging it with “deception, dis-
sembling and lying”, a charge immedi-
ately rejected by Baghdad.

“If Iraq continues its pattern of de-
ception, dissembling and lying and if
that is the way it continues through the
weeks ahead, we are not going to find a
peaceful solution to this problem,” sec-
i retary of state Colin Powell said at a
i press conference here.

Omissions in Iraqi arms declaration
meant that Baghdad was “well on its
way to losing this last chance” to avoid
military action, he said, adding “We are
doing everything we can to avoid war.”

He called Iraq’s 12,000-page declara-
tion “a catalogue of recycled mforma
tion and flagrant omissions: TR is a
new material breach on the part of
Baghdad, following many violations
over the past decade,” Mr Powell said.

Iraq rejected the US charges, accus-
ing Washington of trying to find an ex-
cuse to topple the Saddam Hussein gov-
ernment. “The Untied States has made
it clear that the matter is not disarma-
ment but to change the legitimate gov-
ernment of Iraq,” Iraq’s deputy ambas-
sador at UN Muhammed S Ali said.
Iraq, he said, was not in material breach

bre@ch

, d

eption

and the US position was
not shared by other secu-
rity council members.

UN weapons inspec-
tors supported Washing-
ton’s contention on Iraqi
declaration, saying the

- document had little new
Colin Powell 1aterial and huge gaps.
Briefing the UN security council, the
weapons inspectors, headed by Hans
Blix, stopped short of suggesting that
Iraq was in “material breach” but gave
enough ammunition to Washington to
buttress its contention that Iraq had
committed another. Iraq has a lot of
questions to answer, they said.

US ambassador to UN John Negro-
ponte echoed Mr Powell’s views, charg-
ing Iraq with defying the United Na-
tions, deception and concealment.

On Iraq’s arms declaration, he said,
“It should be obvious that this pattern of
systematic holes and gaps in Irag’s dec-
laration is not the result of accidents,
editing oversights or technical mis-
takes. These are material omissions,
constitute another material breach.”

In a clear and firm statement, Mr Ne-
groponte said the declaration clearly
showed that Iraq had spurned its lag
opportunity to comply with its djsdr-
mament obligations. agencies

2 10EC 2002

THE TIMES OF INDL




) g -0 ATejITIw youney 0} 5&8 us9q
; Sey - UOISIodp ou jey} osiseqd
) . . -wis 0} Juem I ing,, o%mm 9 m

i ‘porrad Sutusatayul
- 1 ut swrwreadoad stodeam
-P1qJI0j & piing 03 paty} pey beajy
Joouad ou pey 9y pres 1operediy
paweyoN pesy vy VI ing ‘beJ]
ut aae uorssSTwmIo) uwonoads
-U] pue UOTIROULIaA ‘SULIOIUOIN
N 9y3 pue (VAV]) A>uddy A3
-I3UH JTWO0)Y TRUONBUISNU] oY)
woay s31a9dxa Q0T uey) aI0N
ABPO) SIIIS BUTU 18]
18 paYyoIeas ‘UoIIdNIISIp SR
Jo suodram paga[e s,Weppes 0]
Juny Irey} Jo ypam Y1mojy syl Bug
-3ae)s ‘saojoadsut N[ ‘beay ug
‘presay ,‘arep
-Ueul JBY] JO 1oraiq € SI a1ay)
2J1oYM 90.I0] 95N M SUOTINTOSAI
NQ oy} 13m Ajdurod 03 weppes
JUBM M SIOM JISY) Op 0) S10}
-oadsuy oy} Juem ap “JBuwiAo[dap
A>ua3urjuo? e st SgL,, Xem proae
{1118 PINOO ureppeg pres Jrejgq
. uon

0] U0OOH :,Em.wwmo&n Suraq uorn}
-0B AXejfIul Jo JuaAs ay) ur 3ur
-Jedaad st 3utop ade am 1eym,,
Temaqq
-1ssod e 10j dn xea3 0] szeamjoem
-Uel SULIB PUE S]STATSAT ‘Sd00T)}
P10} SBY JUIWUIIA08 9, LS
a[qrssod e Jo peaye Jmo 9y}
0} sarddns AJej([iw pue Jnour
-Te £aeay Axxeo 0] diys jueyoiowt
a8.aef e 10J Aepo} I9pPIO ISAT] SIT
pade[d pey a0uaJep Jo Ansturuwt
3y} pres eoanos Jurddiys v
“uorjoe ATejITU pat-Sl
Aue ur 910x A9y e Lerd 0} pajoad
-X8 aJe sAood) YsSIag 'a[qeiAe
Ul JOU  JUSuTWWl  J3Yjaou
sem JOIQJUO0d Passax)s ng Tem
arqrssod 103 Surredsad sem A1}
-UMo9 9} PAULITJUOD UCOH JJ03D)
AXe19I09s 90ULJep ‘uteyag uf

saaedaad ureyag
‘uayods pey
XI1g J191J€ I9ISSOP 3y} UO JoTpIaA

Teury e pajoadxa oy Aepo) pres [0
.Bom urjoD aje)s Jo A1ejatoss

F»Qu\ MOLIOUK
-0} [IPPROTS A11IN03S N 3Y3 03

uoTjeeap 1bedy a3 uo UOILIUI
-saad e ayetn 0} anp ST X1g SUBH
Jojoadsur swire N JBIYD
"pappE 9y, ‘UOTIEIB[I3P AU UT
swarqoxd ynoqe pue uofjese[osp
9] Ul SUOISSIWIO JNOqe Patliad
U0 ST JUapPISaId 9y L, ‘U00S U0
-eIeroap oY) 0] asuodsad feurioj e
dABY PTNOM §[] U3 pres 1ayastafg
11V uewsayods 9asnoH ajrym
*s.aeak Juadad ur £8ofouyoa;
Jestonu jydnos A[padaie sey
11 Aym uterdxe JoU pIp pue sjusase
{eot80[01q pue [BITWAYD J0j
1UNnodoe 0} parre] pey beay paisasd
-8ns motaaa Areuruisad e pres
aaey sjewo[dip N1 pue S
quowr
STy} JOT[Iea N(] 9y} 0} sowmweid
-0xd surie SH U0 UoljeIER[O9pD
9y} pajuasaxd ‘swae [edrwayo
Jo 1eordoforq Jesponu Lue 3ui
-ABY S9TUap YoTyMm ‘pepyded
Jem 10] a5enduel oneuwtoldip
— :mmocmzcmmgo SnorIas,, 8&

Jo sswiwea804d suodeam Ss)1 U0
UBaD 302 03 3QueYD Ise] e beay
aae8 yjuow 3se] pajdope uonny
-08al Trouno) A3ILmoas NN vV
«Apoqou {00}, pinom suodeam
pauueq ou pey beay sousjaad,,
sulessny weppesg juapisalg
pue SUOISSIWO SNoOJAQO,, Pey
UCTIBIB[O8D 9] PIeS meIIS Yoepy
Axejaaoas usdraao] ysprIg
‘strerd Aouod
-urjuo0 3snf axem Jem 10y dn Jead
031 Saaoul PaIsSISUl nq suodesm
sy uo Jo1ssop s,beaf noqe
wistonndeds  peaadsapim  sem
3193 pres ‘beaj isurede g ay)
Yirm pausife A1unod sy arerg
AUo(, J0ISTUTIA SUILLJ YSTIIG
Jem ajqissod
Jo ased ut uoldad ayj ut dn-prmg
ATeI[IW SN B YIIM PIpPIOUIod
pue auoz ay) Suriojtuout seueid
Aq s931s 90UBJap Jre 1bel] uo sAep
2ALJ UT {OBNR Y1IN0J a1} Sem 1]
‘pres Axe}
-I[IW S |y} ‘Buoz , AfJ-0u,, e oJul
WIdSAS ‘/mvﬁ 9[Igoul B paaoul

19 DEC 20m

TME TELEGRAPH

sa0.10j 1bea] Jeyye saousjep Jre
uo paJyy beay uiaynos Surfjosy
-ed wuoneaado ysmag-sSn e
woJj sauejdaep aem J0] 108811}
alerpawt} Ue SB UOTN[0sat N
a1} JO UOIIE[OTA € 91D JOU pmom
uysng pres srelopyo-gn mg
'suodeam s3 UGHHERT auxda J0u
S30D 31 J1 8010 A kA wLIEETD 0
PaudIRaI) Sey HOBUTYSEM
gﬁﬁﬁw
-0ad suodeam .-w&Q:n pue
1eo13o101q .ﬁmo:aese pejoadsns
s,pepyseq as0[ISIP 0} S[rej Aes
STRIOIIJO SN YITYM ‘TI0TIBIBIOSD
surxe a3ed-000°Z1 §,bRI] Uy  SUOLS
-STWIo0  jnoqe En%agp_ sem
usng pres asnoH SfyM syl
J9P.I0 JUSUIBTLIESTP N} B JO U0}
-e[o1A Ut bea] SurIe[oop yaam STy}
JuBUWAdUNOUULR ATOH] B SSNOSIP
'0} Aepoy} sapre doy jour ysng M
951095 JuapIsad SN (sINaY)
81 "0a(] ‘uopuoy/ucidupysem

IDOUYINY ONVATIAS
(INVANVTTIOH FAALS

iA beay s.aeppop o) ysng -




V7

SEOUL, DEC. 14. Nonth Korea
hinted on Saturday it Would re-
move seals and sutveillance
cametras from its nuckear facil-
| ities on its own if the United Na-
tions’ nuclear watchdog doesn’t
do so immediately.

On Thursday, Pyongyang an-
nounced it was reviving its fro-
zen nuclear facilities to
generate badly needed electric-
ity, and asked the International
Atomic Energy Agency in a let-
ter to remove the seals and sur-
veillance cameras.

North Korea’s new letter on
Saturday threatened to take ac-
tion ‘unilaterally’.

Under a deal with the U.S. in
1994, the North froze nuclear
facilities suspected of being
used for weapons development,

.S/

Ho -

and allo ed the IAEA to mon-
itor the freeze using the seals
and cameras.

The IAEA had asked North
Korea to act with restraint and
cooperate with inspections.

On Saturday, North Korea
sent the IAEA another letter,
asking for the removal of sur-
veillance seals and cameras “at
the earliest possible date.”

“If the IAEA fails to expedi-
tiously take measures to meet
our request, we will take neces-
sary measures unilaterally,”
said the letter by Ri Je Son, Di-
rector-General of the North’s
General Department of Atomic
Energy, to the IAEA.

The contents of the letter
were reported by the North's
foreign news outlet, Korean
Central News Agency.

TH:= HINDUL

“"N. Korea steps up pressure

In the latest letter, North Ko-
rea again accused the United
States of violating the 1994
agreement by halting fuel oil
shipments.

As a reward for the North's
freeze, a U.S.-led international
consortium had promised to
build two modern nuclear reac-
tors in North Korea and supply
it with 500,000 tons of substi-
tute fuel oil annually.

The U.S. officials say the
North Koreans told them that
they had another nuclear weap-
ons programme, and the U.S.
and its allies halted oil ship-
ments beginning in December.

North Korea said the suspen-
sion of oil supplies prompted it
to decide to revive its frozen nu- ,
clear facilities. — AP .

2.
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Ski‘dding-ém Scuds

The US ﬂ1p flop on missile supplies endangers
M)jon -proliferation 9% -8 A} 1~

LE are the ways of the
powerful, and the starkly contradictory
US policies on non-proliferation at the
present jugcture has only added substance
to this view. On the one hand, the US has
been insisting on pre-emptive use of force,
and according to the strategy proposed to
the Congress, overwhelming force, against
proliferation. On the other, is the kid glove
treatment of North Korea which, accord-
ing to senior US officials and other evi-
dence, is a confirmed proliferator of nu-
clear weapons and ballistic missiles.
Credible evidence has also emerged from
the US that Pakistan supplied nuclear
weapons technology to North Koreainre-
turn for ballistic missiles for nuclear
weapons delivery against India. At one
end is the readiness to go to war against
Iraq in the name of counter-proliferation,
at the other end is the permissiveness in
dealing with perceived allies.

North Korean ballistic missiles sup-
plies to Pakistan, Yemen, Iran and other
countries have been central to the rapid
spread of nuclear-capable ballistic missiles
inourregion. In fact, Pakistan’s nuclear ar-
senal isbelieved tobe more advanced than
that of India’s, primarily because of the ex-

NNOIAN EXPRESL

ternal flow of technology and material
from East Asia. If known transfers of mis-

* siles and nuclear technology in the region

are any indication, itis possible that a great
deal more has been happening on the pro-
liferation front than assumed in most
cases. The question is how the interna-
tional community led by the US responds
tothe challenge.

The US, under pressure from Yemen,
reversed its decision and asked Spanish
navy to release the ship carrying SCUD
missiles from North Korea. On the other
hand, North Korea has threatened to
restart its nuclear power reactors —which
could produce material for weapons — if
oil supplies promised under the 1994 agree-
ment are not kept up. If the way the US
handled the proliferation challenges that
emerged into public domain during the
past two months is any indication of Wash-
ington’scommitment toits announced poli-
cies, then the world ismore likely towitness
spread of WMD to non-state actors and
terrorists in future, Proliferation of WMD
(including missiles), and promiscuous re-

. sponse to proliferation, would only provide

incentives for more proliferation either for
defence orforoffensive strategies.
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Pyongyang hits back,

to restart N-plant

Seoul, December 12 /

@/%}&M

RAISING FEARS of a nuclear
crisis on the Korean Peninsula,
North Korea said on Thursday
that it will immediately reacti-
vate a nuclear power plant that
US officials suspect was being
used to develop weapons.

A North Korean Foreign Min-
istry spokesman said his coun-
try would revive the old, Soviet-
designed nuclear reactor and
resume construction of other
nuclear facilities to supply des-
perately needed power. KCNA,
the North’s state-run news
agency, quoted the spokesman
but did not name him.

The nuclear programine was
suspended under a 1994 deal
with Washington, averting a
possible war on the Korean
Peninsula. Experts say North
Korea could quickly extract
enough plutonium from its old
facilities to make several nu-
clear weapons.

The official said North Korea
was obliged to revive the pro-
gramme because of the US-led
decision last month to suspend
annual 500,000-tonne oil ship-
ments to the North. The sus-
pension of the shipments — a
Key provision of the 1994 deal —
was designed to pressure Py-
ongyang to give up a more re-
cent nuclear programme based
on uranium enrichment.

The United States says the
uranium-based programme vio-
lated a nuclear arms control
clause in the 1994 pact.

“The prevailing situation
compelled the (North Korean)
Government to lift its measure
for nuclear freeze... and imme-

-1 ‘Victorious’ Yemen

awaits missiles

AFTER FORCING the US
to beat a swift and public
retreat, Yemen remained
silent on Thursday on de-
tails of the delivery of
North Korean Scud mis-
siles and warheads.

Yemeni sources said the
unflagged freighter which
had been seized by two
Spanish frigates from a
US-led international coun-
terterrorism fleet was ex-
pected to dock under cover
of darkness.

The port of call was
likely to be Aden, on the
south-western tip of the
Arabian peninsula, or Al-
Hodeida on Yemen’s Red
Sea coast, facing Eritrea.

AFP Aden

diately resume the operation
and construction of its nuclear
facilities to generate electrici-
ty,” the spokesman was quoted
as saying in comments that
were monitored by South Ko-
rea’s Yonthap news agency.
“Our country faced an imme-
diate problem in electricity gen-
eration because the US has vir-
tually abandoned its obliga-
tions,” the spokesman said.
“Our principled stand is that
the nuclear crisis on the Korean
Peninsula should be resolved
peacefully. It’s totally up to the
US whether” we will freeze our
nuclear facilities again.”
Although the spokesman left

“HE HINDUSTAN Thic,

P \W\/
open the possibility of dialogue
to solve the standoff, the
prospect that North Korea
might reactivate its plutonium-
based nuclear programme had
long been feared by US and
South Korean officials.

South Korean President Kim
Dae-Jung, who has sought to
reconcile with North Korea, re-
ceived a briefing from his na-
tional security advisers.

US Defence Secretary Donald
H Rumsfeld has said he believes
North Korea already has one or
two nuclear weapons. The com-
munist country is also a major
vendor of missiles and missile
technology.

The North Korean announce-
ment followed the seizure and
release this week of a ship car-
rying North Korean Scud mis-
siles to Yemen. North Korea’s
missile customers have also in-
cluded Libya, Iran, Syria, Pak-
istan and Egypt.

“We can only speculate that
yesterday’s incident and North
Korea’s electricity shortage in
the winter propelled North Ko-
rea to make a response,” said
Kim Sung-Han of the State-run
Institute of Foreign Affairs and
National Security in Seoul.

US officials say North Korea
told them in October that it had
a secret programme to enrich
uranium to make nuclear
weapons. The Bush administra-
tion has vowed to try to solve
the problem through diplomacy.

Under the 1994 pact, North Ko-
rea agreed to freeze the plutoni-
um programme in return for two
modern, light-water reactors
built by a US-led consortium.

AP
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SEOUL, Dec. 12. — North Korea today
said it will immediately reactivate its frozen
nuclear facilities in a major escalation of its
confrontation with the USA, South Korea’s
Yonhap news agency reported.

A North Korean foreign ministry
spokesman said his country would revive a
suspected nuclear weapons programme
that it froze in a 1994 deal with the USA,
Yonhap said. The official said North Korea
did so because of the US-led decision to
suspend oil shipments last month to punish
the North for a regently revegle
nuclear prg “0

generation beditse thie
abandoned its obhganons,

crisis on the Korean Pemnsula should be
resolved peacefully,” the spokesman said.
“It’s totally up to the USA whether we will
freeze our nuclear facilities again.” The
declaration- signaled .a deepening of
tension between North Korea and the

N KoreVa to }ew

USA hich is trying to pressure the
Communist country to abandon its nuclear
ambitions. The North  Korean
announcement also followed the seizure
and release of a ship carrying what US
officials said were North Korean missiles
bound for Yemen.

US officials say North Korea told them
in October that it had a secret programme
to enrich uranium to make nuclear
weapons. The Bush administration has
vowed to try to solve the problem through
diplomacy.

But North Korea’s declaration that it
would reactivate a plutonium-based
nuclear programme that it suspended in
1994 is a development that officials in
Seoul and Washington have long feared as
a worst-case scenario.

Under the Agreed Framework, signed in
Geneva on 21 October, 1994, energy-
starved North Korea agreed to freeze a
suspected nuclear weapons programme in
return for two modern, light-water
reactors built by a US-led consortium.
Supporters said the deal was an anchor of
engagement between North Korea and the

- - o
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outside world, while critics saxd thc p@h;ect L
was not economically sound.

Emergency meeting: Even . as South
Korean government officials said they
have yet to see the North Korean,
statement, and had no immediate
commerit, the government called -an
emergency security meeting today in
response to the North Korean threat to

“immediately” reactivate its nuclear
programme, adds AFP from Seoul,

South Korean President Mr Kim Dae-
Jung convened the seeting of his sequrity
council after the North Korean
announcement. The meeting at tk
presidential Blue House, convened wa:
chaired by unification minister ‘Mr Jcon%
Se-Hyun and attended by top-leve
intelligence, foreign policy and security
officials, a spokesman said. i

A cautious spokesman from th
ministry, which handles policy on N
Korea, said it was too early to speculate o!
the impact of the announcement “It cam¢f
as a surprise to our government. We didn’
expect North Korea to take such a

action,” said Mr Hang Sang-nln/
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THE SEIZURE BY U.S. and Spanish naval forces
of an unflagged ship carrying Scud missiles des-
patched from North Korea to Yemen and its,
quick release, following strong protests by the
authorities in Sana’a, have come as yet another
illustration of the manner in which Washing-
ton's pursuit of near-term objectives is subvert-
ing the goal of global non-proliferation. In
selling 15 missiles (along with conventional war-
heads and rocket propellants) to another coun-
try, North Korea was clearly pursuing an agenda
of proliferation and the U.S. Deputy Secretary of
State, Richard Armitage, has stated as much. Yet,
apart from critical comments by Mr. Armitage
and other senior officials, the U.S. does not ap-
pear to be keen on initiating any moves against
North Korea. There have been other credible re-
ports — not officially denied by Washington
though vehemently refuted by Islamabad — that
Pyongyang had supplied Pakistan with long-
range missiles in payment for the knowhow to
produce nuclear weapons material by means of
the uranium enrichment process. Even as North
Korea appears to have launched a garage sale of
its missiles, the U.S. has done little to indicate
that the problem will be addressed either by re-
invigorating treaty commitments in place or
through punitive measures. In a global context
where Washington is clearly itching to attack
Iraq ostensibly because the regime in Baghdad is
pursuing a proliferation agenda (a charge that
will remain unproven until documents recently
submitted by Iraq are scrutinised), U.S. policy is
confusing at best, crudely hypocritical at worst.
The country marked out for invasion and pos-
sible occupation because it is said to follow a
proliferation agenda is an Iraq that is rich in oil
reserves. On the other hand, the country that is
clearly promoting proliferation is impoverished
North Korea which owns few assets of interest to
Washington. When these circumstances are tak-
en into consideration the inescapable conclu-
sion is that U.S. policy is far from being as
principled as it is made out to be.

e
E N\ON-P OLIFERATION

no-1%

ile North Korea was the source of supply in

\(L‘{XI
bodth cases other significant points in common

between the two different sets of circumstances
are that the recipients are important factors in
the U.S. administration’s war against terror and
that Washington has preferred to excuse their
transgressions. In respect of Pakistan, Washing-
ton has advanced the weak defence that the nu-
clear knowhow for the missile deal was
concluded before the military coup and that the
President, Pervez Musharraf’s hands are there-
fore clean. Such advocacy takes little note of re-
ports that this barter trade was carried on even
after Gen. Musharraf took power and it also ig-
nores the Pakistan military’s close control over
that country’s nuclear assets. Yemen appeared to
have been in flagrant violation of a commitment
given to the U.S. last year that it would not pur-
chase any more North Korean missiles if Wash-
ington refrained from imposing sanctions for
similar deals made in the past. After the missile-
bearing vessel was stopped in the Arabian Sea,
Sana’a protested that the shipment was ordered
before the commitment was given. In releasing
the shipment Washington has, strangely enough,
provided Yemen with even more leeway by ex-
plaining that the “commitment” given did not
have anywhere near the same binding force as a
treaty.

Both Yemen and Pakistan have clearly recog-
nised that the U.S. is so desperately in need of
their assistance in the war against terrorism that
they have space to operate as they desire in areas
of less immediate concern to Washington. The
manner in which Washington has conducted it-
self in these two instances does have lessons for
India as it tries to calibrate the extent to which
the U.S. will back up its statements on principle.
That aside, the rest of the international commu-
nity has to more effectively make the U.S. under-
stand that other important goals on the global
agenda cannot be indefinitely put off or subvert-
ed even though the fight against terror is a high

priority. //
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N. Korean missile carrier

mtercepte(}(near

Washington: In the first co\lkrete evi-
dence of Pyongyang’s continuing mis-
sile proliferation, a dozen Scud mis-
siles were found hidden in a ship orig-
inating from North Korea and be-
lieved to be heading for Yemen, which
has been identified by the US as a na-
tion that harbours terrorists.

The ship was stopped by Spanish
warships in the Arabian Sea about
1,000 km east of the Horn of Africa and
a search resulted in the discovery of
about a dozen short-to-medium range
missiles similar to those used by Irag
during the Kuwait war. Accordingtoa
report, 20 containers were found con-
cealed under 40,000 sacks of cement.
They were said to be full of missiles,
warheads, rocket motors and fuel cells.

The vessel, So San, had been under
surveillance by US intelligence since it
left North Korea during the middle of
last month, a US official said. The
Spanish frigate and an accompanying
support ship called on the cargo ship to
stop its engines and fired a warning
shot when it refused. “It was boarded
early yesterday southeast of Yemen—
far out to sea and so unquestionably in
international waters,” the official said.

The decision to take over the ship,
was approved “at the highest levels of
the administration”, he said, adding

Yemen

that American gh;)e ts were examin-
ing the seizure. When the Spanish of-
ficials boarded it, they found that the
captain was a North Korean and alert-
ed a US ship in the area which sent out
inspectors.

US deputy secretary of state Richard
Armitage, now on aVvisit to China, said
America’s suspicions that North Korea
was involved in proliferation of nu-
clear weapons were confirmed with the
seizure. “Obviously, this was suspected
by American authorities for some time.
North Korea...is one of the major pro-
liferators and it appears she was busy
proliferating again,” he said. North Ko-
rea and Pakistan are said to be helping
each other clandestinely in their mis-
sile and nuclear weapons programme,

The seizure comes as Washington
tries to pressure Pyongyang to aban-
don its nuclear weapons programme.
Meanwhile, the Yemeni government
admitted on Wednesday that it had or-
dered Scud missiles from North Korea
and strongly protested to the United |
States and Spain over their intercep-
tion of the shipment on the high seas.

Foreign Minister Abu Baker Abdul-
lah ai-Kurbi called US ambassador Ed-
mund Hull to his office and handed
over a letter of protest, the official
SABA news agency reported. agencies
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Japan, IAEA mount
pressure on )C

»*" North Korea?
\/ By P. S. Suryanarayana /g\/(\ \ ‘

SINGAPORE, NOV. 29. Japan today strongly urged North Korea to
“take concrete action, promptly, to dismantle its nuclear weap-
ons programme”.

The move to pressure Pyongyang follows the adoption of a
sensitive report on North Korea by the International Atomic En-
ergy Agency (IAEA) in Vienna today.

It is in this context that Japan announced that it would host an
international conference on the Wider Adherence to Strength-
ened IAFA Safeguards in Tokyo on December 9-10.

The Japanese Foreign Ministry said that the conference would
turn the spotlight on the IAEA’s “additional protocols” (as dis-
tinct from the original ones). .

These relatively new protocols, which Japan and 27 other
countries have ratified, are designed to give the IAEA some much
needed operational space to monitor and carry out sampling
studies at sites to detect unregistered nuclear development
activities.

The North Korean question falls within and also outside the
ambit of these additional IAFA protocols. At today’s meeting in |
Vienna, the IAFA Board of Governors adopted what a Japanese ‘\
official characterised as a ‘resolution’ on North Korea’s compli- i
ance with its own obligations under the Nuclear Non-Prolifer- |
ation Treaty (NPT). i

Summarising the “gist of this resolution”, a Japanese official
said that the Board of Governors arrived at a ‘consensus’ that
North Korea’s ongoing uranium enrichment programme as also
Pyongyang’s “other covert nuclear activities” would constitute a ;
‘violation’ of that country’s international commitments includ-
ing its “safeguards agreement with the IAEA” in the NPT context.

The IAEA Board was also said to have called upon North Korea
to “give up any nuclear weapons programme expeditiously and
in a verifiable manner”. Within the framework of the IAEA’s
proactive assessment of North Korea, Japan called upon Pyon-
gyang to “make a positive response’” to the international agency’s
letters seeking an ‘explanation’ of their uranium enrichment
programme.

The IAEA has also offered to send senior officials to North
Korea to seek clarifications about this programme.

Tokyo said that the Kim il Jong regime could utilise such chan-
nels as the Japan-North Korea normalisation talks as also their

ilateral security talks. In taking this line, the Japanese official
id not, however, go into the specifics of what seems to be a
eadlock in these bilateral talks.

However, Japan underlined yet again that it would work in
‘close cooperation with both the U.S. and the Republic of Korea”
to bring Pyongyang under a strategic-diplomatic squeeze. The
IAEA move is a sequel to N. Korea’s recent admission about its
nuclear weapons programme (with or without Pakistan’s sus-
pected collaboration). On a separate but related track, a senior
North Korean Foreign Ministry official is reported to have told
the Japanese media today Pyongyang “will also produce things
that are even more powerful than (the) nuclear (weapons)”.
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" India will not be party to code

\
\ By Amit Baruah

NEW DEAHI, NOV. 15. India will not
be a party to the International
Code of Conduct against Ballis-
tic Missile Proliferation (ICOC)
to be signed by consenting
countries at a conference in The
Hague, Netherlands, on No-
vember 25-26. The Foreign Of-
fice spokesman today said that
India’s decision would not,
however, have any impact on its
firm opposition to the spread of
ballistic missile technology and
commitment to maintain effec-
ive export controls.

India had participated in two
‘ounds of negotiations in Paris
January 2002) and Madrid
June), but found that the final
COC document referred to
nissile development and space
iaunch vehicles without proper
distinction. (Separately, sources
said that apart from India, Chi-
na, Pakistan, Iran, Syria and Is-
rael were not likely to associate
themselves with the ICOC. They
said that while the Missile Tech-
nology Control Regime coun-
tries, which includes the U.S,,
had taken the lead in drafting
the Code, the European Com-
mission had been actively asso-
ciated with it). The spokesman

said that India found it difficult
to accept missile proliferation
and space launch vehicles as an
amalgam and the implied ques-
tioning of the right to peaceful
uses of space technology.

The draft code said that the
subscribing States must recog-
nise the need for transparency
on missile and space launch ve-
hicle programmes to ensure
that launch programmes were
not used to “conceal” missile
development. “Even as a first
step, the ICOC lacks adequate
flexibility to accommodate eq-
uitably the core concerns of In-
dia which is not a party to the
existing discriminatory non-
proliferation and technology
denial regimes.

In fact, the political thrust of
the document is analogous to
that of these regimes which it
aims to supplement,” he said.

“These regimes have proved
ineffective in preventing the ac-
quisition of ballistic missile
technology or nuclear weapon
development through clandes-
tine transfers and linkages. De-
terioration in India’s security
environment has taken place
despite their existence,” the
spokesman argued. While India
could not adhere to the ICOC, it

. against missile proliferation

was ready to work with like-
minded countries towards a
more inclusive, balanced and
equitable approach to dealing
with the threat posed by missile
proliferation.

“The position of India on the
ICOC will in no way detract
from its resolve to pursue re-
sponsible and cooperative pol-
icies to curb proliferation of
ballistic missile technology,”
the spokesman added. The sub-
scribing States, the draft code
said, would have to prevent and
curb ballistic missile systems
capable of “delivering weapons
of mass destruction” and the
need to “continue pursuing ap-
propriate international endeav-
ours”, including through the
code.

India's point, sources said,
was that the ICOC pointedly re-
stricted itself to missiles capable
of delivering nuclear payloads,
but did not extend itself to con-
ventional payloads. On this
point, the draft code’s objective
was to ‘curb and prevent the
proliferation of ballistic missiles
capable of delivering weapons
of mass destruction, both at a
global and regional level
through multilateral, bilateral

and national endeavours.' esist.
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HE MEDIA is full of reports

about the U.S. President,

George W. Bush, itching to

go to war in Iraq, against
protests fram the world community
urging restraint. Other dangerous
developments in the foreign policy
of the Bush administration have un-
fortunately not received much atten-
tion in the media. Some months ago,
the Bush administration published
the Nuclear Posture Review (NPR).
The NPR places nuclear weapons as
a permanent centrepiece of U.S. se-
curity policy. They are perceived to
deter a wide range of threats, includ-
ing weapons of mass destruction
and large-scale conventional mili-
tary force. The NPR envisages devel-
opment of small nuclear weapons
against a variety of targets. The NPR
calls for a revival of U.S. nuclear in-
frastructure thus putting on hold
any progress towards a nuclear
weapon-free world. The NPR fore-
sees integration of nuclear and con-
ventional forces and thus obliterates
the threshold between the two. The
NPR lists states that could be target-
ed by US. nuclear forces. Among
them are non-nuclear weapon
states. A nuclear attack on them is a
clear violation of the Nuclear Non-
proliferation Treaty, of which the
U.S. is the chief sponsor.

Central to the Bush doctrine, as
detailed in the National Security
Strategy, is unilateralism and the
right of pre-emption, extending to
the nuclear domain also. The U.S.
proclaims its right to act in self-de-
fence against terrorists and coun-
tries it characterises as ‘terrorist
states’. The U.S. talks of defending,
preserving and extending peace.
Other values the U.S. wishes to pur-
sue are democracy, free market pol-
icies and freedom for multinational
corporations (MNCs) to operate un-
hindered anywhere in the world. The
U.S. strategic vision is that in the
21st century, its military might re-
mains unchallenged and will pre-
vent the emgfgence of any other
military po
ably challénge it. The vision also

By M.R. Srinivasan

The Nuclear Posture Review lists states that could
be targeted by U.S. nuclear forces. Among them
are non-nuclear weapon states. A nuclear
attack on them is a clear violation of
the U.S. obligations under the NPT.

foresees that the burden of main-
taining the world will be shared by
all countries and peoples of the
world who benefit from ‘Pax Amer-
icana’. In the development of these
ideas is an underlying assumption of
the permanence of U.S. domination
of the world. Undoubtedly other
great empires of the world com-
mencing from the Roman Empire
through the British had dreamt of
their permanence and indeed their
benign nature as their civilisational
duty to the rest of mankind. But his-
tory tells us that rise and fall of em-
pires are a natural order of human
enterprises.

Commentators of the U.S. scene
are at pains to explain that the evolv-
ing policies in America enjoy a high
level of support among the people of
that country, including that of the
silent majority. But what is over-
looked is that there is a vast majority
of people in countries other than the
Euro-Atlantic world (and their allies
such as Japan and extensions of the
western world such as Australia)
who are deeply troubled by the
brash assertion of primacy and dom-
inance by the present U.S. political
leadership. There are, no doubt, lib-
eral elements in U.S. society who are
ill at ease with the claims of U.S. par-
ticularism but it does appear that
their views are not shared by large
sections of the U.S. population. Mat-
ters are not helped much when even
a moderate person like the U.S. Sec-
retary of State, Colin Powell, claims
that the U.S. way of life is being ac-
cepted world wide. That Hollywood
movies and American TV serials are
popular around the world or that
American fast food and the colas ap-
peal to the young people in many
parts of the world are no proof that

American culture and its values are
cherished world wide. What is even
more galling is that global media at-
tention. gets riveted on deaths or in-
juries due to terrorist attacks which
take place in the rich countries and
often there is at best a brief and cur-
sory mention, if at all, when similar
or even more serious events visit the
not-so-rich countries. Is it any won-
der that the non-Euro-Atlantic world
charges the Euro-Atlantic world with
adopting double standards? Even
the Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vaj-
payee, was forced to complain about
double standards in the war against
international terrorism.

When analysts and commentators
ask U.S. interlocutors what would
happen if India or Pakistan or some
other country were to invoke the
principles of unilateralism and pre-
emption, they are told that these
concepts only apply when the U.S. is
invoking them and not. to other
countries and other situations. They
go on to add that in respect of other
disputes, other avenues of solving
the conflict are available. Is it not
open to the international communi-
ty to ask the U.S. if it has exhausted
all available alternatives before it
wishes to use force to solve a partic-
ular problem? Cynical as it may
sound, to defend, preserve and ex-
tend peace in the world, the U.S.
may well be launching a continuous
and sustained series of wars with
bloodletting all over the world. The
stridency with which the U.S. wishes
to pursue its national interests in the
face of global opposition is to be
seen in its perverse rejection of the
Kyoto Protocol on global warming.
In earlier discussions on; global
warming, the U.S. along with other
industrialised countries hdd accept-

s The Bush nuclear doctrine
O A\

ed that they had a special responsit:

ility to reduce carbon dioxid

emissions as they were historically

the biggest emitters. The presen

U.S. administration refuses that i
has any such obligation and offers
the argument that its economy can-
not accept the burden of reducing
the emissions. So the richest econo-
my of the world is too poor to protect
the planet!

Some apologists of the U.S. have
coined a new term ‘Liberal Imperial-
ism’ to describe the present state of
affairs. But it is simply a throwback
to the hated days of ‘gun boat diplo-
macy’. The terrorist attack at Bali
when a large number of holidayers
died is most unfortunate. But it
would be sad if the event were used
to impose on Indonesia security and
police personnel from a clutch of
Western countries whose citizens
perished in the blast. Tourist reve-
nues apart, some sane people have
asked what rights people from the
rich countries have in profaning
some of the most beautiful locations
in the world such as Bali, Pattaya, Sri
Lanka and Goa in a manner that is
revolting to the sensibilities and cul-
ture of the local populations.
Though there are a number of caus-
es for Islamic fundamentalism, a
contributory factor is the perception
of the western lifestyle which is
greatly at variance with that in Is-
lamic and other traditional societies.

The U.S. as the standard bearer of
western civilisation has a responsib-
ility to the rest of the world to behave
in a manner that the sensibilities of
ather peoples, other countries and
other civilisations are not ruffled and
that a mosaic of understandings is
reached amongst the diverse peo-
ples of the world. This will not hap-
pen unless the US. abandons
unilateralism and adopts polycen-
trism. For the long-term peace and
stability of the world, it must revive
its earlier interest in global disarma-
ment covering all weapons of mass
destruction. Peaceful solutions must

be found for the conflicts that sgp-
arate nations and peoples. /



/fraq Parliament
rejects UN stand

on dis

Baghdad

12 NOVEMBER l E \(

'S Parliament on Tues-
Iday unanimously recom-
mended rejection of the UN
resolution, which strengthens
the mandate of international
arms inspectors, but said the final
decision will be left to the coun-
try’s top leadership.

According to a parliamentary
resolution read during the ses-
sion, the 250-member Parlia-
ment accepted an earlier recom-
mendation from its foreign rela-
tions committee. “The council
suggests rejection of the UN reso-
lution,” the Parliament’s resolu-
tion said.

It went on to say the “political
leadership” should “adopt what it
considers appropriate to defend
the Iraqi people and Irag’s
independence and  dignity
and  authorises  President
Saddam Hussein to adopt what
he sees as appropriate, expressing
our full support for his wise lead-
ership.”

Parliament speaker Saadoun
Hammadi asked deputies to vote
on the first dause of the resolu-
tion by a show of hands and an-
nounced it had been accepted
unanimously. It was not clear
how many members were pres-
ent for the vote.

Hammadi then called for a
vote on the second clause, refer-
ring the matter to Saddam, and

mament
Saddam To Take Fi

"Decision

Arms & THE MeN: Iragi
parfiamentarians vote on the
UN resolution in Baghdad on

Tuesday. — Reuters

again announced unanimous
approval. A third vote was held
for the entire proposal and it also
was approved unanimously.

Iraq has until Friday to accept
or reject the resolution, which
the UN security council approved
unanimously last Friday.

If it does not, or later falters in
following the tough provisions of
the resolution, it risks inviting
military action from the United
States and Britain.Tuesday’s ses-
sion of Parliament was not
broadcast live on Iraqi television,
leaving Iragis unaware of how
the Parliament waswas likely to

vote, — /
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‘Pyongyang SUM‘ISC

f Y ‘GWeapons proliferating everywhere

ust when Washington was grappling with the problem of
Iraq’s supposed possession of weapons of mass destruction
comes a bombshell from another quarter — North Korea’s
admission that it is pursuing a secret nuclear weapons pro-
gramme. That puts Pyongyang in clear violation of the 1994
accord it signed with the US, as well as the non-proliferation
treaty of which it is a signatory. The information, however,
appears to have been available with Washington earlier —
President Clinton had raised the matter of supply of nuclear
technology to North Korea with Islamabad, while President
Bush famously included North Korea in his “axis of evil”. But
Pyongyang’s public admission will now force Bush to be more
confrontational which, however, highlights the policy dilemmas
he faces in Iraq. To build domestic and international opinion
against Baghdad Washington and London have had to
exaggerate scraps about Baghdad’s possession of weapons of
mass destruction — the dossier released by the Blair
government contains nothing incriminating — but Pyongyang,
by its own admission, is already in possession of the nuclear
weapons Baghdad is accused of having. Why is the Bush
administration not threatening Pyongyang in the same way as i
is Baghdad? The answer to that, although fudged in officia
statements, is that Pyongyang has already crossed the Rubicon
which makes dealing with it doubly difficult. A military attac
could lead to the nightmare scenario of nuclear missiles raining
on Seoul or Tokyo, a prospect which will make both capitals
restrain the Americans from any derring-do in the Korean
peninsula. gr{_ b [ ottt QA 10
Pakistan and Russia have been named by a senior admiis-
tration official as having helped the North Koreans acquire nu-
clear weapons; this raises some serious questions. Since the
Clinton administration was aware of Islamabad’s hand in wea-
pons proliferation, why did it not act decisively against Isla-
mabad? Secondly, both Clinton and Bush administrations have
been remiss in negotiating arms reduction treaties with Russia,
which means there are large numbers of Russian weapons lying
around in dangerously insecure conditions — the high cost of
their maintenance in an economically weak Russia is an incen-
tive for their pilferage or sale. Bush did assent to a treaty cut-
ting both Washington’s and Moscow’s arsenals by two-thirds,
but hawks in his administration ensured that the cuts would be
drawn out over the next ten years, and that the axed weapons
would be merely disarmed and not destroyed. This means both
powers will have hordes of semi-usable weapons lying around,
a perfect target for arms merchants or thieves. Clearly, the
problem of proliferation has mulitiple dimensions. Imposing
tough economic sanctions on Pyongyang is one option Wash-
ington is considering, but why not extend at least some of it to
[stamabad, which helped Pyongyang get to where it is now?
This strategic ally difficulty again! /
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NORTH KOREA'S ADMISSION that it ha(sLa n
clear weapons programme — and the stated as
sessment of the U.S. that Pyongyang has indeed
proceeded towards weaponisation — raises im-
portant questions on several fronts. Queries per-
taining to the durability and effectiveness of
nuclear non-proliferation mechanisms, regional
stability in East Asia and the containment of
states that have been placed in the “rogue” cate-
gory by the superpower are some of the issues
thrown up by the North Korean declaration. The
U. S. administration, which will be burdened
with most of the effort that will be needed to
cope with Pyongyang’s new posture, has be-
stirred itself but slowly. It is probable that Wash-
ington will initially concentrate its diplomatic
campaign towards the objective of getting the
nuclear genie back into the North Korean bottle,
but success in real life could prove just as elusive
as it is in the proverb. The U. S. and North Korea
had entered into agreement in early 1994 where-
by Pyongyang was to be provided with prolifer-
ation-resistant nuclear reactors and other
economic incentives to induce it to give up a
weaponisation effort based on the plutonium
reprocessing route. It now transpires that Pyon-
gyang has since been developing a weapons
programme based on the uranium enrichment
processes. Last week's admission by North Ko-
rea, issued simultaneously with a declaration
that it had nullified the 1994 agreement, not on-
ly demonstrated that the provision of incentives
has not worked but also augurs that the price it
will demand for a rollback of its current pro-
gramme will be a very heavy one.

South Korea and Japan, which have both
launched initiatives towards a rapprochement
with Pyongyang, have warned that this process
could be placed in jeopardy but they are for the
moment not contemplating measures that
would vitiate the progress made thus far. They
would, however, feel the need to deal with the
new dimension of threat wherein Pyongyang’s
proclaimed capability in respect of weapons-
grade nuclear material co-exists with a well-de-
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YET ANOTHER NUCLEAR POWER "

veloped capacity to produce medium-range mis-
siles. At the very least, Seoul and Tokyo would be
encouraged to move deeper inside the cover
provided by the shield of U.S. deterrence. On the
other hand, Japan, in particular, might now feel
that it needs to erect an anti-missile defence of
its own thus setting off a chain-reaction of weap-
ons development that ropes in China. With the
U.S. administration, which has the best intelli-
gence on the matter, declining to offer comment
there is little to indicate Pakistan’s possible role
in North Korea’s uranium enrichment pro-
gramme other than two coincidences. The first
of these is that Pakistan has a proven capability
in enriching uranium to weapons grade and the
second coincidence is that Islamabad’s acquisi-
tion of the North Korea-originated Nodong me-
dium range missile (re-christened the Ghauri on
induction into Islamabad’s armoury) took place
around the time that Pyongyang is said to have
launched its new nuclear programme.
Washington’s reaction to the news from North
Korea has been low key and probably deliberate-
ly so since the U.S. administration has reason to
believe that it has multiple means at its disposal
to deal with this development. However, Wash-

ington’s response in this particular matter

stands out in stark contrast to the manner in
which it is hounding Iraq for allegedly under-
taking a programme to produce weapons of
mass destruction including those of the nuclear
variety. Of the three countries that figured in the
U.S. President, George W. Bush’s now-famous
“axis of evil” conceptualisation, North Korea has
a declared weapons programme, Iran has at least
anuclear power programme, while Iraq (to go by
what weapons inspectors have unearthed so far)
has neither. Washington has, for the moment,
chosen to paper over the discrepancy in its pol-
icies by declaring that Iraq and its President,
Saddam Hussein, belong to a particularly ro-
guish category within this axis because they have
a history of having used chemical or biological
weapons against the Iranians and their own Kur-
dish minority.
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“US scraps arms
pact with N Ko

New York, October 20 Q M

THE BUSH admmxstranon has
decided to scrap the 1994 arms
control accord with North Ko-
rea that has provided Western
energy aid in return for the
North’s promise to freeze the
development of  nuclear
weapons, senior administra-
tion officials said today.

North Korea admitted two
weeks ago that it was pursuing
a covert nuclear weapons pro-
gramme, and accused the US of
taking steps that forced Py-
ongyang to nullify the accord.

The White House has since
debated whether to end the ac-
cord, with some aides warning
such a step could lead North
Korea to even greater nuclear
violations, a media report said.

For that reason, the report
said the administration plans to
caution N Korea of serious con-
sequences if it tries to remove
nuclear material now stored un-
der international supervision
at Yongbyon, the reactor site
that was the centerpiece of a
previous nuclear standoff with
N Korea in the eatly 1990s.
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Beijing apparently asked Chi-
na this week to convey that
warning, though it is not clear
whether the message has yet
been delivered to the North Ko-
reans, The New York Times said
today. The immediate practical
effect of the decision to scrap
the agreement is the halting of
the annual shipments of
500,000 tons of fuel oil from the
US to North Korea.

Even if the clandestine
North Korean programme ef-
fectively suspended the accord,
the US administration’s deci-
sion to formally abandon it
sends a clear message: it signi-
fies an American effort to pose
a stark choice for North Korea,
between abandoning all its nu-
clear weapons programmes
and facing near-total economic
isolation, the paper said.

Abandoning the accord also
means that the US will urge its
allies, Japan and South Korea,
to suspend, if not end, a multi-
billion dollar project to provide
modern nuclear power plants
to the North, it added.
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secret N-itms progriimme

By Harvey Stockwin
Times News Network -«

o

Hong Kong: A major East Asian secu-
rity crisis is in prospect
now that North Korea
has admitted to the Unit-
ed States that it has con-
tinued to pursue its nu-
clear weapons pro-
gramme, despite four in-
ternational agreements
that it would not do so.

In marked contrast to
the current stand of the Bush adminis-
tration vis-a-vis Irag’s pursuit of
weapons of mass destruction, the US
has reacted by keeping quiet for 12 days,
and then by issuing a statement late on
Wednesday saying that it seeks “a peace-
ful resolution of this situation”.

So far the North Koreans have not
claimed that they actually have nuclear
bombs and the US so far has not assert-
ed that they do. But even before this de-
velopment the Central Intelligence
Agency suggested that the North Kore-
ans had the capability to possess one or
two plutonium-based nuclear devices.
Now that capability has almost certain-
ly increased, since North Korea’s urani-
um enrichment programme has been
going for several years.

While North Korea has not conducted
any nuclear tests, it could have become the
fifth Asian nation to acquire nuclear
weapons, after China, Israel, India and Pak.

The surprising North Korean confes-

Kim Jong li

it has

2

sion came just two weeks after North
Korean leader Kim Jong IL both admit-
ted and apologised to Japanese Prime
Minister Junichiro Koizumi for North
Korean agents abducting Japanese citi-
zens 25 years ago.

During assistant secretary of state
James Kelly’s visit to Pyongyang from Oc-
tober 3 to 5, he presented to the North Ko-
reans the latest US intelligence on their
secret programme to enrich uranium for
nuclear weapons. At first, the North Ko-
reans denied the American allegation.

But the next day the North Koreans
admitted that the secret nuclear pro-
gramme was a fact, and said that they
considered their 1994 Agreed Frame-
work, under which they promised to
abandon the pursuit of nuclear weapon-
ry, was now nullified.

According to The New York Times ac-
count, the North Koreans also claimed
that, in addition to the uranium enrich-
ment programme, they have “more
powerful things as well”, which the
Americans took to mean that they pos-
sessed other weapons of mass destruc-
tion. This time, unlike with Mr Koizu-
mi, there was no North Korean apology.
The attitude towards the Americans
was evidently bellicose. This had been
reflected in the North Korean statement
issued two days after Mr Kelly left Py-
ongyang, saying that he “took a high-
handed and arrogant attitude” in rais-
ing issues which “are nothing but a
product of hostile US policy towards
the DPRK”.
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~CTBTO says ‘no’

go

I-thcle XIV change

By George Chakko v/w(;/‘ to rewrite their ratification law.”

VIENNA, AUG. 28. Amid fears that
the Bush Administration is
planning to withdraw from the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty
(CTBT) late this year to test new
smart nukes, the Preparatory
Commission (PrepCom) of the
Comprehensive Nuclear Test
Ban  Treaty Organisation
(CTBTO) concluded its 18th ses-
sion last week, resolving to go
ahead with completing its Inter-
national Monitoring System
(IMS) worldwide to ensure ab-
solute verification of the treaty.
In an interview with this cor-
respondent, the new PrepCom
chairman, Liviu Aurelian Bota
and the CTBTO executive secre-
tary, Wolfgang Hoffmann, said
PrepCom was averse to any
modification of Article XIV on
entry into force. Dr. Hoffmann
said the treaty was difficult to
negotiate and the Article XIV
with the entry into force clause
was cumbersome. To a question
. whether the clause could be
dropped, Dr. Hoffmann said,
“The only way to change this is
to go back to all those who have
signed and ratifed, and these
are 165 states that have signed
and 93 states that have ratified.
And all of them have to say, yes,
O.K. we drop this clause. But I
tell you, there will be a terrible
i upheaval with the Ministries of
Justice and Foreign Ministries,
| because they have to rewrite
{ their internal legislation. All
those 93 who have ratified have

Mr. Bota said the objective of
the treaty was to completely
prohibit nuclear tests. “There-
fore I would say that the focus of
the ambition and energies
should be to keep Art. XIV the
way it is operational. I would
say there are plenty of states
and room for work and initia-
tives to bring all relevant coun-
tries into the treaty. That is why
[ am saying at this particular
point in time, probably the fo-
cus should be not so much on
the technical or legal aspects re-
lated to Art. XIV, he said.”

Asked which country wanted
Art. XIV, Mr. Bota said, “The
point I am making is that this
treaty as a model, as a universal
vocation should become uni-
versal.

At this point of time, the fo-
cus of energy and work should
be not so much on the technical
language of the treaty but to
cling together all countries to
the unijversal spirit of the trea-

In the context of questions
raised on laboratory computer
simulation and sub-critical
tests, Dr. Hoffmann added that
when this issue came up in Ge-
neva for inclusion into the trea-
ty, the majority felt it was not
controllable, therefore not ver-
ifiable.

The aim was a verifiable trea-
ty. India, he said, did not sign
because it thought lab and sub;
critical tests should be included,
but did not win a majori
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Russia not to cut missiles

By Vladimir Radyuhm\" O

MOSCOW, AUG. 18. Russia has
abandoned plans to slash its
land-based nuclear missile
forces, a decision that is bound
to affect global strategic equa-
tions. Visiting a unit of intercon-
tinental ballistic missiles in the
Urals region at the weekend, the
Russian Defence Minister, Ser-
gei Ivanov, said the armed
forces would retain the deadly
“Satan” missiles and train-

mounted mobile missiles,
armed with 10 nuclear war-
heads each.

The news must have come as
a nasty surprise to U.S. military
strategists, who have been reas-
sured by Moscow’s plans to de-
stroy the land-based
multiple-warhead missiles, the
most feared component of its
nuclear forces. Russia was to
scrap 154 RS-20 (SS-18 “Satan”
in NATO classification) missiles
and about 45 train-mounted
RT-23 “Scalpel” missiles under
the 1993

START-II arms reduction
treaty with the United States.

Even though the treaty never
came into force, the Russian
General Staff as recently as last
year insisted on destroying the
aging missiles on safety
grounds. However, Russia’s de-
fence chief now describes the
land-based multiple-warhead
missiles as “a most important
factor in the deterrence of

aggressive aspirations and in-
tentions toward Russia and our
allies” and vows to give them
“priority attention.”

A top missile commander ex-
plained that engineers had
found a way to overhaul the
missiles in such a way as to keep
them on duty at least till 2015.
Nikolai Solovtsov, deputy chief
commander of the Strategic
Rocket Forces, told Izvestia that
Russia might even slow down
the deployment of the newest
Topol-M missiles in order to
free funds for upgrading the ol-

der mlssﬂes ussxa had
planned to replace the multi-
ple-warhead “Satan” missiles

with the single-warhead To-
pol-M, but could build only six
new missiles last year because
of a shortage of funds. If it went
ahead with the massive decom-
missioning of the “Satan” mis-
siles, its nuclear arsenals would
have shrunk from about 5,000
warheads today to a few
hundred warheads ten years
from now. This inspired the
American military to hope that
their missile shield would be
able to handle a massive missile
attack not only from China, but
also from Russia. These hopes
will prove illusive if Russia suc-
ceeds in giving a new lease on
life to the “Satan” missile,
whose ten warheads can pierce
any sophisticated missile de-
fence with the help of look-reai
decoys.

It is planned to continue de-
ploying two or three of the four
“Satan” divisions and one of the
three divisions of train-mount-
ed missiles. The Russian deci-
sion to retain the
multiple-warhead missiles has

O/\',(}J\/)’\'

come in response to the U. S.
withdrawal from the 1972 Anti-
Ballistic Missile Treaty, no mat-
ter how hard Russian officials
deny the connection. Moscow
had proposed to amend the
treaty to allow a limited missile
defence in a package with the

destruction of the multiple-

warhead missiles. However,
Washington rejected the deal
destroying a balance between
offensive and defensive weap-
ons built over decades.

The new arms reduction
treaty Russia and the U.S.
signed in May calls for slashing
their nuclear arsenals by about
two-thirds, to 1,700 to 2,200
warheads apiece, but specifi-
cally leaves it to

each nation to decide which
weapons to scrap. Extending
the service life of the multiple-
warhead missiles will allow
Russia to maintain an overall
strategic balance with the U. S.

even if the latter succeeds in |

building a national missile de-
fence in the foreseeable future.
This will enable Moscow to talk
to Washington as an equal,
rather than, a junior partner.

A Russian Army missile launch pad is seen during a display
of the replacement of a nuclear missile by another at the

1998 file picture.

Tamanskaya division, Saratov region, Russia, in thy 5
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By C Uday Bhaskar

Mid-June 2002 will be remembered by -

historians as the period when arms control
in the post-Hiroshima context was formally
buried. Despite this potential significance
for posterity; it received little attention in the
contemporary global consciousness, which
was preoccupied with smouldering West
Asia and the purported nuclear crisis in the
subcontinent. Is arms control as related to
WMD (weapons of mass destruction) really
dead or will it have to be resurrected to
deal with the new challenges now facing the
global comity?

On June 13, the US formally withdrew
from the ABM (anti-ballistic missile) treaty
it had signed in 1972 with the former Soviet
Union. This treaty forbade the two sides from
acquiring the capability to defend against
incoming nuclear-tipped ballistic missiles
and thus was born the doctrine of mutually
assured destruction. This was a techno-
strategic peak, the nirvana of the Cold War
that assured strategic stability Concomi-
tantly arms control spawned an alphabet
soup that began with SALT (strategic arms
limitation talks) and peppered its way into
START (strategic arms re-

; /" Arms Control Regimes post-9/ 11 q\\k

to be realised, for currently the is
estimated to have 6,144 strategic warhgads
while Russia has 5,814 in its inventory. Thus
the latest deal represents a victory for stock-
pile reduction for it would bring the current
strategic arsenal to a third of their present
levels in a decade. However, this agreement
while being short and swift was shorn of the
intricate binding legal framework that
accompanied earlier arms control treaties
which now appear to have been thrown out of
the post-9/11 window. Cause for cheer since
arms reduction, global WMD stability and
disarmament have been advanced? Not quite
as other developments suggest.

In the same period that the Bush-Putin
peace macarena was unspooling, the world
had to deal with a nuclear-tinged Indo-Pak
tension. The nascent bilateral arms control
agreement mooted in the Lahore Declaration
of March 1999 was wrecked in the craggy
heights of Kargil that summer and with
Agra 2001 also derailed, the Sisyphean
odyssey has to now begin anew.

On a completely different plane, the
nuclear factor came into sharp focus on June
10 when US officials arrested a suspected
Al-Qaida member at Chica-
go airport with plans to

duction treaty) et al. The

Cold War decades were IN BRIEF detonate a “dirty” bomb.
D mits botareen U8 ang | Sucha terroriot atiack had
Summits between US anc | g state-centric a trol ;

Soviet presidents wherein is alfset to be ;'s‘;\:::ed already been outlined by
arms control experts, a president Bush in a speech

medley of technical wiz-
ards, lawyers and political
scientists came up with

® New arms control regimes
must take into account
new nuclear powers

(June 1) when he declared
that the US would act
to strike pre-emptively
against terrorists with

acres of agreements and
verification protocols. The
ABM was perceived as the lynch-pin of
global strategic stability and when the US
declared its intent in the mid-90s to acquire
national missile defense (NMD) capability
that could violate this treaty, the dominant
view was that Moscow and Beijing would
rock the strategic stability boat violently and
angrily since their ability to deter the US
would be degraded.

However, Moscow’s response was a case of
deftly squaring the circle. On June 14, Russia
declared that it was no longer bound by the
strictures of START I1I signed in 1993. This
implied that if the US was determined to ac-
quire credible NMD, then Russia would have
the flexibility to mount multiple warheads
on its missiles, an activity prohibited as per
START since it was perceived to be destabil-
ising. In short, the principal parties had
abandoned both the ABM and START that
were essentially bilateral treaties. US unilat-
eralism and Russian flexibility have become
the signature tune of the US-Russia relation-
ship as they cemented a new agreement.

The May 24 Bush-Putin summit was radi-
cal as regards strategic arms reduction. It
has set a ceiling of 2,200 strategic warheads
for the US and 1,086 for Russia to be effected
unilaterally by 2012. This is a sharp drop
from the 3,500 ceiling of START II that is yet

WMD capability.

Thus, arms control which had a certain
state-centric template to its evolution is now
all set to be dismantied. Yet its elements will
have to be resurrected and re-configured to
deal with the new challenges. In the past,
there were two tracks to arms control —
a dominant track that focused on the
US-Soviet axis and a second framework that
encompassed the other nuclear powers with-
in the exclusive nuclear club. The entry of
new nuclear powers after May 1998 and
the discourse about rogue states and the axis
of evil have added to the complexity of
rationalising arms control.

And even as the post-Cold War nuclear
turbulence was yet to crystallise, the tragic
events of 9/11 have muddied the arms
control domain. Pristine deterrence that was
the defining determinant between rational
states to embed strategic stability has
now become invalid. The non-state actor
determined to acquire WMD capability and
the deviant state that supports such endeav-
our is the new nightmare. Consensual arms
control agreements appropriate to the
post-9/11 nuclear entropy and related verifi-
cation protocols will have to be evolv
the end of the day, even one nucle

one too many — irrespective of {he pedigree

of the finger on the button.
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ussia tears
“up Start 11

arms reductions pact it said was made ir-
relevant by US missile defence plans.
“Russia sees no conditions in which
the START II (Strategic Arms Reduc-
tion Talks) treaty can take effect and no
longer feels bound under international

law” to observe its terms, a foreign min-

istry statement said. The move comes a
day after the official expiry of the 1972
Anti-Ballistic Missile treaty, abrograted
unilaterally by the USA last December.
It also follows the May 24 signing by the
Russian and US presidents Mr ‘Vadimir
Putin and Mr George W Bush of an arms
cuts agreement in which they pledged to
slash their offensive weapons arsenals by
two-thirds over the next decade.

The START 11 treaty, signed in January
1993 by Russian and US Presidents Mr
Boris Yeltsin and Mr George Bush, stipu-
lated a two-thirds reduction in the two
countries’ nuclear arsenals. Further
cols were added to the treaty in
ber 1997.

MOSCOW, June 14, — Russia today tote -
up the 1993 START II treaty, a nuclear *
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w \4 Bush, Putin sign
dlsarmament treaty

MOSCOW, MY 24, The U.S. Presi-
dent, George W. Bush, and the
Russian President, Vladimir Pu-
tin, signed a landmark nuclear
disarmament treaty today and
hailed a new era in relations
that the U.S. leader said would
lead to “incredible coopera-
tion.”

The treaty, the first strategic
arms reduction pact in nearly 10
years, obliges the U.S. and Rus-
sia to slash their nuclear arse-
nals by two-thirds to between
1,700 and 2,200 warheads over
the next decade, bringing them
down to their lowest level ever.
Mr. Bush told his Russian host
that the historic accord proved
‘“‘that we are friends, that we are
going to cast aside old doubts,
old suspicions and welcome a

new era in relations between
your great country and our
country.”

“I am confident that this sets
the stage for incredible cooper-
ation that we’'ve never had be-
fore  between our two
countries,” Mr. Bush said, after
the two leaders signed the Stra-
tegic Offensive  Reductions
Treaty in the Kremlin’'s An-
dreyvsky Hall. The nuclear arms
treaty and a separate strategic
partnership accord signed
along with a series of other
cooperation accords under-
scored the new relationship be-
tween the former Cold War
rivals in the wake of the Sep-
tember 11 attacks. Mr. Putin has
wholeheartedly supported Mr.
Bush in his war against terror-

ism and the new entente has
generated benefits in almost ev-
ery area.

“Today we are speaking
about an absolutely new quality
of our relationship, regarding
questions of security, questions
of reducing our strategic poten-
tials and creating a new secure
world,” Mr. Putin said, after
one-on-one talks with his U.S.
counterpart. They also signed a
joint statement on combating
terrorism, in which they have
mentioned their desire to close-
ly interact with Shanghai Six, of
which China is a key member
along with Russia. The danger-
ous situation along the Indo-
Pakistan border war was also
discussed, Kremlin officials
said. — PTI
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US comes clean, says N-opt

AGENCIES
WASHINGTON, MARCH 11

THE US today asserted using
nuclear weapons was definitely an
option before the country after sev-
eral rounds of squeakish explana-
tions failed to convince Washing-
ton’s several adversaries and key
partners alike of its designs.

With countries unable to re-
cover from the shock of the secret
paper leaked recently that said the
US had planned to make at least
seven countries target of a potential
nuclear attack, Secretary of State
Colin Powell and National Security
Advisor Condoleezza Rice have
confirmed the plans.

“Just as US officials made clear
before the Persian Gulf War in
1991, the US President and the
American people had a full range
of options available to them. Obvi-
ously, the full range of options goes
from an M-16 rifle to a nuclear de-
vice,” Powell said. _

Rice too confirmed the Bush
administration was examining a
range of scenarios, including possi-
ble use of nuclear weapons. She
said the only way to deter the use of
weapons, of mass destruction
against the US and its allies is“tobe
clear it would be met with devastat-

response”.

“The use of a weapon of mass
destruction against American mili-
tary forces, American territory or

American friehds and allies,” she
said, “would be a horror. The re-
sponsibility of the President is to
make certain that that does not

happen.”

China shocked

M BEIJING: China said on Mon-
day it was shocked by the Los An-
geles Times report on the pro-
posed US nuclear move. State TV
quoted Foreign Ministry spokes-

- man Sun Yuxi demanding an ex-

planation and stressing China and
the US had agreed not to target
the other with nuclear weapons.
“China is deeply shocked with this
report,” Sun said. “The US has a
responsibility to explain.”

Koreas silent

B SEOUL: North and South Ko-
rea maintained official silence on
Monday over the reported US nu-
clear contingency plans. Seoul’s
main political parties, however,
voiced alarm. South Korea’s For-
eign Ministry spokesman Kim
Euy-taek said: “With the full de-
tails of that report not known, it
would be inappropriate to com-
ment,” spokesman said. North Ko-
rean state media repeated its daily
anti-US rhetoric, but did not ad-
dress the Pentagon study.

AUS soldier from the 101 Airborne Ings gear
amvalatBagrammrbasemAfghanismnon

on open

Chmookhehwpterson
Reuters’
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‘Bush has N-plans
‘ready against 7

cou ntr|

. PAULRICHTER \ .
© 'WASHINGTON, MARCH 9

HE Bush administration has di-
_ rected the military to prepare con-
tingency plans to use nuclear
[ | weapons against at least seven
. countries and to build new smaller nuclear
_ weapons for use in certain battlefield situa-
i to aclassified Pentagonreport
' obtained by the Las.Angeles Times.
- Thesecretreport, provided to Congress on
January 8, says the Pentagon needs to be pre-
. pared to use nuclear weapons against China,
Russia, Iraq, North Korea, Syria, Iran and
¢ Libya. It says the weapons could be used in
_ three situations: against targets able to with-
- stand nuclear attack, in retaliation for attack
- with nuclear, biological or chemical
. or‘“insurprising military developments”.
. Defenceanalystand L4 Times contributor
William Arkin obtained a copy of the report.
* Officials have long acknowledged that they
had detailed nuclear plans for an attack on
Russia, However, this Nuclear Posture Review
. apparently marks the first time an official list
. of potential target countries has come to light,
analystssaid,
Some predicted the disclosure would set
off strong reactions from governments of target
- eountries. “This is dynamite,” said Joseph Cir-
JIncione, 4 nudlear arms expert at Carnegie En-
dowment for International Peace, Washing-
fon. “I can imagine what these countries are
going tobe saying at the UN.”
Arms control advocates said the report’s
dnecuvas on development of smaller nuclear
- weapons could signal that the Bush adminis-

. trationismorewilling tooverlook alongstand-

 ing taboo against the use of such weapons ex-
: asa lastresort.

‘*They warned such moves could danger-
ously destabilise the world by encouraging
. other countrics to believe that they, too,

should develop weapons. “They’re trying des-
. peratelytofind new uses for nuclear weapons,
when their yses should be limited to deter-
- rence,” said Jehn Isaacs, president, Council for
- aLivable World. “This is dangerous talk.. Dr
'{ Strangelove scleaﬂy still alive in the Penta-
~ gon”

Butsomeomsetvaﬂveanalyslsmslstedthe
Pentagonmustp :for all possible contin-
Cid now,atamxcwhendozens

Re?)o

grammes. They argued that smaller weapons
have an important deterrent role because

many aggressors might not believe the US
forces would use multi-kiloton weapons that
would wreak huge devastation on surround-
ing territory and friendly populations.

“We need to have a credible deterrence
against regimes involved in international ter-
rorism and dcvelopment of weapons of mass
destruction,” said Jack Spencer, a defense an-
alyst with the conservative Heritage Founda-
tion, Washington. He said the contents of the
report did not surprise him, and represented

“the right way to develop a nuclear posture for

apost Cold Warworld”.

Pentagon spokesman Richard McGraw
declined comment because the document is
classified. — LA Times-Washington Post
'

Meanwhile...

B KABUL: Afghan interim leader Hamid
Karzai said on Saturday US-led forces were
nearvictory in the biggest battle of the Afghan
war, adding that when it was won the last main
base of Al Qaeda in the country would have
been wiped out. Karzai said the US-led forces
were insight of victoty in the weeklong fighting
around Gardez, about 150 km south of Kabul.
“Since the day before yesterday (Thursday)
that (Al Qaeda) resistance has diminished
tremendously and some areas have been
taken and I believe that situation has béen re-
salved,” he told reporters !

W ISLAMABAD: At least 15 Afghan civilians
were killed when US war planes
their vehicles as they were travelling to a li-
gious shrine in eastern Afghanistan, mé
reports in Pakistan said on Saturday. The
Kharoti tribesmen were in twovehickes w

they came under attack between the L

Doag and Shakeen areas of eastern Paﬁika
province, English-language daily Dawn re-
ported. One of the vehicles was

M SYDNEY: One of Osama bin Laden’swives
has claimed he is alive and would never aban-
don his base in Afghanistan. The womian,
identified only by initials AS, was mtemewed
by London-based Asharq al-Awsat paper
left Afghanistan. “He once told me if he left
Afghanistan, he’'d leave to*God,” she was
quoted as saying, Asked if bin'Laderi were
alive or dead, AS said she “feels deep down
he’salive”. —Agencies
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HE U.S. President, Mr. George W.

Bush, has announced that the

United States intends to withdraw

from the Anii-Ballistic Missile
(ABM) Treaty and the formal six month
advance notification to Russia, as re-
quired under Article XV of the Treaty, has
been given. This is the first time since the
end of World War II that the U.S. has de-
cided to walk away from a major interna-
tional "treaty. Thére are technological,
domestic political and diplomatic reasons
for the decision.

The ABM Treaty was signed between
the U.S. and the erstwhile Soviet Union on
May 26, 1972 at the peak of the nuclear
rivalry between the two superpowers.
However, the Treaty has assumed a larger
role than its original scope of limiting the
number of interceptor sites and anti- bal-
listic missiles deployed by each country.
Thus ensuring strategic deterrence
through each other’s vulnerabilities. The
Treaty prioritised the concept of deter-
rence over defence and for 30 years was
considered a bulwark of nuclear stability
in the world. Russia, France, China and
many other nations still treat it as a cor-
nerstone of the deterrence framework.

Analysts attribute a variety of reasons
for the U.S. quest for a missile shield.
These range from its search for absolute
security to the possible inception of a new
strategic order in the post-Cold War era.
Further, this was also made feasible due to
the new possibilities in the field of tech-
nology and space research. American Bal-
listic Missile Defence (BMD) research has
been progressing rapidly while the archi-
tecture of the missile defence system con-
tinues to evolve. It has reached a stage
where further developmental trials would
have violated the ABM Treaty, which is
one of the immediate reasons for the U.S.
decision. These activities include plans for
a new test-bed at Fort Greeley (Alaska),
use of the Navy's Aegis SPY-1 radar to
track ICBMs and a System Integration
Test in February 2002 with ABM-capable
air defence radars. The U.S. has already
conducted five Integrated Flight Tests
(IFTs) of NMD technologies and plans to
conduct over a dozen additional flight
tests for validation. Though a nascent Na-

By Rajesh Rajagopalan, P.K. Ghosh & M.V. Rappai

tional Missile Defence (NMD) could be
positioned by 2004/2005, a fully oper-
ational, expanded system is unlikely to be
ready before the next decade.

The missile defence programme is ex-
pensive even for a nation like the US.,
which:is estimated to have spent over $60
billion so far. The $8.3-billion budget al-

‘lotment for fiscal 2002 requested by the

Administration is unlikely to be reduced
significantly despite the demands for

fensive weapons to the 1500-2200 level,
lower than the START-I, START-II num-
bers. For Russia, it makes more diplomat-
ic sense, possibly, to have the U.S.
abrogate the Treaty rather than permit
modifications to it and enable the U.S. to
deploy its NMD. Threats made by various
senior Russian officials regarding the con-

ditionalities for withdrawal from arms

control treaties such as START-I, II and
INF that were part of the Duma’s directive
when it ratified START-HI are unlikely to

Further development trials of ballistic missiles by the
U.S. would have violated the ABM Treaty, which is one
of the immediate reasons for the decision to abrogate it.

homeland protection and anti-terrorist
activities.

In domestic political terms, the Bush
administration has staked considerable
prestige on building a BMD system and,
during the 2000 election campaign, Mr.
Bush had emphasised the need for mov-
ing out of the restraints imposed by the
ABM Treaty. From the technological an-
gle, the U.S. missile defence research pro-
gramme has reached a stage where further
development threatens to violate the pro-
visions of the Treaty. The choice the Bush
administration faces is either to curtail
further research or amend/abrogate the
Treaty. On the diplomatic front, the nego-
tiations with Russia over this issue have
reached a dead-end.

Russia has been unwilling to modify the
Treaty and condone further development
which would lead to the deployment of
the American NMD system. The U.S. deci-
sion to withdraw from the Treaty at a time
when both the nations are perceived to be
coming closer on issues concerning global
anti-terrorism policies post-September
11, has come as a surprise. This is seen
across the world as a reinforcement of
unilateralism in the U.S. dealings. Howev-
er, the Russian response to the withdrawal
notice has been relatively mild, at least at
the official level. The President, Mr. Vladi-
mir Putin, has termed the U.S. move a
“mistake”, but called for a new agreement
for a reduction of the existing strategic of-
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be followed through. On the domestic
front, the military top brass and the con-
servatives still play a key role, and it wil
not be easy for Mr. Putin to avoid these
constituencies totally.

Russia is, at present, working towards a
reduction of nuclear vectors. In addition,
Moscow also expects economic assistance
from the U.S., which in turn rests on posi-
tive and broad-based relations. Keeping in
view the ongoing dialogue between NATO
and Russia, as well as NATO's recent wil-
lingness to allow Russia a certain say in
relation to the European security struc-
ture, is also important.

Once the U.S. decision to withdraw
from the ABM Treaty was made known,
China went on the diplomatic offensive
and sent its Vice-Foreign Minister, Mr.
Wang Guangya, to Moscow and started
negotiations by invoking the relevant
clauses of the “Good Neighbourly Treaty”
signed between the two nations a few
months ago. Beijing also engaged the vis-
iting U.S. delegation headed by Ms. Avis
Bohlen, Assistant Secretary of State for
Arms Control, and received certain assur-
ances from both these meetings for fur-
ther consultations.

Overall, China’s response to the deci-
sion has been milder than expected. It has
expressed concern about the U.S. with-
drawal from the Treaty and called for
“strategic dialogues... to maintain the
global strategic balance without harming
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the international disarmament and arms
control efforts”. Beijing may have felt
partly mollified because Mr. Bush had
called the Chinese President, Mr. Jiang Ze-
min, before the announcement and of-
fered a high-level strategic dialogue on the
issue. The Chinese media had earlier

Played up the negative aspects of the U.S.

move, even suggesting that Washington
may deploy BMD systems in Afghanistan
in due course.

What can China do now? It can respond
in a variety of ways. It can decide to stop
further negotiations on nuclear prolifer-
ation and adopt a tougher posture at the
Conference on Disarmament. Anticipat-
ing the deployment of BMD systems in
Taiwan, China has increased its deploy-
ment of M-9 and M-11 short-range ballis-
tic missiles (a total of over 100, according
to some reports) near Taiwan. It could al-
so increase the number of strategic vec-
tors  through  MIRVing  (Multiple
Independently-Targetable Re- entry Vehi-
cles) of missiles, and deploying decoy
warheads with other Penetration Aids
(PENAIDS). In addition, work on cruise
missiles may be accelerated.

The abrogation of the ABM Treaty is un-
likely to have any direct impact on India
since it is not planning to deploy ICBM-
range missiles. However, there could be
indirect effects stemming from China’s re-
action to the U.S. decision. First, China
may expand its nuclear arsenal. Also, Chi-
na may decide to adopt further prolifer-
ation of missile technology in the region,
including- Pakistan. Since deterrence is
not a matching game, expansion of the
Chinese nuclear arsenal may not have any
significant impact on India.

The Indian Government has done a lot
of tightrope walking on this issue by ba-
lancing its reaction so that it would not
provoke the parties concerned unduly.
The External Affairs Ministry spokeswo-
man said India was in close touch with
Washington and Moscow on the issue of
BMD. She stressed the necessity of nego-
tiations between the two nations. It is ob-
vious, India is looking for a new strategic
framework based on cooperative mecha-
nism as opposed to ‘‘unilateralism”,
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