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‘NO AMBIGUITY ON UN REFORMS’

PM raises
“'veto Mpc

smem Nows sorvice

NEW DELHI, Dec. 21. — Asserting
there was no ambiguity on UN
reforms Prime  Minister Dr
Manmohan Singh today made it
clear that India must have veto rights
as a permanent member of the UN
Security Council.

Earlier, India’s hopes of finding a
place on the Security Council had suf-
fered a setback with the Secretary-
General Dr Kofi Annan indicating it
would be difficult to meet the demand
of the group of four countries (India,
Japan, Brazil, and Germany) for per-

mangnt membership of the Council
/Mrﬁsthe right to veto.

Clearing the air over the recent
controversy on the issue, Dr Singh
today told the Rajya Sabha: “There
is no ambiguity in our stand. There is
no confusion... We do not believe
there should be any discrimination in
the Security Council (on veto
rights).” Observing there was “no
clarity” on what shape the Security
Council reforms would eventually
take, he said it was “premature” for
the government to “pre-judge” the
issue at this stage.

Brushing aside apprehensions over
India’s nuclear policy, Dr Singh said:
“There is no ambiguity about our
nuclear policy. India 1s a nuclear
weapon state and we are a responsible
nuclear power.” He added that India
was committed to promoting non-dis-
criminatory nuclear disarmament.

On Indo-Pak ties, he said confi-
dence building measures could not
move forward if the flow of terrorists
from across the border goes on
“without any check and without con-
trol.” He said India would go by the
situation on the ground and was
committed to what was agreed
between Gen. Pervez Musharraf and

Dr Singh and Dr Annan

No redrawing map’

NEW DELHI, Dec. 21. — India
reasserted its claim over Kashmir today,
saying it would not redraw its boundary.
Prime Minister Dr Manmohan Singh’s
tough statement in Parliament came less
than three weeks before a scheduled
meeting with Pakistan President Gen.
Pervez Musharraf in Bangladesh, on the
sidelines of the Saarc summit.

Dr Singh also said India was willing to
fook at possible options for a peaceful
and negotiated settlement of the Kashmir
dispute with Pakistan “without
compromising upon our basic national
interests.” — AP

Mr Atal Behari Vajpayee.

Dr Singh said during his meeting
with Pakistan president Pervez
Musharraf in New York in
September, they had agreed that
“possible options for a peaceful,
negotiated settlement of the J&K
issue should be explored in a sincere
spirit and a purposeful manner”.

Dr Singh, who met his Pakistani
counterpart Shaukat Aziz here on 23
November, said India intended to
pursue the path of cooperation and
dialogue with Pakistan “building
upon support from the people of the
two countries without compromising
our basic national interests”.
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"‘Manmohan firm

on UN Veto I

P
HT Correspondent
New Delhi, December 21 LJ‘

INDIA WILL not accept permanent
membership of the UN Security
Council without veto power.

Prime Minister Manmohan Singh
made this categorical assertion in the
Rajya Sabha today, rejecting Opposi-
tion charge that there was ambiguity
in the Indian stand on the issue. The
Prime Minister gave a statement on
his recent foreign tours and talks
with US, Pakistan and other leaders
in both Houses of Parliament. Reply-
ing to clarifications in the Rajya Sab-
ha, he said there was “no confusion
on our candidature” for the UN seat.

‘At this point, all members of the
Security Council have veto power. We
believe there should be no discrimi-
nation in this among the Council
members,” he said.

He said efforts for UN reforms were
in progress but there was no clarity
what the Secretary-General might fi-
nally say. The government could not
say further on this. “Let us not pre-
judge the outcome,” he said.

Singh said while pursuing confi-
dence building measures (CBMs)
with Pakistan, there was no question
of going soft on terrorism “flowing”
from Pak territory “No doubt, we are
committed to follow whatever was
agreed between former Prime Minis-
ter Atal Bihari Vajpayee and Presi-
dent Pervez Musharraf in their joint
statement,” he said.

“What CBMs will do if the flow of
terrorism remained unchecked,” he
said. In his statement on his talks
with the Pakistan leader; Singh said,
“I emphasised to President Mushar-
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Manmohan Singh
Tough talk

raf the criticality of his fulfilling the
reassurance on January 6, 2004, that
any territory under Pakistan’s con-
trol would not be used to support ter-
rorism in any manner.”

“We also discussed bilateral issues,
including Jammu and Kashmir. We
agreed that possible options for a
peaceful negotiated settlement of the
issue of J&K should be explored in a
sincere spirit and a purposeful man-
ner. I made it clear to President
Musharraf that while we are willing
to look at various options, we would
not agree to any redrawing of bound-
aries, or another partition of the
country,” Singh said.

He said he discussed the issue of
gas pipeline also, and later highlight-
ed India’s concerns to Pakistan Prime
Minister Shaukat Aziz too. The dia-
logue would be pursued without com-
promising “our basic interests.” The
two foreign secretaries would meet on
December 27-28 to initiate the next

round of the Composite Dialye
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India may accept

Security Council -

- seat without veto

By Amit Baruah

NEW DELHI, DEC. 18. India appears
ready to accept a permanent
berth on the U.N. Security
Council without a veto initially
and then lobby to achieve equal
status with the Permanent Five
veto-wielding nations.

Asked about the position of
the UK>, France and Russia
(countries that have repeatedly
supported New Delhi’s candi-
dature) on India’s entry into the
Council with the veto, informed
government sources said it was
ambiguous.

Referring to the two propos-
als made by the High-Level
Panel on U.N. reforms — one to
expand the permanent category
without the veto and the other
to increase the non-permanent
seats — the sources said India
favoured the first option. If In-
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dia opted out of the race with-
out the veto then other
candidates would snap up the
position. These remarks come
in the wake of a PTI report quot-
ing the U.N. Secretary-General,
Kofi Annan, as saying that it
should be possible for the mem-
ber-nations to agree to one of
the two proposals made by the
High-Level Panel. The veto
power is absent from both pro-
posals made by the panel.

“Obviously, there are a group
of countries determined to get
permanent seats and are cam-
paigning very much for that and
there are others in the organisa-
tion which are determined to
prevent them from getting per-
manent seats,” Mr. Annan is re-
ported to have said.

On the progress made by In-
dia and China on the border
talks being conducted by the

THE HINLU

‘_ N nakq

Speaal Representatives, the
sources said progress was being
made. The two sides were work-
ing on a set of political princi-
ples to approach the border
settlement, which may or may
not be ready by the time the
Chinese Premier, Wen Jiabao,
comes to Delhi early next year.
The sources, however, said
there were considerable differ-
ences between the two coun-
tries on the border question.

Talks with Pakistan

On the India-Pakistan dia-
logue, the sources said the
back-channel interaction be-
tween the National Security Ad-
viser, J.N. Dixit, and his Pakistan
counterpart, Tariq Aziz, contin-
ued. The two were in touch, the
sources said, but gave no details
of the discussions.

Offer to Kashmiris: Page 8



lndla to protest UN seat sans veto

NEW DELHI, Dec 2— Admitting
that the lack of a veto with any per-
manent seat on the United Nations
Security Council was not acceptable,
the external affairs minister, Mr
Natwar Singh, said India was work-
ing jointly with Brazil, Germany and
Japan in this regard.

Though terming as “purely specu-
lative” reports that India might not
get veto power as a permanent mem-
ber of an expanded UNSC, Mr Singh,
responding to supplementaries, told
the Rajya Sabha: “Without a veto, I
do not think it (UNSC seat) will be
acceptable to the country.”

Senior officials, asked to react to
the report on ‘Threats, Challenges
and Change’ required to reform the
United Nations, presented to the
UN Secretary General, Mr Kofi
Annan, today said they would “study
in detail” the high-powered commit-
tee’s report before reacting.

“We have to see the report and
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NEW DELHI, Dec. 2. — The visit
Russian president Mr Viadimir Putin wi
help reorient and transform the Indo-
Russian strategic relationship from a
“declaratory one to a practical one,” with
several key agreements due.

According to senior officials, India and
Russia will sign a joint declaration and
nearly a dozen accords, during
President Putin’s three-day official visit
beginning tomorrow. He will hold summit-
level talks with Dr Manmohan Singh on
Friday; the first meeting between the two
countries at the highest level after the
UPA government assumed office in New
Delhi in May. — SNS
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study it first,” a senior official said.
The group of four main aspirants to
the UNSC, India, Japan, Germany
and Brazil, issued a joint initial reac-
tion, “welcoming” the report, rather
unusual considering how they have
been shortchanged on the matter of
a veto, available now to the five per-
manent UNSC members; USA,
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fa, China, France and Britain.

The report presents two formula-
tions for expansion of the UNSC,
considered vital to make the organi-
sation more effective and representa-
tive. While the first, more acceptable
formula, recommends six more seats
on the UNSC (two from Asia; two
from Africa; one from Europe and
one from the Americas) and three
new non-permanent seats (bringing
the total to 24), the second speaks of
a three-tier UNSC, with the P-5, eight
new members, elected for renewable
four-year terms, and the rotating
non-permanent members.

There is no suggestion that any new
members will get the power of veto.
For any new formulation to be adopt-
ed, two-thirds of the 192-nation UN
General Assembly and the P-5, with-
out a veto, will have to vote in its
favour. And, it is extremely unlikely
the P-5 will voluntarily give up their
power of veto and become one of the
many. Or that they will easily permit
other members to the exclusive club,
however deserving they may be.
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HT Correspondent

New Delhi, December 2

A Security Council seat with-
out the power of veto may
not be acceptable to India.

External Affairs Minister
K. Natwar Singh while reply-
ing to during Question Hour
in Rajya Sabha said, “If we
get into the Security Council
without the power of veto
this will not be acceptable to
the country.”

The minister said it was a
complicated issue with wide
ramifications. The matter
did not come up when the In-
dian Prime Minister met the
US President but the US
knows India’s views on this,
Singh added. He termed as
“purely speculative” reports
that India might not get veto
power as a permanent mem-
ber of an expanded UN Secu-
rity Council.

On New Delhi’s claim for a
permanent membership in
the Security Council, he said,
the UN was aware of India’s
views. A special panel had
been set up by the Security
Council in this regard and
Natwar Singh said he had
met the members of the pan-
el when he was in New York.

The report of this high
level special panel set up by
the Secretary-General on UN
reforms to go into the issue
would submit its report on
Friday, he said.

“We will examine the re-
port in detail. This issue is
very much before the govern-
ment. We will apply our mi-
nd”, he said, adding India,
Japan, Brazil and Germany
were working together in
this regard. Singh said India
would like Africa to be repre-
sented in the council.

K. Natwar Singh
Sticking to his guns
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India Shgrtéhangé”d in
ON overhaul report

NE
has been shortchanged by a
report intended to overhaul the
United Nations set-up. Though
placed at the high table, among
the UN Security Council’s six
new permanent members, the
report’s recommendations do not
confer it a veto, making any place
on the UNSC a “mere detail.”

Attempts to dismiss the “veto”
power (that gives the P-5 their
“exalted” status) as “anachr-
onistic” or as “defying the basic
concept of collective decision-
making” are “verbal jugglery, bel-
ying the truth,” an analyst said.
“Why should a country aspire for
permanent status unless it gains
the power of veto?”

The other formulation (one of
two) to reform the UN so that it
can cope with the challenges of a
four-fold increase in its member-
ship since inception in 1945, is
even more disappointing. The
report by a group of eminent per-
sons, appointed by UN Secretary
General Mr Kofi Annan on the
threats, challenges and change
the UN needs to make to address
contemporary realities reco-
mmends that India be one of the
second rung countries elected for
a four-year renewable term in an
expanded three-tier UNSC.

DELH]I, Nov. 30.— India ~
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~47 Blair visit

NEW DELHI, Nov. 30. — British Pri-
me Minister Mr Tony Blair is likely to
visit India after Britain takes over the
presidentship of EU as well as G-8.
This would time his visit with the
India-EU summit, in the lafter half of
next year, British High Commissio-
ner, Mr Michael Arthur today said at
an interactive session with the Forum
of Financial Writers, — SNS

The report will be presented to
Mr Annan on Thursday at the
UN headquarters by the group’s
chairman, Mr Anand Panyara-
chun, a former Thai Prime Mi-
nister. But there is no saying how
soon “or if at all” the 100-odd
recommendations made by the
group of 16 non-government
“worthies” will be translated into
reality. Also, before it even gets
off the ground, the position of the
USA will, more than anyone
else’s, be critical in determining
how effective this exercise will be.
The gain, according to diplomats,
has been “the recognition that the
UN needs reform.”

Analysts have pointed out
that the UN is getting increas-
ingly irrelevant in issues of criti-
cal importance worldwide.

— Nilova Roy Chaudhury

T
st TESiay




~———

yANA

SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 25, 2004

NV

\4

278 THE RIGHT NOTE (&

PRIME MINISTER MANMQGHAN Singh’s address
to the 59th session of the Unjted Nations General
Assembly (UNGA) in New York must be recog-
nised as one of the most thoughtful, thematically
interesting, and well-crafted messages delivered
by a top Indian political leader at a major in-
ternational forum in recent times. Fittingly, Dr.
Singh signed off with an invocation of the in-
ternationalist vision of India’s first and greatest
Prime Minister, Jawaharlal Nehrt. The prescrip-
tion is that this vision of “a world order whose
pillars are peace, harmony, cooperation, and de-
velopment” needs to “re-animate” collective in-
ternational efforts to develop a “new partnership
to meet the unprecedented challenges” of the
present. What can be read between the lines is a
clear enough assessment that the current world
order in which the United States seeks to assert
‘unipolarity’ is not acceptable to India and, in
any case, cannot deliver the widespread benefits
promised. Dr. Singh also seems to suggest that
there is no stability or real future for such a
dispensation.

The dominant theme of this UNGA address is
the duality inherent in the character of virtually
every major issue faced by nation-states —
whether it is the challenge of terrorism or weap-
ons of mass destruction or the eradication of
poverty and mass deprivation (as an integral part
of economic development) or pandemics such as
HIV/AIDS or widespread environmental degra-
dation. There is a domestic as well as a transna-
tional side to every such issue and a genuinely
global response needs to be based on consensus,
in other words needs to make the U.N. and its
ideals the fulcrum. This 2004 official Indian posi-
tion may be said to be the antithesis of the Bush
view of the world. As for present-day terrorism,
the harsh truth is that its “international network-
s...appear to cooperate more effectively among
themselves than the democratic nations that
they target.” While there seems to be some kind
of “global coalition against terrorism,” there is

hesitancy in pooling resources, exchanging infor-
mation, sharing intelligence, and demonstrating
the required unity of purpose. Even more worry-
ingly, “selective approaches and political expe-
diency” weaken the substance and credibility of
the global effort against terrorism. As for the pro-
liferation of weapons of mass destruction, what is
needed is a positive global consensus of willing
nations in place of “increasing reliance on re-
strictive regimes” and confrontational use of pu-
nitive action. Dr. Singh justly takes issue with
discriminatory global bargains on nuclear and
other weapons of mass destruction and also their
means of delivery. Questionably, however, in the
light of Pokhran 11, Dr. Singh holds India up as an
exemplary non-proliferator.

Dr. Singh's address must be commended on at
least three other counts. First, the author of In-
dia’s economic liberalisation and globalisation
strategy sounds a critical, even a cautionary, note:
“Just as prosperity cannot be sustained by being
walled in, poverty cannot be banished to some
invisible periphery.” Politically, this can be recog-
nised as the most important message sent out by
Verdict 2004. What is more, development must be
equitable and also anchored in “rule-based re-
gimes” to manage global trade, investment flows,
and movement of services. Secondly, the Prime
Minister, in his own way, expresses the deep con-
cerns of the Indian people over the U.S.-led war of
aggression and occupation that has trampled on
Iraq’s sovereignty and brought enormous suffer-
ing to its peaple. This goes some way in correcting
the damaging pro-Washington tilt that character-
ised India's international policy during the rule of
the National Democratic Alliance Government. |
Finally, both Prime Minister Manmohan Singh
and President Pervez Musharraf must be lauded
for avoiding all bilateral controversy and for sig-
nalling that the process of positive engagement,
détente and dialogue between India and Pakistan
will move forward towards a productive and mu-
tually acceptable conclusion.
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Harish Khare

NEW YORK, SEPT. 23. India is de-
termined “to carry forward [the
India-Pakistan composite] dia-
logue to a purposeful and mu-
tually acceptable conclusion,”
the Prime Minister, Manmohan
Singh, has assured the interna-
tional community.

Addressing the 59th session
of the United Nations General
Assembly, Dr. Singh devoted
only a short paragraph in his
speech to India-Pakistan rela-
tionship. The restrained refer-
ence stands out in sharp
contrast to the lengthy rebuttal
in recent years by Indian Prime
Ministers to Pakistan’s provoca-
tive references to the situation
in Jammu and Kashmir.

In fact, the short paragraphin
its entirety reads: “Relationsde-
tween India and Pakistan have
been a matter of attention for
the international community. It
is known that since January this
year India and Pakistan have
initiated a composite dialogue
to resolve all issues, including
Jammu and Kashmir. I reaffirm
our determination to carry for-
ward this dialogue to a purpose-
ful and mutually acceptable
conclusion.”

‘Positive response’

The Indian response was
more or less determined by the
“constructive” tone struck by
the Pakistan President, Pervez
Musharraf, in his address yes-
terday to the U.N. The Indian
side was prepared for three sce-
narios — First, Gen. Musharraf
could make an unhelpful but
mild reference to Kashmir; in
that case, the Indian response
would have been made by a
ow-level diplomat. Second, the
>akistan leader could be pro-
racative angd aggressive, like he
vas last year, and such a per-
ormance would have demand-
d a detailed reply from Dr.

PITCHING FOR GLOBAL EFFORT: Prime Minister Manmohan Singh speaks at the

United Nations General Assembly in New York on Thursday. — AFP

Singh. And, the third scenario
hoped for a positive and, gon-
structive reference to Kashmir;
this is what turned out to be the
case, and the Indian side was

.tive response. The. meder thrust amass  destructiof,

happy to make an equally’ posi- proliferation of weapons of

1 economic
of Dr. Singh’s speech was that globalisation, pandemics like
the approach to tackling global HIV/AIDS must be genuinely
problems such as terrorism, global

“We will carry forward composite

v dialogue, says Manmohan
‘\,,. ‘Coalition against terrorism needs credibility

“We speak about coope
[against terrorism] but
hesitant to commit oursel
a global offensive to roc
terrorism, with the pooli
resources, exchange of infc
tion, sharing of intelligence
the unambiguous unity of
pose required. This

‘change. We do have a g
coalition against terrorism
must give it substance and
ibility, avoiding selective
proaches and poli
expediency,” Dr. Singh add

On proliferation of weag
of mass destruction, the Pr
Minister stressed “that on]
global consensus of willing
tions that would ultima
prove to be the more effecti
approach.

He added that “it is throt
representative institutions ra
er than exclusive clubs of pri
leged countries” that
proliferation issues could
tackled. He invoked the Ra
Gandhi Action Plan of 1988, ai
suggested that “it is quite e
dent today that a global di
course is required for evolving
more cooperative and conse)
sual international security o
der.”

Council seat

Dr. Singh also made a low
key pitch for India’s member
ship of the Security Counci
contexting India’s claim as
world’s democracy that mus
find its voice in a global orde:
promoting democracy acrost
the world: “An overwhelming
majority of the world’s popula-
tion cannot be excluded from
an institution that legislates on
an increasingly number of is-
sues, with an ever-widening im-
pact..” Dr. Singh’s speech,
according to Indian officials,
was “extremely well-received”
and he was complimented by a
very large number of diplomats.

Text of speech: Page 14
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- 5 We have to fashion a global

N
' response: Manmohan

UNITED NATIONS, SEPT. 23. This is
the text of the speech of the

Prime Minister, Manmohan
Singh, at the United Nations
General Assembly today:

Mr. President,

Allow me to congratulate you
on your election as the President
of the 59th Session. May I assure
you of India’s full support in en-
suring its success.

As we gather here in the 60th
year of the United Nations — we
might perhaps pause to reflect
on the fate of the idea and ideals
of the international community
that animated its creation.

The post-war generation had
already become aware that the
world which had emerged from
the ashes of global war could no
longer be a peaceful world unless
the underlying forces of conflict
were addressed by the entire
community of nations as a col-
lectivity. Nations united together
to make the world a safer and
more peaceful place, in which a
free people could together pur-
sue a destiny of shared prosper-
ity.
Mr. President,

The impulse behind the cre-
ation of global institutions nearly
ixty years ago has become an
ven more pressing reality today.

* we look around us, the single
10st defining characteristic of
ur contemporary world is the
lobal, transnational character of
1 challenges we confront,
‘hether these are in the realm of
iternational security or devel-
pment. ,
Virtually every major issue
iat we face as nation states, has
oth a domestic as well as a
ansnational dimension. It is be-
)ming increasingly apparent
at unless we fashion a global

:sponse, based on consensus, to

1ese challenges, we would not

1cceed in creating a world that
1anifests the ideals of the Unit-
d Nations.

'rice of terrorism

Terrorism is one such chal-
:nge for which many of us have
1aid an unacceptable price. We
hall not forget that three years
:go, it was this city that wit-
1essed the single most horren-
lous terrorist act in human
ristory. About three weeks ago,
he world saw another brutal act
of terror, in Russia, which took
the lives of hundreds of innocent
civilians, including young chil-
dren. Terrorism exploits the
technologies spawned by global-
isation, recruits it foot soldiers on
‘=ologies of bigotry and hatred,

directly targets democracies.
* it is a sad reality that in-
I networks of terror

appear to cooperate more effec-
tively among themselves than
the democratic nations that they
target. We speak about cooper-
ation, but seem hesitant to com-
mit ourselves to a global
offensive to root out terrorism,
with the pooling of resources, ex-
change of information, sharing a
intelligence, and the unambigu-
ous unity of purpose required.
This must change. We do have a
global coalition against terror-
ism. We must now give it sub-
stance and credibility, avoiding
selective approaches and politi-
cal expediency.

Let us turn to other challenges
we face today, such as the prolif-
eration of weapons of mass de-
struction. There is in increasing
reliance on restrictive regimes
and the use of punitive action to
confront this threat to interna-
tional peace and security. While
India is opposed to proliferation
and has an impeccable record in
this respect, we believe that it is
only a global consensus of willing
nations that would ultimately
prove to be more effective in this
regard.

The Chemical Weapons Con-
vention is a good model to follow
in respect of other weapons of
mass destruction including nu-
clear weapons. It is through rep-
resentative institutions rather
than exclusive clubs of privileged
countries that we can address
global threats posed by prolifer-
ation of weapons of mass de-
struction and their means of
delivery. As far back as in 1988
Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi had
outlined a series of specific steps
in an Action Plan, whose central
proposition remains valid — that
progressive steps towards the
elimination of weapons of mass
destruction must be based on a
balance of obligations between
those who possess such weapons
and those who do not. It is quite
evident today that a global dis-
course is required for evolving a
more cooperative and consen-
sual international security order.
India believes that this consen-
sus must differentiate between
states whose actions strengthen
non-proliferation and those that
weaken its objectives.

Central theme

Let me turn to the central
theme for the vast majority of
U.N. members; the challenge of
development and the eradication
of poverty. Globalisation has un-
doubtedly brought enhanced ef-
fectiveness and efficiency in
economies, integrated market
places, higher standards of living
and a revolution in global con-
nectivity. But there is also the
phenomenon of widening eco-
nomic disparities, both within
and among countries. Connec-
tivity also means that people are
painfully aware in real time of
how far and how fast they are
falling behind in their relative
conditions of living,

Development today is no long-
er a function of domestic re-
sources and national policies
alone. It is a process that is in-
tegrally linked to the internation-
al economic environment. The
international community must
find ways to contracting the cir-
cles of exclusion. We need to find
innovative sources of financing
and access to technologies that
are necessary to assist those who
are on the margins of globalisa-
tion. Just as prosperity cannot be
sustained by being walled in,
poverty cannot be banished to
some invisible periphery. Devel-
opment must return to the cen-
tre of global discourse. We must

= evolve equitable and rule-based

regimes to manage global trade,
investment flows and movement
of services. Four years ago, at our
millennium Summit, we adopted
ambitious global development
goals, but have already fallen be-
! hind in their implementation.

New technologies

While globalisation has gener-
ated new challenges, it has also
given us new technologies to
deal with these challenges. The
world faces looming pandemics
such as HIV/AIDS, but it today
possesses remedies and skills
that can rid the world of this
scourge. We face problems of en-
vironmental - degradation in
many parts of our planet, but we
also have available safe and envi-
ronment-friendly technologies.
Many countries are beset by
prablems of hunger and malnu-
trition, but we possess modern
techniques of food production
and processing to make a hun-
ger-free world a credible and re-
alistic goal.

Lack of global concert

Although our excessive de-
pendence on hydrocarbons rais-
es concerns about the long-term
availability of energy, technology
has made avajlable environmen-
tally sound alternatives. What we
lack is a global concert and a mo-
bilisation of the international
community to overcome these
challenges.

Mr. President,

The experience of the decades
since the inception of the United
Nations demonstrates the great
significance of democracy as an
instrument for achieving both
peace and prosperity. While it is
gratifying that the frontiers of de-
mocracy have expanded dramat-
ically in the last decade and a
half, they still exclude significant
numbers. Only a few months
ago, in our 14th General Elec-
tions, India went through the
largest exercise of popular will in
the world. I can therefore assert
with confidence the importance
of national articulations in global
forums truly reflecting the demo-
cratically expressed will of their
people. We choose to -overlook
the absence of democracy in too
many cases for reasons of politi-
cal expediency.

Democracy’s representative
nature validates the commit-
ments we take on as countries; it
should also determine the man-
ner in which the architecture of
international institutions
evolves. For what is required for
the International community to
successfully deal with global
challenges, whether they be se-
curity challenges, economic
challenges or challenges in the
sphere of the environment are
the existence of international in-
stitutions and a culture of genu-
ine multilateralism.

The U.N. and its specialised
agencies are the only instru-
ments available for responding
effectively to the challenges we
face. But what is missing is our
sustained commitment to demo-
cratise the functioning of the
United Nations. It is common
knowledge that the U.N. is often
unable to exert an effective influ-
ence on global economic and po-
litical issues of  critical
importance. This is due to its
“democracy deficit”, which pre-
vents effective multilateralism, a
multilateralism that is based on a
democratically-evolved  global
consensus. Reform and restruc-
turing of the U.N. system can
alone provide a crucial link in an
expanding chain of efforts to re-
fashion international structures,
imbuing them with a greater de-
gree of participatory decision-
making, representative of con-
temporary realities.

Millennium Declaration

Our Millennium Declaration
ad recognised the urgency of the
reform of the UN. Security
Council. An overwhelming ma-
jority of the world’s population
cannot be excluded from an in-
stitution that legislates on an in-
creasing number of issues, with
an ever-widening impact. The
expansion of the Security Coun-
cil, in the category of both per-
manent and non-permanent

members, and the inclusion of
countries like India as perma-
nent members, would be a first
step in the process of making the
U.N. a truly representative body.

Mr. President,

I would like to make brief ref-
erences to two countries with
which India has had historically
friendly ties and whose early re-
turn to political normalcy is the
focus of the world’s attention.

The sjtuation in Iraq causes
great concern. The UNN. has a
central role to play in erasing the
discord of the recent past and in
ensuring that the Iraqi people
can soon exercise effective sover-
eignty, preserving the country’s
unity and territorial integrity.

An end to the suffering of the
Iragi people and recognition of
their aspirations should be the
guiding objectives. Consistent
with our long-standing ties of
friendship with the Iraqi people,
India will contribute to Iraq’s hu-
manitarian and economic recon-
struction.

Afghanistan

In the past three years, the in-
ternational community has as-
sisted Afghanistan in pulling
back from the brink of chaos and
chronic instability. We sincerely
hope that the forthcoming Presi-
dential elections and the subse-
quent Parliamentary elections
will allow the Afghan people to
express their will, free from in-
terference and intimidation. In-
dia’s assistance to Afghanistan’s
reconstruction will continue.

Relations between India and
Pakistan have been a matter of
attention for the international
community. It is known that
since January this year India and
Pakistan have initiated a com-
posite dialogue to resolve all is-
sues, including Jammu and
Kashmir. I reaffirm our determi-
nation to carry forward this dia-
logue to a purposeful and
mutually acceptable conclusion.

In closing, Mr. President, I
would like to reaffirm India's
commitment to the principles
that have brought us together in
this Organisation.

New challenges

These principles retain their
relevance and validity even while
the global economy and the in-
ternational political order pose
new and very different challeng-
es. All of us have to grow out of
the comfort of the predictable,
discard constraining habits of
thought and move forward with
confidence to meet the demands
of the present and the future.
Each of us has to be prepared to
take on new obligations and
larger responsibilities relevant to
our times.

I deem it a privilege to say un-
hesitatingly that India is con-

. scious of the responsibilities that

lie ahead. I speak of an India on
the move, on the cutting edge of
economic, technological and de-
velopmental transformations.
This is an India endowed with
outstanding human resources,
and we are putting in place pol-
icies which will respond to
emerging and critical tasks. We
have the capabilities and capac-
ity to take these on, and to partic-
ipate in the structuring of a just
and dynamic world order. We are
confident that in an inextricably
interdependent world, our com-
mitment to the common good,
which this organisation embod-
ies, will be resolute.

In this, we are inspired by the
vision of internationalism be-
queathed to us by India’s first
Prime Minister, Jawaharlal Neh-
ru — of a world order whose pil-
lars are peace, harmony,
cooperation and development.
This vision needs to re-animate
the collective wisdom of the
world community for a new part-
nership to meet the unpreceden-
ted challenges we face. Thank

you. — PTI /
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/Singh and Blair
t;\fcé AN S0 far, so good

The first leg o\f Manmohan Singh’s first major foreign
policy foray has proved a success, with Tony Blair
providing unequivocal backing for a permanent seat for
India on the Security Council. The gamut of outstanding
issues between India and the UK appear to have been
amicably discissed with Blair, who supported India’s
position that thyse causing mayhem in Jammu and Kashmir
are terrorists, rither than “freedom fighters” or anything in
between. By uadermining Islamabad’s hope (and Delhi’s
fear) that “intemationalising” Kashmir will do it much good,
that should strengthen Singh’s hands for the meeting with
General Musharaf on 24 September. Iraq could have been
a sticking point but the issue was finessed without changing
India’s basic paition.

Delhi must teep pushing hard on the Security Council
permanent sea issue. Singh will probably be making a pitch
for this in his speech to the UN General Assembly, but Delhi
must also focts on behind-the-scenes lobbying and ‘the
tormation of pessure groups where these matters are reaily
decided. S_etm‘}e"nrthe G4 — which could be called the
group of the €xcluded: India, Germany, 3apaicadReazil.—
is a good idea but South Africa should also be invited to join.
If the idea'behind reforming the Security Council is that
international relations need to be democratised then at least
one permanent representative from Africa is necessary, and
South Africa with its political sophistication and economic
muscle seems a good choice. It would also blunt criticism
that Delhi cannot be expected to be rewarded with a
permanent seat after exploding nuclear bombs, since Dethi
could also back Pretoria’s candidacy, and South Africa is the
only country which had the technical capacity to conduct
nuclear tests but voluntarily renounced it. It isn’t certain that
Dethi’s interests are presently accommodated in world
affairs. Securing a permanent seat on the Security Council
would be a way of ensuring this, and ought to be a prime goal
of the/%{;hs, Natwar and Manmohan.
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By Sridhar Krishnaswami members in the Security Coun-

“U.N. reform should be

UNITED NATIONS, SEPT. 22. The
Prime Minister, Manmohan
Singh, has told the United Na-
tions Secretary-General, Kofi
Annan, that the reform of the
world organisation should be
broad in character and should
strengthen the General Assemb-
ly, the Security Council, the
functional agencies and the
Secretariat.

At his meeting with Mr. An-
nan, Ur. Singh reiterated India’s
strong commitment to the U.N.
and effective multilateralism.
He complimented Mr. Annan
on his speech at the General As-
sembly on Tuesday where he
stressed the importance of the
rule of law in international rela-
tions. India fully endorsed this,
Dr. Singh told Mr. Annan.

On the high-level panel look-
ing into threats and challenges,
Dr. Singh is reported to have
told Mr. Annan that India re-
jected any new category of rota-
tional or semi-permanent

based: M
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cil and that the recommenda-
tions of the panel would have to
be subjected to the U.N.’s deci-
sion-making processes.

Mr. Annan said the panel
would submit its recommenda-
tions in December and there
would be the fullest possible
debate.

Mr. Annan is said to have re-
ferred to the challenges faced by
the U.N. in Iraq and remarked
that if the security situation in
Iraq was a matter of concern,
the U.N. would give every sup-
port to the electoral process
planned in that country.

Meeting with Karzai

Prior to his meeting with Mr.
Annan, Dr. Singh met the Presi-
dent of Afghanistan, Hamid
Karzai. In this “very warm and
friendly meeting,” Mr. Karzai
focussed on the coming Presi-
dential elections in his country
and the challenges and hopes
they engendered.

He said the main objective

THE HINDU

was the institutionalisation of
democracy and the need to es-
tablish strong institutions.

Mr. Karzai spoke of India as a
great example of democracy
and appreciated New Delhi’s
assistance to Afghanistan in all
sectors, especially in education
and health.

Briefing the media on the
meeting, the Foreign Secretary,
Shyam Saran, said Dr. Singh
hoped there would be a strong
commitment to national unity
and ethnic harmony in
Afghanistan.

“National unity is very impor-
tant for the destiny of Afghan-
istan,” Mr. Karzai replied.

Dr. Singh offered Afghanistan
more assistance. Mr. Saran said
no specifics were discussed but
the assistance programmes
were already extensive and in
the next two to three years it
could touch $400 million.

“India is committed to the
stability of Afghanistan,” Mr.
Saran added.

See also Page 11
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BLAIR CONDEMNS TERRORISM IN KASHMIR

UK backs India’s

- ‘entry to UN

Sept. 20. — A categoric “yes” to India’s
inclusion as a permanent member of the
Security Council, and an equally emphat-
ic condemnation of “all terrorism in
Kashmir” were the major commitments
India received from Britain when Prime
Minister Dr Manmohan Singh met his

counterpart, Mr Tony Blair, at 10
Downing Street for talks and lunch today.
Noting that India was a country of 1.2
billion people, Mr Blair said: “India not
to be represented on the Security Cou-
ncil is something that is not in tune with
the modern times. We totally and com-
pletely condemn any terrorism associat-
ed with Kashmir.” He added: “Britain
supports the Indo-Pak dialogue process
through peaceful exchange of views.”

With relations between India and
Britain going “from strength to streng-
th”, Mr Blair said bilateral ties were at
“the strongest they've ever been”, a view
reflected in the joint declaration issued
at the end of the meeting,

The declaration, Towards a New and Dy-
namic Partnership, outlines “a vision and a
commitment” for the future, Dr Singh
said. He expressed gratitude to Britain for
India being the “largest recipient of British
aid”, While the declaration deals with for-
eign and defence policy, reinforcing the bi-
lateral strategic partnership, it also speaks
of jointly combating terrorism and streng-
thening civilian nuclear cooperation.

Dr Singh said he came to Britain “50
years ago” as a student and the sentimen-
tal journey today showed how far both
countries have progressed. However, to
make any progress in working together to
tackle problems facing the world (such as
Britain’s desire to include India in the
mission for the uplift of Africa and the
global effort on climate change), the

“Ties are at the strongest they've ever been,” Mr Blair tells Dr Singh at 10, Downing Street. —

Prime Minister said “effective and credi-
ble strategies” had to be evolved to tack-
le “the menace of terrorism” that threat-
ens to derail any development effort. But
it was clear that both countries differed in
their perception of the war in Iraq as part
of the fight against terrorism.

Citing India as the “world’s greatest
democracy”, Mr Blair pointed out that
democracy was what the war against
Saddam Hussein’s Iraq was intended to
bring. But Dr Singh said: “We have our
own percepuons of what is happening in
Iraq.” It would not be possible for India,
given the lack of political consensus and
the Parliament resolution, to send troops
there. However, he did commit assista-
nce for rehabilitation and reconstruction
efforts in that country.

More reports on pages 3 & 10
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Pak to oppose

-ISLAMABAD, Sept. 20.— Pakistan
has said it would strongly oppose
India’s bid to get a permanent seat

in the UN Security Councll. *Pakistan
would do everything possibleto .
thwart india’s attempts to get a per-
manent seat" Pakistan's ent
representative to UN Mr Munir Akr-
am said ahead of the 24 September
Singh-Musharraf meeting. “Pakistan
would oppose the increase of perm-
anent members in the UNSC” Mr
Akram said yssterday in New York. “If
we have 0 choose, we will support
Germany and Japan against India,"
he was quoted as saying by
Pakistan's Daily Times. — PTI
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No nathn
powers, say

Dar-es-Salaam: At a time when India is
lobbying for a permanent seat in the
United Nations, President A P J Abdul
Kalam has opined that no country
should have the veto power in the UN
and there is a need for a new world body
to tackle global terrorism.

Asserting that this was his “personal
views”, Kalam while addressing promi-
nent personalities here on Sunday night
said that “no nation should have veto
powers. We need a foundation for the UN.
It should not be depending on one coun-
try’s resources”. “It is not my govern-
ment’s view and it is my personal view,”
he clarified. The President was respond-
ing to a question on how to tackle terror-
§sm globally as the UN was not effective.

Observing that India faced a “unique”

President Abdul Kalam addressing the
Indian community of Zanzibar at
Salam Mahal on Sunday

problem of cross-border terrorism, he
said that New Delhi was taking steps to
reinforce its borders and engaged in
talks with its neighbour. “You need a
new world order system” to have a mis-

should have veto
S President Kalam

2 sion on facing the situation, Kalam said.

Kalam also suggested a three-
pronged strategy to create a better
world—imparting value education to
youths, transforming religion into spir-
itualism and removing economic dis-
parity. Emphasising the importance of
agriculture for a country’s economic
progress, the President cited the in-
stance of developed countries imposing
economic and technology sanctions on
New Delhi after it became a nuclear
state. “One thing that saved the country
was its foodgrain production.”

The President also advised the people
of Indian origin to work for the
progress of the country where they
were and New Delhi would provide the
“cultural connectivity.” agencies

Pak links gas pipeline to Kashmir talks

Islam bad Stepping up the
rhetoric on
Kashmir
ahead of a
meeting
between
Prime
Minister
Manmo-
han Singh
and Presi-
b dent Per-
ez Musharraf, Pakistan has
linked the proposed Iran-In-
dia gas pipeline with progress
on the Kashmir issue through
“meaningful talks.”

“We are ready to allow tran-
sit facilities and also foolproof
security (to gas pipeline) but
India will have to deal with
Kashmir issue in an equitable

b Shaukat Aziz

ful manner throllgh
meam ul talks so that
progress can be made on oth-
er areas, including gas
pipelines,” Prime Minister
Shaukat Aziz said in an inter-
view published in Pakistan
Observer on Monday.

His comments came close
on the heels of Musharraf’s
assertion that Pakistan
would never give up Kashmir.
Musharraf is meeting Singh
in New York later this month.

“I will meet Manmohan
Singh and tell him in unequiv-
ocal terms about our stand on
the issue, We will not give up
Kashmir,” he told a meeting of
army officers and soldiers ata
‘Garrison Darbar’ in Quetta
on Saturday.

THE TIMES OF INDIA

Clalmmg that the ba]l was
now in the Indian court, Aziz
said “Kashmir is the core issue
and nothing can move without
making any progress on Kash-
mir. In fact, India needs resolu-
tion of disputes more thanus.”

Pakistan showed interest
in the gas pipeline projects as
it was hoping to get around
$600 million in royalties.

The gas pipeline projects,
specially the Iran-India gas
line figured prominently dur-
ing the recent talks between
external affairs minister K
Natwar Singh and his Pak-
istan counterpart Khurshid M
Kasuri. A joint statement is-
sued after their talks in New
Delhi said that a separate
meeting of energy ministers of

both countries would discuss
“availability and accessibility
of energy resources” in the re-
gion. Aziz said gas pipelines
from Turkmenistan, Iran and
Qatar have to go through Pak-
istan into India. “Fact remains
that India for its economic sus-
tainability; direly needs these
gas pipelines,” he said.

Aziz said that his “govern-
ment is mindful of the fact
that people of the subconti-
nent are hostage to Kashmir
issue. “South Asia needs eco-
nomic and social growth. We
need to eliminate poverty, dis-
ease and evil of extremism
from this region. This cannot
happen unless the two nu-
clear neighbours resolve the

Kashmir dispute’. agencies
e
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. Manmohan Singh’s pitch

N
Sl
By C. Raja Mohan

NEW DELHI, SEPT. 12. In an un-
precedented meeting next week
on the margins of the annual
session of the United Nations
General Assembly (UNGA), the
Prime Minister, Manmohan
Singh, will join the leaders of
Brazil, Japan and Germany to
make a strong pitch for reform-
ing the world body.

All four nations are candi-
dates for the permanent mem-
" bership of the Unijted Nations
Security Council (UNSC) and
have begun to endorse each
other’s case to be part of the
global decision-making on war
and peace.

At their first-ever joint ses-
sion, the four nations are ex-
pected to focus on the
imperatives of making the U.N.
more effective and its leading
arm, the Security Council, re-
flect the global power distribu-
tion in the 21st century.

Dr. Singh’s talks with the Bra-
zilian President, Lula da Silva,
the Prime Minister of Japan,
Junichiro Koizumi, and the Ger-
man Foreign Minister, Joschka
Fischer, mark an important
turning point in the extended
debate on U.N. reform.

This meeting of the four as-
piring powers is expected to un-
derline the urgency of lending a
representative character to the
UNSC. All four have strong cre-
dentials as well as wide-ranging
support to have a permanent
seat.

Equally important, it is a step
forward — in what
had called in his
ence a few da;

persuasion” — in getting the in-
ternational community to ac-
cept India’s strong case to be
part of the global security man-
agement.

High-level panel

The intensified effort by the
four nations comes amid a
growing dissatisfaction with the
way the U.N. was left standing
aside when the Bush Adminis-
tration invaded Iraq without an
international mandate.

While the U.S. has reserved
the right to intervene unilateral-
ly to protect its strategic inter-

DIPLOMATIC
NOTEBOOK

ests, the Europeans, in the
name of multilateralism, are
pressing relentlessly for a “su-
pra-national” U.N. with a “right
to intervene” in the internal af-
fairs of other states.

A high-level panel appointed
last year by the U.N. Secretary
General, Kofi Annan, to assess
the new threats and challenges
facing the organisation is dis-
cussing many of these issues.
The report of the panel is ex-
pected to be out in December
and could form the basis for a
renewed debate on U.N. re-
forms.

China’s veto

In addressing the UNGA, Dr.
Singh will have an opportunity
to shape the great debate on the
future of the U.N. and
muttilateralism.

Even as India and Japan ex-
tend mutual support, they keep

a wary eye on the attitude of
China, which could veto any
restructuring of the U.N.
system.

China has not opposed U.N.
reforms. It has also underlined
the importance of bringing
more “developing countries”
into the UNSC. This open-end-
ed position avoids a commit-
ment either in favour or against
the candidature of Japan and
India.

Meanwhile, the Chinese
media reflects the deep reserva-
tions in Beijing about Japan’s
global ambitions.

In an article last week, China
Daily declared that Beijing must
boldly say “No” to Japan’s entry
into the UNSC. Another writer
in People’s Daily suggested that
Japan, India, Germany and Bra-
zil “cannot go far without ade-
quate patience.”

U.S. support

While the U.S. has broadly
supported Japan's case, the Sec-
retary of State, Colin Powell, last
month declared that Japan
must consider revising its peace
constitution that abjures the
use of force if it wants to play an
active role in international se-
curity affairs.

Japan is caught between the
devil and the deep blue sea.
Beijing opposes Tokyo’s mem-
bership of the UNSC by reviving
the memories of Japanese mil-
itarism. Washington demands
that Japan shed its current mil-
itary inhibitions if it wants to
enter the UNSC.

Mr. Koizumi has apparently
decided for the moment to
stake its claim — for the first

at the United Nations

time at the UNGA — for the per-
manent membership without
any “promise” or “threat” to
change its peace constitution.

Nuclear burden

For India, too, American sup-
port would be crucial in gaining
a permanent seat. In his much-
anticipated book about India,
the former Deputy Secretary of
State, Strobe Talbott, sums up
the conversation on the subject
between the former U.S. Presi-
dent, Bill Clinton, and the for-
mer Prime Minister, Atal Bihari
Vajpayee, at Hyderabad House
in New Delhi in March 2000.

Mr. Talbott writes: “...Vaj-
payee appealed for Clinton’s
support in making India a per-
manent member of the United
Nations Security Council. Clin-
ton replied that there were oth-
er major regional powers with
similar aspirations, such as Bra-
zil—which he added, had the
done the right thing in not going
nuclear”.

The linkage between India’s
nuclear policy and a permanent
seat at the UNSC, set out by Mr.
Clinton in 2000 remains un-
changed in the pronounce-

ments of the Democratic
Presidential candidate, Senator
John Kerry.

The Bush Administration has
been less critical of India’s nu-
clear weapons programme but
has not extended support to In-
dia’s UNSC claims.

When he meets the U.S. Pres-
ident, George W. Bush, in New
York, Dr. Singh will have an op-
portunity to find out if there is
an evolution in American
thinking.
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lydla puts foot down
»on WMD resolution

Press Trust of Indin '\/</

UNHQ, April 23. — India has
told the UN Security Council that
it won’t accept any interpretation
of a resolution on WMD which
imposes obligations arising from
treaties that it has not signed or
ratified.

India, however, expressed its
commitment to an “effective and
comprehensive” system of export
control of WMD-usable materi-
als, equipment or tethnologies or
their delivery system and to deny
unlawful access to either state or
“non-state actors”.

Indian ambassador Mr Vijay K
Nambiar told the Coundil: “India
won’t accept externally prescribed
norms or standards, whatever
their source, on matters pertain-
ing to domestic jurisdiction of its
Parliament, including national
legislation,  regulations  or
arrangements which are not con-
sistent with its constitutional pro-
visions and procedures or con-
trary to its national mterests or
infringe on its soyéreignty.”

The resolutigh hammered out

| Indian ambassador to the UN,
Mr Vijay K Nambiar - -

The resolution would
compel nations to adnpt
and enforce laws pre
a terrorist or ‘non-atatee :
“actor’ from getting weapons
of mass destruction

by the five permanent members of
the Security Council — the USA,
Britain, Russia, France and China
— in negotiations extending over
five months would compel nations
to adopt and enforce laws pro-
hibiting a terrorist or “non-state
actor” from getting weapons of
mass destruction.

But, Mr Nambiar said validity of

- a

the focus on “non-state actors” in
the resolution in no way diminish-
es state accountability on combat-
ing terrorism, in eliminating its
support to infrastructure or link-
ages with the WMD. “As in the
case of terrorism, state account-
ability cannot be absolved on
grounds that the proliferation was
the result of private enterprise,”
Mr Nambiar said without naming
Pakistan, but obviously referring
to the proliferation admitted by its
top scientist Dr AQ Khan.

1t would be a “precarious para-
dox” if individual states actions,
despite this resolution, condone
instances of proliferation or
“reward proliferating states by
other means”, he said.

The vote on the resolution is
not expected till April end and the
USA, diplomats said, might con-
sider amendments to get a unani-
mous vote.

The resolution invokes chapter
seven of the charter which makes it
obligatory for all 191 member
states to implement it and allow use
of sanction or even military force
against those who fail to do so.
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