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Nuclear sellout not acceptable
Pakistan is in the initial stage of nu- clear development. Thank God, it has acquired the basic capability and has demonstrated it success- fully. This has been a blessing from Allah. All individuals and institutions (scientific, mili- tary and political) certainly deserve praise and support for performing this valuable ser- vice to the nation and the Ummah. It should also be acknowledged that a nuclear race is neither inevitable nor desirable. Similarly equality is not necessary, as was madly pur- sued by the two superpowers in the Cold War. What is needed is credible nuclear de- terrence, for today and tomorrow.
Deterrence is not a static phenomenon: it is dynamic and relative. The adversary's capacity to attack and defend is the point of reference. India has very clearly declared its nuclear ambitions. It is a nuclear weaponised country and is not prepared to abdicate this position.
The Indian leadership has made it clear that: India is and would remain a state equipped with nuclear weapons, along with conventional ones. It will maintain and de- velop this capability to extend its supremacy beyond its borders.
For the time being. India needs no more testing, but if need be, the options are open and no limitations will be accepted.
- Minimum deterrence does not mean mere nuclear capability. It includes proper weaponisation and an effective delivery sys-
tems.
In his article in Foreign Affairs, Jasjit Singh states clearly: "Recessed deterrence may be defined as a credible nuclear weapons capability which the country is able to draw upon for political and diplomatic purposes, and is able to deploy...within a de- fined time-frame and effectively use it phys- ically for military purposes."
Indian Prime Minister Atal Behari Vaj- payee, in a statement in parliament, con- firmed these ambitions. According to him, minimum deterrence means "the minimum capability to fight a nuclear war".
It also deserves to be noted that India at present possesses 80-100 bombs in ready form, the capacity to prepare around 200 bombs and has developed reliable delivery systems, viz missiles, air delivery and nu- clear submarines. It has also prepared weapons based both on uranium and pluto- nium and claims that it has also conducted a thermonuclear test, which can enable it to produce hydrogen bombs.
To contain such an adversary, it is neces- sary for Pakistan to possess a competitive
capability. From this viewpoint Pakistan does not have enough in store. The tests that Pak- istan carried out are not sufficient inspite of all their success and effectiveness. To main- tain sufficient deterrent power, meet future technological requirements and counter In-
dian developments, the option to carry out more nuclear tests must be kept open.
On the basis of firm advice from scien- tists in Pakistan and abroad, the writer is convinced that while there may not be an im- mediate need for further testing to confirm the weapon-grade level of uranium (U235) enrichment, but for developing plutonium (Pu239) and tritium, more tests are essen- tial. Computer simulation or cold tests can- not provide results beyond a certain level of certainty. Development of precise ther- monuclear devices would need 'hot testing'.
Hot tests are also necessary for weapon- isation, miniaturisation and major modifica- tions in designs, particularly to develop weapon-designs further, improve target re- finement and seek reduction in radiation and hazards for human life and health. Kahuta may not be needing hot testing soon, but for Khushab on which billions of dollars have been invested, such tests are essential in the coming stages. Similarly, tests have great im- portance in the preparation of "tactical low yield" devices. Pakistan is yet to develop tri- tium, which India claims to have developed.
In view of the above realities, we cannot agree with those who suggest that the coun- try can face all future nuclear challenges from an adversary who is not accepting any restraint only on the basis of Pakistan's pre- sent nuclear capacity. This option would be too risky and dangerous. No doubt the na- tion must first rely upon Allah's grace and blessing. But we must also remember that the Prophet Muhammad (pbuh), while or- dering Muslims to have trust in Allah, also advised them to "keep the camel tied".
The Qur'aanic command is also very clear: "Make ready for an encounter against them all the forces and well-readied horses you can muster that you may overawe the enemies of Allah and your own enemies and others besides them of whom you are un- aware, but of whom Allah is aware. What- ever you may spend in the cause of Allah, shall be fully repaid to you, and you shall not
be wronged" (al-Anfa'al 8: 60). This principle of de- terrent power must not be undermined, if we want to protect our hon- our, faith and national security.
For a number of purposes computer sim- ulation is an option. But while India has been provided supercomputers, Pakistan has been denied this technology. Another relevant variable is the amount of data available on the basis of one's own tests or software based on tests by others. We do not have enough of such data as well. Russia and the US have data derived from over a thousand tests each. They can update their capabilities even without further testings. But unless Pakistan obtains necessary technology and
data, how can it develop competitive capac ity without practical testing?
With the institution of credible nuclear deterrence after the May 28 tests, the chances of a war in South Asia have min- imised. But to maintain this capacity in fu- ture and upgrade it to the required level, it is necessary to keep our hands untied and protect the capacity to counter Indian ad- vancements. Let us learn a lesson from de- bates taking place in American policymaking forums about probable effects of ratification of the CTBT on America's future security and deterrent capabilities.
The US is the the only superpower which now possesses many times more capacity in conventional and nuclear weapons against both Russia and China. It has undertaken 1045 hot-tests, and four more tests last year after signing CTBT within the "sub-critical" limits, along with its capacity for cold and computer simulation tests. Yet some of its top scientists have advised its government not to ratify CTBT. These scientists claim that no matter how supreme the present US position may be, it should not accept any ban on hot-tests if it wishes to keep its upper hand and world position in future.
The US Pirlont how ninly signed the
CTBT, but the For- eign Affairs Com- mittee of the House of Representatives, has not even started con- sidering it yet for ratification. The commit- tee's chairman has already expressed his reservations about the treaty. The Senate Committee is considering the issue in a leisurely manner. Their testimony before the committee of John Holum, Director Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, Spurgeon Kenny, head of the Arms Control Associa tion, and Dr Kathlean Baily, head of the Lawrence Livermore Natural Laboratory de- serves to be carefully analysed.
Despite superior US nuclear capability, Dr Kathlean Baily recommends that US should
We believe that if fundamental reforms are not introduced in the economic system, lifting of sanctions and securing more loans will make no real difference
not ratify the treaty because it "will foreclose the ability of the United States to modernise its nuclear forces". Appreciating the capabil- ity of computers, Dr Baily observes: "virtual reality cannot replace reality".
This is what scientists advise the policy- makers of a country which possesses a nu- clear weapons heap sufficient to destroy the whole globe 15 to 20 times. Here, Pakistanis know very well what the Indian designs are, yet they feel complacent that they are and would remain "well-prepared" for any future eventuality despite cutting their hands with CTBT and all that is to follow.
There is no s no denying that economic secu- rity is also necessary along with defence se- curity both are inter-related and interde- pendent. But we have no hesitation in submitting that our current economic crisis is not the result of sanctions imposed after the May 98 detonations. The real and sub- stantive causes are to be found in the ill-con- ceived economic policies that have frus- trated all progress.
Our saving levels are low and we are liv- ing beyond our means. Our development strategies are flawed and our priorities mis- placed. Our infrastructure is corroding and we have gone for the easy but futile option of
living on debts we cannot pay back. This dis- mal situation has been worsening over the last 15 years. Putting all blame on 'sanc- tions, and seeking more and more loans, would be economically disastrous and loaded with great dangers for national security.
Therefore, while formulating national se- curity policy, the defence and economic se- curity requirements should be delinked from sue of the issue seeking more loans from the World Bank and the the IMF and also to be dis sociated from the question of economic and military sanctions. These sanctions are im- moral and illegal. We must not succumb to them. They provide an opportunity to learn to live within our means and pursue the path of real self-reliance. That is the honourable way out.
If fundamental reforms are not intro- duced in the economic system, lifting of sanctions and securing more loans will make no real difference. Rather Pakistan will be further submerged in this quagmire. At pre- sent, Pakistan is begging for $4-5 billion. Next year the gap would call for $6-7 billion, and third I year it may reach $10 billions. This would be a a threat to national freedom, secu- rity and honour.
We, therefore, warn the nation to care- fully watch the Prime Minister's Washington visit. There must not be any surrender on the issues such as the CTBT and nuclear deter- rence. Freedom, honour and national secu- rity come first. No one has any mandate to compromise them.
This government initiated a debate on the CTBT in a joint session of parliament. What emerged from the debate was that the nation does not favour the CTBT. In this back- ground, the Prime Minister has only one op- tion. He should clearly tell the US leadership that there will be no compromise on the nu- clear issue. The CTBT and other related treaties cannot be considered without first. fully meeting Pakistan's security require- ments and giving due regard to the interests of the Ummah.
The framework within which talks could be held, is:
• Permanent monopoly of a few coun- tries over the nuclear capability is unjust and unacceptable, Either every one should have it or none should be allowed. Pakistan
should never accept nuclear apartheid.
The question of nuclear capability should be delinked from economic sanc- tions. Talks can be held on fair economic co- operation, trade and investment. But without any quid pro quo on Pakistan's nuclear ca pability or delivery systems.
• Pakistan is a "nuclear weapon state" (NWS), like India, and the world has to ac- cept this fact. Unless the NPT is suitably amended, the dialogue should not move an inch.
Whether at the international or regional level, Pakistan is ready to talk about nuclear disarmament and establish a new healthy system. But that is possible only if there is no duress and no discrimination, particularly between India and Pakistan. Also, real progress must be ensured in respect of the. core dispute between India and Pakistan, ie Kashmir.
An essential prerequisite is to seek so- lution to the problems of South Asia, which have mainly been generated by Indian re- gional ambitions and proclivity for aggres- sion. That is why an acceptable balance of power between Pakistan and India is crucial. No special treatment should be given to India anymore. The privileges extended to ded to her or in the future should also be made available to Pakistan. This includes a permanent seat at the UN Security Council, transfer of tech- nology and availability of all other conces sions. If India ever goes for new test(s), or upsets the the balance of power, then Pakistan has the right to correct that balance.
A decisive
now
work is the just soon ent of the frame.
of Kashmir problem, which should be according to the UN reso- lutions and on the basis of the free will of the people of Jammu and Kashmir. Fifty years of useless talks indicate that holding bilateral talks will not be sufficient. The UN and world powers need to play an active role and the Kashmir freedom movement has to be given a status similar to that of other movements for self-determination. Without this neither regional peace is possible, nor the potential for South Asian economic and human devel- opment can be realised.
This is the six-point agenda which promises to solve South Asia's problems. Mr Prime Minister, do meet President Clinton. but take a strong stand with courage and wisdom and do not budge an inch, as this is in the best security interests of Pakistan and the Ummah.
Concluded
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