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PiEF.A.C.E 

The me lear anbi tion~ of Pakistan can nG l<11ger be 

deubtei. s, ~ch so, fuat the cper;r - is Pald.stan gai.ng 

me lear or not baa lost value. 'lhe questions that are now 

being askai are .:. What are fu e cansid e:ration$ fua t have 

motivated Pakistan to embark on fue ruclear 'pe.th? can 

Pakistan• s nuclear poli ;r be diplornatical.J;y viable for the 

Pl reui t of ita forei 111 policy? I s Pakistan 1 s nuclear 

diplomacy fuus ar.pected to exe:reise a lot of leverage in the 

intexnational area? Gr Pakistan simp~ cannot afford to be 

left behind in fue race of going nuclear 8.II1Qilg the nations? 

lhe s"tlldy has beEI!l un:l ertakm to explore these ani m8ltY. o-ther 
' 

reJ.,atel cpestions for an irtlepth silldy of the mbject­

Peld.st,an' s fuclear Dl.plcmacyo' 

The .drat chapter Slt8lllines the evolnticn of mclear 
I , 

polic~ of Pakistan. It. goes into th~ ~mt political history 

ot Paki.. stan, beginning .f'Tom the time lbm Pakistan• s interest 

in the .f1e]d \188 first arrusai .. J:n att.Qtpt has beEm made te 

examine Pakistan's nuclear policy as a part of the tecbnologi.cal 

and s:ientific revoliltion taldng place ihrrughou t the 1<.10rld. 

Pakistan• s nuclear }Urarlt may be regrutdei as a naw:ral solution 

tA:> the nation' s EPergr req1i remmta. In raet the t;!ler~ need a 

of the t.hi td" world leave no gr<ll.lli for d epr.i.ving them of the 

me lear option .. 
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In ihe latter part of the chapter, the militazy 

PJ,rpose of Pakistan• s nuclear progre.n:me has been hi. dlli ghted • 

'his has been ru.pporta:l by an ana:Wsis of Pa.ld.stan1 a stani 

towazds major arms control mearures. Tills tows.ztls the ex!, 

thi. a chapter brings rut the d tel& nil and the uni ere lared or 

ac'blal objective of Pakistan's nuclear diplomacy. 

Iri. fue s~cmi am the thi zd cb!l.pter Pakistan's rucleax-

diplomacy has bam aKami.nai in the regional context.. The 

9.1bject has been a~roachErl fl'Q:!l two angles - Why cannot 

Pakistan remain non-nuclear, an:i Wly rust Pakistan go 

nuclear? In S::utb. Asia, in the cwtext of a nuclear InUa, 

Pald. stan views :f; ts tmciea.r Pl rrui t ~ one f)f paramount 

importance-. Aa9..1ld,ng that In:iia has alrea:ly accpirEd the 

me lear stains, Pakistan feels that it has no alternative 

ofuer ihan that of going nuclear. 

Moreover, Pakistan perceives that by going ruclear, 

"there are monnrus gains in stote from the ai.l rich nations 

of $:nth West Asia. ~stan is rega!da:l as a 'Child of 

Islam' by the ccuntnes of the region. It' a rw.clear 

progre.."lmle also Elltails t~ least owom. tion from Iara~. 

1he molear enieavcurs of the S:uth West Asian nations are 
' 

baing obstructErl by Israel. Pakistan thus wi. th the Islamic 

bomb viruaJizes for herself fue role of being the lamer of 

the M.t slim worJd • 

!he fcurth chapter hAs dealt loli th the failure of tb.e 

international agreemmts an non-proliferation, and the 

approach of the Slper Powers (particular~ U.S.) tovatd s the 



-: 3 :-

Islan:ic bomb vi.rualizes for herself the role of being the 

lem e:t of the H.lslirn 'orJd. 

'lhe frurth chapter has dealt wi. th the failure of the 

internation2J. agreanents on non-r-roliferation, and the 

apPrOc:ch of the Super Fbwers (pc.rticulc:rJy U.s.) towards the 

ruclear policy of Pa.kistm. P:kistan h~s oontinue:l to roceive 

mill tRJy nssi. stance from U.S.A. ~ rn1clear diplomacy of 

Pakistan vis-a..vi.s U.s.A., hCJ.s bero exa.."!lir2Erl in thi.s chapter. 

The failure of the ruclear \o~eapon states (~HIS) to 

fulfil the commi tmrutf; um ertaken by fuem um er the NPT has 

led to a si h1 nti on, ·..here the thi Irl ,v-orld ·Crunt rie s re.fb se to 

be ta1-:en in by asru:re.nces, saf'e~al:rls arrl BJB.I'8lltees cootainoo 

in the non-prolefer.<>tion tr~aty. A nucle:r policy holds a lot 

of irportance for the developing camtries to fulfil the:i r 

e:1ergy requirEments from both the civil and mi.li tary ~mgle. 

Di.plornaticalJy, in the co.fltext of national interest tlus embar-

ki.ng an the rucle8r path is unavoidable for Paldstan. ~onomi-

calJy, the ruclear p..Irrui ts cannot be regtud e1 as a buirl en, 

as on their completion creat reillrns are foreseen. 

Th.e last chapter gi.ves a ru_mmary and the ccnclusi.on. 

I am grateful to Dr. Satish rumar of ~hool of Intel'\. 

national Sb,ldi es, Jat.f8.rlal Nehru Uni verst ty, for giving me 

va.Juable g.rl.dance in writing this paper. I 81!1 deeply obliged 
.. 

to Dr~' K.D. Kap.:>or, Dr.Vdlra, Dr. PC'll'lt an1 Hr. Jar.bhoJl<ar for 

having helped me in this ~..rorl<. I am t.'!)ankful to the staff of 

the Diplomatic studies Di 1.rision, Ja~arlal Nehru Urri. versi -cy .~ 



I gre.teful~ acknowlooge the valnable help given 

by the staff of the Jal.Sharlal llehru Universi.. 't(r 

Iibra:ry, Insti 'b.lte for DefE:nCe S;udi es an:i ·Analyses 

Ii. b raJ:Y, In:li an Chtnci 1 of l*> r 1d Att'ai rs I1. b :re.ry art! 

the N til ru Msnori. aJ. Mlru em Lib ra.:ry • 

Finally, I alone am responsib~ for the short-

comings in this paper.'~ 

N~~~~ 
l·[ SS J'.!ILOFAR SJHRA;-JAIDY 



The mclaar programme of Palci.stan can be dividEd 

into four ma.i.n pericda. '.lhese are (i) 195.3-60, lohen 

Palci.stan• a mclEiar prog:ranme \.,16..s e1tire]y peaceful, 

fiHuEf.lt it lacke:i a toohni.cal knoiliow. (2) 1960-61, 

\ben the prograrrme was still ~aceful a.lfucugh there 

was a mi.nori zy view in the Pald..atan GOI/e~ent - fue 

Fbrei.. gn Office l!'rl mu tto _. in the mid 1960s in favrur 

of a ruclear wt'tlpons option by Pakistan. In this peri.cd, 

the pro gra.>rene ha:i a too lmic al focu s • '.lh e re sea.rc h 

reactor Airl the power reactor \.sas emphisisro but tbe 

progzemne lacke:i substantial fdgoiti.cance. (3) Dec~er, 

1 o/71-77, \ben the plutonium bcrnb and the reprocesro..ng to 

a weapons programme WlS ~opted. There was also the 

start-up of the mrichment rcute to a \...aat>ans prog:ra.'l1Ile 

in 1974-75, am (4) 1974 to date, ;,ben the emphasis was 

an enrichnent worl<:, an:! the reprocessing acti. vi ty was 
1 

au ape.ril e1 but it was not sc ra.ppe:i • 

'lhe t1o.0 sharp lines marking P~atan' s nuclear 

d eovelopr.ent 1nay be said said to be as follows• C!le that 

- - - - - - - - ~ -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1 ~~ ASlok Ka}XUlt', .Pakistan• a 1hc~ar Developnen~~ Helm, 

I.orrlon, 1987) P.19. · 
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marks the ini tia.ti.on <Jf Pakistan on to the nuclear path. 

The secom i a the one that marks the begi:nning or 

Pakistan's mclear weapons pro~e. In the study of 

the intmtions of Pakistan• a nuclear dipla!lacy, it is 

esnmti. a1 to coo.si.d er the backgrrurrl of the d evelopnent 

of Pakistan• s mclear encrtW programme. 

Bromly thebackgrrun:l em bedividfJ! into the 

role of the extemai azrl the internal factors. 

The first basic requirement for any kir.rl of d eve-

lopnent of a ihi zC. worJd developing crunt:ry is to possess 

scientific tecbn.i.cal intre-stlUcture. The help for the 

training of the Pakistan fN.entista came from the western 

cruntrles Canroa., U .s..A.. arrl the !Qropean Ccuntrl.es. 

!he first phase of Pakistan' s mclear d evelopnent 

wa,s directErl tpwa:z:d s ci vi.lian erda. The wstem camtries 

playErl the part of b,ang the 1 3lpplier nations• for the 
i 

teclmology 1talent arrl the e::)Uipmmt rec¢-ro:i for the 

p1 rpose.. Pald s~1 a intention into the nuclear path 

was trus E!rlCoure.gdi b~r the incentives coming forth from 

the Western powers • 

Pakistan's en:bzy on the ruclear scene 'Wi. th civilian 

motives p:a:t;h was rega.zC a1 as an essmti al step on the 

followi.ng gram:le- ~onaci.c and stafus. ltonomica.J.:cy-, 
r 

fu e nuclear energy was eY.Pec ted to increase the energr 
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praiucti.on mani.foJd. This feature was expectErl to be 

vecy beneficial in diverting the cilinoner of S:uth West 

Asia to Pakistan. 

stafus-Wi.se the steppi.ng on to the ruclear path 

was regaide:l, as one of import.mt diplomatic nature, 

becruse P~stan did not want to be left bdri.m the few 

thiJ:d werJd camtries that has ru.so en:b arkai on the 

me lear p qth. Thi a factor rncrl e the id ea of b ec omi.. ng 

rucle<>.r important for PaJd.si:An in the glooal as t.rell 

as regional context. In the regional context, Pald..stan 

did ~ t..rant to be le:ft rut of fue mclear race, with 

Inlia its nei. ghbrur, allegai :cy a nuclear power. Thi. s 

is a major foc:tor th~-t d ecid Erl Pald.stan' s approach towards 

no:n,..proli feration. Given the psychology of the peoples 

of India and Pakistan, Pald.stan• s bmavirur is umerstm-

dable. The only arg_1ment p.1t forth by Pald. stan for not 

I 
signing the NPT was that I:r:Pia hl:lil not signed it·" ...... ., 

tile securi.cy questi.cn ••• the motivating factor for 

Pakistan to go melear (in natu'ra.l respcn~e to ita 

perception of !mia having acquira1 ru.clear status 

a:fter the Polmaran Test in 197 4) •• n 
2 

-- - - - - - - - - - - 0.~:- - - - - - ·~ - - - - -
Br.i.j Mchm Katshik arrl~Helhotra, ~stan•·3 
lbclear BQIDb' ( S:>pa"l, N. Delhi 1980), p.11 • 



-: 8 $.,. 

1hi s naiu rally 1 Etrl s sor.;e 'more c re:l me e to the point, 

that whE!lever any feature of Paldst.::n 1 s foreign policy 

a!'Olses controver~, the first aspect th"·t is pickerl up 

for ju sti ficati on is the '!n:li a factor"· 

It is this fa:::tor that hAs been playa:l upan by Pakistan 

to quell the dome::1ic cri ticisrr: of the C-<r..remmmt. lliutto 

in the seventies, at the hei.eht of t11e politicAl crisis, 
{J?_.J. 

ill en Pa."i st:m was left~ left h-J.f c;f ori einal s:i ze;:, 

1.1 sal this v"ry diplomatic in strurnmt to _cui ten the unrest 

at home. 3.nrLlarly, at present the repeatErl postponeme1t 

of the 1 free 3l1d fair' electionG 17 Presid e.1t Zia is 

explai.'1Erl b:r la,yinr hle:-re at t'le 'In:lia factor'. 

In the sa:ne manner, the dor:~est:ic attention is sru[j1t 

to be di verttrl froM the politic a1 ;ffi econor:ri.c proi 'lens, 

by tuming them towqzd::: the rrucle2~ d svelopne:-rt of Pa!:i stm. 

The diplomatically strategic peroa.'1Ent instrument of arzy-

lecd erffiip ( electgl or otherd .. se) is tht of maldng pror.ri. ses 

and aro..1 sing expectations of Plblic. Thi. s serves to Jral se 

their morale to:>. Pakistan' s nucleftl' <rl van ill re is --------
diplomati.cal]y-1 pleying this role also. 

--------

At t.l}is juncture, b:rief};;r the usage by the Pakistani 

Governr.1ent of thp diplomatic strateg:r of going nuclear 

ma~r also be note:i. 
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Ih ri.nc the fifties the nuclep.r progren:::e arrl 

rue leer di pl0!:1~y cid not have ruch importance for 

ih e Pakistani Govem.rncnt. !n this perio:l there were 

no irnpereti ve e>cte:rnal (diplonatic a>-rl strate6i-c) 

factors to lecd the Paki. steni diplo•atic ::ur. ni 1i tary 

elites to give importmce to Pairistro11 s ruclear d e-:o­

lopmm.J ~ The absence of an extemal imperative was 

rE\-inforcerl by the arsence of an intemal technical 

and ~~-entific base. In the J~ttercase, the Pakistani 

politic aJ lecrl ershLp md hlrerucrE'C)' hfd no approciati on 

of the ir1portance of a nuclear prograrnr:e for the nation. 

Fcrnal:s, because they did not evEn think on the line as 

the Pald.stani ocientists did not possess the toc!lnical 

capability. In this case the ineptitude of the Pakistan 

Atomic rflergr Ca:J.rzi.ssion (PAre) during the 1950s was 

partly responsible for the irilifferroce of the Pakistani 

civilian and military organisai:;i..ons to fueruclear 

factor. 11 4 

1111 the mi.d 1960s 1 the ~onomic am tocmological 

colllplls:i.ons on Pakistan were such that it wa.1ld have 

been naive on its part to trd.nk in terms of nuclear 

weapons• •5 

Ihutto1 s association t.ri. tb the ruclear policy of 

~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -,. 
n.1, P•42• 

h. ~ 
Kausik end Neihotra, n.2, p.80. 

n .1, P•53 • 
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Pakistan began fran 1958. In his opinion Pald.sta<''l.1 s 

Altomic Jn.ergy Cor.m!i.scion W:'S no !:!!Ore than a cr:i..lj1bOalti 

when he took charge of the departT:ient. When he asmmed 

charre of the Atomic enerry d ep:rrtl:'lent, Pa.ki stan t-Ja.s 

neBrly twenty years behirrl India in its rruclear progr8nrne. 

PaJ.d. stan' a ruclear power pror.raur.1e cruld 1 get off 

the grcu~ 1 6 
only in the 1960s. 'lhis 1-:afl the hiftl poi.t1t 

in the d evelopmmt of :rruc lear eneret in Pakistan. 'lhe 

main motivation bEhind this lies in the 1 gran:i te deter-

mi.nation 1 with \.hich Blutto too!~ over the progra::>:eQ 

He put his mtire vitality belri..n:1 the task of a\r:uiri.ng 

rruclear capability for Pakistan 
7 

• i sa:::orrl factor 

responsible for this is thd t'1e burecnJ.crati.c problems 

Wrl.ch D;r. Nazi.r Jh.mro hcd earlier encrunterErl becruse 

of hi. s incorra:::t technical approach arrl hi.s poor 

reimtific backgrwnd t-Jere succes::ofulJ;y overoome by 

his rucc es so r "'Dr. U gnani .,B. 

Usmani he.s beoo ca1Je1 the archi teet of Pa.ldstan' s 

nuclear energy d evelonnents during the 1960s. 9 It has 

• 
been o~nfrl that du ri.ng the 1960s Paki. stan did not seek 

a nuclear veapons eption, b ec cu se its political, mill tary 1 

scientific 8lll foreign officials in,rariab~ took d~isi.ons 

\lhich retrospectively spea'dng, distozte1 the peysical 

d eveloprnent~ of a nuciear infrastructure that is requirEd 

- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
6. n.2, p.J8. 

7 ~ n.2, P•38 

8. n.1 ,P•53 

9. ibid.' p.86. 
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10 
to develop a rn.1clea.r weapons option Wlen am tto 

became serirus abrut the ruclear weapons option, Usnani 

lo~ the ~S..ni st:ry. H w Ehu tto crl optErl thi. s approach 

ri ght fron the beginning this <-O!ld not have h appa-rl • 

Ini ti.. al);y Ilrutto was ,serirus rorut developing a nuclear 

capability but hcrl not concentre.tErl o:n the 1 ~,leapon 

opti on 1 • 

A change in me policy CaJ.'le during the mid 60s. 

The Blutto era is import::nt fran 1972- 71, beccuse it 

rerresentn a ru:ming point in the Pald. stc.n' s rruclear 

m story. It tra.n.sfer€0 the scope arrl character of 

Pakistan's nuclear acti. viti.. es - its nuclear policy, 

it~ nuclear pos-ture :rid its anns control ~ti.. vi ties as 

comp:u-.ro to the scope an] direction of various aspects 

of Paki st en' s rue lear 9C ti.. viti es in the 1950s arrl 1960s. 

'r·e Ehutto ere. represmterl 1:1 break from the past. It 

we..s a turning point in many \·JElYS• The innoceme of 

Pek:istan1 s nuclear p~st Pas lost. llrutto1 s appreach 

distortEd Pakistani Planning for rruclear energy in the 

fuuue. 'llirugh Brutto failed to acquire a Pakistani 

bornb in the name of Islam during his lifetime, it is 

to his everlAsting c re:li t thc:t he laid the frumati.Ctls 

of Pald stan' s rruclear arrl imu stri. a1 d evelop~n t. 

aB&I;tl Ha.q, the present Presel ent of Pakistan build on 

- - - - . - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - ~ - - - - ~ - -
10. itid ~, p.1J7 
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11 
!hutto's accomplimment in the~e areas• 

Bhl tto personal:zy. d ominattd over the me lear 

da::isi.on mald.ng procesc:. 'Ihe chcri.rmm of tl-.e Pakistan 

Atomic Ihergr Cormd sg:ion was ma:l e personally responsible 

to Blutto. M.mi.r Ahnfrl r:h m was mcrl e the Olairman 

of PAEC. 

In 1971, Bhu tto was oo stErl fran power by General 

a a -ul-Haq. The nu~r:i.ear d ooisi.on making process urrl er 

him is different from the one that e;.i sterl urrl er Blutto. 

Vl fu Z ia1 a coming, mili tc:zy men I!'lOVe:i into nearly every 

department of the Gove:rt11!1ent .• Unlike Illutto who h;Ji 

kept the rruclear prograrrr:1e in his 0141 harris, ~meral 

Z ia is not thru ght by most ana]ysts to wee:w unt:ramell.OO 
12 

power ••••• " • The aim is take d ccisions \A th a careful 

consideration of the relevant fECtors, incl.lJding bofu 

the perc ei. verl neErl ford eterrance ro-rl prestige, as well 

as enruring the rupply of exter::al a.ms for conventic·nal 

defence. 

General Z ia is as ambitiolts abCllt tile nuclear 

policy as Ehutto was al thru gh his manner of operations is 

siiftltly different. "The rruclear programme was accelerata:l 

urrl er miJi tary auspices (aspirations) and taken to its 

- - - - ~ - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
11. ibid., p.1J7 

12·· Ilcha!U P. Cronin l~ro spects for !be lear ~li feration 
' I in S:uih Asia,h l1i.ddle ~ Jrumal Al'b.lmn, Vol.37, 

PP·591t - 616. 
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logical canclusicns. Z ia movEd to build the bCinb wi..thcut 

a fon!'.al d eclarati en aril wi thru t an ecpression or d oman-

strati en. '.lh at is, he si..rul tani ru s]y scu @1. t Pakistani. 

bomb d evelopnent arrl a move away from ad eci si.on to 

explcrle it. Z ia also implenmte::l Brutto' s NPT policy 

'i 3 
·Or postJ re - .... • • .. • • 

In 1979, PAkistan 1 s rruc lear policy 1 erl to a di ffi-

cult pericrl for Z ia.. The revelations about Pakistan• s 

clam esti.ne nuclear operations led to a diplomatic isola.. 

tion of Paki.stm, the enforcement of ~ngtoh am Glmn 

am<nlments in Pakistan md thus an increase in mi.litru:y 

E!1d diplomatic insecurity of Pald stan. Z ia however, 

ev-en urrl er presa1 re from U.S.. did not abarrlon Pakistan's 

nuclear quest. 

'Ihe tbvi et invasi. on of Afftl ani stan servsl as a 

turning paint in Pald.stan' s fortunes. '.lhe Afghanistan 

ev-mt gc&e Pakistan an opportuni.-cy- to develop its 

nuclce.r option in a fri. errl]y international climate, 

~ to develop "the Z iaj~gan approach wro.ich was to 

tre?t the nuclear isSJe as a regi.onal problem tbich 

require:l si gnifi.cant I:r:rlia concessions to Pakistan 

800 the U. s .. A. Thla the Afghanistan evert createi 

opp:>rfu.ni t:i ea for Pakistani diplomacy in genere.l a:rxi 

Pakistani nuclear diplom~y in particular \ohich did not 

eJd st b efo~e 1979 14. 
- - - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - ,,.. - - - ~ -

~ f I 

13.. n.11, p.1J7 
14: ibid •; po191 



Irresp~ti.ve of who tile hero of tile state is-

15 
civilian ormilita:lY, B~tto or Zia; therucleP...r 

d~artment has alwys hcrl great significance for the 

Pakistani Government. The questibn th,o_t arises is -

\Jbat are the f!:etors that have miD e going nuclear unavai.dB­

ble for the Pakistani Government? This can be vi ewerl from 

tt.() angles - external and internal, implying haw a:lvan­

tagenrus can be ruclear status for Pakistan frol:l .Jri€hin 

ani ru tsi.d eo 

At the very rutset, it _mey be ri.ftltly said, that 

considering the r.gte at which tedmologi.cal ~ ocienti-

fie revolutions are taking place thrrughru.t the world, 

Pakistan• s rucl~r policy mruld be viewEd as a part of 

thi.s process• PerhaPs or rather the fact is that becruse 

Pald. stan - a st!till nation belonging to the thi!d world 

has chosen to p.Irrue the nuclear policy, evm. before 

the world is preparErl to accept it as SJch, the rubj~t 

has invitErl so ruch of attmti.on. Or in other wolds, 

in the uni erst ending of the greater part of the -world, 

Pa,k:istan has unnece1tlariJy jai.nErl the nuclear race 

reservai for the 1 sele:: t few' groerating unp!'€C Erl entErl 

cant.I()Versy. 

Pald s~ has openly stated til at she needle ruclear 
,. 

power as a solution to her energy neErl s since the countzy 

- - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
15 • Rrr.n Alyub Khan, according to !hutto was prEParErl 

to buy the 'bomb of the ~lf"~ 
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totally ltcka any fossil resrurces. 9le has contEnD ei 

that if the a:lvancei irrlustri.i.aze:l ccuntries ~re ooncemei 

\oli th 1:he mergr crisis which affects their prosperi tq _, 

the developing cruntri.es which are more seri cusly affect£d, 

have rNerJ reason for d e-relo;Jin g rruc lear t~ mologr 

16 
for power puposes• 

Th,e .Pakistani linbas;ador to the Uni t€rl Nations h~ 

staterl that it wruJd be 'ironic' if the de-veloping countries 

~ 
~ deprive1 of thebqJ.ef'i.ts of .:rlva~cei technologr wi.thrut 

vtd.ch their ecanocic bad:wardnesJ will be perpematerl arrl 

their progress pe.ralyzerl.
17 ~1e nuclear technology is 

significant for Pakistan for the provisia1 of power a.rrl 

for rEducing water shortage in fflr desert areas by 

powering d esalinati<Jrl projects Q.Ol1g tre ~an coast 

which is Erljacent to the barren areas of Sin!· 

In the later part of 1979, a :Fa.ki stani Govemrnen,t 

filblicati.on enti tlai - Ib.cl~ar Ihorgy in Pakistan was 

releasa:l. kco!ding to this, the ccunt:ry neerl s Z7 ,Q)OMi-1 

of installErl h~ro, thermal an:1 rruclear gen~ati.ng capaci -cy 

-- -------------------- ~---- ~-

16: x;c~ Bose tt Itlclear Proliferation: A Case ~dy of 
Pakistan " Rmjab Jrurnal of Poli. tics, Vol; 7, 
no.1 ~Januazy:-Juile 1 '~I PP•3RS• 

17; 'llie R:onanist, (I..orrlon), 15 ~temer, 1979, p.62. 
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by 2000 A..D., in o:rde:r to achieve a mcrlest elootrici't{r 

conru.mpti.on rate of 800 KWH per capita camparErl Hi. th an 

esti.mata-1 world average consumpti.dn rate by that ti.me 

of 3 ,000 KWH. 

lhe hjdro, coal, oil a:rrl gas rearurees of the 

coo.ntzy in combination cannot contribute to a total 

non~nuclear ca.paci "tor of more than 11 ,Q)O MW. The 

remi'Ii.ning 16,0CO MW, accozding to the p.lblicati.on, wi.ll 

have to come fran me lear power. Paki stan1 s nuclear 

development is fuus an ooonom:ic nee e~i ty. 

'lhe p.lblicati.on alsO states tht the ail imports 

will heccme an unbearable str<ain on tile cruntzy1 a 

ooononrr if they are di rectEil towazd pot.ier generation. 

Pakis_t;an' s bill for imports herl inc rea.sa:l fran 

$70,000,00 to $150,000,000 during the pericrl 1974- 79·· 

Consequent:liY', the developnent of nuclear energy is impe­

rati. ve for Pakistan economica.J..J;y} S 

'lhe impressiCl'l given by the }l.lblicati.m is that 

Pakistan's nuclear prograznii13 is interrl t1i to augment the 
·. ' 

nation' a energy rupply. 

been set up thus to meet 

lhe nuclear power plants have 

tn,~ergy requir-nts or tile 

-- --- --------------- ... -----
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It may be noW, that the e."!lphasi s laid on the 

econoirri.c nece93:ity crulD be usa:i as a camcuflage for 

Paldatan1 s nuclear mill ta:ry progreane. Pres:i..d ent za.a, 

Wrl.le insisting that the prOgramme •ras enti. reJ;r direct~ 

to ootaining ruclear sauce of energr, refus~ to rule 

rut the possi.b:ili ty of the camt:ry setting off an 

atocic explosion to join the rru.clear clllb. his he 

EJ!Ipha ~ sed wru Jr1 b e sou ght i f i t s n eErl was felt as a 

19 
part of the coont:ryt s search for peaceful power. 

No 'Itt, it ne Erl s to be analy soo as to in \Jl at manner 

can PaJdstan 1 s turrui t for rruclear pot.Jer be regard Erl as 

a part of its p:1rsuit for achie-Tng a nuclear weapon 

capability? 'Jhe inevitable by p:ro:Juct of rruclear power 

pr<rluction has to be ruga CUmlti ties of plutonium. 

nn. s p rcrluc Ed every year, thr<l.l gh rep roc ~s sing can be 

uaai for the pro:luction of rruclear weapon. It is -this -----
Jink betweEn the so, .9.al1Erl pecceful nuclear technology -----..--.---
arrl nuclear weapon manufacture tbat is the key issue 

iii the; Prolif.erati.an in Pakistan. 

Nutonium 239 arrl Uranium 235 are the fi sErl.le 

- ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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materials ga'leral:cy requirai for mak:i.ng nuclear explosives • 

It was attS!lptai by the PaJdstan Government to et::quire 

the spmt fUel of both heavy re~tora ani light water 

re~tora contairri.ng Plutonium. 'Jhe Plutonium neEds to 

f......J 
be separate:! froo other elements :nd the spent ~ has 

to be reprocesserl. It was for the p.1rpoae of a.cquiri.ng 

a repl'()Gessi.hg plant that PaJd.stan bEd negotiatei an 

agreanmt with the Frmch company Saint Qlbain 
' ' 

T oc hni que s ll cu velles • Urxi er an ag:re anent the French 

20 
complllly was to set up a reprocesSing plant at Cbasna. 

Pakistcn 1 a choice of the Plutonium rcute was 

thu a ;ublicly c alculaterl to fu row the western powers 

off the ~ent and protect t.he srerrey of what Pald.stan 

was 'JCillal}y upto. Pald.stan was conscicus of the fact 

that on the rucce~ elq)losion o~ a mtclear device, 

~0 

she wruJd be the first Mlslim nation t9 doL. It wcu:W also 

ha:ve a profami etrret in Asia arrl elsewhere. It was 

.. ....d. th t.hi a in mind th nt soon after the Wi an fDq>+os:i. on 

in 1 Cf7 41 :am tto set out. to spin a t.reb of d a: epti on 

arrund Pakistan's efforts to become a nuclear power. 

In this manner, consequent:cy, Pakistanis progress 

--- - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - -- - - - - ~ -- - - - ~ . 
20. Imme:liately after the Indian rmclear e.:plos:i.on 

Bhutto ini tiaterl a rJUclear weapon program:ne; Re 
plann.Erl to divert the rmclear explosive r.~aterial 
from the reprocassi.ng plant at Chas:1a. 
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wi. fu its Plutonium ~processing plants was moni tore:i. 

To t."le French company, cont:re.ct safeeJa.rcls were given in 

~ ting to enru ~ ~nst the 1 misu ~t of the refina:i 

I"'" 
PJutonium. The Vienna, tre International Ator.Ii.c 

Rtergy Aeen~y, was insisting on rif,Orrus control 

procErlu res, at t"he time ,.men Pald stan opting for the 

Uranium P"th H:JS going a~ecrl with her rruclear progr3J'1ll'!le. 

'Ihe Uranium was bei.ng enricha:i by the centrifuge p.:ocess• 

Astonifhingly enrugh, Pakistan hcf. st3Tta:l l.ruying 

tee lmolog:r ~::he nee:l EJ! fron the very countries ,.hich h ~d 

been tzying to stop her froo becoming- a ruclear power• 

'lhe m:terial nea'iEJ! for the centrifuge Uranium enrich-

ment facili'bJ ,J-..ich Paki..stan accuirErl for \.!C11:'10TlS grcrle 

Uranium for obtainine l-te8.:")0'nn Urmium for ruclear 

explosives, was p.1rchasa:l covertly to avoid p.1blic atta1tion. 

\f. th this J:U rpose in miro , Pald. stan eet up a rrumb er 

of front or dulllllU organizations arrund ihe world for 

centrifuge plant components. 'lhese ranga:l from elect-

rical equipments, inverters to corresi.cn resi.st;mt 

tubing• t Team Imu stri es1 and ' ~.fe9-rgate1 , a ~,test Geroan 

and D.!tch finn respectively • .. ·ereusErl among others to 

l.ruy inverters atrl marten si. te steel from a rrumber of 

co..mtri es inc:Wding Gre3.t Bri tcri.n, Netherlan:'! s, West 

Germarzy, Uni tErl states end &ri. tzerlazrl • 

'lhe components requirEJ! for the centrifuge enrichment 
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tncili ty, have other legi ti.mate civilian uses also• 

WJ.ile lUrchasir.g these items thrcu~ du:rrmv organi zati.ons, 

Pakistan gave the irnpresd.on that they were being rnro e 

fo r :1 texti 1 e mill arrl \,ere in terrl EJ1 for ci vi.li en uses • 

OstmsibJ.y Pa'<i.stan did not errbar.:<: on the part 

of eoing nuclear for mi.li tary p.lrposes. Arr.1 in t.~e 

garo of civilian IUrrui ts thls p..trchaseJ material 

require:l. for the ru :rpose from the very poHers that "'ere 

d ero ar,ainst any such designs of Pald.stan. Paid stan's 

intentions did come u:rrl er ruspi.cian, '.·:hen a member of 

Bri. ti. S1 L.±lrur Party, Frank Allam 1 mcd e a statenmt 

in the r::ri ti d1 Parlia ent in the l.,st ("TUarter of 1978. 

He referrerl to the el(l)Ort of 1 i:wertors' to Paki. stan 
Zl 

by Bnerson Electric, an Rlgli S1 concern. 

Pa1d. stan hai P1 rchase1 thi. rty inverters or hi. gh 

spee:l motor d lives from &.wrson El~tric in 1o/n th.."''Jgh 

a vlest German finn arrl t-JB.s seeld.ng to p.1rchase hm:l rerl 

more through a Dutch inten:mroiaiY ca.llOO t Weargate '. 

The Bri tim aufuori. ties interveneJ. The inverters 

were of the kim. employro by the British Atomic lherw 

Corrur.ission. Nucleonic::_ Week, ~lh00er,.1978 reporte1 

th:'lt the British Government feare1 the use of the 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Z1 • n'.-•16, PP•39 - 40. 
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Eq.tipment in a gas centr.ifu.ge plant. The same view 

was held by Thlerson Electric • El:nerson also etatei 

that eightem mon-ths ago the Br.i ti. ~ Government htd 

bem. infor.:ed of ruch a possibilizy. After the intel'-

vent:i,on of the Br.iti!tl Government Rnersqn halted the 

p:r<:rluction of the stXond invE!r:tor nrrl stopp::rl the sale. 

Ther8 are fHNeral othr.r similer cases of P~J:istan 1 s 

attempts to ocrrui re the m::tteri il reauirtd for the rncle"'r 

projects in fue garb of civilian pJrsuits. <h ruspician 

th;;t at C asrna a rnclecr power project (CHASUFP) is 

being t.JOrkErl upon, the pror.ri. sEd Canroi an aid to the 

project \,es stoppOO.. }ccoroing to the Pakistani version, 

this did not halt the ~:rk, at Chasna Plant as fueir Ovl'l 

engineers cantinu.Erl it. 

'lhe most controversi~ a.rd si. gnifi.cant of the 

nuclear projects in Pakistan are thP reprocessing ar.rl 

tne uranium ennchment project. '[n his statement of 

16 Algust 1gn mai e before newsmen, Gmeral Z ia said 

that he wruLrl implemEnt ihe agreement vti th France for the 

supply of the reprocessing Plant 11 •
22 

Info mel sou rees 

reportErl in ~tember, 1977 ihat Pald.stm h51 alrecrly 

stJ.ro rec e:i ving nee e~ar'J bJ.ne prints reln.ted to the 

- - - - . -
~ • P.B. S..nha md R. R. !lbremanian, :l'hclear Pakistan -

Atomic thr~ to Sruth A9ia, (Vision Books, 1980), 
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23 
project fran France arrl sone part paynmt hoo bem m.:d ei 

On being pressEd by U.S.A.. France, in the beginrri..ng of 

197S ruggestErl rmegoti. ati.ons to mcdi.fY the deal by 

supplying a 'co-processing' i!'lste~ of the rep roc essi.ng 

plm.t. A co-processing pJ.cmt pro:luces a ntixfure of 

Uranium ?11<1 PJutorrium oxi.d es - usa!:le in· reactors, but 

does not sep~,rate Plutwiurn "hi.ch can be use1 for 

by Pald stan. 24 The FrEnch company, C. espi te the Frmc h 

Presi.d mt1 s declaration, su rprimngly continued to help 

Paki. stan. The last of the Frmch c:dvi sors ultimately 

withdrew from the project in June, 1Cf79· In effective 

em to the Frmch co-operation in -the project was tills 

brought by the time, Hhen Paki,stan possessEd the details 

of the plant but l~kerl the vi tal or the smsi tive 

e'"'Ui pnen t • 

Despite the Frmch voccl abrogation of the ag(:refY(lalti 

t:1e re renain s no d rub t that Paki stan con ti nu a1 to go 

ahecrl \A th the reproce~ing plant. It is difficult to 

say t-.ti tb c ertan iv'" that 91. e con tinu Erl on her ot-m. o·r wi. th 

assistance from other po>rers. 

- - i -

23. DA'.<II, ~tember 6, 1977 .. 

24. n.zo, P•47 



-..: 23 :-

nus the contrmrer~f about Pa.ld.stan' s rruclear 

p1 rsui ts hovers O'.'er whether the-..r are "'irned toHe.Id s 

civilian nrErls or militery. Or rather, in view of 

certain clan:l esti.ne efforts of Pald.stm having co~ 

to li cht, it •ruld be fi. ttinc to s-y, that her rue lear 

intentions arc increas:inrly ~spoctErl to bai.ng oriEntEd 

toHrud s not merely Civilian pO\·.ter• 

kcoxding to secret U.S. documents, alleecrlly 

sei zErl by the Irani an stud mts from the U.S. &l.·a::-s-.r, 

Tehran in Ho,,E'illt er 1979, Pal.d.. stan' s rruc lear pro gre.r:rne 

is forz:ri..Jit.1.ry p.l!poses. 1he tt.o voJume ofdoc<l!llents 

contain a conf.i.rl ooti. al tf'legram smt on 22 <btober, 1979 
'l 

by the US !nVO'J in Paris to Hr. Artl-ru. Hi.mnal, the U.S. 

P.ni~assa:lor in Pal.:istan. It said that 1·~. &dnmd, 

I slamabE:d 1 s .Ambas.sc:rlor to France hcrl told him th~t 

Pa.ld.stan hOO. every intention of fnirbing the reprocessing 

I 
plant on its Ol-tl after Prance cancello:i its contract 

to set up the plant in IslamabE:d. 
25 

In the socorrl week of Doc amer 1985, the Camegie 

Brlo\o.rn~t for International Peace brought rut a report, 

\.hich de~ riberl the rruclear d evelopr.12nts in Irrli a aTJi 

Pakistan as of particular concem. The report has been 

written ~Y Hr. Leona:rtl S. ~ector, a .:ePJ.or.:.-.4-sEOCiate at 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

------
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Came:je. The ret-ort statcrl t!:.r:t Pa.):istan h~l crnt'rrua:l 

its effort:; to d e?elop nucle.::.r ~,-eapons <'!ld c·1as on t.'l~ 

threshoJ.d of bocor.ri.ne a nuclca::: \·!capon st<l:te• 

Pdd.stan' s nuclear progr.:mne cme:re.t·il oore centro-

vercy~ 'lo;hen on 15 Septer:Jbcr 1986, .; m:..clcr:.r <nGl'f:Y co.. 

fEet thqt; oth the ca.mtric:; ar;reil 'o 1:he inspection 

Agency (I AFJ..) a...,.,.J :7lai n ta:.noo that the acree:J ent r o'.rer-Erl 

onJ.y pexefultJses. On /+ fiovei'!'J:er, the W:!.shin;t-ven Post 

Pl~ lishro a'1 article clc:ti.r.ri.nr: that Fa1d. stan • .. :as cl"le 

:o enrich U-:--anium to 93-5%. 'TI-'J.s is \-Jell in excess of 

the 5% leveJ. requi rErl for do1:1estic :p; rposes, ~1d is 

the ~am t n e erl Erl for \-reapon s • It <'~so reporte:l that 

betweEn Septenber 18 and Z1, ~ald. stan h<rl d etonatErl a 

hi.ch EDCplosive device as a part of a procra.'"'lr.1e to develop 

a 1imp1osion 1 type of nuclear t-leapan. Irrliaz1 rmclear 

officials, t.hile also cla:Lmi.ne that Pakistan hcrl attainai 

the roili ty to enrich Uranium to 93·5%, said that US 

reports h1rl inco'-re:tly id mti firo an ecrthcp '1ke in 

Septerrbcr as a ruclear test.27 

The UK ne~!Spaper 1 cb~erver1 putlished on 1 l·;arch 198'7 

---------------------- -·------
26.. Asian Iecolder 198'7, p.19901· 

'Z7. ibid:, 1986' p.18'736. 
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a front page stozy abru t the pra~uction of •:eapans grcrl e 

enri.che:l Uranium at the Eha.n Laboratories sooe 30 km Rist 

of I sla:nab ::rl • Dr. Jblul ~<!! er IG-:an .,es quote:l to have 

can...fi 1rnoo the sprenlation of PaJdstan having assErl>led 
28 

a nuclear b 01:1b. 

'l\.o 3:>viet scholars I.B. Balko a."1<1 N.B. 919-stokolcl:y 

h aYe aPf:i rmerl th·'t Pnki stan 1 s regime is tryi..'1 g to build 

a thermo-nuclear boT!lb.
29 

It w'<llkl be :"!ppropri o.tc. to say th ~ Paki st211 1 s 

nuclear rur~i ts clearly rugg·~st a strategy to d E!':elop 

a nuclear f!XPlOsi. ve c :opaHJi ty in <:rlvarlce of a bl211cro 

civil nucleDr programne. 'nUs is !'rir.1n.ril;y a reflection 

of t."le first arrl topnost priority being gi. ven to securi iQr 

consid erA.ti ana. The mi.li tary intoo.tiQ·~·s of Pakistan• s 

rucleBr w rrui ts thus can no longer be held in dcubt. 

Althcu£11 tile ruclear c arabili zy of Pakistan is 

aJ..most certain) Presid mt 2i. a seE!lls to have maste:rel the 

diplanatic strategy of bcing Clllbigirus Oh the isrue. 

Fresid ent 2ia in his 11~h 1987 inter.r.i ew to the 1 'lime' 

- - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -

28. 

29. 

. ~"-flO'<"-'f\ 
Kessi.ngG9' a ;:!II'chi ves f.'f.qTCh 1987, p ·34996. 

FeportErl in~ (525) (52) 1 7 Algust 1983, rP•17-21 • 



maeazi.ne said: 

11 •••• vhat is difficult at-rut a bOLib? Chce 

you have ccqrirErl the tocbnology, W..ich Pakistan has, 

yru em do \o.hatever you 1H:e n.3° 

$lbsequrotly in !pril he said that"Rlkistan has 

not ma:le a bomb, is not \-Orld.nf on it, nor has flJ:'fy 

31 
intention to buihl it". 

'Ihe father of the Pa1d.~tani enrichnent project 

du1 Qroer Khr:m, said in an intervim>~ to fuJdip !!eyar, 

an Irrli an Joumili st : "• • • the-.v told us th 3.t Pakistan 

ccuJ:l nev r pi"()]uc e t.~ e b cnb ard tl1ey d cubttrl :rrr 

c ap::0i Ji ties, but no;.r they knoH, rre h3.ve done it • ,;32 

Later Khan d ari.Erl giving the interview 2!Yi said 

that the artie le \Jric h appearErl in (b serv&, 1.ras "false 

to and an ~ttempt to mali en Pald.etan n_33 
I 

It wcu1d not be incor:rret to pinpoint 't'-lat ,ruch 

••• 

statan~ts cOming from responsible people in the Paldstan 

-~---------------------------

JO. Ftrlney Jones ( Efi), Snall rue lear Forces ~ US 

-~~ Fblicy, i:hecmtre for stra.tegi.c ard 

Interoati.onal st.ldi es, USA, 1984. Fron levi 
Slstri I Pakistan I s lllclear Wear_')on Progrexnne am us 
Policy, strategic klalyci S• January 1988, p.1221 • 

31• fucle6"!ics t-leek, A;lril 12, 1987. 

32· 'lhe O:>s~ (wnion), Harch 1, 198'7 from n p.1m.· 
33~ The H1sJim, Harch 2, 198'7 from n p.1222• 
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gov ~nt have b em d elib e211tely gi. vw • The c alculata:l 

strategy is to create a posfu re of diplomatic a.~bi gii ty .. 

Pakistan's a±te.'l!lpt to fP nuclear eland estineJ.y 

:::rrl maintein an ani:li g1i ty a.bru t its me lear c apabili zy 1 

imicates th"'t it is not in a posi. tion to fall~ a.n overt 

rue ;Le 'U' we ":pons p rograr..ne. If it goes rruclear openly, 

it •.ould invite the following proba:le conseqn enc es; 

a cut-off of Arrerican ai.d, an a:ms race \-!ill In:Ha in 

\J1.ich Pakistan 'MJUld be the loser, and if Pakistan 

attempta:l to test a:-.d stockpi.le ruclear weapons, Isreal 

. w::JU:ld be temptal to carry rut a pre-errpti. ve strike 

against Pakistan m1clear focili ti.ea.
34 

ConcJ.uding, it may be opinErl that although Pald.stan 1 s 
.3$ 

mc~ear capability is certain, it prefers to maintain 

a posi::u re of diplomatic anbi~i -cy bEe au se of iii vantages 

inheroot in this policy. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - -
34• Fe:vi .'bastri : Pakistan's Iil.clear weapon Programme 

arrl US Policy, strategic kla]ys:i s, January, 19ru , ~.I;:};;)~ 

I"'-·~ I 



'lhe Iniia F~tor -----
The study of Patd.stan1 s !~clear Diplomacy in the 

1 
cqnte:.-.-t of the 1nii a factor 1inrl. ts the subject to a 

regional perspective. To ~ai.n ad eeper insifht "m broW. er 

rutlook into the rubject the rruclear policy of both Irrlia 

and Pakistan neEds to~diOO. as 3. pflrl of the global 

prolireration wi.th special refera1Ce to tr.!!3 thi.!d world 

cruntri.cs. 

Glob a1 proli ferati.. on e::d. sts at t\..0 levels - hor.i.-

zontal arrl vertical. The select few meni:>ers of the 

mclear club do not "rant more countri. es to attain the 

nuclear capabilicy. It is this factor tht has lErl to 

the d r~ng of the Nc:n-proliferation Treaty(. N P TJ · 

'lhe key f.:ctor in the d eovelopnent of the NPT mey 

be regard Ed as follows. t<5.. til the spreW. of mcle a:r 

teclnology-, tile future role prerlictai for nuclear power 

conti.nu Erl to expand , arrl a growing mmb er of nations 

d eveloperl the abili-cy to en~ge in a ~e range of 

nuclear activities. It bee ame inc reasi.~gly clear thst 

verifiai promises of peaceful use ~ppl;ying mJ¥ to importEd 

nuclear SJ.ppli es cruld not provi.d e enou@. ass.1rance that 

ostrosibly peeceful nuclear prog:re.mmes would not serve 

m:iJitruy ends a.lse. This recof¢-ti.on was the key factor 

- - - ~ - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ - M - - - -

1 • See the Table£ ti>\) 1.\.lJ-SeV · 
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in the d evelopnent of UPT. 

'lh e treaty, in t.'ri s con text 1 can be regard fd as 

the culminatioo. of efforts to implement an intemationaJ. 

co-operative regime for the em trona:! development of 

ruclear energy. The llPT accoros unecpal status to·the 

(ruclear) \o~eapon arrl non-weapon states. 'Ih e negotiations 

which lei to the drafting of the UPT am the rubsecp~t 

acceptance or rejection of the treaty by different states, 

reinforces the image of an intemati.onal ~stem organi.za:l 

hei re.rclri.c P.lJ.;y int tenns of power but gi vm over in some 

strategic mea Sire to the political d a:nan:1 s of a particular 

catego:ry of its consti fuents • '1h e rea..li ty of the !TPT 

as. :i. t stands ted ay is that tho sa states most role in 

varying d agrees to embark upon national rruclear .,.,ea,/)ons 

p:rograrr.me Gi. ther have not signe3, have si~Ed but not 

rati :fi a:l ( \..tri.ch is the same as baing a non-si gnator.r) 

or may be ruspecte:l of 'Unsi[ping the t~t-.r"· .4mong 

these states are Argentina, Brazil, <hile, Egypt, 

.In:lonesia, Iran, Japan, Pakistan, S:uth Africa, B:uth 

Korea, ~sin an:1 Ta:i\,6.11· Perhaps these regmde:l the 

choice between being and not being a si.gnatory to UPT 

similar to the.t between ... m.ether to bell cats or to catch 

. 2 
the nn.ce. 

,. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ 

2· Harv.eh, Chkar and ~1-ru.lz b, ~uclear ProJife:tilti.an 

and the Nea.r-1-hclear Ccuntries, (Ballinger fubli&ling 

CX>mpa.qy, Cambiid ge, -Mass 1975), p.1 • 



NPY d d:>ato in 19681 fu o Natianfirlp of vertieol to 

horl a:mtal Prolifare.tlon vas a cmtrru. i:JS.lEh Imia fb..u'Jl 

e relible 01a.rentoo to non.miOl&.'U" co.mtzi e~ ng....L'ltrt a 

welear attackP A ftal~ A9se:ilq ~lutl.on Iclnting 

t:nd wpr:crta! by Ceyloo 1 Japlt'l, Kal\Va, Hepel n.vrl Pl:ii stm• 

lhe rm w.s rejr:et~ by ~th ~oa a1 ~· Algeria 

po:;.nte:l ·lith o<'cpti ~ to ilia '1'!-A.St~ s aipport! on that ita 

three co...spcns<Xl's \a.lld never be ~essors• 7bai,laai 

ftmli th ~t too tv:.a-cy of'ferg! no sec~: zi cy ~nat potalti.al 

pcai tioo tm:W. dEPO""rl oo ita Oin a:llir:htmGi national 

interest a:"Ji notia1ul oecuti cy in tU3 gao~co.l ~mt.t 

ot the regi.CI'l in tlrl.ch Pakistan is sl.t.tate! .4 

aonclnstan of 'ihe- NP'f' the ruclaar threat wlll ronttnue 

to mst until SlCh U100 as tlle ruclear mm~:e., bn.a beEn 

elimtnat~ fhrther. 'lhe ro5~tion of th<" NPT thus detel'-

states s1ch as Iran, lilich a1 {Pal the Treaty po:intet to ti-1$ 

-----~----~-~~---~-----------

.3; The a rnu , Z1 .1me , 968;;r 

4• Pa\n, ~ H~· 196'3. 
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weakness of tile :resolution. The rnajori ty of the non-

nuclear thiid world countries felt the same. 'lhe NPT 

..e.s not signed by the ~ates with peaceful nuclear 

aspirations, bECau.se it was regarrlErl as dis:ri.minatozy. 

1h e obli .o-ati.ons in the NPT were p:>inta:i ~s a~etri.cal 
<..> 

by Brazil :n1 Irrli a. 'Ibe nuclear 1 h,..,.--ves' could retai.n 

\oteapons, were not 9-lbja:::t.to the safeg,1a.td cystem arrl 

cruld develop peaceful nuclear e-:plosives (:mF.s). 'lhis, 

then t,./8.S not wrongly regard EJ1 as a neH fom of d eparl me e; 

mel +Jri s in no wey crulrl be regard EJ1 as beneficial to 

thei. r nAtional interest b;r the rucJ.ear 1 have not' states. 

Irrespoct:i. ve of tbe fact, \<1heth er part-y to treaty 

or not, equal right to rruclear ~lmology~ bem ~ 

common ther.te of the non-ruclear states. --- --- --------

In the proo a:ling paragre.Ihs stresS has been laid 
I 

on various nations' approach to•..tards NPT. Pakistan's 

nuclear policy c,"!n be studi ai as a part of the gmeral 

tre.."li to,.,a!U s proliferation • 

. Imi a., Brazil and Argentina, tle more developed. of 

the thiii world nations also form a part of this treii. 

'lhese cruntries hmre male consid arable EConomic progress~ 

111 EV are the 1 er.rli ng countr.i. es in the non- ali ~Erl mov&-

ment, the champions of a n""' international economic 

older, :mi the non-signatories to the NPT (bei.ng its 
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most trmchant critics). 'llie regimes in these cruntri.es, 

while striving thei. r best to enl all intemal pres9.l res 

for a just social ortler,'use rerlical rhetoric against 

imperi ali sn' am cla:.noo r for a just \-J'OrJ.d ord ei' !'IDd a 

new North- S:u th ecpati. on. In essmc e they are seeking 

a rroi strlbu tian of world ozrl er to fuei.r own a! vantage. 

The nuclear teclmology- has t:remerrlru.,s vaJ.ue as a 

syytol of mcrlerni.-cy, teclmolo~cal davelopnoot am 
potenti.~11y izrleperrl mt growth. 'lhis e-<plains thei. r 

ouest for t'1e rrudear status. 

Pakistan's proliferation is e-.r.p1ainErl in the West 

as a part of a 'chain theorr. The r Cll.a.in theozy' 

mt2ils t.h2t just like the W"lole of Latin klerica wouJd 

go nuclear, if Brazil does so; Paldstan \li.ll, similarly 

take cue from Irrlia, followm by Iran azrl the mtire 

Middle East• 

I·b h-'Js also been opinErl that the thizrl worJd 

nations do not want to be left bmirrl in the age of 

nuclear revolution, as they were at the onset of the 

indu atrial revoJu tion. 

Lea,ve alone Paki. stan, t.~e au estion of iliy is any 

count:ry goi..'1g nuclear cannot be accoid EJl a simple mswer. 



' 
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Tile trmd is not limited to Pakistan, Sruth Asia or 

the tlri. rd \-JO rld 1 but may be rega.:zd erl as a gld> al 

characteristic. The oomplex:i.ty of the issue of 

prolifer;rti..on, perh.aps also jUstifies the :rai.lure 

of the NPT a>rl the mtcl•"'B.r-free zones proposals. 

From time to timo, tn chock proliferation, pro-

posals for a mel ear weapon fr"e zone h "!Ve also been mro e 

in various a!€ as of the \,rorlrl • 1h ese incJ.nP e the 

Fbnanian p~posal for a Dalkcn nuclear weapon free 

zone, the ,9)v.let proposal for a rne:li terrane:tn zone, 

the Einni!:b propos:ol for a Nordic zone, the Chi.nese 

proposal for an Asia Pacific zone, the poliro proposal 

for a Central El. ropean Zone, the African proposal for 

a l-idd le Thst Zone, the Pald.stan proposal for a S:x.;.th 

Asia Zone arrl the latin American proposal. .g, far ~ 
·r_~,~~ 

onJ.y ihe last mentionerl h'"s been form~t.. c<nsti futal 

as a nuclec>..r l.JeapOn free zoo.e un:l er the 'lrea:ty of Tlateloco, 

the ofu"'I'S being still infue st;o_ge of pro:)osals. 

As:i. a as a me lear weapon free zone, EC cording 

to Irx1ia :tlould inc]ud e all tb e sig:ri.:fic<'l'lt nations of 

Asia. In other words, there cannot be a Smt."l Asia 

nuclear weapOn free zone 1t.Ci th.ru t Olina b ei.ng b n:ueh t ,. 

into it. The cardinal principlE! of the nuclear weapon 
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free zone, ~co:zrling to US :nd tl1e i-lestern powers is 

that it ::ilirulrl not upset the existing rni.litAIY balmce.5 

3.nce Qrina has S:>vi et divisions e.nna:i ,.n_ th rruclear 

t·.reapons parka:i on its boarder, it carmot participate 

in the proposal rrucleer •-reapon free zon·e• s imp1anrblti0Jt 

in ASia. Clri.na, being blockro on the north 2nd west by 

the 3:nrl.<:t TJni.an is in a position to exercise its big 

power role only in fue Ebuth aril S:uth East Asi,a. A. 

nuclear 1-1eapon free zone in 3Juth Asia, w'Othrut Chi.na, 

\CtlJ.d ti.l t the r.rili tar'J balance over1melming]y in 

favOJ :--of Ori.na, \ohich is urrlrubtErlzy <ln unacceptable 

p ropo!!L ti.. on for Irrli a. 

The Pakistani proposal for a 9Ju th Asi. an N.1clear 

free rone should not brurrl erstocrl as its a:lvoc~ for 

.. 6 
non-proliferation. A Pakistani ooholar hltl pointe::!. 

out that tlri s propos-·1 of Paki. stan is actualJ.y a 

cover for its going IIDclear. 

1'Paldstan \lill contirnle its efforts to an'tarrass 

India in international forums by denanding that S:>uth 

Asia pe ma:l e a 'nuclear free zone of peace', th2.t 

Irrlia shruB opm its me lear installations to intel'-

- -N~-~~-~-~c~ ~-~-.C.i. ~~~~----
5 "' Pakistan 1 s I slar.ti. c Bomb , (VIii-: as, New Delh:i, 19'79) , 
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na 1i onaJ. inspection "'Irl that Irrli a shru Jd never urrl eirtaJ.:e 

the p rodu c ti. on of ru c 1 ear wea. pons • By making th es e 

dErn:~rrls, sone of lirl.ch are unc~ceptablc to hope, Pakistan 

hopes to gcin international support fori ts position ··nd 

provide an excuse for going nuclear itself at a later 

... 7 da·,e· n Paldstan has optoo for nuclear proliferation 

because India has. 'llii sis t!1c most general arrl porular 

~lanatioo of Pa..ld.stan' s decision to go nuclear. 'lhere 

seems to be a lot of wci{ht in this statenent. It cannot 

be dcro.Erl th":t there is no ~sp€0t of Pakistan's foreign 

policy ·ehlch can re shldierl vi thrut taking into accrunt 

fue Irllia factor. In the rruclear d evelop~nt too, this 

fcctor em not be i~ore:l. 

This factor mey be callerl the most poJUl:Jr 

inst~l;lent usa:l by the Pakistani lelrlership to 

justify its actions aLrl quell the restless opinion at 

home. t.batever may the economic bu~ en of the Pl rsiut 

of ruch a policy '9e Pald.stan c.cmnot but c6ntinue it 

because of Iroia1 s nuclear stahls. 3.milar~, Pad. stan 

cannot i~ore its security concerns md thus in tb.e face 

of India being a nuclear power, has no other crurse open 

before it other than th2.t of going rruclear. True, 

\Jlenever Pakistan has souglit ju stif.ic ation fori ts 

nuclear p.Irrui ts, it h"S dipla;,atic alJ.y 1 J:Ut forwa.J:d the 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
7" Za.J.may Kh PJilzaJ., rrpaJd. stan: 'Ihe t>aJd.ng Of lUClear 

Power". Asian SI.rvw, ,'fune 1976, Vol." XVI, p.590.· 
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In:lia..f<:etor as the prime motivator. :!his diplomatic 

instrument hrs bem made use of by Pald.stan time 2n:l. again. 

1ill W'lat extent can Uris be held true th-ot 

Faki.stan1 s d ecisian to go nuclear has really been 

motivcterl by that of Irrlia' s nucleryr status. 'lhe 

'link-chain' theo:ry rupports thi. s point. Irrli a 

joine:i the club as a resp<nse to 01ina1 s entry into 

tl1e m1clear c1ub :nd to the Irrlo-China war. :lmil;:rly, 

it ma;r he heJrl th"t P?Jd.stan' s decision to go nuclear 

W::J.S provoke:i by India goin,:"" m1c1ear. 

Paldstan 1 s search for a certain level for parity 

with Irrlia, can never perhaps be 91-ti. sfi..erl on the nuci.ear 

isrue. still, the :rruclear arms for Pak:i.stcn are the 

mly way it can create a major d .eterrent to counter 

balance the Irrlian ruperiori VJ in ccnventional forces• 

Its nuclear prograr.rne is th.ls d ri vm by the 'blassic 

d eterreQC e" ob j a::d:i ves. 

It has also expressed, that !rrlia ·in the long run 

wi. roes to obtain a great power status. Pald.stan1 s mtty 

into the nuclear cluh may thus disuub 1 ~atus Cho ' -

the regional importance of India. Iliplomatical]jy, it 

has been o.pi,n erl , that I rrli a will find h a..-rd to svaJ..low 

this fact. The reverse is tr' e for PaJdstcn. Perhaps, 
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because it also wmts to maintain precmi.nmt position 

'IJi th nuclear power ~ prestige, it has optai for 

proliferation. 

Pakistan, thl s di ploma7.ic ally does not want to 

be lef't too far behi.nd Irrlia in the mclear rcce. It 

is perh;_ps this reasoning, ID".t has 1:1crle Pakistan a non-

si{glatory to the non-Proliferation Treaty. 3..m:i..larly, 

Pakistan's stand on the isSue of the S:Uth Asia as 

a :rrucl ear weapon free zane can be explainoo. The 

'link-chain theory' can be a('Pli£r.1 here also. Imia 

feels that Am.a as a nuclear 1-1eapon free ZO!'le should 

incJud e all the sief!ificant nations of Asia. In other 

w.rds, there ca.'1!1ot l::e a S:Uth A.s::i..a nucle"".r weapon 

free zone Hi. thout Chi.na being l::rcudJ.t into it. China 

b ei..ng bl<X!kt!i on the north and . west by the S:>v:i.et 

Union is in a posi. tion to SKerci se its big power role 

on :y in 3Ju th am 3::JJ. th R!.st Asi. a. A nuclear weapon 
I 

free zone in S:uth Asia, w:>uld tilt fue mi.li ta:ry 

balance O"ofenbelr.rl.ngly in :favOJ r of anna, which is 

urrloubterlJ.y an unaccepta.J::le proposi ti.on for !ndia • 

. Pakistan too is ...O.lJb;; to s.•pport the proposel 

of . .:OUth Asia as a m1cleer Heapon fr·2e zone, only if 

India also bEGomes 2 party to it. 'lhis may be also 

( 

rega.zd ei as a dipl0!..'1atic pley- of Pakista.<·1, Pa'·istan 



faints the picfu.re of being intet-esterl in non-

proliferation, arrl in ravrur of S:uth Asia as a nuclear 

weapon free zone; but is rertl'e:n:Ji helpless in rupporting 

these i s91es, in the face of a rue lear power like 

In:lia not willing to be a party to these proposals. 

It may evEn be ruggestErl that Pakistan herself does 

not favru r ruch proJ:b sUls nn..1 th er.e are pres en tai to 
B 

serve as a cCNer fori ts goinG' me lear. 

Pc>Jcisb....n wi.llccntinue it~ efforts to Ef!lba~e.ss 

Irrlia in International forums by demaz~Hng that S:uth 

Asia be made a 'nuclear free zone of peace', that 

:m:lia shruJ.f. open its nuclear installations to 

international insPECtion and th· t LYldia should never 

um erta'.ce the prcrluction of nuclear weapons. IU 

making tllese demarrls, so~ of iliich are unacceptable 

to ho.re, :Pakistan ho.re s to gain in teroatL mal SJ.pport 

fori ts pos:i. tion ar.rl provide an ex:cuse for gai.ng 

mcle"r itself at a later date. 

- - -- - -,--- -------------------
g.. Ibid., 
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~-
Thus so far it hasLobservErl that Pakistan has 

tncrl e use of the 'In:lia-factor' in its nuclear policy., 

as a diplomatic instrunmt, diplanatic plcy arrl also a 

diplomatic cover. Fron the::;e ancles, th1s ''Ir.rlia...factor" 

h83 pla:J.m 3..'1 important role in the nuclear p.1 rari ts 

of Paki~tan. l:o drubt, ih='t Pakistan has ma:l.e 

diplomotic usage of IrrJia' s nuclear status~ to itself 

go nuclear. :Ut the question still remains - h~s 

Pakistan really gone rn.1clear b;::cau se Irdi a has. 

A.shok :~apur has aJtlinErl Pakistan's nuclear 

d evelolT:lent from a di ffere.'1t a"lgle. In his opinion -

1 the trut.~ is not be frund in the simplistic end 

detemrl.nistic noti.oo of •Imian th~at/Paldstani 

nuclear response' as has been frequent:l;y' statal by 

West em sp~ali.sts•" 9 

In Ashok Kcq:or' s ot-i:rticn 11 the Irrlia factor 

\-Jas not the driving force in Pakistani ruclear actlv:i.ties 11• 

In 197.2 lliutto was seeld.ne acco!l!!locati.on, not confron .... 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
9·· AS1ol( Ka~, Pakistan's IJuclenr Develo~nt 

( Croorn.l-) elm, Great Pr.i. tan, 1987), p .158. 
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-tatioo ;A th In:Ha by his si. ~atll:re of the Simla Aggre-

me:nt "· I-bwever, Ashok Kap..1r in ihe book does not 

speciafi.calJy take one starrl of either totaJJy accepti_ng 

or rej~ting the Irrlia factor as a driving force in 

Pald. stan' G rue lear policy. 

He writes r• The comp.llsion to challa1ge India 

in tbe ruclear field nust not have been atrong; or if 

it was, then t}-_(.; 3 Ir!le. agreement represa1terl a policy 

of calculatErl a doc epti on, a part of the peace of 

offenm ve to buy tin:e - until tine was ripe to r.onrront 
10 

Irrli c. by m:i.Ji tary an1 nucleor r:1eans 11 .. 

It would not be ~-.Tong to sqy that Paldsta.n has 

always mcintaina:l a '.-Jet- of d e-·eption arounJ its acil.Ial 

me lear policy. A.s a reruJ.t of this, Pald. stan's nuclear 

policy has always appea.rEil to be complex,.. a.Yrl ambig.tcus. 

It is these anbi@.lities which h:we merle it difficult 

to pr~i oe1y determine the extent to whi_ch India 

factor c:n he said to have frec:Lsely influencErl the 

rruclear activities of Pakistan. Fbr instance, Bl:utto 

s;nd after Iniia1 :: 1974 test:-

-·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1 o. Ibid .. , Ashok KaPJ.r, p.162. 



" ••• We are not gJing ahead with a rruclear 
programme for the e}:plosion of a rruclear 
d evit'e which t.hatever Irrlia ttri. ¢_1t say really 
mea.'1s a rue lear d ev:il:e for mili taJ:Y p1rposes. 
fut cur nuclear prograt1I'1e for peaceful r.urposes 
has un:lrubtErlJ;y beep accelerated ••• end 
ulti.mate.:cy., if oor hacks are to the tAll and 
we have oooolutely no opti.oo., in that event, 
this decisi.oo a.bcut fOinc nuclear \Jill have to 
be t&:m." 11 

The 'Irrli a focus' i 3 rev oa.lai here as the rue lear 

progranne of PW..:i. stcn for pe<:JCe:fbl :urposea was 

acceleratEd. 

Thi~ then makes us once again teJ:e the posi ti.on, 

that 'In::Ha fc:ctor' cmnot be eliminatErl from i:he study 

of this .cub j a::t. Dm tto hi! said : 

1'I f India go es rru c 1 r~ar, ev m we w:i 11, evEn 1 2 if we have to eat le~es, grassor go hmgzy." 

&milar:cy-, speaking at the Tokyo Press Club on 

JUly 20,1983, General Ziah!rl de::lare:l: 

"Pakistan w:ill not si ~ a nuclear non-prolife­

ration t.rea~ as long es it is treated discri­
I:Ii.nate:W. 1h ere are na:ny coutltri.es which have 
refuse:l to cign the tr,-a.ty, a-rl one of th~se 

-------------------------·--

11. Ibid .. , p.162. 

12 • Ibid •, p.107, Ehutto just said this in 1965 -w11en 
PaJqstan did not have the tochnology, manpower or 
resouroes to do the job. l.fi.th time fue 'leaves arrl 
grass statement' b ocame his :avou rate. 
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cruntri. es is the nei ff"lbru r of' Pald stan to ihe 
east. If that nei ftlba.:.r CCU".not be forcErl to 
si{P the nuclear non-proliferation treaty, it 
wru:W be very unf~r for Pakistan to hi!Ve to 
sign the treaty." 3 

In the context of India heine a nuclear power, 

tlu s Paki stem pexc ei ves thn.t it c armot afford to 

ranain non-rnclea.r. Pakistan, w.i th a rruclcar Wia at 

its bo:rtl er, viet.m its nuclearpursui t as one of the 

para.mrunt importance. Irrlia1 s nuclear stafus leaves 

Paki st en -n.. th no al temati ve other than that of going 

nuclear. 1bcl€)3.r proliferation, for Pald stan is 

essential from point of socuri.ty perceptions. Consider-

ine the nA"bJre of India.,..Paki stan relations, Paki. stan 

-wruld rega!O the option ; o ranain non-nuclear as an 

error of the forei 111 policy. From the Pa.ki stazri view-

point thus nuclear proliferation is en eS3mti..al. 

~-herein the 1 India factor' is concernro, the nuclear 

p1rruits do not have economic a:1vantages. The ci!vant2ge 

percei vo:rl is the defence potmtial of the nuclear weapons 

expected to ect as a d et.=.rring fore e. 1-Jh.:::tever may be 

nature of opinions ~resse:'! on Pa:.::istan1 s nuclear 

!llrsrit, it cennotbedm:i.Erl 'tl1at from the Pru:istani. 

- - I"' ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - -- - - ~ -
13. Link 25 (52), Al~st 7, 1983, PP• 17-21. --
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V;i.ewpaint it is nafurally an inevitable part of its fol"ri.en 

policy. 

The t I.n:ia factor' has- thus playEd an important 

-. p~rt in not only providing a diplomatic justificc:tion 

ib r Paki stE\11' s nuclear p.trroi t, but h "S also servEd to 

propel Pakistan onto tbe nuclear path. 

Ibwever, important the Irrli ~factor be, it is not 

onJ.y the factor responcil:le for the proliferation drive 

of Pald.stan. In i:he context of 3Juth '\t.'est Asia, Pakistan 

pereeives its rucle::r policy to be of great oconomic 

!rlvantages• If "'herein 3xth Asiais concemErl, 

Pa.ki stsn (in li cj:l t of the Irrli a-factor) cannot affo:rd 

to remain non-mclear, in i:he ccntext of S::uih West 

Asia Paki. stan perceives mormrus gai.ns in store for 

it ~onomica]Jy. This aspoct shall be focussEd upon 

in the next ch apt er• 

From an Irrlian viewpoint, in the liff1t of the 

Indian rruclear pu rrui ts being for peaceful rurposes, 

Pakistan's e1ID a:rldng on the nuclear pat..~ may be regam Ed 

as a fai lacirus bluril er:. ,. 
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Pclci stan's nuclear policy in tile context of the 

Irrlia....ractor may thus ce ViewErl fran the two ~gles-

from the P ald. stan r 8 p e:N:epti on, it may be regazrl Erl as 

an essenti.. al feature. Pak:i.. stan c m.not afford to remain 

non-nuclear• Pakistan h :~s no caH-se opEil before it, 

other than of going nuclear. The· Iri!i an an~ sts may 

rega1(1 the same as an ~onomic waste, a.'1 error in 

d ~i si.on-maki.ng, a wrong policy option am so on. 

T,.~tever the analysts opinions be, the si illation 

as it st<md s is as follows - Pald. stan. has enb arlt:Erl an 

the :mtclear path. One of the major factors that 

h~s propelled Pald.stan onto this path is the 1 In:lia 

rae tor' • The I:rrli a factor h:ntever cannot be regatd EP 

as the one a:zrl the onJy moti. vating fo~es res!)Ollsible for 

.Pc.kisten• s nuclear p.1 rs.li t. However, l. t cannot be 

d eni Erl that it is a major factor. W..ih India as a 

me lear power, Pakistan from the vi 6\i point of 
I 

securl ty cannot affozd to rem~n non-rn1clear. lhrther 

by going nuclear, Pakistan hopes to gtri.n pc:rity with 

Inrli a on the mha..-·1cement of its stains ~ prestige 

Che is led, thus, to oocept the fact that p~rhaps 

mclear proliferati.cn wruld not have be~ deemtd to be 
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of paramrunt importa:nc e for PaJd stan if Imi a hcrl remainEd 

non-nuclear. It rust be note:l that all acw anecioos have 

agreErl. th,~t in fifties arl si.xti es Pcki. st en 1 s rue lear 

driv"' >ra.S for peaceful p.1rposes. 'lhe ani:li-~-cy abc:ut 

Paki stan• s aci:lJal intentions gret.,r when !hutto came to 

power in the sevmties after the 1·n.Y 1974 nuclear test. 

O}inions m.?y be accepta:i or rejoctErl., lrut this o!der 

of happenings carmot be chanr,erl. 

Before concludinr; the role of IrrliS-factor in the 

nuclear policy of Pa'.-istan mey 1'Je a'1a1ys€rl. Eh;.1tto hro 

pleyErl. his role of ei vinE" the mclecrr development of 

Pcildst::m an mti-In:J.ia orient?tion~ However, uzrler 

Bhutto , Pa:dstan was ah:eys' goinr, nucle?..r but was never 

able, even when he poss essErl full exocuti ve powers, 

to cross the thresholil to that executive d eci si aH 
14 

'lhi s' lecrl s to the asrumption th?.t In::H a,..fg::t.or h"'.s 

been ad etenninant of Paki stan1 s r.uclear policy posiure, 

but cannot be classifiEd as a 1 primazy d etenainant·• of 

Pakistan• s rruclear policy activi ties .• 
15 

This hypofuesi s Cfn be exterrl Erl further to gi v~ 

the follo,.tng a:rguement$ True, that India..f~tor cannot 

,. 

------~----------------

..... 1' . "\. I l o( 

Ibid. 
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be haile:l :19 a primary d etenninant where the nuclear 

xti vi ties of Pili sta.l'l· are concemal, but the role of the · 

same factor in the nuclear diplomccy of Paldstan is 

i rreplacable. Reiterating it is the Ind ia-fec tD r that 

has bem pleya:l upon to give diplooati.c justification 

md exp1aination of its nuclear activities by Pakisten. 

khok Kapoor wii tes ~ .... 

n ••• India factor w2s not strong wrugh to 
take the pJu toniurn bomb project arrl t.'i-!e rorich­
rnmt project to its logic -·1 ccnc b sion in 
Ihltto' s lifetime. The reasons for hesti tation 
were nllnercu s, donestic, bu ::eruc ratic, as well 
as technical, indu stri d, ex:ternal mclear 
rupply constraints, as t..ell as di plor.!ati c ::rrl 
strategic ccnsid.erations. The In;lia factor 
was not strong r:nrueh to ov.-.:rcome the impact 
of rrunt~railing ccnsid erati<"ns or cor.lp.ll-
si. on s • " 1-6 

Going by this aS'lumption one is le:l to beleive 

fuat India fa:::tordoes not have 3. very major role to 

play in the nuclear development of Pakistan. ~et the 

Western a!'lalysts have opinerl th · t Pakistan has errba:rkerl 

upon the rruclear !1ath b ec a:; se of India. 

Ole is th1 s forced to d ooate as to whi Jh view 

sh::ru.ld be ~ceptai·, to explain tho role of the In:Ha 

factor wherein Pakistan's ruclear diplomacy is conceme:l • 

.Adlok Kapoor h11s minimise:l the importmce of the Irrlia.-

-----------------------
16 • Ibid • ' p .173 • 
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factor by aeying fu·it it did not play a primary role in 

the ruclear d evelopnmt of PaJ.:i stan. Deb atinr· upon 

this pai.nt one is forcErl to st~te, be it pri.rnaty or 

secorrl cuy India' s role in fui s rot> ject c mnot be 

rninimisErl from any £rlgle.. Pa:'·i~tm' s diplomatic posbJre 

riftlt from the heginning has beEn snch th2t it h~s tP~<EJ1 

the c ruci a1 d e:::i sian to fP rn.1clear be::: ruse of the 
17 

ruspecterl nuclecr status of Irrlia. Che cannot d my 

that thr origins of Pakistan's nuclear develcpnent 

can be tracerl to the Irrlia factor. The famrus leaves 

errl r,re.ss atatemmt w-as oft repeatErl to strengthen thi a 

very starrl of Pakistan. 

Asmk Kapoor' s starrl that several other factors 

(domestiC 1 bureaJ.C rati.C 1 etc • • • ) were tOO Stl"Q1g becru Se 

of wh:i.c h Iwi a factor did no~ pl ey a role of: any sL ~­

ftcP.Ilce for the rn.1clear fulfilment of Paldstan, em also 

be cri. tici zEP. It has alrPcrly been expres~EP that 

l'ald.stm al\ol8.ys tried to '\.tin over the factors at home 

by playing upon the India..factor. 

Concluding, thus the role of the India - factor 

in Pakistan• s nuclear diplomacy can from no angle be 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -



mi. nimi se:i • Pak:i stan has never c ea sEJi to pley upon tl1i s 

factor, to diplor.Jati.calJ.y juatifY its nuclear policy .. 

It is this diploowti.c usage of the term that lecrl s one 

to cla~iiy Irrlia- f~tor as one of -he major 

diplomatic instromente of Pa.ki ntan 1 s nu.clear diplomocy. 



'lHE INDIA .FACTOR AI'ID PA;J: Sf.A.:'\1 S IJtTCLEAR DIPI.OHACY ------ -----

Peri oo Diplomatic strategy- arrl :Posfu re 

1960s India's nuclear threat is a1vertisa:l 

repeatiJl:zy 

Nan-proli ferati. an is er.ccu raga:! to 

cum Irrlia' s nuclear 8r!lbi ti.ons 

Development of Pald stan's nuclear 

option Isolate In:lia diplomati.cal:cy. 

in s.A., in Asia vi&-a...via China in 

parti.cular. 

Non-Proli ferati. on diplonacy A.s!llmption 

Signs PTB, 1963 but declines to Irrlia is a rn.1elear 

ratify it thre:1t 

.Favours t.~e principle of 1\TT, but Iri!ia1 s rue lear 

declines to join T'n'T citing marw sta'b.l s thro:ttens 

reasons. the Irrl o-Pak balance • 

------------------------------ - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Conirl / • • • • 



~-----------------­,. ... ---
Per.i.:o:l Diplomatic strategy- ani posture 

-----·-------------------
1 enos to Ja:mazy- 1 Cf72 takes the d roisim to 

the d er.relop "the bomb 

presmt 

S3 elcs In::1 ia' s d El'lllC lear.i. zati on. 

Paldstan' s ini ti.ati ves Sbrut S. Asia 

rruclear peroe diplornati.cal~ embal"lg-g 

Inr:Ha. 

E :rx:ou re.ge the development of Western 

presrure against unsa.fel}latrl Ed In:lian 

ac ti vi. ti es 

Keep India g.tessing about Pakistan's 

nuclear intentions am its nuclea.r 

weapons cap abi li W 

-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Nm-Proli faration diplanacy 

"tole cannot accept international 

agreements bee au se In1ia is 

----------
Asrumpti.ons 

Irrlian zruclear 

intention~ are 

seOO.ngrruclear arrr.a~nt. There ruspected 

sha.1 Jd be a 3).I th Asi m NWFZ. 11 

Does not sign l'iPT, PTB India• s nuclear 

activities are 

ro spec te:l • 

RepEtlte:l da:laratians th"t Pakistan 

is willing to accept any reaso~1able 

proposal to de-nucler:ize S. Asia. 

As above. 

---------. -04 ··--- ------
'lhi s has b em mn'l e on the basi. s of the material gathere:l during the crurse of the resenrch work, in 

Erlditi.on to the tables gi.ven b As 
Y hok KaPoor in his book(\O;Ji_Ja,.__,~ N~~Of',.J· (;~.~ ........ lq6'7J , 
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The te:rm 1I slamic Bomb' was coinoo by th.e late 

Primo li.rri ster of Pa.ki. sta.."l !hutto. The very ten:n 

a.,ib<rli es the idea of a nuclear b ornb for all the 1-bslim 

nations of S:uth '.-Jest Asia. Cansid erl.ng the nature 

em extmt of intra.- regional rivalr:;r pre-.ra1mt in 

Sllth HeSt Asia, one i fl J.eft word ering at the th.r.:;uftlt 

of the f:Ylti. re region being uni ttrl by a banb the 

1 I sla:'T!ic bomb' o Perhaps, it \..OUld not be ;.trong to say, 

th r:t the very ide:;, ir:. view of the rer:l st· te of 

politics in the regi.cn, seE":ns a bit fOl'- f~heil. \>hat 

thm is reality of tho true :;icttlre behind thP Islamic 

bomb of Pak:i stan. In other \·,"':rd s whnt dipltY.natic 

tectic explains the idea ari! the usage of the term 

Islamic bomb? 

I 

Eiru.tto strongly felt the ne::: esSi ty of an 

Islamic bomb. He wrote :-

"Vle know that Isreal mn S:uth Africa have 
fullruclear ca,pability. 'lhe comnu.'list 
powers also possess it. ChJy tile Islamic 
ci vili zati. on is vi thru t it it, but til at 
posi. tion is about to. change." 1 

-----------------·-------
1 • 

1
tulfi. au ar Ali 3m tto, ' If I am assa.si.natsi 1 

(new Delhi, Vikas, 1979)p.f38':"-



Ihu tto, thus asru::t~ the responsi.~ilicy of gi vi_ng 

the ffiti re Islacri.c civilization nuclear capahili -cy. Th:ia 

may EJ.so bed e~ribErl as a diplomatic mearure to justi.tY 

the rruclear policy of Pakistan. Diplooatic justification, 

tlrus is 30.1[#lt by the explanation that Pakistan• s nuclear 

capabiJi ty is es~·mtial for the mtire 1 Islami.c CLviliza-

tion.' !1m tto thus 21 so int ro:1uc€rl a n e'rJ ' 3;tpra -

national' ccncept by ruggesting a cor:mcn tenn Islamic-

2 
Bomb' e Bod> that can 1:-eu.strl by any or all of the 

H1 slim Cruntri.es. 

True the t0rm 1Islanic comb 1 doea diplooaticall¥ 

justifY the ne~ of rrucle.ar capabili ~' ~y the !'ilslim 

countries. Cbe, however, is foreed to <?J estion the 

reli @.~ va.JJJe of a bomb for the snti re region. 'lhe . 
one and onJy factor of solidl'.Ifty existing amoog tile 

H1slim nations of the regions is th"t they pereeive 

Isreal as a car.H:on EnE!!V· 'lhis f~t can on no acrrunt 

be doubtaL Nor can the po~_nt be negat(Jl, th"'.t Isreal 

does not ·Hant my camt ry ui. thin its reach to attain 

CA.. 
the rruclear Ra}:·ili -cy. 

i 
In I s:re.els view it 'ta..nnot afford the intro::lucti en 

of t.l1e rruclear t-Jeap:Jn. Fbr us it is not a question of 

- - - ~- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
2. Sl aikh P. Ali 'Pa.k:i. stan 1 s Islamic Bomb P..EConsid ers!, n 

1-fi.ddle East Periet.J, Vol. 17, l·b.3 -Spring 1935, PP•52-58• 
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s<?-Irvi val," it th erefo!'c h:->s to ttprevmt rue h a threat 

t . . ti It 3 a ~s 1.ncep on .. 

:.Uris very principle of Isrc,-,J. h::s b"en JXlt into 

practise thro1gh a rur.lber of incidents \-hir.h have distur-

has b em st;~_lei by nany unproc e:1 ent<.il a>rl unac ctun table 

satotage opera:.ioc.s a>-rl as~acinatio:ls• The most ciwti-fi-

cant ofthe~e has been: 

101 the aftemoQ1 of June 7, 1981, t,~ fornntio::s 
of U • s. - built ai rc re. f't l e.ft a. zi an lti_ r base n e:1r 
EiLat, Isreal for a preEf!lpti ve striJ.:e en the Osi raq 
rruclcar reactor. F.ipht F- 16 Falca'l aircra7t 
eg:ortro by six R-15 ~ e:-'lgles d roppE:rl a total of 
sixteen 2Q)O :JOOnC iron o~ t."'. e :reactor facili -cy. 
Ac~oztHnr,- to tre at"'Camt the pilots h~ b em 4 
trairring for this ri!i.·,~an Since October 19:-::1. 11 

~ 
The incidmt 'l:rcucht out t•JO;._:ery clea:rJ;y. Isreal 

was d eten!ri.ned not to allow any- nation \A thin its geogra-

}hica proxi.mi.t:r ati:a'n the nucle:,lrcap+ili-cy. The ot.'"Ier 

nations reqli sa:l that ti.ll the;r too acquirEd access to 

ruclee.r ~.,eapons, Isreal iVOU.ld I'€nain invulnerable as (they 

believe it has alre;:Cy b:Jilt nuclear wea[Jons. \·i th mat erial 

secretly obtainEd frol!l UnitErl .'tatc>s· The Arab nations 

states t!u s became d etenci.nErl to eL ther buy or buiJd the 

5 
yoflpons. 

3 • George H. Chester - ·~u cle:sr :-kapon s a!i.d Isreal" 
.41 il;tmn , Th. e l.fi_d d 1 e Rtst Jou :mal Vol. XXXVII , 1 903 , ----------
pp .. 547-564, Aeri el .91a!'an the I sreali Def~e 
Mi.nister hro said this in Decei!ber, 1981. 

4• Toid., 

5. n .2. 



-: 5) ~~ 

'lhe ti.lslim nations of the regi..cn hcd become 

aware of :m urgmt nero to develop P.nCl implemmt a new 

arrl coJ:tprehrosi V'e d efmc e stratee:r to make the H1slim 

1.t)rJrl cnp3ble of d efa-Pine itself a ca1p1e of years 
. 

before the Osiraq banbing. 
VV' 

In 1 o/79, in I.ond oo ,t--th e 

first international confera1ce of its kind on 1 Defmce 

of the lilalim t..brld', all the H.lslim nati·)ns \-Jere 

~ppeala:l, to pool thei.r resou~es end share th<J!l for 

thei. r economic am s~uri. i(y interests. An Isl~c 

bank of strate~c rnqteria!.s \.13S also est<:hliroa:l 
6 

s.1b sequently. 

!low i)efore analysing on how important can "the 

'Isla'!li..c ho:nb' be for the region, it v.()Uld to perti.nent 

to consider the importP..l'lce of the Islamic bloc for 

Pakistan. ~ecifical]y it \<.C\.11.11 be appropriate to look 

into the diplomatic cdvantages of the Islamic militR.~ 

economic ollaboration for Pald stan. 
/ 

Pakistan• s im?ortance in the reeion was first 

realiserl during the 1973 _1\rab-Isreal , ... ar. The Pa!d.stani 

ei vili an t~hnici ans and military personnel were fouzrl 

th!Qlgbrut the Arro '-K)rld. Before this ,.,ar, Pakistan 

ha:l receiverl ha~ly any financi :-::1. assistance also from 

the Ml slim c amt. ri. es of the regi. on • 

.. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

6. Ibid., 
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fu t ev0r since the \-.tar, the services of 

Pa.ld.starri.s- mi.litarJ, civili.an arrl technical, 

have beEn nuch in danarrl (md have beEn provi.da:l) 

all CNer t.he region. 

In brief fue services can be UstErl as 

foJ lowi.n g6 ? 

Pnkistani s have played important roles in 

commercial arrl military operatiO!!s of IibiyQ.;, Yllwait 

arrl several Persian CUlf Thi.rates.. PaJ.·istm - run 

training missions have been consi.pi.cirus in fue front­

liue states, ~ria, ~--pt arrl &udi Ar.±ia. Pakistan's 

troops have aloo bem furttil:hai to help the Arabs· 

Large contingEnts of amai. personnei h.:r;e been 

deployro thro.qjlrut the Ar.:b cruntri es. Pakistan 

maintains mili t~ :ry cc1 visors arrl service persormel in 

mer& /cr-ab ca.mtri.es mrl offers training progrannnes 

at home. 

'1h e airforce of Am Dhabi is co!!!!'l;:irrl a:1 and 

maintained by Pakistan crl.r force perscnn4l. In Sudi 

Arabia cU.ane, there are about 9, 000 PaJ-:istani troops. 

Many members of the Li.by an air fore e are also Pald.stw.i s· 

.. - _,_- --- - ... - - - - -- - - - - - --- - - - -
7. Ibid. 
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The econo:IIic ~ollaboration :)etween Arab ccuntries 

8 am Pak:i stan includ ~ the following areas :'7" 

(i) Joint imustrial projects fro!!l i'ad.stan; 

(ii) ev.terrl ~ d eposi. ts by Arab Cruntri.es in 
Paki. stan:i.. banks; 

(iii ) inc reasa:l export of cultural coin!:1crl i ti. e s 
arrl indu st ri rJ. p rcrluc tg fro:n Paki stcn; 

( iv) .!lb:d.dizerl delive:r.r of oil to Pakistan; 

(v) aLson:>ti.on of Palcistan1 s S1J1)lus l~rur 
~ Arab c run tr.i e s; arrl 

(vi) Prefermti.al tr<;atma1t for Pakistani f'i I!!!S 

for contracts in the :'!rab 0Ju.'1tries. 

Pald.stan' s diplonacy in the reGion ~:as broueht 

the cotmtzy enonnrus economi..c reU.1ms. 'lhe 3,00,000 

civ:i.1ian Pclci.sta:nis e:mployro serrl home f;Nery year$ 3[>. 

as foreign rani tt enc es. B-.r ~d 1976, Pau sta'1 h<rl 

r~ ci va:l from five Arib coJntries arrl Iran, grants and 

' . 
loans ..orth ., 1 b. Gene:raJ_ p.1rpose add from Iran 

rose by mid 1977 to 730mi loa-1s ?-"'1(1 i:westments from 

UAEtot.nlled 192m1·rran Iitya ~133nt arrl from 

l'~ viG:i. t e 50 Lt. 
9 

The above gi. ven facts are rub stanti al enou IF 

to rupr:ort t..'IJ.e viev: that there exists close ~ononic 

of the Arab coon tries. Tim s ·it c a.nnot be rruli!."'i Erl that 

- - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
8. Haj. Gen. D.K. Pali t anJ P.K. S. ~!ambl)crlri _\ 

''Pakistan's Islr..m:ic Eomb/@kas, NeH DeJ.hi, 19'79..) 

P·37 
9~/ n·2 



Pakistan's rn.1clearprocess is i:ei·'e loo::Erl forwerd to 

by these ccuntri es, ui tr. a1r.:os:. ~s :.;my e:rpcetatior:s 

as Pa1d.stan itself hc.s• 

These nations neal the nuclear Hea!X)ns :; ri.nar.Uy 

tJ une than ''f" a dete?Tc-nt ag8.n!':t Isreal. This :·actor 

na:l be reJ?ai!E¢ .-::,:.a per:c.nent one, Pa:i.stan' s intmti.ons 

appear to be to e:;::ploi t t: is ver:.v se'!til"'ent to the 

ma:ci r.urn extent. Pal.-:i stan 1 ::: nuclear di plO!:lacy i Y1 the regi an 

is thus not pqttPr.:crl 0:1 thE;? religi.o'JS sa1timents of 

IslBrl· ~th0r Pakistan via :l.ts rmclear power, mr-es 

to c;~n diplomati..cal)y ""S rruch B.'" it can. 'lhe reli£jan 

is being userl a;. a factor to satiate the domestic o~wicn 

abrut the ruclear exploit~ o: the Pa.1d.stani gove:rnr~C!'lt, 

arrl to cash ur;on the value of the relie;ton in ihe 

region .. 

'lhus by r.:al:ing- as nuch naise as poscible about 

the Islamic bomb, Pakistan hopes to d ra\-1 upon the wealth 

of the oil rich nati.o--•s to develop~) itself. In 1973, 

Bhltto ha1 caJ.led an I slar.ri.c s.n:ni t in Pa"i stan in 

~ich be !'E'mirrla:l the \·leal thy H.! slim na.tioY'!S of the 

!'liddle 3:lst of thEir responsibility touru:ds other 

H.1 slirr: nations. Col. Ocrldafl, in the :::a::Je spirit hai 
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10 
arc yoo r resoo rc es. 11 

Pnki..stan 1 s diplonatic intmtim to cnsh upon 

its ruclear policy is aid cil by ti1e follot.ing factors :-

Toc molo~c a:!.ly, it is :here o: the nations 

of the re~on. 'J"le rmclo?-r cRpnln.lity c::n haillrtll]y 

3.rri.lar1y the n-"ltu re of econor:ric aYd r.ri.Ji bY"J 

incJustrirJ. int:ra-structu1'e i.~ i!O::'e '"fiva:ncEf :-.;1(1 fatistan 

has as~umcrl a miJi i:.a·:r le<ii ership ~monr, the Aran 

Ca.mtri. es. The nuclea!l-c ::p~ili ty of P&-;:i.. stan wi.ll 

ac eel erate .L t.s leal further in £l1 1 these areas. 

T'ne most s.ld.lltrl manpower in ruclear t~hno... 

lo gr n.mon g ell the i u slim nations i s foorrl in PaJ.::i stan • 

And Pald.stan by diplOT!lati.cally gi ..,ring rise to and 

playing upon the idea v""~ an 1 I sla':'lic Born has m51 e 

the co~·nt)j es of the region lO')k upon it as a developer 

of ruclear ueapor~s for all of I~l<l.m. Tiris very fact 

1 o. . Ibid., 



oan be regrud oi aa a diplcuntic font or Pald&ta;n. lbr, 

true a CC!li:Xltl reli st cm does bind these e$Ultrl ee. Jh t 

it would 'not be incGI"1'93t to Bl$" 1 that it biri1 s them ~ 

neae cm:q. tb ra"?pmt tDl .fraqH.nt is the natn~ of 

intro.- re@.ma.l rivalrJ ~g the~ Vtf:rrJ co..ra1i~cnsts 

thnt it wru~~ not be ineo:-~t ~ rnP.ka the Mloo .. !ng 

itA herd again, ii1 eoe v~ camt ::i es uruld not 

tolor e the attatl"!1'!9nt of melf)ar oapebilt fq by ihal. r 

e aref\11 f.i, ClU t not t fk!n g 8l.'J:f sid eA in the intra- regl auQ. 

rl.vsJ.riese' It has a bilator!cl Ulllerstarding wUh 

a.'Jloost all tlle COJnt:riea rut haa beffl eeutf.aus lilmt 

ente:d.ng into bilatt'Jifll. ~ts with them. 'lhie aapeot 
.. . 

of:. Paid stan' a acaroiso of diplclmacy ill the region bas 

also oontD.ru te:1 to it ~g lookEd furwaxd to ae 
' 

does rot. end hero. Tn :3 ooot oo"Jirus diplomatic mvantap 

. pe~El"Ell by Pald.stm1 is fuot Yi. th the poesesslcm ot the 
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rruclear •;eapons of the 

l iJ sJ.i m w'Or JiJ • 

Poki ~tan, ,.n_ th "tl1 e I sJ. ~-:ri_c t o:.b 1 hopes to 

not only obtain fue prtrO-~ollers f:ro:-:1 the . .\re>..b-ccuntries, 

but f'~S 0 e:::;c;oc ts to rec e_ ve fin<:.nci,aJ. ali) )Ort fOr its 

'lhe cri-::Lci:;L1 of" the an-ti-prolife:rt":tti.on 

vJC:m ld thu s b e d ·L .ff'u s ai cy tr: e S.l p port of t:'l e H1 ili m 

nations. 

It thus is not wrono to :-q-r th<1t the xvantaccs 

accuuinr, a.;t of the exerd se of PaJ.:i stan's ruclenr 

diplonacy ,qre na.'1i fo1d. 'ln1 R it i .., r.o wander th-t 

diplonnt Z ia calls hir.JseJ. f a "3:)Jdi er of Islam 11 , 

to exploit the Islattic camecticn o.f his cdrrrinistration, 

and to se&. poli ti. c cl c.:rrl econo··ic ,air.-<" of be lu sJim 

worJrl. 

'lh e I I claric bor:b I it h '3.5 b ~n felt may have 

11 
the folloui.ng consequences also. 

- - -- - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - -

Thid • , 
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Thenost oh-v"irus and na-tural effECt of 

an IslclJ:ri.c born \.rQJJ.rl be that Islar:ic solidari'bJ \olill 

be strm gthen trl • ~.fi. th the I slc.ri c solid arl cy stre."1gthe-

na:i Israel wruld r.atu rally r. e d eterErl fro:-.: inva:Hng and 

ocrupyi.nz the ft.:raD O::r,ntries. !lrm if Islar:rl.c solidaricy 

is net s.trengthmE:d, Israel t-rl.l1 be dete!'rErl fron ['Oing 

Arncd witt rucJe£lT He<lP:ms, the l'uiliM.na;tions wruld 

p~ssures. 

It is a.1 '0 posSible that the threat of terrorist 

orgpmza.tions eaining c:ccessto the Islamic nuclear 

weapons might create sEC·~ ri. ty problems in the worJrl. 

In a civil war si tJ ati on, ..... ·hich is more probable in 

Pald.stm fum in :=llyothernation, conterrling sides 

mi.. ftlt attempt to sei. ze hhe wPaporis am use than either 

inside or out s:i.d e the co,mt:(t. 

<nee Pakistan d rid cs to, it ma:r also seek to 

cupi_;.a.Jize its mclear stre1gth frOn as nazzy ;:verrues as 

possH:le. .~ma:y evm o:te d cy, e~~rt b. g,.ly enricherl 

ureniu.m to other niltions ready to pay fori t and those 

t..ho ml t~t wish to mak-e th ei. r own bombs. 
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In the event of ruch }:appeninfs the international 

\o{eDJ:)ons \oiOJld suffer a grent ::-et back. It is therefore 

nut im!)os&blc to ~ret t:: :t hu:r:J.a.n kin:! \.JOO.ld be one 

sttl' clor.Jer to a • .. .orld in lo.hi.,.h a long Jist of nations 

c cuJrl therertten their enemi c s d th nuc1e~ i·:e:.'lpons. 

Pakistan's rruclear diplomacy. Che is th.;:t Pald.Btcn is 

t11e onJy luslim camtzy "hici1 is e:<pcctai to be s..Iccessful 

in a::hievin:· rn.J.cleer capability. '1he.secaro factor 

l s tr~at the li.J. sJim nations a:€ e;r.:t~~~ d eter.:i nErl, a.lr.r:o~t 

h-d once commentt:P upon -::be va'ue of a.n ocono:-ic 

boytott of any nation that conti.rru ec: to maintain an 
1'2.. 

enbarsy in Jerusalem. 

"~me people may ask if this d eci. cion is t.'1e 
best than can lfe ta!qn. !Jo. a better deci~on 
wruld be to destroy Tel lnri. v wi 1:h bonb s "· 3 

VL thin the parameters of these t~ factors it 

mey be said tha.t in 'Vievr of Pakistan's nuclear tocJnoloror 

and fanaticism of the camt:ies to posSess rruclear weapons, 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
In ,Alg_1st 1980, durine. '?,debate over v.he~her the , l 

AraD world shodd canSLgcr "ID an econor.n.c ~t boi ~ 
.... . t' ... h t ~-i·~ ... _ • t. or any na 1on "' '=''Rtine~ I.A.) r:1an ro.n an 

enbascy at Jerusale~ 
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the term 1 Is1rmic bcrnb 1 hr:.s no real politic<;} value. 

In its place any otb e r t em ~o.on J c have b ··m ~-= aJly 

effe::ti ve. kry n:'ltion can take up banner of proo:i.. cing 

to pro:l1.1C" an Inla':'tic 1:o;:J1:. In re"J politics it is 

not the maki.nS of f>romi ses th nt co . .mts. 1lh d co..:ntn 

is tbc extent to HITCh the~e can r'e ~:r:rt. Pq)Qstan 

floate:l th,., idea. of an I slami.c l::oDb. 'I!1 e idea. ca:i.nro 

r.rourrl nril hocorne popul~r not brc 'lJ se of the usar:e 

of the na>ne of reJi gL on, but bocau se Pa..ld. stan has the 

The rucccs:- of Pci:i ste.n 1 n rmc-lear diplomocy 

i.s th1.1s}n.peromt not on-yon ':erbnldiplor.Jacy, but 

more on the acercise of it" ruclcn.r d:i.plomoc-y. It i.s 

due to thi ~ fa:: tor that in t:U ~ chapter t:: e ' .. ,o!d s 

1 exercise of mel ear diplomcey' ha·.-e been use:l. 

Thi. s then b ri.nr,-- us to t::e crux of the di ssei.\­

tation. In S:uth West Asia, the most SJ.CC essful nati an 

in its mclear pursuits has been Fal:istcn. ..ul till 

now such purruits of Pakistl'tl ha·.,·e in no w::ry r"rn 

hamperei .\i th by outcid e intcrferErJCe mi. 'i tn.ri.l: .. ·-

The i sro e at this point boils d oo:..n to th? 

diplomatic crlvantages foreseen for Pald.ntan as a nuclear 
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power in the re6i-m. In the preceEJiing chapter, when 

refermc e \Jls being rr:.erl e to Pakistan• s nuclear purrui ts 

in the contert of si.mi.lru- Irrlian IUrm ts, stress was 

laic an the dipla:Jatic di scrlvm1tar,es th 'lt Pa..ld. stan may 

have to face by a:lhering to non-proliferation. Or in 

other ~-.o ~ s, in 3:u. th /t3i a k e r-pine in vi e-.: th e nature 

of Irrlo-.P:lk r0lations. Pakistan h "S no diplomatic 

course open to it, other threJ that of going rruclear. 

It Vidits rrucleru- r-urruit trus as an e93mti..al 

fe!iillre ofits strategic ralcul~tions am defmce policy. 

However, 'lohen the region of 3xt th l·I est Agj_ a is 

gl::ncerl at, the diplanati.c calculations are fo!1T:a:1 othe!l-

lise• 1hi.s is here th2t the da::ision of going rruclc2.r 

0-
is nottnust. fut in fue context of the minimal chances 

open before other 1-llslim cruntri. es of the area in going 

rrucle ar, Pald. stE«'l is the one ,.,i th the mw.:i..rum crl vantage 

in p.1r91ing SJCh a policy. Arrl t!-:e diplomatic gains 

perceived by the IUrrui t of s1ch a policy are of 

no mean consequmc e ei. th er. '..fi. thout being a rruclear 

po~.·er, Pa1d. stan's econonzy gains rocb a lot from the oil 

money of the reglon. !~afurally \ben Pakistan goes 

nuclear, the economic a! vantages v;culd increase manifold. 
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,Apqrt fron the oconomi.,c crl~tages, PakistaJ:l 
' 

would as a matter of crurse nlso have a stranger sey 

in fu G in tze. - regi. anal affairs. Paki ~tan w.i.. tb the 

Iil.ami.c bomb, may ruto1:1ati.ca1J;y also crlopt the role 

of bei.ne the chief rEpresentative of the I slami.c bloc. 

The accrf ci tion of eva1 a few n'clear weapons can 

provide Pakistan with con3id erable ccunte!l-vaJ.ue 

capri:Jili ty. It is also likelJ" to make ot..~er ccuntries 

mor€crutions jn threatming Pald.stan. 'lhe inte!l-

national pre.•rt:i.ce of .Pakistan, esr~ially among the 

J.i.ddle Rlstem Ca.mtr.i..es rJOJld incre::.se. Chcce a 

menber of the rue lear club, PaJ.:i stan can also prov:i.d e 

rmclear assistance to ot!~r ne.ti.ons, includine some 

Arab camtri es. 1h e Arcl:: Countri.e s, e~ec:i. all(r, 

libya, Iran and ~ria have for some time a~Erl 
e. 

that Isreal possess ruclear •reapons. 'lhe I srali. 

ruciear c apabiJ.i v.r is eqJi valent to a threat to their 

s~ri W• Iib;y-a. in :rreEnt ye<Jrs h'ls b ·en seeki.ng a 

ruclear capa:·ili w of its own. R<lx>rteai:cy- S"le haa 

attempt~ to p .. uxhase a ruclear d evibe from China 

am repg!"terll,- has also financed Paki. stan's efforts 

to ac qt1.i re a reprocessing plant md an mrichment 

facility. If this is true once Pald.ntan acrres 

.. 
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rruclear weapa1s herself, she mcy also pzm'id e libya 

Thus ruclea:r Pakistan perc ei. ves diplomatic gains 

not on one b~ on many fronts - economic and mill t:;;.rily 

along \.rl.th a stronter voice in intern-tional affairs 

::m P.nhancemmt of its pre~ti t,e• 

,. 

~ - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

14· zalmay Kha:i.lilzai, 3uv.i val I Pa.lcistm ;md the Bomb I --------
Vol. 21 1 No.6, Nov. Dev. 19'79, PP•244o-50• 



UNITED Sl'AT:'~ A'D THE HITCLEAR PFOUF:"J>.A1ION Ii:-! PAKI SI'A.l>J 

-----------------·--------------------------------

1he Pakistani attempts at rue lear proli ferati. on 

have never been approved by the super powe·,·s U.S. az::rl 

U.S.S.R. China, however h::-:s :rl opte:l e. different pos'bl re 

towaro s the nuclear ambi ti.ons of Pakist.Ci'l. 

~ific allec;ations have been moo e rega:tding 

China havine gi. ven the weapon d esi @:1 of their fourth 

test to Paki sten. Leslie Gelb, \ho r.:e.ld a responsible 

post in the carter crl cini strati. on and \-ho h cd extensive 

cmtacts, wi. thin the u~ s. crlministration 3l'rl intelligence 

agmcies, has reJX>rts:l the -::l!:ove effect. U.S. inteJJi-

gmc e agencies have also unc overr.d sone ev.id me e of 

Chinese collrooration ;A th Pakistan on nuclear weapon 

d evelopmen:t. It HA-S bee au se of thi.. s that the U.s. 

::dministrati.on wi. th-held for several months sending 

dom to the Smate for;i ts approval the rruclear 

agreenmt signed during Presid ee1t Feean' s vis:i t to 
1 

China in early 1984• 

'lhe s:igrti.ficance of the weapon desi~ of the 

frurth bomb teat a.lJe gaily mcrl e available to Pakistan 

--·---------------- ~--------
1 • SreEjihar, Pald. stan• s Bomb - A Dooumentary Sb.ldy ,. .-_· 

(ABC, Delhi 1 1986), page. vii (Intn:rlueti.on by 
K. Sslbrehma.nan) 
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by China is that the warhet:rl 1J9i. ghErl less than a tan 

El1d crulri be c arri si by an a:i rc raft like l'S.rage III/V 

or F- 16 or by a missile like SS- 4 wch may be 

transferrEd by China. If the Orinese cruld wi thstani 

the apprcbrium of trcnsferring Q.lclear w~pon t~hnology 

to Pakistan, i:h;z.e is no reason my they shou:W not 

transfer ms9iles too to th<:.t camtry. Ori.nese 

ocicnti.atn, acco!dine to the rertr t of the u.s. 

intelligence srurces have beo.n seen inthe Pakistani 

mclear :fl:lciliti.es. Itis alsobelieva:l that China 

i a tz'frling ita experimce as a nuclear weapon state 

against the aivanca:l t~hnical knowle:ige acquired 

2 
by Paid stan fran u rE!rco. 

Unless contrary evidence is discoverEd, it 

cannot be drubtErl th"t there hes been sor:e ldnd of 

Olinese rupport am help for Pakistan• a ptrs~ of 

i-'bs mclear policy. en ~tenber 15, 1986 a nuclear 

energy c~operation agreement was si. gne:i t etween 

Chlna El1.d Pald.. stan. Tlrugh it is ml:Q.ntaine:i by Loth 

that the agreement covel'S stric~ peaceful uses, 

this stand i s fa.ud to be '.Jeai< in the li ftl t of what 

has b em given in the prre a:ling pare.. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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Paki stan• s relation \oli th China tru s on the 

nuclear front have been cdvant ageru e for both • Paki. stan 

a.s a er:lB-11 pewer can not affo:rd to ~ai..n hostile towa:rd s 

Clrl.na. Rlrther, in keeping \oli. 'th their diplomatic 

perceptions arrl foreign policy numces roth do not 

have a fr.i.em:cy- posillre toward$ Irrlia. China in 

its anbi ti..rus drive for a ruper power sta"tlls, feels 

perhaps bigger YJi_ ttt small pow& like Pakistm being 

in£1ud Erl in its forei E}1 policy stances. This is also 

cdva.ntage<us stre.te~c e.J4r, if it even needs to strike 

a¢nst Iti!i a. 'lhus diplanatica.lly both Orina ::ltrl 

Pa1d.stan h[!Ve parceiva:l severa1 ~va.nta.ees, by ccri.ng 

clo3er on the ruclear rront. 

Paki stan• s nuclear diplanocy, thus wherein a 

major power like China is c oocerned h"s bem very 
.... • 

broefi.c:i.al. Hai China not approved of Pald.stan1 s 

rrucleer intentions, fue ruccess of the same '<Olld 
I 

have been very uncertain. !bweve:r, Ori.na, as evidence 

pai.nts rut not only, did not oostructtr but also 

he11pai_, arrl rupportEil Paldstan in ita drl.ve to go 

rruclear. 

Unlike China, S:>viet Union arxi Uni tai states do 

not approve of Pakistan's nuclear intentions. In fue 
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opinion of two 3:wi.et Scholars, I.B. R siko an-l N.B .. 

Slasto.li:olsld./ P"kistan 1 s bomb project is fulJy in 

acco!d t.i th i-bfbingtm plan3 foy aettinr up an alliance 

in wtri.ch "Pakistan will be cast in the role of a 

policanm, wule S:ludi Arabia .'llld sane reactionary 

"' Cblf r<"gimes ~.ori.ll be treas;rers footinf m:ilitazy biJls. 
1 s-+ ~ on 

'1hi s 'li:e!i mey be rega!rl Erl as ~viet Uniom &I vee atxi:ffg' 
'D - . 

~--~ ·} 0...~-"0-/Y"\ . 

~proliferatio:1 ~ ~ o~r na~1h 

Horizontal prolifer<:tion is not e.t all welcomai 

both 1 y U •. s.A. arrl ~viet Union a.rrl tint is \ohy they 
(N PT) 

hC!IlC ~moor<d the no-:1-·?rohfer tion t!'f'";at:Yl: The 

reasons -offererl for the HPT by the co-spon~rs have 

alreadybPm givmin theprovio,ts Chapter. 

U.S.'s non-proliferation policy is leei sla~. vezy 

en~rinc:rl in the 19'78 ~bclear non-proliferation Jet 

am Sections fi>9 em 670 ( ~ngton cril Glenn arerrlmmts) 
I 

of tile Fbrei.gr assista"lCe Act, rtS r.IOOifiErl by fublic 

LaH97-113. Section 669 prohi.l:its u.s.• said to cruntri.es 

acquiri.ne unsafe~a:rrl crl uranium enri.chnent tec~nolo~', 

Wl.ile section 670 reoui res an aid teiminati. on in the 

event that a non-weapon state has acquired un~afeeuaro e) 

- - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
3• link 25 (52), Algust 7, 1983, p.17-21---
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rep roc essi.ng technolocr, tz11nsfers or acc;.lire:l a nuclear 

weapon or explcrles a nuclear d M.ce. In 1981 C<ngress 

rro-Jid(J) a t.Ja:lver to section 669 in Pakistan 1 n case 

urrl er certain ccnditions until ~ptE!!Iber 30, 19frl 

thus pezmi tting fue restorgi;ion of U.S.'s Socuri i{r 

ocope of Se:::tion 670 to include tbe ti'3n::fer or 

rocei.pt of anucleardevice aro restrictEd. the Preg:Ldent's 

w::ri.ver ruthorityin the CP.se of a ruclca!'detrnatioo 

by Pak:i stan or any oiher non.,.• .. :eapons .:t ate.4 

Uni tE!l states has nev::-r c eS.sa:i to champian the 

si (J1i fie me e of fu e Hcn-Proli ferati.on Treat-.r. Despite 

thi. s Pakistan has ruccessf·l:Jv emt.,arkEJl ooto the nuclear 

p-'3.th. The qJ. estion that t~ arises is \llat role has 

~ 
been playEJl by l!mericain~.proliferaticn in Pa.1d.stan .. 

Hat t mccu ragEd it or offererl d i si.ncen'Gi ves. 

It has been opined th'1.t "the crOO,it for initia._ 

ti.ng Pa:dsta.n to the nuclear p"lth goes to the UnitEd 

states of knerica. Iro:ri.c ~l:bJ, it ~tras tl-;e Uni te:l st.ates 

itself which first d re'I-I ~he 3ttenti.on of P~stanis to 

its nuclear progra.l!J1Il€·s· The kne..""ican exhibi ti.on 'Atoms 

-----------------------
4• Iicha:zd P. Gronin, 'Proq>ects for N.J.clenr 

prolifer<:!ti.on in S:l.lth Asia' 'Ihe M.ddle East ,. 
Journel, Adumn, Vol. i!Il, 1933, PP•594 - 61 6. 
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for Peace ' trurirl Pakistan in 1954 "'.l'rl attracta:l a 

lar~re number of Pakistani. s in bi go cities • • • S:lon 
O· ~· I 

thereafter, Pa1d. ctan took the fi tst step an the part 
5 

of nuclear d evelopmmt. 

'fu e U.S. plcy(ll a ci E¢. fie ant role in the d fNe-

=~ ;pma1t of atomic energy for pec:Ceful uses. fur th.e 

J.Jy trainErl ECienti et!:l, engineers and tochnicians were 

rcq;i" ::rl • .Arra.neemmts fur the rE'0Ui red trai-ning of 

the Pa' is';.; ani xi enti sts •.re re rn.'{l e in U.S., Er.i tain, 

France c:Tt3 Cmcrl a. 

Paki stm si £r1Erl 311 3.p,ree.ment wi.. th the Govel"'rlnl ent 

of the U.s. A., before 1957, 
6 

w..ich provid a:l for co-

operati0n between tho cruntriPR in the field of the 

pere eful uses of ator.ri.c e.nergy. 1he U.s.A. b esi.d es 

sailing congti tants to Paki ctan to di ocuss overall 

plcns of the PAflj, presentgj a technical Library 

compri. sing of 70, 000 panq::hlets, r~rts, jrumals, 

• -l 7 nn..c ro c r1:u s, etc • 

- - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
5· P.B. Si.nha arrl R.R. 3lbr~..Jr.ani.an, rbclear Atomic 

threat to 3J.lth A.:d.a, (Vision Books, New DeTh:i, 1980 ), ---- _,_ __ 
P• :;!1. 

.. 
P•Ji • 6. Ibid., 

7· Thid.' p.J1. 
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allegal :cyr commi s si. ane:1 to bui Jd the Pakistan Institute 

of N!clear Science arrl Tee molo~ (PIN SI'HjH) at 

I~eJ{ore near IsJ..ama.bgi. U.S. also ruppliErl "swimr.ri.ng­

pool" "WPe reaetor setup in. PIN Sl'ECHin 1963 urrler 

IAEA safeg.1azds· It .,.e.s critical in Deced>er, 1965. 

The Insti. tut e is the cruntzy1 s lea:ling c~tre for 

1dvancai study arrl rese~,rch in rruclear tecmolo~.9 

Am eric m help ail help f'rc>m .other western powers 

was torth-coming in setting up Karachi !bclear Power 

Project (KANUPP) an::! the Olasna lhcle:lr Povrer Projec·b 

( CP>AS1tJPP). 

Pa.ki stan' s rruclear d eveloprnent b E:C arre controversial, 

then news starte:1 leaking rut abrut its reprocessing 

plant m'rl uranium enrichment project. Pakistan was 

thus hesHng towrod s its progre.mme of building its 

0\¥1 mclear reprocessi.ng plant in -the cruntJY• llie 

blue p:d.nts relatEd to the project were Sipplisi 

by F.rance. U.S.A· pres~E'P France to ruppJ.y a co-

processing a'¥1 not a reproce2sing plant to Pakistan. 

A. co-processing plant does not separate pJn tonium 

t.hich can be use! fur mill tary rurposes. Rfportany, 

despite FrEnCh President• s d eclarati.on, the Fi-a'ICh 

r 

------------~-------------

9
.,, ,. Ibid_.., P·33 
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com~ conti..rnt:rl to relp the Pakistanis buiJd the 

r~rocessing plant. 

Later from A:1~st 19?8, thedetJl:i.ls of the 

ga&-centri fro ge uranium en ric h:1ent plant Wl.i.ch Pald. stan 

h~ bea1 setti.~g up at Kah.lta came to light. U.S.A. 

suspocting Pakistan's '!r.ntention to develop, pra':uce 

and test nuclear weapons n as a •.6rning wi tbreld ~rypmval 

of a lie cnc e to export plutonium to Paki. stan. As a 

second waming in ,'ug.tst 19?3, t.'le U.S. Government 

annrunca:l the stoppa~ of net-; d ervelopment lti.d to 

Pakistan. It stiJl tria:i to -erruade Pakistan m 

desist from setting up an uranium enrichment pla..'1t. 

Having failed to do so, ulti..:.;at"ly the Carter lrlmi..ni-

strati on in J\,>ril 1o/N, rut off U.S. ~oncmri.c aid to 

Pald.stan wort..~ $ 40 million for 1 o/78 - 79 and $ 45 milliop 

for 1979 - 80. 

A d ooad e ago 1 Uni. tsi S;ates thus h t::d been :fi nn 

about its gt an:1 on proli fe ration in Pald stan • :Ihi s stand 

has however been of no halp in preventing prollferatim 

in Paki.stm. 1hepoint tocenoterl i~ tbs.t wherede-.;e-

lopnent of atomic mergy for civilian Plll>Oses is concemErl, 

it has bem expii:lsserl that Pakistan t~as initiate::l onto 

tm path cy Uni te:1 S:Ates. In the opinion of Mrok 

Kapoor also~ the :first phase of atomic d evelopnent ,. 



This dirl not give ri. se to ::r(f niplanntic controversies 

ar¥1 accusations a!;out Pald.sta .. '11 s nuclear polir-y. 

Pakistan, land 61 i t~lf in a diplanatic mess, 

when :!'H!·.rs :boo. t its oc tuaJ (mi. 1i ~ary) nuc 1 ear i.'l'lten ti on s 

starte-l lealdn:r o"t to the ·.-.orld • U.S., ,.mch h:rl 
'·' 

till tr.is paint acta:1 as 2-"l im-orta.'1t a1pplier nation, 

di sapprove:l of thl. s Dtro!l .-:-J;r by the c1.1 ts in aid to 

U al ..... ~ ... l"".<.P'"t I Pa/.i r:t an. • s., so so.1 tf' ,. ~,o __ un "' rua. s ,an s 

ccc en::; to nuclear tre hnology. These two steps of U.s. 

bascrl on the follo ... ri..ng. F1Y"st);y·, this f)..ves t::e ir.-tpre-

sSion tl1at Pllcl.stan is not being pemi.ttErl to carry 

OJt a nuclear weapons proera"!!..":re um er an A":'!eri.can 

socu ri ty umbrella. Socorrl J;y, I sre.el arrl the J 81Ash 

looby in the Oalgress disapprovErl of the nuclear 

intenti. ons of Pakistan. '1h e Uni tErl S:.ates from mi.d 701 s 

10 
triEd to divert Pe.ki stan froo the ruclear path • 

H mry Ki !::3inger threatenerl Blu tto wi. th dire conseq, me es 

11 
if he continuerl dom fue foroiddm pafu. 

Pak:i. stan's proli ferati.on d Ii ve has, b::no~C'ler, 

not come to a halt because of the U.S. stam. Cl<rl ego. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - -
1 o. Rtvi s-:a~tri : Pakistan's 1-bclear weapon Progra..>rne 

and U.S. Poli..cy. strate[ti_c .. iba?Jrsi.s, Vol. XI 

nux~ er JUne 1 0, 19·'3S, \) · I~ 1 b ) 

11 • S Wei.ssmm arrl H· Krossr..e>.f 7 ''Jhe Islamic Borrb" 
(~me, I.orrlon, 198'1 ), p.163.· 
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tine~, illeenlJy or by fraud, Pakistan has urrla.;~ited]y 

conti.nua:l its nuclear dri.Ye· 

AU. S. &bass-.r as::>essrn€!1t of Ga1erfl.l Z ia...u1-Haq1 s 

tt.() y(->C!.rs in power on JuJ.y 11, i979 mmti.onerl, m:100g his 

minor points, th -:.t he "nckle ssJ.y p.Irata:l .::."'1 ind EVErii ent 

rruclear weapons optiClr! 3t the cost of his relationship 

wi th ,.nat is still Paki sta"t11 s most i :::portant part on, 

U.S.A." 12 

However, Paki:-;tant s rno~t important patron has not 

/tneric ~ :ri.d cut-off w:1s first one of series of steps 

which silJlalle1 ad eterorati.on of relations 'behteen 

Pnki stan :nd U.S. D .. uing 1979, ?aki.. s-an join a:l Iran 

in FUlling rut of CE'-iTO, cn:l rubse<p€!1t]y jo-:nerl NAH 

iril atterrlErl the N.AH Confemece in Havana. 'lhe 

incidEnt wi. th the greatest Islamic controt am pe:-ha:;s 

the great est symbolic expression of anti-.Arneri.c anim 

that Pald.stm has wi.tne~e:1 w<>s i:he burning of the 

American Elnbass-.r in I sla."!!B.ba:l and attacks an other 

Ameri.cm faciJi ties em 21 November 1Cf79•' 4Jp?..rrot:ly, 

the violence was sparked by false zumrurs that the U.s. 

md Israel hfrl been involverl in the seiz.1re of the 

. 1 3 
Gra..r:rl }b SC1ll e in Hec ca earlier that day. 

- - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
( 

A.<rl. an lee o!tl er 5 - 11 Novenb er, p.19163. - ,, ' 

Mdld. .Voob : lf'lh e Fbli tics of I slcmi.c Rero rgmc en 
from t~.L. !i tcher ,,Erl), Pa.ld.stan (Vikas, 1982), 
p. 158. 
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The Carter a::lmi.n:i stratian took Hon-Proliferati..a1 

vety serirusJ.y. Carter att a.npte::l to establish stri.ngest 

cmtrols on fue sPreal of pJu·.cru.u.m reproce~ing. He 

evm rueeest~ that U.S. take ba::k spent full for 

14 
storA.ge in U.S. 

The deterioration in tile U.S. - Pa.k relations 

did not loast long. 'lhe S:>viet build up in Afftlanistan 

arrl ti: e consequent percciv~ threat on its north west 

15 
frorttiJs wer"! mrurh to re"rerse the deteriorat:ioo • 

.Mother factor thgt ~lso contrihuterl to tms is tlv.t 

wi.. th the fall of the Sha. of Iran, the U.S. fulice!!a.n 

Policy' for the QJ.lf collapsed. 'lh e Q..tlf Sl.ei..l-11 an all 

of a rudd En lQ)ke:l vulnerahle to the .thrrlamentali st 

fu reat. The S:wi et invasion of Afghanistan over~crl owna:l 

these e'rents. This lerl. to a refornulation arrl ra1ewerl 

intest of U.S. policy mel:ers in 3:uth Asia. Tlus there 

began a rerojusimentin fue U,.S,- Pal( relations. In 

1931 because of the SJvi. et intervention i11 Afff.anistan 

a Presi.d enti. al 1oAi ver -was provid erl • 
15 

Now Palci. stan beca'"!!e a frontline state in fue U.S. 

glooal secu :ri. i{r pattem. Regan di"' not take Non-

Proliferation serio1s],y. By closely aligning it~lf 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - -
14. ··n.10, p.1216. 
15. n.1J, p.158. 

16. n.10, p.1Z17. 
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of SJPPli e.s to upgrro e its mi.li tarJ i)"'llati.on vi s-a-vis 

In1ia. 

'1h. e $ 3 • 2 bi lli on nti li t ar:r a:rl EC on ocri c aiel 

pcckage ,tas sanctionoo by the ~'7811 <rlministration as 

a p<:trt and pa:rcel of a plm to b~lst~ Pakistan ageinst 

S1'1iets in Afehanistan. 'lhis p~kaee was to be spreii 
I.VP>::> 

over 5 ::'ears, and thi,t-in <dri t:i.on to ~ 16s fuqt ;.1ere ~0 
p;:ri.d for in caS"l by· Sudis. mdst objections raisa:l 

in Conr,ress, the Preffi.r1tY~thoo to certif'.r th-:t Prz.gidmt 

Ziah.~ r,ivm reasonable as·ura.nces to the effoct th"t 

no nuclear device ;.Jculd be detonate). k1 _-ti_d 1 cut off' 

cla1se st:i.!).ll~ta:1 fu·t a:..l aid ·.:ruld cease whEJ1 Pal:istan 

deto::1ate:l thedevice. HovJever, theclaJse .railcrl to 

ac crunt for the ca.1tingenCj' th:ott Pa1d.stm ffi£\'/ stockpi.le 

b'-.f wey of mrichai uranium of weapon gril.e aualicy 

cn:i choose not to detonate. Fbr all prcct:i.cal :p1rposes 

therefor~ Pald. stan is a me lear HEilpon state with 

bombs in the 1~asement.17 

The U • S. ~d to Pald. stan \val. verin g the Symington 

ameri!.ment h"l.S been strongly crl t:i.ci sa:L (h Janu P.1:Y 5, 1900 

TASS 
1 8 

c ri t:i.ci sErl i:h e U.S. m:i.J.i tBry ani, aid to PaJd. gtan 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
17. R • .R. !lbramP.l'lian, •u.s. 1hclear CUnrantee for Pakistan' 

Strategi.c .lrlaJy sis, Novenb er 1984, Vol. VIII , 

''tio.8, p. 708. 
A.s \.A.Ih ~d$:. 18.· ,_l'l?..i'c~ - 17' 19::B' p.1921 - 2.2. 

/..._ 
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I 
scr;ing ihe cili tari zai:i oo of the region provro U.s. 

as91 ranees oorut the Hi sh to establish peoc e P...>rl tran-

nuili cy in the area to be caseless •• o the extension of 

S yr:ri.ngt(.ln waiver in "tile case of I-a::i stan •• • >1Qlld lecrl 

to furthPr ag-gravation of the gi t..;at:icn in the <>rea. 

'Jh e Symington .4::-.crrJment stirulatinp b ::..r m the U.S. 

aid to any countzy develo:nn; mclear ,. .. ea;;ons hlrl bero 

ration coopelJinr the Concressne!'l ··ne SEnators to over-
II 

look i:he r'lilibt.ry nn:t:ure o: Isla::!al:a:J.I n nuclear propra;rcs. 

~ 

like John Gr~:t ~·hr.L of no :wlti.l.. Y2.olatinc; its o...n 

ler,t slati vc act2 the U.S. crlr.ti.:'1'. str;;tian hc:rl :-~ceptcrl 

lslaT.'!al::·crl 1 s u..."'1-Slbstantiate:1 assurances of the peaceful 

nc:.h.1re of Pa·istan1 s rruclear progra:~1.r:12, arrl an this 

fJinS'J ercun:3 ~propria too hun:l rai s of nillions of 

d o1lars \-;orth aid to Pe2d. stan. 

Ada::Erle ace, on a ~ere Slspicion of Pa'tdstan1 s 

nuclear progre>Jro~ U.S. hcrl cf'f~ta1 a cut in its aid 

to Pal:istan. No1..r1 when ther0 is no drutt r>bo11t Pa~:istan' s 

rruclear intentions, opp!'d. te is the hapPE71..ing~ \·by? 

U.S. !:pokesnm h rtvc fre--:1 ently referrEJ3. to 

the linkage betweei~ en i;;;plici t no test, no-wr-a:;on 

P:?Jd. stan - U.S. m.ili tary econo:!rl.c ruppJ;y- relationdri.p. 
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1his statenmt looses weiff:t when it is rcaliza:l, the 

prolifr:ration drive of Pa1d.st2n h s not bem stalled. 

It is clear th· t for U.S. in rela:tian to Pc.ki stan 
19 

'hon - Proliferation " is a "lo~t ~~11 now. 

'1h e non-pioli foati on ol-·jecti ve of U.S. Govem"1ent 

thus is of no avail in M:!.stan. The ~7d.ngton ar::cndncnt, 

&!1. ,qto r Alan Gran :::ton' s stfJ!ld on U. S. aid cut to Pc.l:i stan 

etc., th.ls no•r for1:1 e1 wG:--:.1: p:remi.se, in lte C9""E' of PaJcistan. 

calcu3J.tion 1Jith referencr: to prolifer~tion in Pald.stan 

as follows:-

11 1h e Paki. stan's me lear case iroicates th~,t 
\-hen strategic ;o.rr1 fordGTJ policy consi..d e!O­
tiona require a strengthenine of a bilateral 
relationdlip, then proliferation concerns 
take s back seat in t.~e U.S. agEnia". 20 

It has tru s b ocoue all t~e more di fiicu 1 t to 

convince oneself of i:he intmtions of the sponsors 

of the Han-Proliferation Treaty ani the nuclear Heapm 

free zones. The mai.n point dcrlucErl is that certain 

pO\·!ers crlvoca:te these propositions rut Of meer interest 

of enhancin,c; their gains. A1d '.-i t.l}ru_t a:ny ideoloGical 

bacis. H<rl there bem £Nm a shadow of the ideals a..-rl 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - -
ktlok Ka;:ur, Paldstan1 s Nuclear DeveloPment -------- ' 
(Croombe1Jn, Great Bri. tain), 198'7, p.12. 

Ibid., P•13 • 



I 
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:r>erc~tions of socuri cy, verticn.l proliferation 'WOUld 

not have been iroulca:l in arrl the world including the 

Cmt~ !).rope >-JOulrl hr_;ve bee1 a nuclear weapon free zone. 

1hls whether it be Pald..sten or any other cwntzy 

eamest in the pe:usal of a nuclear policy, ihe ru:;er 

powers auest for non-proliferation SCEr.'!S to be more or 

1 es~ unfulfi11Erl • 

Ji rst]y 1 there iS (!\18-y irrlic ati.on th::tt atocic 

energr t-till plry a m?.jor role in the fuill re ooergy 

prtrluction of 6e world. It will obviaJsly rc un-

occcptable in tloe noo-nuclear states not to have the 

same possH~ili ti. es in the f5.. eld as the ruclear states~ 

The legi.timate socurity inter'?sts of the non-

nuclear states r.ust be taken into ;;eca.mt. It ~ouJd 

be givm the guarantee th2.tits soc1Jri.typositian will 

an no g:rrurrl be e'llum7Erl by accpisi. tan of a uuclear 

arsenal. Am this is 1'. difficult if not impossible 

c ctldi ti.on to be fulfillErl. 

A non-nuclear state ·Hhi..ch agrees to follow fue 

V'.th of non-proliferation nu~t also be ass.1re:l, that 

it will not risk facing A si 'blation in \.hich its 

potmti.al crlversaJ:Y havinR also pror:ri. ssErl to go :..n 

( 

for non-proliferaticn ruddenJ.y becomes a nuclear power. 
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It may also be said fu at both the proposi ti.ons 

of non-Pl'Oli feration arrl !'lUcJear free zones, on one 

han:l legi. ti..mizes the rruclear intentions of tile nuclear 

haves, on the other createt; an 1mecpal relationship 

of p~toctor arri protectai amonc: the nations of tile 

worJd. 'Jhus in the seeki.ng of the ~arantees by the 

nuclear havs-nots, arrl becoming 8.l:li si gnatozy to NPT 

is irnpli a1 the ace epta.Ylc e of the h egroonic sta ills of 

the nuclear \>reapon po"rers. 

It is because of the aw-arme~ of this reali 't(y 

th.gt despite rtJit the stress being laid on nuclear non-

proliferation by the nuclee.r h<We~, it is difficult if 

not impossible to curl> the :rrucle::r ]:ltrslits of certain 

cruntr.ies. The secor.rl Post - 197 4 J:hase of the non-

proliferation has bem as ineffective as the first 

one, a.rrl the failure is being proverl by the :rruclear 

p1 rrui ts in I areal, 3:u th Africa. and Pakistan • 

.~ Zl 
Vllm will the Pakistani bor:bl.bom is not certain. 

vbat is certain is that Pa.ld.stan arrl sane othr-r cruntries 

have been able to procure ruclear corr.ponents in the 

p1rruit of developing banbs. 'lhe cruntries who have 

helped it knowin e or unkno'-lln gly are the U.s., Brl tain, 

France, West Germany, B elgi. um , H ollarrl arrl a.r.i. t zer l.a:rl 
( 

- ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
21.· InHan Jkpress: fv!.arch6, 1900- 'U.S. Reports ••• 

it has b PE!!l prcducErl vei f,hing 400 pam:! S•" 
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all of whom are members of the I..orrlon Grcup. 22 

It has bern reveale::1 tha- in the case of BritAin 

and a.ci. tzerla.--rl, the con si. [J1Dents c cncci vErl were c lear~r 

b~au se they did violate the Eri sting export re{}llati ons 

f t h-. t • '1hi • • t 1· 1,. • f' +\- T ..........:1 o ,....,ne crun nes• s 1:-: pO!::Sl c on-'V 1- "':e .u.J.l.uon 

Grrup Governments have not b em following their ow-"1 

o.ridelinec in reeal(l to the deals in whi.ch they have 

enonnrus co:nmercial sta.Y:es or if the compcnents bra.li:ht 

by Paki st p_n were all r:ul ti yurpose are the ruppli er 

governments dV not kno\-t t:~at they cruld be p1t to 

nucle:u- uses. This leerl s one to concuJ11d e t!1at the 

rue lear tECl'moloer h -,s become ro cor.tmon plcr e th -·t 

inspi. te of the sanctions sa1 1+-t to be placEJl on its 

spreroi ng, it is difficult to contain proliferation 

of nuclear t~lmologv by means of 1 t~lmological fixes'. 

~ e folloloing facts ex:plici tl;r core to t.'1e .fore. The 

non-proliferation SDi ~rurs of the major powers have 

not at ~11 provErl to be effecti.. ve. Veri f1 e:1 arrl hori-

zontaJ. Proliferation have not bem brought to a halt. 

The ma5o r nuclear powers have not b em 3.Jle to \o!i.n 

the ccnfi.d E!'lCe of the nuclear have not3 thiOJ@ their 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - ~ - - ~ - -
22. l'JPT lobby using the strategy of improv-ing fue 

treaty' a provi si.ons by di s€¢. mng than urrl er 
looels 91ch as "fulJ s:!ope safegJal(l~", the 'principle 
of p1rruit1 , Iorrlon Gl'O.lp g.ri.delines and the 
U • S. ?bn-proli fe~ati. on k t.·· 
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'Ih e nuclear h:J~ie nots do not wish to mter into 

~ther trap of d ep€1rlfn~ wi. th the nuclear heganc;ny 

of a few. The N~proliferati..on efforts are being 

spansore:l by the nuclear haves, bcical]y to perpe... 

t1 ate the d epe-rl mc:r of the ha,:e nots ur-on the h,ves. 

It i s the comr'lerci al interests >1hich they have '"!.t 

stalze, that d ~ides where, \llen arrl hO\.f shculd nuclear 

proliferation, non-:;::.roliferation or disarmament be 

pronotef. or dioch"rge:l. 

It is difficult if not ir.ipo ::Sible to cu :rb the 

rmclnar rurs.ri ts o: certcin co.mtries. ~·hEJl the 

sponoor::; of non-proliferation atfer di slncenti ves, 

the ruclr:ar progr~ of these cruntries can at 

best bed elaya:l. This is not reason enou ~ for them 

to abam Cl'l. thei. r nuclear programme. Chce having 

enbarka:l upon it there is no tunri ng ba::k on "the path. 

'Ihe opposite holrl s for the .9ttenpts of the non­

nuclear a-rrl the nuclear threshold powers going nuclear. 

'Ih e important isrues for them is not non-proli ferDtion 

but the gap between tb.~r beorng nuclen~threshold arrl 

the ruclear power. Horizontel prolif"-'ration is the 

sig:ri.ftca.nt is9Je for them. If Irrlia g:>es ruclear, 

so nu£h" PBkLstan. If Br~l ~es ruclear, so rust 

Latin Anetic a• The major rruclear powers want to 

prevmt this, to maintain th a r hegE!llaJy by vertical 

proliferation. 
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'D1e above given is the crucial motivating factor 

bEhiril the drive of t.he nuclea.T powers for non-prolifs. 

rati a1. In d etiance to it, the few CCl.Ultri es who have 

enbarkerl onto the path are not tping to be <l:ffectErl by 

thlsdrive. Thisisnot the only factor, but amajor OAJL 

res:;on:::ible for proli:~err..:.tion among the thi. :zd world 

camtries. 

. s· 
U.s.A. has not r.e m cble to di ma:l e Fak:i. stan 

from its rue lear drive. In Apri 1, 1982, tile then U.S. 

pointa:1 th r:t the mel ear i s~ue if not harl(Hro ....n.seJ;y-, 

cruld become prob~atic for Pa.1d. stan - U.S. rel3.tions. 
23 

At the presmt, this isroe is from no t:riiJle servinf as 

m irrH:ant factor in the U.S. - Pald..stan relatioomip. 

It has been earlier state:!, that f!Ver' sim e 3:w.i.. et 

intelVenti. on in Af'dJ,ani. stan, U.S. stanl an non-proli-

fezeti.on 'is..a..vis Pald.stan has lost its si£P.ifi..cance• 

At Lahore in }ey 1984, \5.c s.Presid Eilt George 

fush said that there was no question of ~Ehington 

losing interest in Pald stan in the evmt of any settle-

----------------------------
23. aria• A· Rhan, ~ a1dsta.n- UnitErl S;.a.tes Relati6ns 

kl Approval knerican Sb_~ies Internati.on~ 

April 9, 1985, (The George Vllshi.ngton University, 1985) 
P• 96. 
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1:1eirit of the Af;:d1an is9.1e. 

~ U.S. orrl Pakistan sean; to have reac ha:l sane 

sort of ..... orking compror.ri. se on fu e latter's ~est fo'r 

rruclear power. Rea~n has soft pEJiallai the is~e 

enJ. Z ia has p.Iblic J;y prorri. se-1 not to detonate a 

24 
11UClear d M.c·e e-.re1 for peaceful p.Irposes. Pakistan• s 

rue lear policy, thus provides a g~ roing example of the 

lack of c rErlibili ty in the k'lerican ncn-proliferatirn 

25 
POlicy. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - -
24· Ibid ., p.1 co. 
25 • Ibid •, P•99• 
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Pakistan• s mclear efforts show ·no ai gns of baing 

stallai •· It h aa also ba:ame EDCplici, t that non-proliferati.gn 

efforts of the major powers aloo have b em more or lesS 

a failure. 'lhey have failed ~ocruse of the intentions 

behin:l thE!Il are not the same as the asru:rences ani 

1 
g.1arantees contai.ntn in than. 

'lhus in the liftlt of this, were Pakistan to remain 

non-nuclear, its forei. f11 policy woulrl ruffer. It has 

been opinErl that hal ffi.romima a~ Nagasaki possesserl 

evm crude boni>s, the disaster could have b f'ffi averted. 

3-mi.larly whatsoever mey be ilie teclnologi.cal lags an:l 

inteznati.onal cmstxeints, evm mdimmtru:y ruccess of 

Paki. stan• s mclear policy mruJ.d be hai.lai as a great 

diplanati.c cchievE!lia:It,. 

J.J.st as Paki stant s conventi. anal mi.li taJY build 

up can·be no match for thA.t of Imia•.s, Palci.stan on 

the mclear front also can be no match for Iniia. The 

BCqJisi tion of even a few nuclear weapons cruld provi.d e 

Paki. stan \ii.. th c ~si.d erli>le crunter .,. value c apabili -cy. 

- - ~ - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - -- - - - - -
1. 'lhe pnctice of vertical proliferation by the 

co-sponsors of UPT, itself leaves no room for 
hori. zontal no~ proliferation to gain rupport. 



krl loherer.rer t..o nuclear powers s:are a border, the 

beat hor-e \<.a.I]d lie in the no!tlali z~tion of relations, 

a."l"l keepinf the nuclear w~pons genie in the 

2 
bottle. 

Ibwever, in Irrli a, U.S. A. m1 I s:rael there 

are those illo vroold not rhir1·: frQI'!l the possiH.li ty 

of elin:rinatine the Pakistani nuclear capability 

thi'O.leP milit~:ry oction along t.'r)c lines of the Israeli 

att~h on Ira0~'i installations. All of Prud.start1 s 

sEnsitive f~ilities are lXP."t<d in the •licinit-J 

of I slanab .:d, just fi fzy r:ri..le s fran t.iJ e Irrii an 

bo~ er. A1 thw g1 Paki. stani reprisals agmnst 

the ruclear fcciliiies wcuJd te ponsible, no 

co~.1para\:le 'knock rut' is feasible. For In:lia 

to attach P-aid stan' s f~ili ti. es it wru:W also 

have to he confid rot of ruccesn, which wruld 

by no me1Jl1S be g_1aranttrl, arrl of mill tey victory 

in the war that Hoold likely follow. 3 

- - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - -
2··· The Times of Imia.; 4 ,"bly, 1988. n ·~· ~cording 

to westem intelligence srurces quotEd in 
'N~sweek1 Hagazi.ne ••• the CIA and the U.s. 
defence"department officials "are convincErl that 
Pakistm he1s merle a complete bomb"· 

3 • ~"Javi likye, 1he Frurth 1b.ml : In:lo-Pak ~r, 1984 
(New Dellri. : ABC fubli Etling fu1 se, 1982), froa 
llchAid Cronin prospocts for lbclear proliferati.oo 
in ~th Asia rt'lhe f-iddle :&~.st Jrumal, Vol. XXXVII, ----1983, p.614 
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priia t..10..l:!.d also h :Ne to gari:lc the.t Pekistan \o/Jul~ 

not retai late a¢nst its nuclear facili ti. es in the 

Bor:lbay a:E-a, ..ro.ch incJnde BA.~, the Ta~Inr ato:ID..c 

Po .. 1er pla.'1t, and the Tarap.1 r reproc e~ing facili -t·. 

\-ath the use of t'nitErl states F- 16s&by Pald.stan, 

Ba:hay wruld be • .a. W.."1 f3.ir:cy easy reoch of the Pnkistan 

bases• 4 '1he potential da":'lage, in tens of r~iation 

contamination, crulrl be cataatZ'U;JmC urrler conditions. 

Therefore, howe-v-er 1i ttle the mel ear strmct-1-} 

of Pal:irfvan be its tra:Jfrilcus si.rnific:nce lieg in its 

v::.lue of beinr, ad eterrmt to the Irrlia."l attacks. Thus, 

it serves to be effECtive in the a'1oidance of a possi'Lle 

IrrH>-Pal:: confrontation. "frl..i s can never be achieve:l hy 

eny mna.mt of conventi. ~naJ.. mili t?..:ry bvild up. It is 

on this grourrl that Pald.stan• s nucle~r 9'rl eavour has 

beoo i--aj_J.. EJl as a di PlO!!lati. c vic tory. 

It is a diplanati.c victory from o.ther angles 

also, '!Jlich shall be rubsequmtlydealt wi.th. The very 

fact that Paldstan, thrudJ. be it illegally, clandesti.ne]y, 

and by f~d has reporte1Jy ~t.ee.l Erl in nuclear PJ.rrui ts 

is another diplomatic ac'b.ievanoot. Diplomacy is a tool 

-------------------------
4• /limes of In:H~4 .b~ 1 1988 •• • "Paki. stan has 

d evelope:l four co!1})1ete atocric hombs '.hich can 
be deliverErl by its u.s. SJp!Jlie1 F- 16 fi.£Pter 
bombers • •• 11 
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of aey- nation's foreign policy. hi Pakistan in the nati.onal 

intereot, pereeivErl going nuclear to be an eS3ential 

attribute of its foreifP policy. It has bero rocce~-· 

ful in ~hievine this. 

Differmt opinions have been ro...-pressa:i on the role 

of Uni teJ S:.ates in Pa1d.stan1 s g::hieving the nuclear 

cap::i::ili ty. 'lhere is an op: nion 'that lJi. tho.1t U.S. 

rupport PeJd. st en m(o/ not ~ave b ero rue ce s:oJll. A 

contrcrictor-.r opinion is th~t Un:itErl S:.ates h'Ols tri.Erl 

to offer as :)}any di sine en ti. vcs as possible to p:>·r:N"ent 

Pakistan fron going nu,.,lear. Yet another opinion 

eXPressed is th-=t UnitEd S:.ates has lookErl the ot::er 

way or 'b.1rnerl a blim eye to the rue lear pur91i ts 

of Pald.stan. 

~m.atooever be the perception of Umted S:.ates' 

approach to the Pa.ki stani nuclear lllrs.rits, the following 

facts cannot be d ooi Erl. The vocal expressions of 

Unite~ states di sa?prov·al of Pald. stan's going nuclear 

have been a..-plenizy". Yet, d espi te the U. S. pre 89.1 re 

against Pakistani reprocessing since 1975, woJY.: on the 

d evelopmoot of Paki 9'tan1 s nuclear w·:ap,ons option contiruro. 

The d evelopmmt proce~s was si.gnificfi!tJ.y aivanca:i 
( 
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by the external circumstances. Pakistan took wvantage 

·of the insti. 'tlltionali zErl C!'ld 1 egal c rac1-s in \·lestem 

l'll.lClear export polici e!'l -nd in int ern<!timal:cy- agrelll 

trierrer lists. further -more, it benefitted b·.: the 

tolerant atti tvd e arri assi. stance of the west em powers 

':rrl Peoples fup.1blic of China 5 to Pakistlni acquisi ti.cn 

of smsi ti. ve nuclear t~hnoloGL es, eq.lipnent ;;n:l mate-

assi stance to a non-rue lear wea?on state (as ~ oes 

Article- 1 of N'PT). The Pakistard. nuclear story 

d fnanntrates th nt for.cl nati.(;nal End inteinationa.l 

c.rrarlf'"TIErt3 are of dubio.1s value in preventing or 

stopping nuclear p roll ferRti. an. 3lch regJLJti.ons 
. 6 

'WOrk the best vll e:rt'~ they ar8 need a:1 the 1 east. 

Th ere i s no doubt th ~t Pald. stan has emb arl< ed 

upon the mel ear p2.th,. In such :. c "Se Et:lruldn 1 t the 

U. S. mi 1i tn IY aid to P eJci. st an mould b e cut b reru se 

of the pri.m.:cy of tt:e non-proliferatioo objective to 

t..hich the U.s. Government is commi ttcr1 as a matter of 

fonnal public policy end national law. This approach 

~ ~ - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
5 • 1i~ea of Irrli a, 4 .11~, 1988, " ••• Pakistan h a:l 

recei.va:l the bille - print fori ts bomb, frO:n 
,.Chin a 1 b a sed on rP:,v m d esi. @1 • • • n 

6 • Kapur A.<:hok, Paki. stan• s Mlclear Development 1 ------ - ----
(Croom Helm 1 I.orrl on, 1987) , p .'7):7. 
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e::d. sis for seve:rt.l reasons (1 ) I areal is cone ern€rl 

a~ rut P...,ki stan - 1-ii.dd le EastE-rn .'\rel-ic nuclear links; 

(2) The controversy abrut ruspoct~ :ina-Pakistani 

rrucl ear co-operation d e.laycrl U.S. approval of the 

3-no-U. S. rruclear ace oro ( 19BL.); (3) The roper 

poWers nefCrl to ::1ai.ntain a pos"b..t re n["a:inst nuclear 

poJiferation; (4) 'TI1c ·'.S. has on its stail.lte book 

the law against rruclear prolifc>.r:::.tion. 

(r'le of the reaoons for 'tl1.i s is ~ <>:ta:l. to c e due to 

the 3:r.ri et inteiVmti.on in Afghanistan, U.S. h=>s not 

. . . , 7 
be~"n "ble to effect an;:r runst,atia.l.. cut. ~ th 

S:>vi et troops wi. tirl rat.JOl Hi.J 1 this be possible, is for 

the .fbil.lre to sey. '.lhe current s::eneries is as 

follow:-

Ch .Aprile 6, in N~·: Dellri, t.'le U.s. Defmce :'"€Cretar.r, 

Hr. fran.~ Carlucci 1 ju sti. f1 e:l the U.s. mi Ji tazy aid to 

Pald.stan. The "long standinf! arrl durable" socurizy 

relati. on~hip Hi th Pakistan was in tEn! el to prooote 

political stability in thA.t crunt.ry. He d~lina:i to 

conr.ri t himself to a re:luction in the aros 9-lPPly to 

7 • Times ·Of I.n:1i a, 4 July, 1983, n , •• Re~an l:rlmi.ni­
stration h ~ press.tri scf. a reluctant Coogre33 
to clear a massive .:id to I slaJil<ba:l liiO i:ha t 
Pakistan's ruppo:rt for the Afghan l·hjahid em is 
is not End angerai'>· " 
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Paki. stan in the ":a:: e of the \-4 thl raft61 of 3>vi et troops 

from Paki atm. In reply to a qJ esti on dn Pald.. stan 1 s 

lUH'} ear weapons prograrr'.me, he talka:l of ruclear non-

proliferation <>Jri thenea:l for restra;_ntin the 

regional cootext. 

01\Jl 

This then bd.ngs .... to the <etual crux of the 

si ill ati oo. Uni tErl .:t 'lte s cannot be helD to be d i rectJy 

or irrli rectly responsible for Pald st~• s rruclear pu rrui tG. 

H -..ev-er, '-:hat Pili stan has b em clarrl estineJ.y a'Dle to 

ad!ieve h3s not been hanpere:l y U.s. Aversions for 

Palci.stan 1 s going rruclear have bem voca]Jy s:<pressa:l, 

yet the failure of American non-prolifc.ration strategy-

in Paid.stan has nat change-~ the context rr narure 

o·f U.S. - Pak rel~ti.ons. Pakistan's rruclear diplomacy, 

trn.is, from this an·rrle also shoJld be !'!aid to be 

~tccessf\.11. 

'lhe other diplomatic ?.Dgles of Pakistan• s nuclear 

policy h:we yet to h~ considere:l. In a i\e.y Pakistan's 

rruclear posiu re is b as"EP on di ·lomatic blll ff, " i·le will 

si ~ the NPT if Irrli a does "· The NPT is not c4n- able 

option for Iriiia. }hclear arms rna. .. / be strategicc:lly 

n~essary in the .fhmre. India ma~r commit a falla:::irus 
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error by ~ving up its riftlt to have then. Z ia1 s 

v-a.a~ proposals to dEnUclearize t1;e rub-continent 

may thu s b e reg£'.ld a:! as non- starters • 

Bru tto ()rrl Z i a' s nuclear posture has been th:1t 

Pald.stan1 s rru~lear progra.r"~":!e.is O;)'yf-r pecceful p..1rposes. 

It is a partJ..y co~cct to say t''at as lC11g ~s the 

P!Jki stani ) e<rl errhip dOe$ not !:tal:e ~fo""!!lal d eclare.tion 

About its ruclear Heapon gta:tus, its progra'l,':le :Ls not 

the othd.r ha..r:rJ, sine e 1980 PaJ.:i ntm' s rruclear 

ct:ti viti. es hP..ve led to a nuclear e~·:plosi ve capability 

wi. thout a fo:zm~ declaration. :-a~:ista..'1 1 :.: posiure that 

its prog:re.mrr.e is only for peaceful pu!j)Oses is thus a 
8 

'diplanatic h alf-truth1 • 

In the same vei.n Paki. stan's proposal for a 

S:Uth .AsLa:n nuclear free zone (as menti.oned in the 

previ cu s chapter) ma? be regard Ed as a diplanatic 

cove!' for its o'\¥1 rruclea.r r:urrui ts. It is a cov•?r 

,,i1 hout ~~ m.ncere .!Jk)ti ·ration of P<'.kistan. '1h e 

sane can be said ahrut Z ia government's plea to the 

a1per powers to move to•Ja.Irl s ruclear di s~nent. 9 

8. n • _6, P•227 

9. Thid ., 
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i-hat is not possib:e is being proposed, so as to p,ive 

. the impresfion of Paki ste.n1 s cone ern ::i;w t non-proli-

feratio::-1 1 3!rl that in the face of the continuing nuclear 

rxe it hn3 been lef't •..ri. th no al temati.. ve an:l so hn.s 

al;--o joinerl i:h e rae 8• 

Pili stan h ~>s not h esi st ?.te:l to e:.:ploi t the reli-

p,irus :-;cntinerrts in its rru.clear qDest. 'lhe lilslim 

civilization is ,_.ri_ thou t rruc lenr !10\·ter <nd Pald. stan as 

'lhe qu.estion is, ;.het!-l::or Islam in the motiv~tor, 

. 
leg!. tim~J!r or simpl:' ff: ves diplomatic justifica-

tion for P:::Udstan 1 s :mcl0<lr policy. Or hn;: it bnm 

only usErl to mobiJi2e rupport. 

I slam has :.n ir.:portant ooci 1!tal cnl nation"'l va-<.;.e. 

It i·.ras to cash on this value :nd t:.rl.n over the rupport 

of people at 1X)me an:1 abroa:l that Ehutto cai.nErl the 

ter:n 1I slarnie tomb'. 1hi s move mew be caD.~ a 

clever diplomatic device. It should be clearly 

urrl erstocrl that it is not I slam which has bea1 

uSErl, l:ut the societal value of the religioo has 

b em c asherl upon. 



Paki. stan h.o.s to tlri..;, dey been a1!lbi g.IOU s C'bou t 

it::: nuclear intE!1~-ioo:. Till it bocanc a suspect in 

the q,res of the \..Orld, it deniErl its interest in ruch 

rurmi t. The :rooti 'le behi.n:1 tl-:is d ari.al. was tiHl.t•a.fter 

Sl1_ch an acceptance, the clc.n1 estine oper::ti.ans it \:as 

naJd.n;' U :)8 of to eo l'l.lClear HOlJ.rl aJ.so coue into reng 

questiona:l before t11e co-pleti.on of its otjecti,re • 

.v 
PJ:istan was i'orce:1 to crlm tting i'· ::1 nucle<>r intere~c::;. 

!bwever, PaJd.stan maintained a posture of diplooatic 

10 
- thY'eshold or a rruclee.r s.1spect power. Lac}~ of 

·ey T~;aJ.istic enunciation b·.· Pa\""istan on its rruclcar 

poJJcy, makes one \-JOa:ler ':-:o\-.r lmg ;zi.ll it ta;.:e to 

bec.ome a nuclear power. 

lhclear po .. ,er is the atroogth 4 which one cnn 

e:W.cid ate more elaborately only in terns of its value. 

This is because evEn a pri.;;ri ti ve bo::b <:an cruse havoc 

an:l destruction beyo:rrl one1 s inaginati.an. Therroy, 

lhere evEn a :rucle'"'r threshold state is cance!'"la:l, its 

mclear policy acts as <1 c1 eterrent in the Qltco~ of 

10. Tedmi c ally, I sla'n ;t>ai do As not h -:ve a ruclea"!"' 
weapon a·~ its still is 1bne ::cret.I tum r:.HaY" ----Tines of In::Ha, 4 .fuly, 19~, n.s. Officials 
have male ~--- · s claim in justifying aid to 
Pald.stann. 
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a conflict. Rei terati.n f. it has b -m felt fu --t h<:ri 

Q)i}88q11Entiy, as a nuclear suspect po\.;er also, 

Pcl:i ,-tan':::; policy on the i :C"e !1 s 1: eer. rucce~s ful. 

Pa.1.::i .~t. n I s a:::: i val E'!".C e as T€ ;;.::.rC s its m clear 

rr: rmits struld be regg~ ~ -:!S an essential diplcn.,ti..c 

rea:i:remmts of PaJ:istan' s foreieJl policy. It has been 

c1 Ef.uca:l th~ fu rou€]1. d a::lar..,tions a:-1c the so-l'al.loo 

nafef}J a:rd s the rue lear po• .. :ers h:we pro!'XltEil. non-

proliferation ."'.mon r, tt: e nuc l r:a:r' l: av9 nots r;tate s. 

If the clarrl esti.ne efforts of the latter-, r.ave been 

shO\·.!l ablirrl e:re thP..tis adiffere1t rr_atter. Iir~tly 

•,.ith its endeavrursin the PJ,rruit being clarrlestine, 

Prki stan' s efforts cCVJld not be opa1ly d er-lareL S:£onclly ~ 

hod ruch d €Cl:e1ra.tions been nEd e there wQ.r. the risk of 

losing the op porbmi ty th:rcu €11 the clarrl estine efforts 

to cchieve the ruclear staUJ.s. This is becruse opm 

approval of p roli fer ati on effort .s of Pdd sta.'1 appears 
11 

to be imr)ossible. 

In th e .fi n a:'_ m Ply si s t<:_i s pi c t•J l'P. e~ c-r ee s • 

11. u.s. is a~.;a~ of Pi:i,·tan' ~ !"".ucle-r pursrits. 
Yet vocelJ.y it disapProves of the sane, ~-artly 
becm.u:e o£' the Inrael rector• 



ti.on pro:;osals of nucle-or po'lo.rern. D<?s:)i te t::e di cin­

cmtivcs of Urri toi state::, PaJd.sta'1 h1.~ not 'tl.lrnErl i t:J 

11ock b th- mclenr ':'·'lth• ~het:·.e.z-ty fra1d, cl--ndcc­

ti !1e:Jvr or in the r,azb of ci·vil power, Pa'i. st::n has 

::ucc e:s~:fu1 Jy er.:b ai:e:i onto 7!1i s rocr . It has bee:: 

LelpErl .;md rupportErl 0./ China --.:ri. clam est-ineJy 

(l<nol<in.rrly orun1:nowinr:Jy) t-y ccr-:ai.n \vect.em 

no,,erc cliso. 

P&.:ist<::.n1 s nuclear f)olic:,- ~hcuJd ":-:·<: dexrihErl 

<:s an essrntiaJ faat c: :!. t :-
1
not on}y. forei[J1 1~olicy 

buk- th~ ~onestic po]j c:: dso. 1:--. e Er!ere:r aut;ut hci:ll 

be r:ul t-:.~:.1i_ e:1 narri. foJ!:1 ir: th:. s cnc' ecvOJ r• 'Ih e j:Ublici ty 

p.i ven to the id ca of i·ilslin un: zy ~ e..'1 I s1a:ri.c bor.lb 

satiates the masses at hone. 

The prestige gain erl l~;;r Pa>i stan as a nuclear 

threshoJ.r1 po1.-;er h"s 2.lso hen ~ factor responcible for 

t)1e ~olitica1 stg_,ility of the B'·,rcmrii.('!'.t. Consolidation 

of Z ia1 s stay in foHcr, nay be partly c(,~e to thi ;:; 

fe£-t::> r of prestig·e. 

The rruclecr-va.lue is (;!'l.hmcei oore, ' . ..hm fo:: 

dor.estic conrunptio.n Indie-factor is pJayErl upon as a 
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motivator for Pn2:i stan1 ::: nuclear 'fAirrui t::;_. 

Irrlia factor is not the on~:l <Y.>.e, 'm.:.t undm'btoc.Jy 

it is a T:1a,jor fe.ctor. One sL cnificar.t diplroatic 

cehicver:Jent of the nuclear ~olicy of ?akistan is its 

role as adeterTmt f~tor, in other '1-.0tds its value 

lice in the avoit\ancc of Har. ·r...hen i k; vaJ::e as ad ete­

rrent .f<'ctor is more or le-s certain, the t\..() pO'I-Jers 

cannot E.ffotd to ~'in for ::: confrontation and for each 

the ruclear 1c·;r-lop~nt of t:-.e of.~-.-.r e-n anzy sern' as 

CQ:l i_ rri t--nt factor. 

Tius in the f<:ee of ti:e Ir:rlinn nuclear f.'..l~lits, 

Pel·:ist::m .~annot 2i'fo:rrl not to p;o nnclear. Goi"f nuclear 

is of cau rse a •rcry expengi_ ve rx,ve, '!:ut not goinf; nuclear 

lrh en Irrl i a i s, c m b e mal1)r ti me s costlier for Paki stan 

and the Pakist~.i lecrlership. Phutto after all die/not 

simply pout~ hollo\.r wcnrls t·rhen he said tl"!-:-:t Pald.stanis 

will f1J nuclear evm if they h rr:ve to eg_t grass or go 

hlngzy. Or for thc.t matter, again it is not for nothing 

that 2i.a is continuing to propel Pakist·an onto t..'J.e sar-e 

nuclear ;::ath, that ..,,e.s taken ry his alvcrsary lliutto., 

ConsequentJ.y the PaJd..stani logi.c of going mclear 

becau_ se of t!'le India feet oris 'oaserl en the perception of 

the fear of lomnc; a lot. Thi ~ i~ just one side of the 
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ator;y. Fr<)l1 another cm.gle, Pa1:i3tan "!)e!t!eives th?.t it 

hP.s immc:np,e r:ai_nz in ~ore b·; roinr nuclear. This is 

Rlr.::curs are aflo:tt that libya has financErl 

PeJ.:ist::n 1 s effort!:; to ~-cquirc a reproce:tJing plant ali! 

.en enrichment facilizy. loar:s, aids 21rl inv~stnmts 

fror.: these countries to helr: PakiS:.an' s oconocy-. TheJ 

have the oiJ. money, but co not h:--ve the sl-:illErl manpowe!· 

."1'rl tcchnolog: which Pa.istan has. SEcondly, the J.mc, 7 

Israeli bominr:; of Od. raq hQs made it certain th .,t the 

Z icnist re!Ji.nc Hill not vi tirin its striking reach let 

arzy nucle0r power C0!:1€ up. 

The roccess of Pakistan 1 r-;imc:lear policy anong 

the J.i.J.sJim nations of the region, trus is the most imminmt. 

Pakistan, lookE:rl upon as a t 01ild of I slam', is also not 

a ruspect in t."'lei.r eyes/. In the co1rse of t:·e ;;aper 

it has beEn pointEi! out that there is very close oconomic 

and raili tary colld::or".tion 1: ct,.reen Pa:::istan a:nJ m~ of 

the ArOO ca.mtri es. Pak:i stan• s nuclear rroc ess is being 

leo ked fo n.ra.Id to ;.zi th many exprc tati. ons. 

1he nuclear bomb, consecpent:cy is desirErl by 

Pak:i stan 'for tHo m~or rea::;ens. Che as a str8teeic 



-: 100 :-

eq.laliser to off-set its rrrilit·r:: weakne93 vis-a-vis 

In·;ia. 'I\.o, to gain toc1mologi.cal superiority in the 

l.U slir1 world in ord cr to d ~~-r up en the .~.ral:: \<Ieal th to 

d evelep itself. It is in the conte~:t of the latter 

::dv::T!tares th"t the tem, 1Icla.-:ic bomb' has bern 

coincrl b:: Bmtto. 

In t.~ c- region a]_ conte:d, as rec::>.l'd s ~th Asia 

~ 
·-Yrl 9JJi:h West Agi__a, tlu:

1
nuclear P.l!"ruitJ{ of P,Jd..stm 

is a cifrri.iicant posture of it'3 foreit_1l policy. 

A.'3 a d ev e1 opi :-1 g c aunt F.f ::, el on Gin g to i:h c. thi. zrl 

world, can the mel ear policy of Paki. stan be rer::::zd Erl 

:'s eq.1ally e~ential. The ~va."'l.tages Faki.stan perceives 

for itself, as alrecrly mmtionErl, mt~-.te:igh the c:cproses 

Hhi ch it has to entail in ruch p.1 r~i ts. 

l-breover, as 0.1 tlined in the thizd chapter, 
I 

PaJd..stan has nothing to gairi by becor.ri.ng an ective 

plll'tieipant in· the camai gn fur non-proliferation. 

The safegla!d s en:l the g..tarantl'13a in -the Non-prolifera-

tion treaty do --~ot ruf:ficimtJ,y assure the thi!d world 

nations of their securi"fvr• 

'Ihe NPT is moti vaterl to1-1a!d s preventing hori. zontal 

prolifer~tion b'Jt not vertical proliferation. This tne.1 

implies that i:he eo-sponsors of fue N'PT '-~ish to maintain 

their ruclearhegemtrny in the mrld. The failure of 
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the JJPT, therEby, is not m astonishing fEet• 

3.milarly, the ~ame can be faid of the failure 

of the proposals for nuclear free zones. 'n1 e only r<:>gi. on 
12 

that has been d tel arErl a~ roch is !.atin -~eric~ • 

In practice this h2.s also been contravC'nerl by the nuclear 

policies of Brazil arrl Arrmtina. Crot~ Rl rope, 

&.~ 
has not bem d ECla'"Erl as SJ.Ch 1 ci!Clle the ~stem 

powers h:.rve thei.r com:~erc:i. 2.1 interests at str-Jce .. 

'lh e NPT and the propos cJ. of rruclear free zones, 

are gi. vm ruch importance by the nuclear-haves, to let 

hhe nuclear h avs-nots rEf!lain e s SJ.Ch. Ib\-rever, c erta:in 

countr.i es have refu r-Erl to pu.t their in ter~st s at stake. 

These have (mey be wi.thd efiance) takm to the path 

of the proliferati.cn. Another reaa:m is tb.at they 

also do not want to be lef't to:> far bmirrl in the 
I 

ruclear race, as they were in the p!!Ticrl of irrlustri.al 

r evoll.l ti on • 

Paldstan in the similar fad-lion, has therefore 

-hot hedtatsi in jai..ning the nuclear ~e. 

It has robseq.1mtly b~n delvEd upon how the 

major po'l-rers have enccurage:l ordi~ooragal Pakistan 
( 

---~-----------~------~--

12. Now, S:nth PE.Ci:flc has also been doclarerl as 
Mlc lear Free Zone • 
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in its nuclear m:i eavru rs. China has helpEd .8l1d 

rupporta:l Paki.stan. ~ocific allegations have been 

m;!l e c:Po1 t China havine gi v~~he ... ea.pon d esi[g'l of their 

fO.l t bomb to Paki. stan • 'lh e t\..o enterEd in to an 

m ergy co-operation agreement on S::pteJ'i:> er 15, 1986 • 

It has b em nota:l that coming together on the nuclear 

front is e-.Apocta:i to be arlvant.agerus both for anna 

arrl PaJd. stan in thei :"' forei en policy ~tances. '1h e p~ ~ 
vr' . ' 

Chin a, ... h..,lpi ne Pald. stan May be a part of her d esi ~1 to 

attai.n 3lper Fbwer st:::b.ls; or 3. pioy against India. 

The ma,ior ffi.gnificance for pg_L:i~.an is to h:JVe obtair:ed 

sJprort and help of a major power like China, in its 

rruclear policy. 

Unlike China, u.s.A. anl TJ .s.s.R. have dis-

approved of PWd. stan's nuclear policy. U.s.A. has from 

tine to time mcdedeclarat:i.ons ageinst Pak:i.s·an•s 

nuclear poJicyo These declarations r.qr be cons:i.d era:! 

es:-ential, to satisfY the Zionist factor. As a co-

sponsor of HPT, these ca.tl be rer.ardEd as a prrt of 

the No.n-proliferaticn drive of U.s.A. In ccfual 

practiae, if Pakistan• s nuclear diiv"' has not hem 

helpEP by u.s.A. it has als.o not bem orstructe:L 

'1i ll this day, U.s.a. has d eclin a:l to comni t .. 

itself to azv cuts in theU.s. nrilit!UY cci..d .to Pakistan 
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in Jiru of the latter's rue lear drive. one is thus 

forcEd to accept that the UnitEd S-ates has fumErl a 

bliril Ei(e to the pzolifere.ti.on in Pakistan. 

Pakistan, tms making the maxinum use of loop.. 

holes arrl safet}laltl ~in the treaty agrea:ents, wi. th or 

~ thrut t~ kno..U.Erl ee of fu e uestern po•.rers, in ilie ge.zb 

of ci7il power, h""s bren clamestine]y p.1r~ihp her 

mclear interests• 

In the last part of ti1e(}.issertaticn, a."l atte.1!pt 

has bem m~ e to apply the diplomatic temri.nolot;Y to 

Pald..stan' s ruclear policy. The folloHi.nr- points have 

been consid eral. 'lhe angles from '\Jti.ch ?aldsten 1 c.: 

di!)lomc:cic ambivalence is justified. The reasons 

bemrrl policy erunciations beihg calla:i diplomatic 

half-truths • 

I 

How diplomaticaJ.Jy ro re~ Pakistan has been in 

(even thcufll) clmdesti.nely g<!Lning c:ccess to mclear 

technology. The coining of the tezm I![ slaci. c Bomb rt 

by Bhi.tto has also been de~ribErl as a diplomatic 

device. Pakistan's proposals for ~th ."sla ruclear 

disamament have bem mile because thezy- have no 

practical si. Ef!l fie cnce at all. krl this is the 
,. 

diplomati. c cover for Pakistan's perrual of a nuclear 

policy. 
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Concluding, Pak:istnn1 s nucle.nr drive is rnoti vcrtErl 

by the que:"t for security (L..Pia facdi.or) prestit;e, 

§,arus (intemally in ·he i"J'1...i«trd world arrl in the 

l1lslirn cruntries) arrl wealth (from oil rich cruntries). 

Paki stan i::: sti 11 on fu e rue 1 ear threshold • en 

c;oing nuclear, these gains na::r be taken to be g.1aranteed 

by PaJ.:i stan. 

CcnseqJently, if P~:i.::; -n does not gO nuclear 

'til at wrulrl be rega.Irl Erl <!S a hluild er. 'Ihis bJ.und er may 

prove to l:.e Vr'r'J ~<Pensive at hone ~ abrocil. 

Pakist~• s ruclear diplomacy in an essmtial part 

of its forei. €P pol icy <m.~1 it plays a si. gnifi.c ant role 

intemalJy also. It is on this accrut, that Pakistan• s 

rruclear d r.i. ve (be it cl~ esti.nely, illegal~ or 

by fraud) i a hailed as 1 a diplanatic achievEJnmt. 
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* A.PPEUDIX- I 

Developing Ccuntries' !l.1clear ProgramnE:.> 

--~,., -------·------·---
luclear Reactors 

Operating 
Urrl er 

coo atnic ti an 
----·-----Total net 
Total net % of capaci -cy 
capaci -cy in 
Hagat-~J.tts 

lJational me~.,e.tts 
eloctrici tv 
generetion 

Growth 
E}Jtimatea 

------------------
1985 1990 

----------------------~--------------------------------------

Argentina 335 5 ·3 60 935 

Ba.ng,lad eeh )00 

Brazil 2,0)1 3,296 

~t 2 622 622 

In:lia 804 0.9 PBO 1,684 6,000 

Ird e11asi.a 1 6CO 600 

I zen 2,400 
~. 

Iraq 2 I 70 1 ,000 

Ii~a 2 200 

l1ex:tco 1 ,308 1 ,)08 

.JU!.d§~- - - - - - - - - .137 - - - - - .2 ·!t - - - §as> - - - - - '1'5! ~7~!2 ! ,]1J. -
Ihl..li p pines 620 620 

3:Al fu Korea 564 9·0 3,034 3,034 

Tail>~! 604 10 ·3 4,320 4,320 

~rkey 2 :' 600 1,040 2,000 

----------
0 Sllrce : S. Ir:f'an,Ali Yooruf '!·Juclear Blergy- in the H1slim 

W:lrJd" , Pakistan l-\c:n·, 1--o~, Vo 1. XXX\ V 
1 
~o. t tl}al, ~ 63 

(l~-·- -· ID~ 
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APPENDIX .. 2 

Pakistan' a !i1clear Programne 

Power ReactorsiOpere.ti.ng or Und e:r ~structi.Ql : ---------------
KANUPP, Karr.chi. (heavy-waterlnatural-tl.ra."'ri.um, 125 HWe ) 

* &pPlier . ~a:Han Gmeral Electric (Can<rla) • 

* start up : 1972 

* Rlel aotiree : Ccnaia , alSo P a'ld stan after 1980 

* Heavy water : Uni tErl S.ates 
0 S:Lfel}la!C a ~ Yes 

Uranium Iesru re es I let:i. ve Hining 3. tes I Uraniu1n l-fi. lls 

* rea so nab Jy as ru re:l 
reserves ·: !l.ff.i..ci mt for Ka'1u ta <:!rnic hment plant) 

* Cll rre1 t:1y 
a.cti ve site : Dero. Ghazi. Khan 

* Hi.lls in 
Operation Lahore 

~6 Converaian 

* Cap Eci -cy­

* &pplier 

H~7 ~ter : 

M1LTAU 

Slpplier 
*··~art up 

: Hsx. 218 met iic tons of hexa.f'luorid e per year· 

: CES ~althof G.m.b Jl. of Freiburg (West Germmy) 

: 1980 .. 

: no 

: 13 metric tons 

: Belgamclear (Belgium) (?) 

: 1cj80 (?) 
I' 



* !LpPli er 

~ start up 

* Sife~a!ds 

KAIDTA 

.!lppJier 

Shala :-

o ~e 

o Capaci -cy 
o Slpplier 

o ~rtup · 

* Start up 

Safeg.t atd s 

: Up gr<!l ati._ on uni. t to serve K .4.NUPP 1 cu anti -cy-
unkno1rll -

: Cana:lo. (?) 

: 1976 

: (?) 

: Ul tree m tri fu ge 

: furrmUy 1, 000 centrifuges; plannai 2,000 - 3,000 
(45 kg. higho/ enricha:i uranium)··; some higb]y 
mri.ch€rl uranium possibly prcrluca:i.: 

: Vakuum apparat TE:Phnik ( S.i tzerl.ard), COR!\ Ihgi­
neeing ( S..zi. tzerlan1), lmerson El~tric (Brl tein), 
Van Doorne Tranfni. ssie (}iet.herland a), 1.:1/bo:lrl. 
H era ru s ( West Genna!\)') , Aluminum Wal zwer--;:e ( \vest 

·Germany); i ten~3' also obtainoo .from U.S. and 
Can £d. a; pla:"'ls illegaLly obtaine:l from U RRJCO. 

1984 (partia.J..) 

: 1984 (p a.rti. aJ.) 
: no 

f 

: Ul trac mtri fu ge · 

: &perlmental ~ale 

Sme as Kahuta (preitel) 

: Prior to 1934 (preruma:i) 

: no 

: 3lff1cient to rupp:cy- KNfU P..P re~tor (prerumOO.) 

:"? (possibly associate:l wi. fu UF6 plant) 

: 1980 

: No 
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R:lel Flibric at:ian s-

• 
* 

Slppli er 

Start up 

Sll'eg.J. aid a 

~rocessi.ng s-

* Capaci t(r 

* 

* 

* 
* 
* .. 

3lppJi er 

~art up 

Capacicy-

&pplier 

ftart up 

Sifel}lazd s 

: 31 ffi.ci ent fuel for KANUPP . (cu rrSltljr, 
probably le2s). 

Pakistan, plans from Canada · 

: 1980 . 

Uo 

: 1 Q) metric tons of. spS'lt fuel; 100 to 200 kg. of 
pJutari.um per year · 

: s:m (Fiene e) 

: Frdl'lce ter.ninattrl this project in 1978; construction 
may be contiruing. 

: uncertain; agreemsnt between Pakistan, France and 
I AEA provi.d es for safegnatd 8 1 bat these provisions 
not yet in force. 

. . 
• • . . 
. . 

Capable of ~:racting 10 to 20 kg. of plutonium 
per year , · 1 

SJN (France), Belgonucleaire (Belgi.um) - · ·· 

Cold tests 1982; start up after 1934 (pressumErl) · · 

no (but mi. {jl t be rub j ect to safel}l azd s as a "repli.c atErl " 
plant unier Pak:i.stan-Franc&o-IAFA agref>..ment covering 
Chamna, if safel}la:rds under this agreer1ent are 
implem El'lttrl) •· 

Pi.nstech, ~walpiwi s-

* Capa.ci ty 

3lpplier 

start up 

EXperi.P.lenta1 scale 

Pa)istan (?);plans from Great Br.i.t.an 

S r? 
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Research Reactor :-

PARR, Rl~Alpirrli (lift>."t-\$lter /highly enricha:l uranium, 5 HWt) 

it 3lppli er : Uni tErl states (throuft:l t.~e I.lEA) 

• S:.art Up : 1965 
it R:tel 3).1ree : 1Trri t frl states 

* Safeguazd s : 'fes 

Leona.:rd S. ~€Ctor: Nuclear Proliferation Tc:rley, a Came[j.e 
-------

Rrlol-lll8nt Book. (Ba.llinp:er fublish.inr Cor:tpa1y, U.S.A., 1984), 

PP• 1 08 - 1 {):). 
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