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CISAPMAMENT ANI NUCLYAR FNERCY

General and Complete I'i sarmament

The Government of India has been consistently of the
view that in this nuclear age lasting world peace can only"
be based on general and complete disarmament under effective
international control. The Government of India attaches
great -importance to this go&l, and accords special

‘significance to the order of priorities which should be

followed while taking steps towards and formulating measures
for the achievement of this goal. The Government of India
congiders that the highest priority in the field of disarma-
ment* should be accorded to the elimination of nuclear
weapons and all other weapons of mass destruction. Important
firet steps which should be taken in this direction are:

(11 a cessation of the procduction of fissile material for

‘weapons pur‘poseQ gombined with prohibition of the manufacture

of nuclear weapcns; and (11) a comprehensive ban on all
testing of nuclear weapons

Treaty of thé Non~PfoliferatiOn
of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) |

India has consistently stood for the prevention of
all proliferation of nuclear weapons;by all States -
nuclear-weapon as well as non~nucleam~weapon states - 1.e.
the prevention of both horizontal and vertical prolifergtion.
In India's view, an approach to this gquestion which merely
seeks to prevent a further spread of nuclear weapons to
non-nuclear-weapon States while allowing the existing
nucledr-weapon States to lncrpase their nuclear arsenals 1s
not wbrkable.

Untprtunatnly, the NPT as it energcd in 1968, ig an

-unoqual and diqcrlmlnatory treaty, as it only seeks to’

prevent a further™ increase in the number of nuclearwwoapon
Powers without placing-any curbs on the. evcr~grow1ng and
mere destructive nucleor weapon stockpiles of exdating
nuclear-weapon States. The treaty places all oblloations

on non-nuclear~weapon States without any binding commitments
whatsoever on the nuclear-weapon States. The treaty imposes
intemational safeguards on the peaceful nuclear activities
of non~nuclear-weapon States only, without any. such
safeguards on the nuclear activities, whtther civil or
military, of nuclear-weapon States: The ¥rgaty also
prohibits’ only the non-nuclear-weapon States from conducting
nuclear exp1051ons for peacdeful purposps.
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A genuine and generally acceptable non-proliferation
treaty should have aimed at stopping the production of
nuclear weapons by all States. Tn that event, there would
have been a cut-off in the production of f1851onable material
for military purposes by all States, and since all nuclear
facilities in all States would then have become peaceful,

a uniform system of international safeguards to prevent the
diversion of nuclear energy from peaceful to military
purposes could have been made universally applicable.

| India could not accept and sign the NPT because of its
| unequal and discriminatory nature and also because the

| Treaty would have hampered our programme of development of

| nuclear energy for peaceful purposes.
| : ’
|

World T'Msarmament Conference

| . Even before the USSR inscribed this item on the agenda
| . of the XXVI Session of the UNGA in 1971, the non-aligned

l States had taken the initiative in calllng for a world

| di sarmament’ conference in Belgrade in 1961, in Cairo in 1964
| and in Lusaka in 1970. The call has also been repeated at

| the Fifth Non-allgned Summit meeting held in Colombo in'

| : /976, Howeyer, a stalemate seems to have been reached in

| ‘ regard te the early convening of a world disarmament

| conference, due mainly to the strongly negative positions of
| the United dtates and the People's Republic of China.

Indla had fully supporte@ the non-aligned initiative.
The Government of India is conv1nced and has congistently
taken the view that & world dlqgrmament conference, held after
adequate preparation and with the participation of all States,
would: promote the strivings of the peoples of the world to - :
achleve the goal of general and complete disarmament under
effective international control, and thercby ensure lasting
worlg peace and security. *In keeping with this position,
Indiad will c%ntlnuc to support all efforts directed towards
the early convonlng of such a conference.

ConVenlnquf a: Spec1al qeeqlon of the UNGA
to congider the Duestion of Ticarmament

~In view ef the 1mportance of disarmament, the flrst
"non—allgned summit held in Belgrade in 1961 had recdmmended
the convening "ef special session of the General Assembly
devoted to the discussion on
" disarmament” er ““ef a world Aisarmament conference under the
~ausplces of the United Nations with a view to setting in
motion the process of general disarmament®. . However, since
a stalemate has been reached on the question of holding a
world disarmament conference, the quggestlon to hold a

s
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special TNGA fession to consider the guestion of disarmament
has been repeated by the Fifth Non-aligned Summit which met
in Colombo in 1976. Its Political Declaration inter alia
states:

“139. The Conference also recommended in thevmeantime,
that Members of the Non~allgned movement reguest
the holding of a Special Session of the Genzaral
Assembly as early as possible and not later.
than 1978. The agenda of the Special Session
should include: )

a., a review of the problem of disarmament.

b. the promotion and elaboration of a programme
of priorities and recommendations in the
field of disarmament.

c. the question of convening of a World
. Misarmament Conference.”

f We éttcch great ﬂMportande to Drogress on the question
/Of dis armamcnt and are, therefore, in favour of all measures
ﬂlncluding the conyening. of & special session of the UN General
i Assanbly dyrected ‘towards the achievement of that. object.

We, however, codhsider that such a special session should

promote thé 1dea of a world disarmam,nt conference.

‘ . ; .
‘_o_o~o~omoﬁonom
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Subject Brief on Indla s p051t10n on the questlon of
a nucle3r~ oau01nlrec zone in South Asla

x At the initiative of Paklstan the UN General
. Assembly has considered at its 29th Ses sion in ]974 and 30th
-Session in 1975 the question of declaration and establlanmﬂnt
of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia,

2 India has a positive approach towards the concapt
of nuclear-weapon-free zones, India supports the establishment
of nuclear-weavon-free zones in those parts of the world,
where suitable conditions exist, and wherz a zone is proposed
to be established'with the initlative of and agr: .ement amongst
the countries in that zone. The GrOUp of Experts drawn from
21 countries, which was apoointed by the United Nations to
carry out a comprehensive study of the quastion of nucl:zar-
. weapon-free ., zones in all its aspects, has in its report
- taken the same fundamental aphroach by adopting the follovlng
principle -upanimously: "The initiative for the creation of a
o nuclﬁﬂr—w»apon-frae zone should come from States 'within the
'-reglon concerned ‘ahd partlclpatlon must be voluntary L

: 3” P Bas;ng itself on this prlnClDl d aooroach India .

S had tabled a‘draft, resolution at the 29th Session of'the “UN

- General Asseémbly hald in 1974, whereby the Genaral Assembly
“considered that the 1n1tiativu for .the creation of a nucl:ar-

‘ wpaoon -free zone-in an appropriate region of Asia should come

. from the States of the region concerred, taking into account
its special features and geographical extant?, This resdlution
was adopted by the General Assembly with an ovzrwhelming
majority. The 30th Session of the UN General Assambly hald.in
1975 hgs adopted without a vote another resolution sponsored
by India, according to which the Gereral As sembly "docides to
give due consideratioh to any proposal for hd creation of a

. nuclear-weapon-free zone in an approvriate region of Asia,
after it has been dev2loped and matured among the interested
Statas within the ragion concerned", = o
4 & Incdia has “adopted a nﬁgatlvo approach to Pakistan's
proposal for the bstabllshm*nt of 'a nuclaar~-weapon- fra“//nno
in South Asia. India voted against Pakistan's resolution in

1974 and placed on record its positiow on a similar Pakistani -

s resolution in 1975 that if it ‘had boen put to a VOtu, India. '

ﬂ,vould have agaln cast a negative vote ‘

5 India's position on Peklotan' DIropos a l for thu o /\E
declaration and establishmant of a nucl»aruwﬁapon—free zone .
. in South hSla has stemmoc from the folloalng'thr e consxdsratloncs
. - ) ~

(C')ntd .'. L0 .‘,.""v2-' ) v“\-’“‘v ;
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«=w£30m lts very -inception ’xclusively to peac*ful and
devalcpment Purposas. ,

Paklst“n 5-proposal is politically-motivated and
is part of a oropaganda campaign which Pakistan

has been carrying on against India's programmg for

h2 devalopmant of nuclear energy for peaceful
ou“poses, partlcularly against the nuclear

experiment conducted by In01a for peacoful purposes'
- on 18 May 1974. ’

Before taklng its proposal to thw G‘n‘l]l Assambly
for ondorszment, Pakistan did not carry out any

consultations with any of the countries in South‘

Asia., Prior consultations ars ossantial in any
regional proposal of such a nature, and subscquent
consultations can only be ha 1d among countries
which are willing to join any such proposad
arrangemcht.

South Asia is..an integral part of the r:xgion of

Asia and the » Pacific. The oxistenc: of nuclezar
weapons in the region of Asia and the Pacific and -
tha presence of forzign mllltary bases in the

. Indian Occan make the situation inappropriate for

the cstablishment ¢f a nuclvurwweavon~Lrﬂe.7one An
hu sub~raglon of- South Asiaa S o

P .

Iﬂula s nuclealr ensr gy programme has been gearnd

EY
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- NOTES ON A WUCLEAR_WEAPON.FEEE ZONE TN SUUTH ASTA

~

Dlstlnctlon between peace zone, nuclear-free zone
and nuclear-wegpon-free zone. Indian Ocean zone of peace:
first -discussed in 1964 on Ceylonese initiative '~ in
Non-aligned Conference - we have always supported - the
nuclear—weaponwfree zone proposal in our ares is new -
result of our 197k peaceful nuclear explosion. Pakistan's
Resolution in Generdl Assenbly based an the following
arfuments-';‘ e AT S RN \
S4) M3 onuntries of region had already roclaimed

opposition Yo~ the ‘acguiéition of“huclear wéapons
/. or introduction into the region - this common
i - - denolminator could be bas1s of a nuclear—weapon~
- free zone.; . A

ii) India in Dartlcular hﬁd done 80 both before and
'ﬂ.'Y='after her: PNE :

i) Durlng Assembly debate the Tlve weapon states

 “had indicated support

'iﬁQ.Mllltary alllances and "treatles of frlendships"
dn other parts of the world had not prevented
establlsqnent of such zones.

) Broylmloy of nuclear Wegpon powers . need not be

: }nblbltlng Tactor; only defence against nuclear
/Meéapon powers would be - multllateral actlor to .

-/ form zones by smaller states., . L

- v1)These reasons ‘make. it possible for RiR N to take
action for 1n1t1at1nOr discussions.

Our- opp051t10n was based on the follow:mfy arguaentso'

1) We always had had a positive approach to. the
.~ _c¢oncept of such .zones and supportea 31m11ar
',,proposals elsewhere.~ - _ Lot

- 4i) But it was necessary that SUluable conéltlons
_ shiould exist in a particular region.
- 11i) ‘Also the initiative of and the agreement to
form the zone should be from the region.

iv) Any individual proposal for creation of such a /f%
zone ha® to be considered on its werit. No ‘
general formula exists. ‘

.'.2
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v) In South Asia no: c)nsultatlon had taken place,

vi) Our firm view that reglonal arrangements cannot .
' be imposed from outsmde' they have to "mature"
in the region,

vii) South Asia cannot be treated in isolation for
~ creating & zone; it is a_ sub.rogion of the
larger region of Asia and the Pacific; security
‘enviroriment of the whole regwon should be taken
L into account,

,viii) Nuclear weapons now exist in the regions of
A51a and the Pacific,’ : R

ix) Military bases exist in the Indian Oceen;e

Because of these reasons, the sub~region of
South Asia  1s inappropriate for the establishment of a
‘Zone, Thls requires further discussion from within the.
‘region. 'The United Nations should wait for an 1n1tiat1ve

f from the states: of the reglon who could only determine what

~would be an appropriate region of Asia taking into account
1ts special features and geographlcal exeent. e o

IT

———

The Pakistan proposal has been endorsed by some
‘Asian countries. Sri Lanka has been very vague. Bhutto .
‘utilised his visit to Colombo lasit year to canvass support
for his ‘proposal with Sri Ianka's acqulescenCe. We should
expect complete support to Pakistan's p051tlon from Banala-
desh,  Nepalls zone of peace for itself is different’ and
shé may not support the proposal but would hapblly go along
wxfh any idea to embarrass India,

/

A C TO . understand the Ceylonese, Bandladeshl and

Nepalese reaction, it is necessary to analyse two earlier
“proposals for huclear-weapon-free, zones. In’ Africa, the
proposal has been now on the anvml for'several years ‘but.

has not got off the ground because of lack of ‘enthusiasm and
behind-the~scenes mangeuvres of France and the. Blg Powers.
But one positive reason behind the demand. for a zone in
Africa is the fear of South Africa becoming a:nucleéar power,
In the Middle East. also, there is a proposal which. has also
not materijalised because of Arab pre-odcupdtions, Here ;
Is the.
posslbillty of Isroel manufacturing nuclear weapons.f ‘
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In our region, it is the same logic, of course, in a
rather fuzzy manner: India's position, policy and general
influence are so different from Israel and South Africa.
Hence the rather lukewarm support Pakistan i“'getting.

; Our tactics should %e to refuse to qtempeded by
such essentially tepid and non-conmwktal support to the
zone concept. The fact of the matter is that the idea of

_ a nuclear-weapon-free zone has never been . onthusiastically
~ adopted in any part of the world except in uninhsbited
| regions like the Antarctic dhd the desp sea bed., Where

- populated réglons are involved, ws, have single example of
the Latin American treaty which is' & very speciel case

' because of the U.S« nuclear umbrells on the one side and
because of the absence of nucloar ambitions .at the time of
the signature of the Treaty in Latin American countries.
Ever such s treaty, however, has«well known 1acunae. 0f these,
‘gome are? Ve . . »

“’ 1) Rcfu” l of70uba to Join. :5uqt- csw Ta

f! af: 3& anszrénce to acc@pt treaty R
tyjccis@ict;on in their possessions in the area, ™

g ?‘Tiii) Refusal of USSR to 81gn ‘the protoool because
IRNENI of several factors.‘ —

S 1v) Argentlna, Brazil aﬁd Chlle have expressed their
S reservations.. Bahawas, Cuba pnd Guyana have not
Sigﬁéd th97treaty.;: S ’

Ib is the countries 11ke Ch;na which have no interest
in the reglon ‘Who have been most enthusiastic.. A rapid
survey of the other earlier proposals during the last 20 years
shows that the nuclear-weapon-free zones have no realistic
prospects of belng accepted Thls 1s because of four basic
-problems- IR , R - ' ;,

i) What shculd be the degrec of de- nuclearlsatlon?
This means arguments about NPE, IAEA safepuqrds
abouu nuclear powcr reactors, etc.

} 11) GGOﬁraphlcal extent |
111) Thc eternal problen of verﬂ‘lcatlon. -Eﬁv“
: ;v) The rcspon51b111tles of extra zonals states,

. . for exanple USSR in North Burope, China in.
SCHEIES © South ASla, France in Latin JAmerica, etc.
| 0
v 8
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Well known precedents for the Pakistan s South A51an
proposal are

i) Central Burope - Rapacki Plan in 1957-59,
i1) The Balkan Zone Plan 1957-59. o

111) Mediterranean Plan in the early 605.,5’”

i T Aiv) North Europe - Finnish Plan in the early 70s ,
% 4 -~ A11 these have heen supported by the Soviet Union
- though the USSR has shown not much enthu51asm

.~ for the first three, in recent years.

\ , .

: v) China's suggestion in the .late 50s for a zone

‘ , ‘ for Asia and the Pacific. They have not referred
i DS to 1t after they became a nuclear state.
| :
|

Y

, No need to go into the deta;ls, 21l these have come

to nothing ‘because of the parallel negotiations on the PTB

- and NPT-shifted the weight of the problem to, Great Power:
'ncgotlations. We had always been in principle in favour of
the zones but this support became affected by.our: oppos1tlon
to the NPT ag being unequal on the gquestion of horizontal”
and vertifical proliferation and the dlsorlmlnatlon on
peaceful use. :

CAn attempt to study the genoral questlon of creation
of these zones was initiated by Finland in 1975 and the o
Secretary-General appointed an experts' meeting at Geneva,
Thedir conclusi®if are non-committal and they have not been _
- able to- agree,.u any serious quost:on. In fact, apart from
- Pakistgn on South Asia, it is only Finland which seems to
. be: preg sing for a zone in North Europe. While their v1ows
hqve yeen listened to with a respect and no one has opposed
the Finns, 1t is interesting to see that nota single Nordic
neighbour has supported the idea. They have been silent.
~~—Thé yeason is self-evident. They feel th&t such a zone
wil} .give g totallg unreal sense of/ SGCUTlLy agalmst the
‘background of Big Power nuclear deployment 21l around
~them, Preciscly Uhe same thing is being repecated in our
~area. China has now Yecome a major nuclear weapom. state.
,The U:S. navy's presence in the Indian Ocean’ and, the prox1m1ty
vof Soviet nuclear installations in.Asia make our reglon L
a8 Yulnerable to nuclear attack from weapon states in. the. ;;aei‘
1arger region today, almost as much as the. states-in: Europe
were in the nineteen fifties. The same reasons whlch
nllltatod against the success of" bheSO proposals in murope
now ex1st 4in South Asia.

essh
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- BEven in those regions where such compulsions are
not strong like Africa and the Middle East, the proposals
are still being very tentatively discusssd tetween the
states or between the S8tates and the U.N. Zacretary-
General, : ‘

Nothing hss heppened to inttroduce an element of
urgency about this question in South Asie as Pakistanis
are trylng to put out, TR '

There 1ls some confusion between nuclsar-weespon-~free
aone in South Asle and the nuclear free zone in Indian
Ocean -~ the second proposal is different from the Pakistani
proposal but could well merge with it. A Tanzania-Mozambilque
communique has asked for making Indian O¢ean & nuclear-fres
zone; the Mozamblque Constitution specifically. talks of
“"defending the prineiple of transformetion of the Indien

~ Ocean into a de~nucleariged and peaceful zone."

-

Zﬁngnow
£1fteen/

| These Wdeas from the Bast African littoral states
derive from the fear of South Africa but could he sexploited

Py not merely Pakistan but also the Soviet Union because

df its clash of interests with the U.S. and its opposition

to new nuclear states(weapon or otherwise) during the

coming years, (It must be ramembered in this context that the
latest developments about thé seven/powers meeting in London
about” the expart of nuclear materialp has confirmed what

has been only an impression until now - that the Soviet
Union's attitude is practically indistinguishable from that
of the U.S. and U.K. on the need for taking the §ost drgstic
measures possible to stop nuclear proliferation. R

CONGLUSTI ON

J/nNuclearfweapon—free zones as such are only second~best
solutions in a world of ICBMs and other long-range /

" projectiles. This-is the reason why most proposals on the

creation of these zornes have not got off ground. While
people are naturally unwilling to oppose tThem, therc is a
general disinclination to discuss proposals in serious terms.,
The Pakistanis have not concealed that their interest
derives from their feud with India and not from global
principles. - : ' '

§

3
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S .::DuCIuLduI TON OF TH.\_. II\:DLxN OCJLN uS A ZU\L.. OF P_st.u
, i “DuVuLOPMuNTS AT THS UWN, - o ; .

At its 26th Ses51on in 1971 ‘the General ussenbly
aJooteJ Resolition. 2832( XXVI): designating the Indian Oeean
- .as a Zone of Peace. The resolutlan inter alia called upon
;f.the great -powers to consult with littoral States with a.
“yiew to halting further expandidvn’ of fheir uilitary- presence
~and e llmlnatlnb all bases, mnilitery installations, legistical
. supply facilities, the disposition df nuclsar. wespons. and
weapons of nass destruction and any qanlfestatlon of rreat
power nilitary presence in the Indian Ocean concelveJ in the
r_lcontext of- 'reut pawer rlvalry

,,’ In 1972, the General nsse bly adopted Resolutlon 2992

‘n;j‘(KXVII) gppointing an wd Hog Comnittee of the. £ollowing 15

) ;U,cpuntrles- o stuiy the -implications of Resolution. 2832 with

. special Yeference to the practloal,leasures that coull be
ﬁaken in 1ts furtherances =~ BN

J.“ uuutrall a, China, Inlla, Inlone51a, Iran, Iraq, o

Japan, Mada;ascar, Malaysia, Mauritius, Pdklstan,
o, Sric Lanka, Tanzunla, Yenen and Zaabl&.» ‘ .

co In 1975, the General>usse4bly adopted Resolutlon 3080
*(XXVIH) request1n*~the UN Secrutary—Generul t0 prepare .
an factual statenent of the great power st military presence,
in ali its asoects, in the Indian Oceanj;. with special refere
enece*to their naval deﬁlsyvents, ‘eonceived in the- context of
great: power rivalrys It further recourendel that the
statenent, st puld be based on -available naterial and prepareJ
w1th the as$1stanoe 5f quallfleM experts.jg,f;‘ -

. ; Pursuant to the above resolutlon, the Secretaryu.

" Geheral established a counlttee - of three experts to prepears
the factual stabezentw +The Conmittee. incluled. Dr.. Ko
subrabmanyan of the Instltute for Defence Studlms and
un’leSGS, New Dﬂlhl. RIS S ) L oo ‘

: "The report subultteJ by tne uxperts in. May 1974 dealt
prinarily with the 108t wisible ‘eletents f mi Litapy and ’
naval presence in the area, vize., the deployment:of warshipe

- angd naintenance of naval and nilitary. 1n$tallat19ns and naval

“'bases etc. However, & nunber of govern: 'protested as

., & result of which the Secretary~General oK. the .

.. step of requesting the three experts ta. Teviegw the xeport.

" The rev1SeJ report released in July 1974« S with all the .
five gréat pbwers in alphabetical orderrand:deletes or

v.uDdlfleS references t0 facilities etc., the~exlstence of

which had heen-denied ‘by- 7ayern4’nps; ey references | :

“dre olearly atirlbutui ton ‘Bour ces| T‘he b.40es not %3
~contain any conclu51ans or make any T oot ndatmans. . ¢

‘-‘y-
.a./“‘

—
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. The report is wuseful fron our point of view in that it
condentrates on sreat power rlvalry without going into the
question of the buil] —wp of Yitbral Btates‘ navies- an)
activities, ) .

Y In” mbetlnws of the.wgd’ Hoc Calwlttee during 1974 ,Pakistan
, ‘raised th&.question of India‘s peaceful Nuclear gxp10313n and
~also atbenpted to bring S ingo. th@ repord . Qf\the Counittee  soue
- references: .t9.the. queﬁtlomL@f inter-se. securaty of“the littoral
r{;fStates. WG were able. tofresiﬁt th@Se atteupts succeS°£ully. g

IR In 1974, the General Aﬁ&eqbly adopted ﬂesolﬁtuon 3259
/“‘¥(XXIX) calling upon the. grest Eomg;sa o' refragin from increas-
-+ inz ang strengthening thelr militery bresencé 1b the region
of the Indian Ocenn as an essentidl flrst step towards the -
relaxation of tension and the promotion of peace and security
in the arca. The resolution further reguested the littoral
. and-hinterlang States tO enter into consultations, as soon as
© possibley with & view t9.convening a conference on the Indian
Oceans The strength of the.4d: Hoc CDWﬂlttee was also 1ncreased‘,
from 15 495,18 by the 1nclu51on of. Bannladesh, Kenya an1
Somallaq = Coe o o o _ ,
S In puréuanoe oE- HLSOlUtan 3259, the Chalrman of the
A;JAd Hoc Gomaiftes calldd a nceéting of littoral and hinterland
“Btates'on Frd’ March,19759 and subsequent t9.a ds scision taken
- atvthis uecﬁin@, the Chairnan-‘agdressed: letters 49, litgoral -
and ninterlend States seeking their views on the following
s iy Hointss (15 purposes of,a conference on the Indian Ooean,
}M‘Léll) date and.durationy (111) venue,(lv% provisional ag ‘onda,
) partlclpatlon and <v1 level \of par 101pat19n.\
Eaklstan, in: 1ts reply to nhe Chalrman‘s letter, o
has introduced concepts: unrelated to sreat power rivalry such
as” the’ agquisition of nuclear.veapons: hy a:regional State of
T the Indlan Otoan, questions Hf 1nter*se~secur1ty anpng the
llttoral and hlnterlanl States etce.. - .. . .

T In our raply to the Chalrman s lntter, we have pyt

. across our views " on various aspegts of the confcrence ang
“alsD taken careé to refute the unacoeptable concepts put

across by Pullistan. Tke miein polnus in our re,Jy are as |

follows-‘ R : :

ER ‘1"‘
RS

i (1) Purposes of osnferencc, The prxuqry purp3$e of
SUF fthe eonfercnoesshouli be t90. prﬁvlLe the Opmontmnhty of a
o ;;”*canstruotxmn dialogue- between the llttarai anq hinterland
i states' on the one:rthand and the .great. pOwerS” SRR ‘
~qmarit1ﬂe usbrs of tha Indlan Occan on thé" ”xh,ﬁ”;f"

B 5011) Date dna durations Ther o should’ b@“aaQQ%
£of tharouNh preparatios.. Duratlan sfmone to.t
woul& "be 1ost appropriates. o .

-‘.-—-")

vﬁk
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(iii)'Venue:, Colonbo would be a nmost suitable venues

, (lv) Prov151ﬁnalixgenda' The a:ienda.shpuld include a
beneral assessnent of the extent of sreat power nilitary-and
naval presence, elaboratisn 5f ueasures for. achieving its
reduction with a view t9 its eventual elinination as well as
~for the elimination of all foreign military bases canceived in
the ¢ ontext of great power rlvalry, and apﬁ+oprl&te fOll«W“

up, actlon and Jachlnery._ : : o

(V) Participation anﬂ'lts lovol' Partlclnatlon should

now. only of littoral and hingerland States but of the at
gowers and other major daritine users of the Indian Ocean,
his should be at an apprqPrlately senlor level._ 

npart from our formal réply to the Cha1r4an's letter,

our Pernanent Representative in New York was instructed to
cruphasise that the focus of Resolution 2832 on great power
nilitary prOSanG conceived in the context of orcat power
rivalries, should be naintained, and that attbgpus t5 intr oduce
extraneous issues such as internal developments in littoral or
hinter land States, questions of inter-s¢ sscurity,. etc. or to
exp101t the conference t5 pursuc national objectives or

gional rivalries will divert the attontion of the Confercnce, |
dlSrhpu its pIOCGCJln 'S and uay well lead to totally necailve ‘

, re$ults. _ _ 3 ‘

: RS serles of. Jeetlngs of the lltto"al anJ nlnterlﬁnd
States and the &d. Hoc Comaittee were, hCJu betuween June 5 and
e 2000 con81dcr the replies froa the various governtents. It
was apgarent in these nsetings that not many States had Ziven
much thought to the Cha1r1an's lutterfor to the 1Jﬂa of the
Gonference luSclf.‘\gg;_  SR J RS IR
. TIn thbso 1ect1n~s, we streSSGJ the need to heve the
. great powers and other najor meritine users of the Indian
/ Ocean associated in the consultations even at the prepalator{
stages /sincg ve fecl that without their oartlolp ation.it would
not be/possible to achieve any ucanlnﬂful results. Unfortunate=—.
ly, ndne of thcw, exceptimg = China and ‘Japan, -have shown interest.
~ in doing - sov We now have to accept the reality of a Conference
‘without the participation of sreat Powers. Our strqtery would
now be to insist-that the Conference should concentrate on |
discussing and develoning a stratesy of litteoral ang hinterlang
- States on how.t D Sceoure the. participation of. great Powers-in
the 1aplegentatlon of ‘the Declaration bf 1971 and not go into
intxe—regional, particularly. bilateral’ 1ssucs whlch have no -
“diregct bearing on the Declarations; _ _’

~In his conclud1n¢ roharks aftér thGnSG meetlngs, the

Chalrdun of the ad Hoco Counittee ha and ‘larsze, shown

under stand ing of dur 'positisni The fahlsbani Jmas on awonla

- were’ nerely mentioned but not. cotmented upon and ‘it was Hade
~ ' clear that these ¢msuliatidns were wHerely a first round and.
more would nave o follow bcfore an area of aﬁreeﬂent could §%§5

.o ’ . . s s . ..,”,.“Qy-ﬂéll“s

e
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‘be deternincd. Ls regards the Confercnce 1tself, it zay not

'be possible to hold it earlicr than mid 1976. There is also

~a-recdznition that even this date nay not be praotical and it -

nay have to bg postponcd to 1977.

. Ihe 4d Hoc Comittee resuned its uCutln"S in Septeuber,
1975. 4t its final neeting held on Tth October, it recdmmend-
ed to the Genoral assenbly, by consensus, the adoption of &
procedural resolution which, inter alia, requests the littoral

" and hinterland States. to continue their _:nsultatlons wlth
particular attention to the followinz six lentS°—

.

,(a)L"Purposes of & c:nfgrbnce on the Inﬂlan
- ‘Oceany

(b) Date and durationj

'60) -Vonue,

'i#f;f ¥ (d)ﬁfPer1sional agonda-.

kpl(e) Pa.rtimpmbaian, and T SR T S
J(f) Lovel of partioipatiﬂn- '

e V"}Durlnu 51¢uuasion on ‘this - ‘dten in the FlrSt 03441ttee,
sur Deputy anm&ter statbd a8 followsz-' o ;

Loy

”';"uut a tlﬂu whan the a&vanoda na$1ans sf tho w0r1d

“Neet in.a conferonce Of LUT OpoAn Boour ity and praises’ of

detente are sung 1ncossantly, it 1s portinent to ask

: ther it is not rieasonable tJ_ oxpddt that the process of -
'wgﬁeﬁfc shoull also be applicably pin othor, losg fortunate,

<~ areas of the worlds Peacc 'like frooflom, it .is said, s’
’g,,ln&;blslblc. It is with these oonsileratiﬁns inwidd that
oy delegation, which ‘participates in lulibaratlons df the
- adhoc Comnittee on Indian Ocnan &s & neuber, while ‘/z
~supperting wu.Ly tho draft resdlution pub “urwmr‘ |

*("7unanm4Jusly,ny the megbo%s of that CwAJittee' wishes

fAthe Ingian Ocean.! T TR O S G

ﬂ(Gontlnuln ,chb Dcputy Mlnlstcr aldbdgnfﬁﬁpﬁgtbﬁ

t 'lf*nb on 1@02:'] iks 15‘“_9 )911,W“u“Lh rL v T
"%t does not zo as far as we wished 1it-t0. inasqunh as T

d9es  not refer to Or oven take nobe -of inoremSpd. i . o
‘mllltary presence. of the ~rea+ pwwers in the qudanm s

nr COﬂocrnan the qucstlon af holJlng a Gsnféhenoeh

;’g%on the Indien Oc»an, the views of ny Government hate. been. ? -
?;CUJAunlcate& t0 the: Ghalrﬁan of the Al Hoeo Goﬁgittae bn A

e A L
e

e vase/=
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- ; - Indian Occan, who, in that cap&cmty, hﬂ‘ initl tuﬂ ,
| , L consultations anong Littotal. and, hinterland States on
: T tha.u subjocts We.continuo, to boli ievoy in tho backsrouni
- of comtinded escalation, r;lery ahd tensions in the
, : ©  Indian Occan area; that, priarimy abtentiwn shoull bo
| - ~given o nobilising the Support . of! G internat ional
| | conmnity £9¢ conoroto and ommedductive action t5,
= inplesent Rosolution 2832 1XXVI) for elininat ing all
\ ' foreigzn nilitary bases conocvived in the cotext of
| o zreat power rivalry and for rovigsin the prosent trend
S of escalating great powcr rivalries ' in the aroa.
‘ ' dny conforence on Indian Ocoan shoull ain at provii=
, ing an acceptable franework within whioh consultations
with, tha groat powers odull be initiated. & procyss
Dfli@°nqtruotive 1ialogue botweon thg littorel and
, wintdnlany States on one hand and pro4t powers ani
| R e users of the Indien. Ocean oni the othor,
PR ﬁc“”: ‘sh be Bet in motion to discuss and Jotornine
l SRR e ’ueanlmgful steps for the inplgmentation of tho
T L Declaéatlan of Inlian Ocean as & Zone of Poacu.

This dislague would nako a groat and significant
contibution towards the achlevenmnt of our goal
only if it proviles an Dppurtuﬂluy for discussions
whlch aiszht leag tos~

) o (a) - Halting furthor escalatlon anil expansion of
' S BN nilitary presence of the ireabt powers in the
f'fh . Indian Occan; and |
/ (b) i'elxmlmatlan froa the Indian Ocgan of bases,
S/ - -7 nilitary installations, logistical supnly
’ . fa ollltles, Aisposition of ‘miclear wer pons

and. weapons of nass destruction and any manie-
feetutlon of great pover ﬂllltwry pressnco

, in the Indian Ocenn cmceived in the context

o - of areat power rivalry.f

-~

‘ The Resolution was ultinately adopted by
the General assenbly, as rosolution 3468 (XEX),
by 106 yotes in f%vour, none against and 25

: °bstent10nq. : 1 T

| /- o



Recent -
Develops

ments.

The Ad Hoc Oommlttee on the Indian Ocean which )
met- in New York in September 1976, unanimously recommended
to the Genersal Assembly the adoptlon of a procedural 4
draft resolution which, interalis, requests the Ad Hoc
Committee and the Littoral and Hlnterland States of the
Indian Ocean, to continue their consultations with a view
to formulating a Programme of Action leading to the
convening of a Conference on the Indian OGeang;TGHOWo
its invifation to all States, in parvlquar the Great

 Powers and major meribime users of the Indian Ocean, to
cooperate in a practicel marner with the Ad;Hoc Committee

in, the discharge of its functlons, requests the Ad Hoe

. Committee to continue its work and consultations in
‘~ac¢cordance with ite mandate @hd to submit to the General

Assembly at-its 32nd Sess;on g report on A
1ts Worka

The resolution is llkely to be adonted by the

General Assembly shortly.

e (o . - Lo
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THIRD WORLD SUMMIT

I

S —

Prime Minister Bhutto has been vigorously pursuing his
proposal for a Third World Sumnit to deal with the economic
problems of the developing countries which he recently put
forward during his visit to the DPRK: and China in April,

Since ti.en, he has, while carefully avoiding any criticism

of the Non-aligned Movement, repeatedly argued that there is
no real alternative to a Third World meeting at the summit
level if the dialogue between the rich and the poor nations
has to be effectively carried on.  He has ostentatiously
refused to apply for the membership of the Non-aligned
Movement even though he has not objected to.Saudi Arabia
sponsoring Pakistan's case' at Colombo.. Hgilias also not.. .
reacted to the admissioniat Colombo Conférerce of similarly
situated countries like Rumania:and the Philippines which
“are members of the military pacts, It is well Known that
during his visit to Colombo last December,’ he did discuss
the question'of Pakistani membership; it ended up by wnofficial
leaks to the effect that‘Pakistan'woulg only join the ‘
Non-aligned Movement. as a full member, and that by invitation.
During the Colombo Conference and afferwards, Mr, Bhutto and
his officials have shown towards the Non-aligned Movement.

and Conference a nublic posturs of benevolent detachment,

- This became easier to maintain because of some of the very
warm sentiments referring to the old Third World as in

Mrs. Bandaranaike's key-note speech. Also the admission of
the Isflamic Conference as an observer was of great '
significance. For the first time, Pakistan had, in an indirect
manner, an opportunity to influence the future deliberations
. of the Movement.. , S

\ - o . .
Barely a fortnightiafter the Conference, Mr. Bhutto
came out with a lengthy article, almost amounting to a
manifesto, justifying his call for a Third World Summit.
The substantive part of this article was devoted to the known
~problems of the Poor-Rich relationship in the comity of
nations and the need to re-gtructure the International BEconomic

Ordef,'ex;sting.organiSations and on-going negotiations

under the auspices of the United Nations and outside were,
gently enough, dismissed ‘as not being universal or :

- authoritative enough. ' The Non-aligned Movemént was inadequate
 because it represented only a'part of the developing world;
“the U,N. organisations iconcerned were inhibited by ;
ingtitutional constraints. Most of the meetings were not held

..I02
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Disarmament and Nuclear Policy

General and Complete Disarmament

[JThe government of India has been consistently of the view that in this nuclear age
lasting world peace can only be based on general and complete disarmament under
effective international control. The Government of India attaches great importance to
this goal, and accords special significance to the order of priorities which should be
followed while taking steps towards and formulating measures for the achievement of
this goal. The Government of India considers that the highest priority in the field of
disarmament should be accorded to the elimination of nuclear weapons and all other
weapons of mass destruction. Important first steps which should be taken in this
direction are: i) the cessation of the production of fissile material for weapons
purposes combined with prohibition of the manufacture of nuclear weapons; and (ii) a
comprehensive test ban on all testing of nuclear weapons.

Treat of the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)

(india has consistently stood for the prevention of all proliferation of nuclear weapons
by all states - nuclear-weapon as well as non-nuclear-weapon States - i.e. the
prevention of both horizontal and vertical proliferation. In India's view, an approach to
this question which merely seeks to prevent a further spread of nuclear weapons to
non-nuclear weapon States while allowing the existing nuclear-weapon States to
increase their nuclear arsenals is not workable.

JUnfortunately, the NPT as it emerged in 1968, is an unequal and discriminatory
treaty, as it only seeks to prevent a further increase in the number of nuclear-weapon
Powers without placing any curbs on the ever-growing and more destructive nuclear
weapon stockpiles of existing nuclear-weapon states. The treaty places all obligations
on non-nuclear-weapon states without any binding commitments whatsoever on the
nuclear-weapon States. The treaty imposes international safeguards on the peaceful
nuclear activities of non-nuclear-weapon States only, without any such safeguards
non the nuclear activities, whether civil or military, of nuclear-weapon States. The
Treaty also prohibits only the non-nuclear weapon States from conducting nuclear
explosions for peaceful purposes.

A genuine and generally acceptable non-proliferation treaty should have aimed at
stopping the production of nuclear weapons by all states. In that event, there would
have been a cut-off in the production of fissionable material for military purposes by
all States, and since all nuclear facilities in all States would then have become
peaceful, a uniform system of international safequards to prevent the diversion of
nuclear energy from peaceful to military purposes could have been made universally
applicable.

(india could not accept and sign the NPT because of its unequal and discriminatory
nature and also because the Treaty would have hampered our programme of
development of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes.

World Disarmament Conference

OEven before the USSR inscribed this item on the agenda of the XXVI Session of the
UNGA in 1971, the non-aligned states had ten the initiative in calling for a world
disarmament conference in Belgrade in 1961, in Cairo in 1964, and in Lusaka in 1970.
The call has also been repeated at the fifth non-aligned summit meeting held in
Colombo in 1976. However a stalemate seems to have been reached in regard to the
early convening of a world disarmament conference, due mainly to the strongly
negative positions of the united States and the People's Republic of China.

(india had fully supported the non-aligned initiative. The Government of India is



convinced and has consistently taken the view that a world disarmament conference,
held after adequate preparation and with the participation of all states, would
promote the strivings of the peoples of the world to achieve the goal of general and
complete disarmament under effective international control, and thereby ensure
lasting world peace and security. In keeping with this position, India will continue to
support all efforts directed towards the early convening of such a conference.

Convening of a Special Session of the UNGA to consider the Question of Disarmament

OIn view of the importance of disarmament, the first non-aligned summit held in
Belgrade in 1961 had recommended the convening "of a special session of the
General Assembly of the United Nations devoted to the discussion on disarmament”
or "of a world disarmament conference under the auspices of the United Nations with
a view to setting in motion the process of general disarmament." However, since a
stalemate has been reached on the question of holding a world disarmament
conference, the suggestion to hold a special UNGA session to consider the question of
disarmament has not been repeated by the Fifth Non-Aligned Movement Summit
which met in Colombo in 1976. Its Political Declaration inter alia states:

"139. The Conference also recommended in the meantime, that Members of the
Non-Aligned Movement request the holding of a special session of the General
Assembly as early as possible and not later than 1978. The agenda of the Special
Session should include: [JAfeview of the problem of disarmament

. The promotion and elaboration of a programme of priorities and recommendations
in the field of disarmament.

. The question of convening a world disarmament conference

ag

We attach great importance to progress on the question of disarmament and are,
therefore, in favour of all measures including the convening of a special session of the
UN General Assembly directed towards the achievement of that object. We, however,
consider that such a special session should promote the idea of a world disarmament
conference.



