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India has emerged over the last four decades 2s 2n autonemons

centre of power in the global system, this in spite of irredentist
problems like Punjab that continue o plague its polity. Pakisian's
complicity with the terrorists in the Punjab further exacerbates
India’s insecurity. For this reason, Pakistan remains the befe noire
in India's security planning,

China is often cited as a threat by India but this threat remains
largely an ephemeral one and one that is invoked largely because of
Pakistan’s strategic relationship with China. China, no doubt, aims

/to weaken India by playing on the fears of the smaller neighbours
such as Nepal and Bhutan, but Pakistan remains India’s only
military competitor in South Asia, because of the. military aid that
it receives from the United States and China. The retrofilling of
the Chinese aircraft F-7 with the American GE-404 engine and
avionics adds another dimension to the Sino-American military
coordination in South Asia, Pakistan, because of its strategic cone
tiguity to the oil wells of West Asia, is an important Iynchpin on
which the United States and China can base their foreign policy in
West Asia. It is conccivable that as and when the Sovict military
presence in Afghnistan diminishes, relations between Moscow and
Islamabad may also improve. This is a possibility that assumes
importance in view of Gorbachev’s attempts to consolidate
Moscow’s relations with China, with whom Pakistan has strong ties.

China’s pursuit of an independent foreign policy backed by
military power gives it enough flexibility to negotiate with both the
superpowers. Its nuclear weapens have further enhanced its global
image. Chinese ICBMs and SLBMs can today threaten targets in
both European and Asian Russia, and perhaps the western
seaboard of the United States. It is with good reason that the
United States, in deference to the wishes of China (a friend) and
Japan (an ally), had insisted that the Soviets remove the 171 S8-20s
stationed in the Far Bast as part of the INF accord. In their negotia-
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tations with Moscow, the Chinese had only once made an issue of
the S8-20 (in 1982) when the present foreign minister Qian Qichen
led the negotiations.

China has always insisted that the superpowers must first reduce
by as much as 50 per cent the number of their strategic missiles,
and at the Moscow Summit held from May 29-June 2 this year,
there was the hope that such a reduction might actually take place.
The US unwillingness to give up the SDI option stymied the move
towards such reductions. It is conceivable that Gorbachev aims to
restrict the growth of Chinese balistic missiles both on land and on
sea, through arms control mnegotiations. For some time, these
missiles are likely to remain delinked from the central strategic
balance much like the British and the French missiles.

There have been several reports to suggest that in the mount-

ainous caves and vallevs of Qinghai province that borders Tibet,
scores of IRBMs and MRBMs have been deployed. India has
chosen not to make an issue of these missiles in its negotiations
with China. Of late, evidence has come to light that 'some of these
missiles have beea sold to Saudi Arabia, after the Israelis modified
their guidance system. As far as India is concerned, a similar sale
by China of these missiles to Pakistan could pose a grave threat.
So far, no conclusive evidence is available to suggest that any such
sale has taken place. A report prepared by the US Congressional
Research Service has alleged that Pakistan isin possession of a
1,000-km range missile. Indo-Pakistani relations arc far more com-
plicated than the issue of a mere possession by each of the parties
of a long range ballistic missile. The nuclear elemext is an impor-
tant element in the posturing which has characterised the diploma-
tic offensive between the two countries.

An “identity crisis’” bedevils Pakistan which turns to the Islamic
countries of West Asia, but remains India-oriented and geographi-
cally in South Asia. India, in spite of all influence in Southeast
Asia, sees no need to use it although there is enough for it to be
able to influence events there. China, because of its geographical
outlets, is always able to have influence in regions for from it.
Today, it maintains the status and profile of a global power—
witness how it can manipulate the Khmer Rouge in Kampuchea
and influence the course of negotiations.

China is perceived in New Delhi as one that weakeas India’s
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the state of US-Soviet relations to one of a cooperative, rather
than of a conflictual nature. It is likely that sucha relationship
may be further strengthened by the election of Michael Dukakis as
president. At the same time, US-China relations are unlikely to be
de-emphasised. China is growing economically fast enough to be
of great interest to the United States for several years to come
e.specially when the US trade with the Asia Pacific Basin is increa-
sing.

India’s Security Imperatives

In the 19905 India has to contened with a growing power profile,
Its military capabilities and national power have at present the
potential to extend beyond the region but there is as yet no mean-
ingful doctrine that takes it beyond the confines of the region.
Dr Henry Kissinger, the former US Secretary of State, has had a
change of heart towards India—he condescends to equate India
with Japan and China as the major Asian powers of the 21st cen-
tury. It remains unclear, however that India herself has faith in her
own capabilities. India’s geographical size and population gives her
a great power profile. The potential has yet to be realised in full
largely because of the internal problems that continue to plague its
polity. By mere leasing of the Charlie I-class nuclear powered
submarine from the USSR, ripples were generated as far away ds
Australia. The firing of a 250km-range Prithvi surface to surface
missile has been an ad hoc event that helped her re-establish her
credentials as a nascent missile power. However, this image soon
suffered a sctback, when the test fire failure of the augmented satel-
lite launch vehicle (SLV) occurred in July 1988.

India at present has no intention to manufacture nuclear
weapons; this in spite of 2 detonation :of a solitary nuclear device
in May 1974. It has failed to convince the think<tanks of the
western world, such as the Carnegic Endownment for Peace, in
Washington, who continue to allege that India has as many as
twenty atomic bombs in the basement. Pakistan is credited with
having four bombs in ‘the basement. None of these estimates is
convincing,

Moscow’s relations with Islamabad, especially after the complete
withdrawal of the Soviets from Afghanistan, will greatly be deter-
mined by the nature of the regime in Kabul. China likes to promote
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Afghanistan as a neutral or nonaligned nation because of its
interests being threatened by Soviet occupation of the Wakhan
corridor,

China’s thrust into West Asia has of late become aggressive,
what with the arms sales to Iran, Iraq, Saudi Arabia and Syria.
Pakisian’s strong ties with several of the Islamic countries of the
Gulf will help Beijing to move into the affairs of the Gulf.
Moscow is likely to view with trepidition China’s thrust into the
Gulf. Moscow is also interested in improving its relations with
Pakistan and Iran because of the rise of Islam in several of its
southern republics, Long-range US interests in the Gulf are likely
to retain the US strategic relations with Pakistan. General Zia,
as long as he was in office was secure in the knowledge that the
US is uamlikely to pressure it to give up the nuclear weapons
option.

The destruction of the SS-20 missiles that were stationed in the
East Asian theatre against Japan aand China as part of an INF
agreement covering Burope, represents the extent to which Gorba-
chev is willing to accommodate China, Gorbachev is also putting
a greater stress on the security of the Asia-Pacific region, and to
achicve this he needs good relations with both Beijing and Tokyo.
The importance of China arises because of tensions on the Sino-
Soviet border, which tie up 47 military divisions. For Gorbachey,
perestroika, that is, restructuring of Soviet society, requires addi-
tional resources, and these become available when his disarmament
measures succeed. At the present stage of the world, the type of
de-nuclearisation that Gorbachev envisages seems a little idealistic.
China’s development of long-range ICBMs on land and SLBMs at
sea, is likely to be constrained by Gorbachev’s plans for de-nuclea-
risation of the world, convinced as the Chinese are that no such
radical restructuring of the world will take place. Meanwhile, it
needs to be stressed that the Chinese development of nuciear
powered ballistic missile submarines (SSBMs) is likely to be
enhanced as the result of appointment Admiral Zhang Liazhong as
Chief of Naval Staff of the PLA Navy. He has stressed the develop-
ment of a blue water navy. One could say, therefore, that China’s
naval doctrine for the 21st century would aim towards the develop-
ment of a blue water navy. India’s navy is unlikely to complete
against such a growing navy during the next two decades.
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The procurements by India of the Kashin destroyers and the Kilo- 4
class submarines from the Soviet Union marks but a step in the
right direction. China’s use of their navy against the Vietnamese in |
their conflict over the Spratly and Paracel islands could open the
eyes of the navy to the possibility that it could undertake similar

missions against the Andaman and Nicobar islands. If Chinese
nuclear submarines were to make periodic visits into the Indian

Ocean, it would need fo surfice for rest and recreation (R&R) of |

the crew. Rangoon port with its excellent facilities is suited for
this purpose and China has strong ties with Burma. Rangoon’s
proximity to the islands of Andaman and Nicobar raises the spectre
of a Chinese threat from its nuclear submarines.

The Indian Navy’s procurement of diesel powered HDW and

Kilo-class submarines needs further growth. India’s relations with
Burma need to be further strengthened as also with countries of
Southeast Asia that fear tho growth of the Chinese Navy. Indonesia
and Malaysia are two such countries. China will, thus, not have
an unhindered access to the waters of the Indian Ocean. It would
have to contend with the Indonesian Navy as its navy enters the
waters of the Lombok Straits. The Soviet naval facilities at Cam
Ranh Bay and Da Nang in Vietnam will also restrain the passage
of Chinese naval vessels. This would be true so long as the Soviets
remain committed to Vietnam’s security. If Sino-Soviet relations
were to improve dramatically, Soviet compulsions to aid the Viet-
namese against the Chinese would also reduce. Since the relations
between Moscow and Beijing are unlikely to reach the stage of the
fifties, it would scem that the Soviets would not altogether write
off China as a threat, and hetice are not going to abandon their
facilities in Vietnam, especially since it provides a theatre for pro-
jection into the waters of the Pacific.

China is a belligerent and hegemonistic nation, one that believes
in teaching lessons, As article published in the journal the Libera-
tion Army Daily in January 1988 was written by the military com-
mander of the Chengdu military region (which covers India and
Vietnam). He wrote about the threat to China that is likely to
come from its southern borders. It remains to be seen whether
India is considered to be one of those threats.

China, unlike India, perceives itself as a global power, capable
of influencing events in regions as far away as Saudi Arabia and
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programme. A.Q. Khan, the determined motallurgist who directs
Project 706 at Kahuta, is now setting up a second enrichment
. plant at Golra, some six miles west of Islamabad. It is conceivable
¢ thatin the long run Pakistan will develop an enriched uranium

1987. The Prithvi surface to surface hussle which was recently test ; .
e M p e - frigger for fusion weapons. If this were to indeed happen, one
d fuelled ¢ : )
fired is liquid fuelled and inertially guided, It has the capabilities to b more march would indeed have been stolen aver India.

be used in the battlefield since its range is merely limited to & .
3 : Tt & In the subcontinent, posturing seems to take a precedence on
km, es of missil a 4 G . ;

o i e ol mikiles: wsild BEF he ey o @ actual  action. India and Pakistan  continually resort to

newer generation of missiles. - :

The Indian Space Research Organisation (ISRO) however, 'propaganda with regard t(_) nuclear weapons even as they have
failed in two successive years (1987-88) to launch the augmented i ® gcnume.nced for harnessing auclear energy, The time has come
satellite launch vehicle (ASLV), thereby retarding any missile for a choice, once and’ for al!,‘ wrh_ctl}cr nuc?ear Weapons are
programme that might have been contemplated in the 19905 § Decessary. If qubachov.spcacc Intitiatives were actually to get
India has to date commissioned only a 30 kilowatt reactor named & °ff the ground, it is possiblo a day would come when the world
“Kamani” that can convert thorium 232, a fertile element, into order would be rid of the scourge of nuclear weapons. T.hl.s is
fissionable uranium 233, Such a process holds tremendous promiss i 2150 the goal of the three-tier formula proposed by Prime Minister
for India, which accounts for one of the world's largest reserves & R&jiv Gandhi at'the Third Spf;'al Session on Disarmament at
of monazite ore (that contains thorium) in the sands of Kerala, # the United Na‘nons on June 9, 1988, But‘ how far such a proposal
Former Admiral Rickover of the US Navy had once cxpressed ¢ #ould meet with the approval of the United States and the narrow
the view that thorium burning reactors in the so-called “light J@ chavvinstic interest of France and China remains to, be scen. As

Wwas mentioned earlier on, China's sale of the obsolescent DF-3

water breeder” mode, are ideally suited for nuclear propulsion. s S
- : . . , 2 i ; le (IRBMs), capable of
India’s nuclear propulsion programme in existence at Tarapu B Of CSS+2 intermediate range ballistio missf y w=palie: o
prop prog Ain 2t Jwnp delivering nuclear warheads over a distance of 1800 miles, is the

since 1974 has never really got off the ground. One hopes that fssi] 4 £ its fi ;

by leasing nuclear powered submarine and studying the characteris- @ st transfer of long range missiles and an event o IES ek .kl_n d,

tics of the power reactor, India may eventually forge ahead when a country not party to NPT has transferred baliistic missiles
to another country not party te the NPT. There is now the

with the development of indigenous submarines. In a count o e el : el
like India there is often enough a comstraint on resources, and g distinct possibility that Pakistan may develop missiles capable of
§ delivering nuclear weapons.

hence no massive and large-scale programmes can be undertaken, ? : & ; .

For this reason, the next best choice is the procurement of the § India would be forced into a missile race if Pakistan were to

submarines from a friendly country like the USSR. There ars B &cclerate the development of missilss. India needs to adopt an

reports to suggest Pakistan is trying to procure nuclear submariny & independent nuclear posture, one that is more convincing than
& its moral stances on disarmament. India’s security planners focus

from USA and even China. ; I
" unecessarily on Pakistan, and the developments in the Punjab

If India were to embark on a nuclear missile programme, il 8 | ; : i - :
will face several constraints. China laid the design of its nuclears | have elouded the horizon of India made it tie up 18 cxercise of
- the nuclear weapons option to the developments in Pakistan’s

powered submarine on the drawing board as early as 1963, and &
brought out the indigenously developed Han-class submarine jn @& Buclear Weapons programme. -
@ China’s nuclear weapons capability has yet to integrate nuclear

1978, some fifteen years later. This, after R&D test and deploy- & . I . :
- weapons into its doctrine. If it were to steadily develop and deploy

ment (RDTD). India has yet to demonstrate that kind of tenacity, : )
India has merely vacillated on the question of execising the nuclear B SLBMs with range bstween 2000-3000km ou the Xia-class nuclear
B submarines, it would be in a position to provide an assured

weapons option and pegged it on the Pakistani nuclear weapont.

Indian nuclear weapons programme, even while it remains con
mited to the nuclear non-proliferations treaty (NPT) and isa d
member of the missile control regime (MCR) formed in April
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second strike capability. China favoured the convening of &
world disarmament conference (WDC) in 1958. Today it stocks
piles its nuclear weapons. India, by contrast, overstresses disarmas]
ment and lowers her nuclear profile. India has been able to do’
precious little about halting the nuclear testing by the five nuclear’
weapons states. The two superpowers, in spite of their meetingi
and summit at Geneva, Reykjavik, Washington and Moscow,
have not responded positively to the proposals for nuclear testing &
In the meeting in Moscow from May 29-June 2 this year, President |
Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev could go beyond INF
agreement and achieve drastic reductions in the number of strategio”
weapons. Beijing has insisted that the superpowers must reducs |
by as much as 50 per cent the number of strategic weapons befors
it can {partake in arms control negotiations. The failure of the
Moscow summit to reach an agreement has given a fresh leash
to China, which is likely to forge ahead with the development of
more SLBMs and ICBMs, .
Gorbachev’s dream of a world without nuclear weapons nas
been endorsed by Indian foreign policymakers. Such a dream i
unlikely to be reached by the year 2010. For this reason, India's "
nuclear weapons option, which hinges {heavily on Pakistans
nuclear posture, is unlikely to be influenced by what the super-
powers say or do. India has resigned itself to the growth of
Chinese nuclear power and does not secem unduly concerned by §
it. Perhaps it is secure in the knowledge that this power will never
be directed against it. Whether such a sanguine attitude would
enable India to effectively compete with a China will, in large |
part, shape Asia’s destiny in the 1990s.



