
henew IndianArmyChiefGen-
eral Nirrnal Chand Vij is re-
ported to have said in an inter-

view on January 22, 2003 that the
score with Pakist~ had not been
settled yet.

He (;aid this in an interview given
to his former army colleague retired
Major General Ashok Mehta. "Vij is
quite clear," said Mehta, "that de-
spite the partial withdrawal of troops
tl1.earmy can be called up (to the
border) any time at short notice in the
future as the score with Pakistan had
not been settled as yet."

This is a surprising statement com-
ing from an army chief in a democ-
racy, where politicians normally
make such statements often for po-
litical purposes. Is the General re-
flecting the Indian government'se. . g and likely future policy re-
arding flealings with Pakistan. Or is
e statement his own bravado as a

~ew head of the army making an
effort to raise themorale ofhis troops. '
The morale of the Indian army was
considerably reduced owing to the
lO-months long deployment on the
international border in bad weather
conditions.

This was often referred to as "de-
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ployment fatigu~" resulting in many the entire strategic scenario in the
accidents and acts of insubordina- It does not beho e South Asianregion has changed since
tion amongstthe troops. VI 1998,and for the better in the long

Was the Indian army chief while 'nl'l,
"
a to ttJ~ea. run.

mentioning the 'score to be settled', " U, I' &en a Sanjeev Miglani wrote from New

'takingacuefromtheaggressivestate-' small neighbour of Delhi, which was reported in a sec-ment of his own minister of defence " tion of our press, that~"Analysts say
Mr George Femandes who threat- dlfe consequences. last year's inconclusive military
ened to wipe out Pakistan if it dared standoff betw-een 'the neighbours
to la~ch a nuclear first-strike. The highlighted what many had feared
minister said this on January 7, 2003 when the two conducted tit-for-tat
while addressing an international statements will not help to improve nuclear tests in 1998,that India wQuld
meeting organized by abusiness club relations between the two countries, no longer dare go to war with Paki-
in Hyderabad. The minister was they only show the mind-set of In- stan/'
probably reacting to a statement, dia's leaders and their obsession with Miglani went on to say: "Nearly
which was attributed to President Pakistan. five years after India and Pakistan
Musharraf, about the possibility of Talking of scores to settle as the became nuclear powers, New Delhi
using nuclear weapons. Pakistan later Indian army chief has said reminds is finally coming to terms with what
denied the statement attributed to one of the score settled by the late that status means - the threat of a
President Musharraf. Mrs Indira Gandhi the Prime Minis- Pakistani first-strike has neutralized

Whatever the provocation, it does ter of India in 1971. She sent her its (India's) conventional superiority
not behove a large country like India troops into the former'East Paki- (in men and material)."
whichisplanningandhopingtoplay stan in utter violation of intern a- If this is the reality as spelt out by
a major role in world affairs to tionallaw, the charter of the United experts, it may not be wise for the
threaten a small neighbour of dire Nations and the norms of civilized army chief in India to talk of score to
consequences. Such provocative conduct between nations. However, settle. This utterance sounds like an

I

~&\"~'~I"'")._~"1!~"~~!! £A.- ._,-
I

incitement to the public at large, in a ~

country where the }Joliticianshave
already created a Chargedatmos-
I'here to serve their political ends on
the eve of elections in many states. At
the level of the army chief one is
expected to weigh his words very
carefully before making statements
and giving interviews which would
be quoted in the press.

Analysts now concede that New
Delhi gained little from the long
standoff except the ire of its own
troops. According to MajGen Mehta,
Gen Vijpaid a visit to Israel recently
ostensibly to study the methods
adopted by the Israelis to foil suicide
attacks and terrorism. India has a
long history of military cooperation
with Israel and The trip may have
strengthened the General's resolve
to use aggressive tactics against Pa-
kistan, but they seem out of tune in
the present scenario.

Finally it m1lstbe appreciated that
India and Pakistan have to exist side
by side in South Asia. A~ nuclear
weapons have precluded the,possi-
bility of war between the two <;oun-
tries, it would be in the interest of
both to sit down for a meaningful
dialogue.
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akistanPresidentPervezMusharraf's '.. At the same time, NewDelhihas termed
disc!()SUfe~ he ~ed an "uncon. PfafulBldw31, Musharraf's statement~highIy dangerous"and
v~ntional"response to a possible In. Thewri!erisoneofIndia'sI~lostwidelypublished )rovo~ative" and us~d!t t? rejectally~ean.
dianattackacross the border last yea- columnists,FomlerlyaSeniorFellowottheNehru illgful"forwardmovement" ill mutual relations.

hassenttremorsthroughthe internationalcom- MemorialMuseumandUbrarf,heisawinneroftheSean Such casual, cavaliereY.changesbetweenthe
munity.His statement, and the Indian response MacBridePriZI1for2000 of theInternationalPeaceBureau two receivetub-thunlphtg'teceptionfromth

,

e ex-
to it,area grimreminderthat SouthAsiais still prafulbidwai1@yahoo.co,in, pect~d cheeri~ad~rl>:strv'tegic .~eYierts" and .
"theworld'smost dangerousplace", hawkish politicians. 'rhiSl1WV!l,theirrational il-

Tobe fair,GenMus,harraf'sstatement-that In- assess all [their) capabilities, We had evaluated it lusion that each side is in somesense"prepared"to
diantroops"shoi1ldnotexpecta conventionalwar" [Pakistan's nuclear capability) and were ready to match/counter the other's "ituclear"challenge,that
ifthey"moveda singlestep across the international cope with it." Padmanabhan hinted that an "infor- nuclear wars arc winnable,.tbitt"protection"is pos-
borderortheLineofControl",and further that this mal" nuclear command structure has already been sible against these mass-81@hilationweapons.
was conveyedto "PrimeMinister~payee through in existence. "What is invisibletoday wiUbecome This is heady Macho In.~ology, the most daD.
every internationalleaderwho came to Pakistan" visiule ,umorrow,. gerous part of the pathol(w~~ mystiqueassociated
didnot explicitlyuse thewords"nuclearweapons". The h6htest interpretation that can be put on with nuc!earism.Fbr there are, can be, novictQrsin

It is also true that ~ Gen Rashid Qureshi later tills exchange is tililt tIll' threshold for an India-Pak- a nuclear war. Nuclear weapons are strategically ir-
"clarified"that "the President only meant lillcon- istan nuclear confront?J:ioHhas nowfallento a cIan- ;'.1tional.They cannot prot'~Ctciviliannon-combat-
ventional forces, and not nuclear or biological gerous new low.Amid.,tthe hl'.ightenedvisceralhos- ants. Rather,they make them especiallyvulnerable.
weapons...They(a section of 14emedia) took this tility,which the two states' rulers mutuallynurl1lre, The best "security"nud~8.Iweapons affordis of
unconventionalformof people-risingagainst the In. nuclear weapons could be used not at the fag-end a negativekind - based oi'fe.'1l,insecurity,balance
dianarmedforcesas meaning nuclearweapons..." of a conventional conflict, when the defeat of one of telTor.It is at best cold dmuort to knowthat.re-

However,the world is likely to interpret the adversary appears imminent. They may be used taIiation is possible aft(:::the adversary's rust at-
statementas a disclosure,or at least a broad hint, early-withoutmuch warning. tack. But nuclear retaIh1~lun"isan act of senseless
that ls1amabadhad made preparations to use nu- This week's verbal exchanges have further revenge, not of regaining &~c:ority.
clearweaponsat somepoint duringthe 100month- raised the temperature of India.Pakistan rivall"J, Yet,both Indiaand Pakistanare hurtlingtowards

long post-December13, 20011Meb~~an Therehave been several such rCl~entexchanges, in- L\'.Juctingnuclear weapons into their armedforces._confrontation,as NewDelhi in pro 'ty did; cludingthe hubris-drivenclaimby each state that it Pakistan announced last Am.ilit was upgradingits
- he alSo c6iiVeyeda nuclear threat, however "won"tlte recent border confrontation against the strategic nuclear commanri.'Jadiais planningto es-

obliquely,to India. other, 'I\vo months ago, India's defence minister tablish this month its Stratfgic Forces Gommand
This conclusionis not unwarranted. For one, GeorgeFernandesdeclared"victory".Now,Mushar- (SFC) tasked with managing the nuclear arsenal.

historically,nuclear threats lulve been generally raf has announced: "Wehave defeated our enemy "TheCabinet Committeeon Securityis expectedto
made not throughovert, explicitreferences to nu- without going into war...Theenemy has withdrawn givethe formalgo-ahead...A,llIlclearcommandpost
clearweapons,but through warnings of "horrible" its forces..." in the shape of a concrete 1Jlldergroundstructure is
consequences,etc. Foranother, it is broadlyunder- aiso being built," reports The1'imes of Indid.' ,
stood, especially after the Kargil war, that both Pak. ICLreality, both India 8l1UPakistan lost billion!>of For the moment, the nuql~ar system's different
istan and India would have contingency plans to use dollars in staging the globe's biggest military components will be

,

kept St:pawtely. The rndiO3C,tive
nuclear weapons; both have doctrines that permit mobilisation sinl~t:World War Il, involving a nill. cores will be with the Depa.ltment of Atomic ,~nergy,
such use (in ~'s case; a first strike). lion troops. Both imposed avoidable hardship Md the detonation assembly will be in the :custody,of
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from"limited"skirmishes,to large-scalewar (with hundreds, of their 30ldiers-in landmine blasts, This is one more step iIlJl1edirectio~ of raising
, conventionalweaponsand methods), on to a nu- shelling,.;mdaccidents.In India, the estimate is 300 the nuclear danger in Sou~h'~ia.Yet, givenitspre-
I clearexchange. armedpersonneldead,andan unspecifiednumber occupationwiththeMidd~nEast,andtheltUlI\yac-
, Evenassumingthat Musharrafhad in mind of dvilians,alongwithlossof limbto severalhun- tionsof theUSgovemmendnlegitimisingnuclear
i "non.traditional"war,involvingfar more lethal ar. dreds, and the death of countless sheep, goats and w(>.apons,the world commu."1!tyis unlikelyto inter-
I mamentsthan thosedeployedin past India-Pakistan cattle. Neithergained strategic advantage or politi- vene in this region to coor~el restraint and halt
i wars,or the use ofunconventionalmanoeuvres(en- cal-diplomaticleverage from the confrontation. india and Pakistan's descent into a nuclear arms
Icirclingof Indianforcesby the Kashmiripeople), Both India and I'<JcL;tanparody,ridicule or alto- race. 'y;.

the immediate response from India's forces Slig- gether demonise each d;her'sintentions, plans and The pressure for suchI#straint willhave to
gests the assumption of a more aggravated sce- actions. Thus, The H,d/'/' quotes officials to say come from within. In todnf.$.vitiated climate,that
nano. that India believes thA ;,Iusharrafwas "addressing is a tall order. India's gfJviffunent, the cowltry's

Thus,outgoingarmychief Gen S Padmanabhan a domestic audiene('" on Monday,He "wauted to most rightwing and co:.;:crVativesince Indepen-
said: "Wewere absolutelyready to go to war. Our shownthat it was Iudia which "backeddown"after dence, has decided that it .ti.ll obstruct the nor-
forceswerewelllocatedbut such a decision is ulti- mobilising its troops. "India believes Musharraf malisation of relations witJ('Pakistan as much as
mately a political decision." Padmal1abhan dis. w811tedto bring the India-Pakistanissue under the r" "sible. That's what the latest visa restrictions
missedthe notion that Pakistan'snuclear capability spotlight once again" when the international com- mean, Pakistan has duly recjprocated this hostil-
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,)yement can alter this
year.Hesaid:"Whenweassessouradversaries,we Musharraf'sstatement"withdis~in". dismalsituatiop.. '
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