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‘Peace Now’ wishesall itsreadersabelated happy 2006!

This issuecomes out a atimewhen we arecollectively at a crossroads in our contemporary history. Ontheone
hand, the entireworld appearsto bepoised on theedgeof a conflict withitsepicentreintheMiddle East. Onthe
other, Stuated whereweare, wefind that mgor shiftsaretaking placein Indian economic andforeign policies that
have spin off effectson ‘defence’ agreementsand arrangements. Irag, Iran, and thelndo-US nuclear dedl arethe
productsof this particular conjuncture. PEACE isof critical importance today and needsto taketheunderlying
dynamics of politicsand economicsinto account, becauseto agreater and greater extent Imperialist policy
condructsaremanifested quitefrankly asmilitary Strategies.

A large part of what ishappening inthe Middle East can beexplained by the need of the American ditestohave
accesstotheir needsfor fossil fuels. Thesameeditesareengaged intryingto reestablishthecase for nuclear energy
intheir quest for centralized and controllableenergy supplies. Again, itisthesameditesand their corporateand Sate
armsthat are pushing for market integrationinthenameof globalizationand freetrade, totally regardlessof the
livelihood and democrati c aspirations of the peopleof therest of theworld.

WithinIndia, the penetration of imperialist market forces canbeseen tryingto establish control over thenatural
resourcesand development possibilities of eventheregionsthat weresofar remotefrom their attention. The
minerd and forest resourcesof central and peninsular Indiaaretoday afavoured destination of multinational corpo-
ratecapitd, totally unfazed by the destruction of traditiond livesand lifestyles, rightsand entitlementsof thepeople
of theseregions. Thegrowing conflict intheseregionsisexemplified by theeventsof Kdinganagar (Jgjpur) inOrissa
during January of 2006 where indigenous peoplefighting to preserve their lands from being taken over for a
corporate sted giant werebrutally massacred by the government policeforces. Similar Stuationsarereported from
many other areas, and onewonderswhether theforced displacement of peoplefrom their homesand villages,
supposedly for protectionfromextremist political groupsisrealy tovacatelandfor corporate industrial devel op-
mernt.

Thisissueattemptsto exploresomeof thesequestionsand their interlinkages. Behind dl of these, onequestionraised
by the ecologica movement that will not goaway isthequestion of limitsto energy use, energy requirement, and
the limitsto consumption.
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IRAN, THE US AND INDIA

In July when PrimeMinister Manmohan Singh visited the
UShegot anuclear civilian dea whichgavehopetotheUS
nuclear energy establishment that their fortuneswererising.
Since 1973 no new nuclear reactor of acommercial type
hasbeen builtintheUS, such isthe domestic unpopularity
and the poor economicsof theindustry, unlessit receives
heavy subsidies. But the USwas making abig concession
Inonemajor respect. It wascommitting itself to changing
both the domestic and international rulesregarding the ex-
isting non-proliferation regimewhichtill now hassaid that
no country beyond the existing five defacto nuclear coun-
triesshould, if it defiestheworld and goesopenly for nuclear
weapons, be rewarded with help in the area of civilian
nuclear energy development sincethisisinherently of adua-
use character. Inreturn for thisbig concession tantamount
totheUSformaly welcoming Indiainto theworld'snuclear
weaponsclub, Indiahad to pay apriceaswell.

That pricewasessentially strategic—Indiashould now tai-
lor itsforeign policy behaviour tofitinwith the USglobal
strategic plansfor establishingits
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thetime of the Shah —wasaresponseto asituation cre-
ated by theUS. Lefttoitsdlf, Indiawould never have sought
to precipitate such ashowdown and would have preferred
to maintainwider optionsby not having to choose between
upsetting USor Iran. Oneneedsto understand inthiscon-
text how the NPT-IAEA comesinto the picture.

TheNPT wasabargaininwhich non-nuclesr member sates
Sgning up, agreed to renounce acquiSition of nuclear weap-
ons in return for two carrots. The first was Article VI
whereby the three nuclear weapons states (NWSs) UK,
Russia, USA (later joined by Chinaand France) promised
to take stepsto ultimately disarm themselves. Thiscarrot
haslong been thrown out the window. The second carrot
wasAurticlelV, wherein thenon-nuclear sgnatorieswould
be helped to build up their own civilian nuclear energy es-
tablishments albeit under |AEA monitored safeguards.
Here, there hasalways been abasic contradiction inherent
intheinescapably dua-usenatureof civilian nuclear energy
development. The NPT deniescountriesnuclear weapons,

yet thesameTreaty helpsthemto

informa globa empire. Theprom-
issory note that India had thus
giventotheUSwascalledinon
for encashment in September
2005 whenthel AEA governing

Tounder stand thewholestory properly, one
hasto start not from evaluating what isin
India’s ‘national interest’ but from assess-
ing what the most powerful player — the
US—hasbeen up toand why.

devel op someof thewherewitha
to becomenuclear if they choose
to at some future time. For de-
cadesthiscontradictionwasnever
attacked by the NWSsor by In-

body put forward ashameful reso-
lution condemning Iranfor ‘violations andthresteningafu-
turereferral tothe UN Security Council for possible sanc-
tionsagainst Iraninthefuture. Accordingly, Indiabuckled
under by supporting thisresol ution athough Russia, China,
Pakistan and nine other out of the 22 member body ab-
stained. Thisabstention wasitself an unfortunate conces-
siontotheUSand thethree European countriesof France,
Germany and Britainwho had formally pushed thisresol u-
tion, which should have been completely struck down. But
abstention wasbetter than avotefor theresolution. In No-
vember 2005, | ndiawas saved an embarrassment of hav-
Ing once again to toethe USIine becausethe USand EU,
not yet confident of getting theapprova of Russaand China
for imposing sanctionsin the Security Council, decided that
they should not push mattersagainst Iran by goinginfor a
referral asyet. They till haveto do their homework to get
the Russ ansand Chineseaboard before pursuing their longer
term plansto mark out and isolate Iran.

Thelndian decisontovoteagaing Iran at therecent IAEA
meet, seen as something of alandmark eventinIndia—the
abandonment of arel ationship both economic and strategic
(Iran haslong been opposed to Pakistan) dating back to

dia, which confineditscriticismto
the*discriminatory’ aspect of the NPT. Theonly sustained
criticism of thiscontradictioninthe NPT camefromthe
ranksof thosewho not only opposed nuclear weaponsbut
a so nuclear energy development.

In morerecent times, the Western NW Ssdid becomeun-
easy about how the NPT might be helping certainsgnatory
countrieslike North Koreaand Libyato develop their po-
tential on the nuclear weaponsfront. Butitisonly after
September 11, 2001 that the US dramatically changesits
approach to the NPT. In the NPT 2000 review confer-
ence, the US along with other NWSsgoesa ong with the
‘thirteen points' that were supposed to encouragethe pros-
pectsof globa disarmament, i.e. agreesto givesomeface-
saversto ArticleV1 inorder to reassurecriticsand enable
that conferenceto be considered a‘ success . Inthe 2005
NPT review conference, the US hangstough and insists
that theissue must shift from disarmament to non-prolifera:
tion and thereforefromArticleVI toArticle1V, dealing
with provisonof dud-usehe pfor civilian energy purposes.
Thisistheinauguration by the US of anew and much more
determined processthan ever before of suborning and ma-
nipulating the NPT and the | AEA to prevent (selectively of




course) eventhe potential devel opment of anuclear weap-
onsprogrammeby its perceived enemies.

Inshort, it wasnot the detection of * cheating’ or * duplicity’
by Iran that wasthe dramatic and most important new de-
velopment, but the duplicitous new coursethat the UShas
taken. So what werethe principal aimsof the US orches-
tration of thisl AEA governing body resolution and vote?

1) To hamper if not prevent, select enemies, most impor-
tantly Iran, from devel oping even the potential —inherent
thoughitisinany civilian nuclear energy programme—to
have anuclear weaponssysteminthefuture.

2) To promote and spread thefal sehood that Iranis*non-
compliant” and “cheating”. Many Indian observersinthe
mediahave swallowed thiscanard. Iran hasclearly wanted
to keep the nuclear weapons option open eventhoughitis
far from actualy having nuclear weaponsor evenfrom de-
ciding that it must have them in the future. It has had a
programmeof building dual-use uranium enrichment facili-
tiesonthisunstated policy basisfor many years. But this
wasin noway cheating or non-compliance sincelran has
never violated any of theclearly stipulated conditionsof the
IAEA inregard to such construction

successfully establish aninformal global empire. And here
thegreatest strategic defeat that the US hasever suffered
since 1945 was not the emergence of Iraq under Saddam
Hussein but the overthrow of the Shah of Iranin 1979, a
defeat that must bereversed.

5) No empire can be achieved or stabilized on the basis of
force alone. It must achieve legitimacy as widely as
possible — among client regimes and allies and their
popul ations, among neutrals, amongst the popul ations of
actua or potentia rivals, amongst the popul ationswhose
governmentsaretargeted. Thisrequirescoveringupone's
imperia project through ideological disguises. For West
Asia, therearefour important ideol ogical bannersbehind
which the UShides—thewar on global terrorism, wespons
of mass destruction, humanitarian intervention, regime
changeto promote democracy. Thesebannerseither singly
or in combination need to be repeatedly unfurled and
endorsed by an* expanding audience' . In short, thebuilding
of Empire needs consent and thiscan beactive, passiveor
bought. The best isactive consent —the absorption of the
belief that what isgood for the US government isgood for
the world. Passive consent — the belief that one cannot

redlly takeonthe USthough onedis-

and equipping activity, which only
eventually comesunder formal IAEA
ingpection. Indeed, by voluntarily Sgn-
ing the Additional Protocol alowing
much freer and frequent | AEA inspec-
tions, Iranwassignaingthat it wasin

No matter whether we have a
Congress-led or BJP-led coalition
government at the Centre, the US is
now assur ed (despite somedissidence)
that the alliance of the two country’s
eliteswill bestableand enduring.

likesor hateswhat it isdoing —will
do, since resistance is abandoned.
Bought consentiswhat governments
and their circleof supporting strate-
gists call ‘intelligent diplomacy’,
namely acceptance of USdollopsin

fact movinginthedirection of narrow-
ing the option to make nuclear weaponsinthefuture. That
the E-3, the US and the |AEA nonethel essmoved towards
aresolutiontabling “ non-compliance” andlaying theground
for referral of the case to the UNSC, was an expression
not of Iranian duplicity but of E-3 and USdishonesty and
|AEA suborning.

3) That Russia, Chinaand 10 othersdecided to abstain and
not vote againgt thisdisgraceful resolution, though obvioudy
better than voting for it, isneverthelessaconcession given
totheUSthat also advancesitsoverall project and which
thelatter can now try and further build upon. TheUS can
now more confidently hopethat it can, givealong enough
ropeto Iran, continueto maintain thethresat of referral, and
over timework on the Russiansand Chineseto abstain at
the Security Council if and whenthetimecomesfor heUS
tofirst refer Iran to the Security Council and second to
pressthereinfor sanctions.

4) To pavetheway internationally for legitimizing afuture
USor Isradi military attack on Iraninthenameof prevent-
inga‘cheating’ and ‘irresponsible’ Iranfor goinginfor
weapons of mass destruction. It must be understood that
West Asiaisthe geopolitical pivot of the US project to

return for endorsement of USforeign
policieswhicharethen soldtothereceiving country’s  popu-
lation astheexercise of ‘ national interest’.

TheUSisdelighted that in India, consent to itsimperial
projectisnot merely being easily purchased, but apro-US
elitein Indiais aso in myriad ways declaring that its
acceptanceisan active one. Can matters change despite
theshameful biasof India selitestowardsthe US?Thean-
swer isyesandthekey liesin Irag and behind it Palestine.
ShouldtheUS politically comeacropper in Iragthenthe
political damageto it automatically opensup all kindsof
possibilitiesfor progressiveforcesand struggleselse-
where. Moreover, eventhegoverning elitesof countrieslike
India, Russiaand Chinawill haveto rethink how closely
they want to back the US and how much moreroom they
haveto deflect its pressure and even benefit fromitsglobal
political weakening. For progressivesin Indiatofight for a
more humane and just foreign policy by the Indian state
meansrecognizingthe crucid importanceof providing for
maximum solidarity with thestrugglesagainst occupationin
Irag and Pdl estine—thetwo weakest pointsinthe USEm-
pireproject.




Indo-US Nuke Deal: Disturbing and Destabilising Development

T he much talked of July 18 joint statement issued by
Manmohan Singh and George Bush, asthe culmination of
thelndian PM’svisittotheUSlast year, is, infact, awide-
ranging one. Nevertheless only aspecific portion of this
document, etching out the contours of a (possible and
promised) nuclear deal between the two countries has
attracted widespread and disproportionate attention. The
reasonsarenot too far to seek. Thisisunarguably the most
radical part of adocument dealing with anumber of vital
issuestogether with some customary platitudesto democratic
vauesand dl that.

The promised dedl just not only runs counter to the current
global non-proliferation order, it will dsocall for aradical
revison of thedomesticlawsof theUSitsdf anditspolicies
inthisregard hitherto. Whilethe deal has met with very
considerableebullience, mainly fromIndiasrulingcircles; it
also continuesto face stiff opposition, on very divergent
grounds, from al thethree major quarters: India, USand
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the NPT. The question of the NSG approving the deal will,
however, arise only when the proposal formally comes
beforeit after having been cleared by the USA.

The anti-nuke peace movement considersthisdeal yet
another act of grossunilateralism onthe part of the Bush
administration and an assault on the NPT, and thereby the
prospects of global nuclear disarmament, by making an
Impermissibleexceptionin caseof India- anon-signatory
and abrazen ‘proliferator’.

WithinIndia, whilethegovernment and much of thenuclear
establishment and its apol ogi sts have wel comed the dedl
with great gusto, the opposition came mainly from the
rightwing “nationalists’, the extreme nuclear hawks- and
asomaor sectionsof theLeft, albeitinafairly muted tone.

The support has been justified on mainly two grounds.
Thedeal, it comesinto force, will confer asort of quasi-
recognition as a nuclear weapon power on India by the
international community, whichit

the45-member Nuclear Suppliers
Group (NSG). Apartfromthese,
the global anti-nuke peace
movement is also highly
apprehensiveof thedeal.

Within the US establishment,

public.

If the civil-military separation plan is good
enough to share with a foreign power, it is
certainly good enough to sharewith thelndian

- Sidharth Varadarajanin THE HINDU

hasbeendenied al along. This
will also de-hyphenatelndiafrom
Pakistan. A dreamfor theIndian
elite. At amore mundanelevel,
thiswould bealifelinefor India's
nuclear power plants, giventhe

thereareindividual sand sections,

who view thededl too chegpfor Indiaand a so anassault on
the NPT, and thereby thenon-proliferation regime, by making
anexceptionin caseof India, an aberrant nation. Infact, just
beforetheissueof the declaration, no lessthan Condoleezza
Ricehersalf had opined against any such possibility. Andthe
USCongressisdill busy examiningtheded withnoindication
as yet that its assent would be accorded any time soon.
Consequently aproposed reciprocal visit by Bush remains
inalimbo.

Withinthe NSG there are countries keen to do nuclear
businesswith India. But there are many others, including
thosewho had voluntarily given up their nuclear weapon
optionsintheinterest of global nuclear disarmament, who
oppose thisdeal as an assault on the NPT, being clearly
violativeof itsprovisions, which debar nuclear commerce
withany non-sgnatory. Incidentaly, of thetotal 191 members
of theUN, al but three- India, Pakistanand |sradl, put their
signaturesto the NPT. North Korea, however, withdrew in
2003. But they haveindicated their willingnessto giveup
their weapons and weapon-making capability, devel oped
clandegtindy, inreturnfor certain other concessonsandregoin

paucity of fuel - naturally
occurring uranium, availableindigenoudy. Currently uranium
isbeing mined only from Jadugodain Jharkhand. Attempts
at explorationin Nalgondadistrictin AndhraPradesh and
West Khas Hillsdistrictin Megha ayahave been stalled by
massive popular resistance.
The opposition, aswas articulated by Vajpayee on the
floor of thelndian parliament, dlaimsthat it will restrict India's
‘sovereignoption’ tokeep onendlesdy piling up thewespon
of deliberate massmurder and a so hinder the prospect of
further upgradation from the present level of fissileweapon
to fusion weapon, or Hydrogen Bomb.

Thedeal asandwhen - andif at all, it comesinto force
will obligate Indiato openits‘civilian’ plantsto IAEA
inspection. As per the deal, it's for India to designate,
“voluntarily” and “in a phased manner”, which are the
‘civilian’ plants, notwithstanding astrong element of tug of
war onthisscore. Inreturn, Indiawill be entitled to “full
civil and nuclear energy cooperation and trade’, or
unfettered nuclear commerce- intermsof fuel, technol ogy,
plants and machineriesetc., only asregardsits’ civilian’




plants. So even without being asignatory to the NPT, it will
enjoy thestatusof asignatory asregardsits* civilian’ plants,
which, asondate, itisnot entitled to. Asregardsthebalance,
or ‘military’, plantsitsstatuswill remain unchanged. Neither
any inspection, nor any commerce. Andfor thisindiawill
not haveto giveup either itsexisting nuclear arsenal or its
future programme. Thefuture programmewill, however,
be somewhat curtailedin asmuch someof the plantswill go
out of itspurview having been designated as' civilian’. But
thisnotion of *curtailment’ appliesonly if weassumelndia
would have been able to carry on with its programme
unhindered - unrestrained by non-accesstofuel, technology

(much stronger) China—towhatever extent possible. India
will, however, not liketo completely surrender itsautonomy
of optionswithinthisbroader framework, insofar asthese
areperceivedtobeinaignment withthese“ srategicgods,
and engage with other regional/global powers—including
Russia, France and even China, who posevarying degrees
of chdlengetotheglobad hegemon. Indian PrimeMinigter’s
recent sojourn to Russiagoesto further underscorethis
aspect and the complex nature of thegameitisout to play
intheglobal arena.

By offering thissop, Washington evidently wantsto coopt
Indiaasa(sub-junior but neverthelessval uable) partner in
itsglobal gambit for unilatera

and hardware from external sources -
evidently avery questionable
assumption.

Onemust, however, keepin
mind that the deal isyet to be
cleared by theUSitsdf, despite
al theballyhoo and the support
from Bush himself. After that
will cometheturn of theNSG.
While Bush may very well

sessor sof nuclear weapons.

TheUS scivilian nuclear facilitiesareoperated by privateor
municipal utilities. But it hasplaced only ahandful of its 100-
odd reactorsunder | AEA safeguards. Thel AEA rar ey ingpects
these, citing shortage of fundsmanpower. Thesafeguar dsre-
gimehasalwaysbeen unequal and based on theassumption
that thefive NWSshavethe“right” todivert materialstomili-
tary uses—because they are, so to speak, “legitimate”’ pos-

inECONOMICAND POLITICALWEEKLY

domination. To demonstrate
itspower and sincerity it has
already engineered India's
inclusion asamember of the
(highly  prestigious!)
International Thermonuclear
Experimenta Reector (ITER)
project. Evidently thiswould

-Praful Bidwai | e had not been possible

ignore even the NSG, the
approvd of the US Congressremainsamust.

Fromthelndiansde, themaindriverisitselite smindless
obsess onwith attaining afull-scale nucl ear status—global
recognition of itsnuclear wegpon capability and continuing
programme, and a so safeguarding and promoting itsnuclear
energy industry. Fromitspoint of view, acloser relation
withthe US, even asasub-junior partner, will serveaso
the other mgjor * strategic goals' viz. emerging asamini-
hegemon in Asia/ South Asia, firmly establishitsclear
Superiority over Pekistan, thetraditiona riva and neighbour
—one-sixthof itssizeintermsof population, and neutralise

without aggressive string
pulling by the Bush adminitration.

It goeswithout saying that from the perspectiveof the peace
movement, thisisavery worrying development. Onthe
onehand, it aids, abetsand further encouragesthe neocon
coterie-led USdrivefor an unfettered globa Empireand,

ontheother, sgnifiesindia stranamutationfromachampion
of the global underdogs and consequent emergenceasa
continualy growing threet, asexemplified throughitsearlier
rejection of the CTBT in 96 culminating in the May 98
nuclear explosions, to the prospects of regiona and global

peace and nuclear disarmament initsown right—US, or
no US.

Statement by eight Bangalore-based former Indian Ambassadors on Indo-US Nuclear Agreement

....A comprehensive statement by the Government had been prom-
ised, but two sessions of Parliament have come and gone and there
has been none. No Standing Committee of Parliament has had an
opportunity to consider the matter.

....Thefear shared by many isthat the price we will be asked to pay
to ensure U.S. Congressional ratification will be too high, not only
in the specific area of our future nuclear programme, but even on
broader issues of nuclear proliferation, and perhaps also on other
foreign policy aspects. An added anxiety isthe not so very encour ag-
ing past record of the U.S. in adhering to agreements, modifications
and withdrawalsfrom bilateral/multilateral accordsdriven by shifts
and reversalsin U.S. doctrine and policy are not unknown.

....Even if Iran is guilty of obfuscation and is covertly nurturing a
weapons programme, how far would India wish to go in terms of
applying pressure on it to prevent it? U.S. policy does include the

useof forcetoachievethis; but would Indiabeready tojointheU.S.
all theway? Even the closest of friendship and partnership should
leaveroom for differencesin perception and prescriptionsfor action
based on historical links, economic interests, including energy sup-
plies, regional compulsions and variations in world vision. If the
U.S. truly wants to develop a new partnership with India, it should
recognise this fundamental truth and not expect or demand total
compliance with U.S. global view and policy. Given the sharp diver-
gence of opinion on this land mark agreement and the strong pas-
sion that it has generated in the country, the very least that the
Indian Government could do, before finalizing the terms of imple-
mentation of this agreement, is to present a full picture to the In-
dian public at where we are heading. Even admitting that the secu-
rity consideration may have to be kept in mind the present ambigu-
ity and paucity of information is not acceptable in a democratic
country.




Book Extract

Economic Reconstruction in Iraq

....... Oneof themost important tasksfacingthe US,
ifitistoachievethegoasthat it set out with, isto control the
reconstruction of thelragi economy, distributethe profits
that comefrom thesetasksto important client corporations
and secure control over the future direction of the Iraqgi
economy. How far havethey proceeded along thisroad?

Theso-caled recongruction of Iraqredly boilsdown
totwothings. First, thedistribution of patronageto anum-
ber of corporationscloseto aUSgovernment that isrife
with cronyism. Second, to decisively changethe economic
fundamentalsof thelragi economy andturnit firmly inthe
direction of theneoliberd policiesthat the USfavours.

TheReconstruction Racket

Thedistribution of patronage commenced even be-
foretheonset of hogtilities. CompanieslikeHalliburtonand
Bechtel received contractsfor the reconstruction of Iragi
oilfields, infrastructure, telecommunications networks,
schools, hospitas, etc. Haliburtonand itssubsidiary Kellogg,
Root and Brown (KRB) have beenthelargest beneficiaries
sofar. Thisisdespitethe repeated findings by auditors of
overcharging by thiscompany.t Asof July 2004, Halliburton
hed received $11.4 billionin recongtruction contracts? Apart
from being amajor contributor to the Bush election cam-
paign, Bush’svice-President, Dick Cheney, wasachair-
man and CEO of Halliburton. He continuesto receive de-
ferred paymentsfrom them to the tune of $180,000 ayear.
Healso holds$18 million in stock optionswith the com-
pany.

Thefavourable conditionsfor the companiesun-
dertaking the reconstruction have a so been guaranteed by
the US administration. President Bush signed Executive
Order 13303 in May 2003 which grants sweeping legal
Immunity to U.S. corporationsthat gain possession or con-
trol of Iragi oil or oil products.® President Bush also per-
suaded the Overseas Private Investment Corporation
(OPIC), aU.S. government agency, to insure U.S. busi-
nessesin Irag. Which meansthat if in the near future the
Iragi government expropriatesany busnesses, theU.S. Trea
sury—supported by U.S. tax dollars—will haveto com-
pensate those businessesfor their |osses.

Atthesametime, many irregularitieshave beenre-

ported with regard to the granting of these contracts. The
procedureisnot transparent and anumber of contractshave
been awarded without entertaining any other bids. Only a
handful of Iragi companieshave been awarded contracts.
CompanieslikeHalliburton prefer to employ South Asian
workersdespiteIragi unemployment level sof upto 67%.°
Theresult of thishasbeen on one hand, to underminethe
possibility of these contractsleadingto arevival of indig-
enousindustry, or even crestealimited distribution of wedlth
among Iragis. At thesametime, thishasa so meant that the
expensesincurred with respect to reconstruction have been
inflated. Naomi Klein describesthe processof reconstruc-
tion as, “avast protectionist racket, aneocon New Deal
that transferslimitless public funds—in contracts, loans, and
insurance—to privatefirms, and even getsrid of theforeign
competitiontoboot, under theguiseof ‘ nationa security’.”®

Meanwhile, President Bushwasableto get theUS
legidatureto sanction fundsto thetune of $18.6 billion as
adtoIrag. Of thismoney, however, very littlehasactualy
been expended. Furthermore, only asmall proportion of
that which will be spent will reachthelragi people. Thisis
partly an outcome of corruption. However, another major
drainonthissumisthefact that ahugeamount of money is
spent on ensuring security —of workersand infrastructure.
Private security agenciesareamong thebiggest beneficia
riesof thesituationin Irag. One estimate of the breakdown
of thisaidisasfollows’ —

Security —30%

Insurance, foreignworkers' salaries—12%

contractor profits—6%

Overhead —10%

Corruption and Mismanagement —15%

Iragis share—27%

Under mining Economic Sover eignty

Thereconstruction of Irag, however, hasa so been
about recongtructing the structurewithinwhich theeconomy
isto berun. It will berecalled that Irag, before the Gulf
Wars, had afunctioning welfare state, with the activein-
volvement of the state in the economy. Occupied Irag, it
would appear, must cede economicindependenceaswell.
At the heart of the new economic structure of Irag arethe
ordersof Paul Bremer. Before handing over power tothe
Interim Governing Council, Bremer passed a100 Orders
that laid out the structures within which the new authority
wasto govern. Among these, wasthe notorious Order no.
39. Thisdlim order, only about six pagesin length pushed
through e ementsof economic structuressomeof whichare




clearly detrimental to Iragi economic sovereignty and al of
which are contentious provisionsin devel oping nations.
Theseare, infact, some of themost hotly debated clauses
of treatiesliketheWorld Trade Organisation (WTO), Free
TradeAreaof theAmericas(FTAA), and General Agree-
ment on Tariffsand Services(GATYS).
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theimposition of aPatent regime on agricultureviaOrder
81. Someof the provisions, however, areantithetical tothe
interests of farmers. For instance, farmers cannot re-use
seedsbought from such companiesand must purchasethem
again every sowing season. Bremer’s Order No. 37 im-

posesaflat tax of 15% for both cor-

Themandementsof thisorder were:

(1) Privatization of state-owned en-
terprises

Thisisapatent regimethat isdesigned
tobenefit themultinational agribusness
giants like Monsanto, Syngenta, and

porationsand individuals. Thus, an
Iraqi earning .50 cents per hour will
pay the same tax rate as another
earning $1 billion an hour. Flat rates

(2) 100% foreign ownership of Dow Chemicals®
businessesin all sectorsexcept oil and minera extrac-
tion, banksand insurance companies (thelatter two are
addressed in aseparate order)

(3) “nationd trestment” of foreignfirms

(4) unredtricted, tax-freeremittanceof al fundsassociated
withtheinvestment, including, but not limitedto, profits

The American commitment to put Irag onto aroad where
the private sector controls the economy has been
repeatedly stated. Thiscould include serviceslike health,
education, television, perhapseven water. The provision of
“national treatment” and 100% foreign ownership together
can seriously impact the economic sovereignty of an
independent Irag. Developing countries need to protect
indigenousindustriesthat areintheir infancy and maintain
some possibility of a level playing field between the
necessarily smaler capitd of thesefirmsand themuch larger
amounts available to foreign companies. Under such a
regime, tax incentives for instance, cannot be used by
government to encourageindigenousindustry sncethesame
would extend to multinationd firms. In other words, thisrule
effectively de-fangs any economic policy that the Iraqgi
government might want to follow to encourage its own
businesses or evenimpose control s (for instance according
to amountsof employment generated, or purchase of local
materials, etc.) onforeigninvestors.

The provision that all foreign capital can be repatriated
tax-free, removesany ability of an Iragi regimeto control
capital flows. It iswidely accepted that the East Asian
economic crisisof 1997 was caused dueto thevolatility of
capital flows. The casein South American countrieswas
often the opposite. Domestic eliteswere able to ship out
their capital inlargeamounts causing banksto collgpseand
the economiesto crumble. The complete lack of capital
controlsthat ismandated hereisarecipefor disaster.

Other orderspassed a so have potentially crippling effects
on various aspectsof thelragi economy. Onesuch order is

have arecord of reducing the tax
burden on the poorest in the economy, increasing the
burden onthe middle classtremendously, and drastically
reducing the taxes paid by thewealthiest in society -par-
ticularly corporations.®

A number of countriesin the South, have been forced for
variousreasons, a varioustimestoimplement someof these
policies. However, inmany countries, acrossSouthAmerica,
Africaand Asa, thesehavecomeinfor muchcriticism. The
clamthat these neo-liberal policiesgood for development
have been found to be false. In fact, the experience has
been oneof growinginequality and deteriorationinthe pro-
vision of basic servicesto most of the population. Inany
case, in most of these countries, there hasbeen the scope
for opposition to be voiced to such policiesand the possi-
bility of their revision by themandate of the people. Inthe
caseof Irag, however, thisfundamental restructuring of the
economy was achieved through thewave of aforeign pen
and imposed on atired people at the end of agun....
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Documents

Text of Recent Indo-US Agreements

|. THE DEFENSE FRAMEWORK

Signed on June 28,2005 in Washington DC by Minister of
Defense of India, Pranab Mukherjee & Secretary of Defense of
the United States, Donald Rumsfeld

NEW FRAMEWORK FOR THE USINDIA DEFENSE
RELATIONSHIP

1. The United States and India have entered a new era. We are transforming
our relationship to reflect our common principles and shared national inter-
ests. Astheworld’'stwo largest democracies, the United States and Indiaagree
on the vital importance of political and economic freedom, democratic
institutions, the rule of law, security, and opportunity around the owrld. The
leaders of our two countries are building a U.S.-India strategic partnership in
pursuit of these principles and interests.

2. Ten years ago, in January 1995, the Agreed Minute on Defense Relations
Between the United States and India was signed. Since then, changes in the
international security environment have challenged our countries in ways
unforeseen ten years ago. The U.S.-Indiadefense rel ationship has advanced in
a short time to unprecedented levels of cooperation unimaginable in 1995.
Today, we agree on anew Framework that builds on past successes, seizesnew
opportunities, and charts a course for the U.S.-India defense relationship for
the next ten years. This defense relationship will support, and will be an
element of, the broader U.S.-India strategic partnership.

3. The U.S--India defense relationship derives from a common belief in free-
dom, democracy, and the rule of law, and seeks to advance shared security
interests, These interests include:

-maintaining security and stability;
-defeating terroirsm and violent religious extermism;

-preventing the spread of weapons of mass destruction and associ
ated materias, data, and technologies; and

-protecting the free flow of commerce vialand, air and sea lanes.

4. In pursuit of this shared vision of an expanded and deeper U.S.-India
strategic relationship, our defense establishments shall:

A. conduct joint and combined exercises and exchanges;

B. collaborate in multinational operationswhen itisin their com-
mon interest;

C. strengthen the capabilities of our militaries to promote secu-

rity and defeat terrorism;

D. expand interaction with other nations in ways that promote
regiona and global peace and stability;

E. enhance capabilities to combat the proliferation of weapons
of mass destruction;

F in the context of our strategic relationship, expand two-way
defense trade between our countries. The United States and
Indiawill work to conclude defense transactions, not solely as
ends in and of themselves, but as a means to strengthen our
countries’ security, reinforce our strategic partnership, achieve
greater interaction between our armed forces, and build greater
understanding between our defense establishments;

G in the context of defense trade and a framework of technology
security safegurads, increase opportunitiesfor technology trans-
fer, collaboration, co-production, and research and develop-
ment;

H. expand collaboration relating to missile defense;

l. strengthen the abilities of our militaries to respond quickly to
disaster situations, including in combined operations;

J. assist in building worldwide capacity to conduct successful
peacekeeping operations, with afocus on enabling other coun-
tries to field trained, capable forces for these operations;

K. conduct exchanges on defense strategy and defense transfor-
mation;

L. increase exchanges of intelligence; and

M. continue strategic-level discussions by senior leadership from

the U.S.Department of Defense and India's Ministry of De-
fence, in which the two sides exchange perspectives on inter-
national security issues of common interest, with the aim of
increasing mutual understanding, promoting shared objectives,
and developing common approaches.

5. The Defense Policy Group shall contiue to serve as the primary mecha-
nism to guide the U.S.-India strategic defense relationship; We hereby
establish the Defense Procurement and Production Group and institute a
Joint Working Group for mid-year review of work overseen by the De-
fense Policy Group.

-The Defense Procurement and Production Group will oversee
defense trade, as well as prospects for co-production and technology
collaboration, broadening the scope of its predecessor subgroup the Secuirty
Cooperation Group.

-The Defense Joint Working Group will be subordinate to the
Defense Policy Group and will meet at least once per year to perform a
midyear review of work overseen by the Defense Policy Group and its
subgroups (the Defense Procurement and Production Group. and the Joint
Technology Security Group), and to prepare issures for the annual meet-
ing of the Defense Policy Group.

7. The Defense Policy Group and its subgroups will rely upon this Frame-
work for guidance on the principles and objectives of the U.S. —India
strategic relationship, and will strive to achieve those objectives.

Signed in Arlington, Virginia, USA,on June 28,2005, in two copies in
English, each being equally authentic.

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE OFFICE OF THE PRESS
SECRETARY JULY 18,2005

Joint Satement between President George W.Bush and Prime Minister
Manmohan Singh

Prime Minister Manmohan Singh and President Bush today de-
clare their resolve to transform the relationship between their countries
and establish a global partnership. Asleaders of nations committed to the
values of human freedom, democracy and rule of law, the new relationship
between India and the United States will promote stability, democracy,
prosperity and peace throughtout the world. It will enhance our ability to
work together to provide global leadership in areas of mutual concern and
interest.

Building on their common values and interst, the two leaders
resolve:

* To create an international environment conducive to promotion
of democratic values, and to strengthen democratic practices in societies
which wish to become more open and pluralistic.

* To combat terrorism relentlessly. They applaud the active and
vigorous counterterrorism cooperation between the two countries and




support more international efforts in this direction. Terrorism is a global
scourge and the one we will fight everywhere. The two leaders strongly
affirm their commitment to the conclusion by September of UN compre-
hensive convention against international terrorism.

The Prime Minister’s visit coincides with the completion of the
Next Steps in Strategic Partnership( NSSP) initiative, launched in January
2004. The two leaders agree that this provides the basis for expanding
bilateral activies and commerce in space, civil nuclear energy and dual-use
technology.

Drawing on their mutual vision for the U.S.-India relationship, and
our joint objectives as strong long-standing democracies, the two leaders
agree on the following:

FORTHEECONOMY

* Revitalize the U.S.-India Economic Dialogue and launch a CEO Forum to
harness private sector energy and ideas to deepen the bilateral economic
relationship.

* Support and accel erate economic growth in both countries through greater
trade, investment, and technology collaborations.

* Promote modernization of India’s infrastructure as a prerequisite for the
continued growth of the Indian economy. As India enhances its investment
climate, opportunities for investment will increase.

* Launch a U.S.-India Knowledge Initiative on Agriculture focused on pro-
moting teaching, research, service and commercia linkages.

FORENERGY AND THEENVIRONMENT

* Strengthen energy security and promote the development of stable and
efficient energy marketsin Indiawith aview to ensuring adequate, affordable
efficient energy supplies and conscious of the need for sustainable devel op-
ment. These issures will be addressed through the U.S.-India Energy Dia-
logue.

* Agree on the need to promote the imperatives of development and safe-
guarding the environment, commit to developing and deploying cleaner
more efficient, affordable, and diversified energy technologies.

FORDEMOCRACY AND DEVELOPMENT

* Develop and support, through the new U.S.-India Global Democracy Ini-
tiative in countries that seek such assistance, institutions and resources that
strengthen the foundations that make democracies credible and effective.
Indiaand the U.S. will work together to strenghten democratic practices and
capacities and contribute to the new U.N. Democracy Fund.

* Commit to strengthen cooperation and combat HIV/AIDs at aglobal level
through and initiative that mobilizes private sector and government re-
sources, knowledge, and expertise.

FOR NON-PROLIFERATIONAND SECURITY

* Express satisfaction at the New Framework for the U.S.-India Defense
Relationship as a basis for future cooperation, including in the field of de-
fense technology.

* Commit to play a leading role in international efforts to prevent the
proliferation of Weapons of Mass Destruction. The U.S. welcomed the
adoption by India of legislation on WMD(Prevention of Unlawful Activites
Bill).

* Launch a new U.S.-India Disaster Relief Initiative that builds on the
exsperience of the Tsunami Core Group, to strengthen cooperation to pre-
pare for and conduct disaster relief operations.

FOR HIGH-TECHNOLOGY AND SPACE

* Sign a Science and Technology Framework Agreement, building on the
U.S.-India High —Technology Cooperation Group (HTCG), to provide for
joint research and training, and the establishment of public-private partner-
ships.

* Build closer ties in space exploration, satellite navigation and launch, and
in the commercial space arena through mechanisms such as the U.S.-India

* Building on the strengthened nonproliferation commitments undertaken
in the NSSP, to remove certain India organizations from the Department
of Commerce's Entity List.

Working Group on Civil Space Cooperation.

Recognizing the significance of civilian nuclear energy for meet-
ing growing global energy demandsin acleaner and more efficent manner,
the leaders discussed Inia's plans to develop its civilian nuclear energy
program.

President Bush conveyed his appreciation to the Prime Minister
over Indid's strong commitment to preventing WMD prolideration and
stated that as a responsible state with advanced nuclear technology, India
should acquire the same benefits and advantages as other such states. The
President told the Prime Minister that he will work to achieve full civil
nuclear energy cooperation with India as it realizes its goals of promoting
nuclear power and achieving energy security. The President would also
seek agreement from Congress to adjust U.S. laws and policies, and the
United States will work with friends and alies to adjust international re-
gimes to enable full civil nuclear energy cooperation and trade with India,
including but not limited to expeditious consideration of fuel supplies for
safeguareded nuclear rectors at Tarapur. In the meantime, the United States
will encourageits partnersto also consider thisrequest expeditiously. India
has expressed its interest in ITER and a willingness to contribute. The
United States will consult with its partners considerings India’s participa-
tion. The United States will consult with the other participants in the
Generation |V International Forum with a view toward India's inclusion.

The Prime Minister conveyed that for his part, India would recip-
rocally agree that it would be ready to assume the same responsbilities and
practices and acquire the same benefits and advantages as other leading
countries with advanced nuclear technology, such as the United States.
These responsibilities and practices consist of identifying and separating
civilian and military nuclear facilities and programs in a phased manner
and filiing a declaration regarding its civilian facilities with the Interna-
tional Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA); taking a decsion to place voluntar-
ily itscivilian nuclear facilities under | AEA safeguards; signing and adher-
ing to an Additional Protocol with respect to civilian nuclear facilities;
continuing India’s unilateral moratorium on nuclear testing; working with
the United States for the conclusion of a multilateral Fissile Material Cut
Off Treaty; refraining from transfer of enrichment and reprocessing tech-
nologies to states that do not have them and supporting international
efforts to limit their spread; and ensuring that the necessary steps have
been taken to secure nuclear materials and technology through compre-
hensive export control legislation and through harmonization and adher-
ence to Missile Technology Control regime (MTCR) and Nuclear Suppli-
ersGroups(NSG) guidelines.

The President welcomed the Prime Minister’s assurance. The two
|leaders agreed to establish aworking group to undertake on a phased basisin
the months ahead the necessary actions mentioned above to fulfill these
commitments. The President and Prime Minster also agreed that they would
review this progress when the President visits Indiain 2006.

The two leaders also reiterated their commitment that their coun-
tries would play aleaders role in international efforts to prevent the prolif-
eration of weapons of mass destruction, including nuclear, chemical, biologi-
cal and radiological weapons.

In light of this closer relationship, and the recognition of India's
growing role in enhancing regional and global security, the Prime Minister
and the Prisident agree that international institutions must fully reflect changes
in the global scenario that have taken place since 1945. The President reit-
erated his view that international instituations are going to have to adapt to
reflect India’s central and growing role. The two |leaders state their expecta-
tions that India and the United States will strenghten their cooperation in
global forums.

Prime Minster Manmohan Singh thanks President Bush for the
warmth of his reception and the generosity of his hospitality. He extends an
invitation to President Bush to visit India at his convenience and the Presi-
dent accepts that invitation.




Fact Finding

Militarism in the Indian Heartland

Since June 2005, DantewaraDistrict (formerly part of Bastar
district), Chhattisgarh, has been in the news for an alleged
uprising of adivasis against the Communist Party of India
(Maoist). Most mediaand officia reportsdescribed thismove-
ment, known as Salwa Judum, as a spontaneous and self-
initiated reaction to Maoist oppression, and hailed it asaturn-
ing point in the fight against Naxalism. At the sametime, a
few reportsindicated that people had been displaced in large
numbers and were living in miserable conditions in camps.
While thiswas officially attributed to Maoist threats and re-
taliation against those joining the Salwa Judum, stray news
also came in about the excesses committed by members of
the Salwa Judum and security forces.

An all Indiateam decided to investigate the situation, focus-
ing specifically on the violation of human rights and the im-
pact on people’s everyday lives. A fourteen member team
from five different organizations conducted an investigation
between 28" November and 1% December in Bijapur and
Bhairamgarh blocks of Dantewaradistrict. Theteam visited
both camps and villages, met people arrested during the op-
eration, as well as leaders of the Salwa Judum, Police and
Civil Adminigtration officials.

The main findings of the team are reported below (a more
detailed report will follow shortly)

1. The SalwaJudum isfar from the spontaneous uprising
of tribalsagainst Maoiststhat itisclaimed to be. Itisan
organized, state managed enterprise that has precedents
in the Jan Jagaran Abhiyans that have occurred earlier
under the leadership of the current Dantewara MLA,
Mahendra Karma. The Collector himself has been part
of 75% of the Salwa Judum meetings and security forces
have been backing the Judum’s meetings. Themain cadre
of Salwa Judum are comprised of Special Police Offic-
erswho are being paid and armed by the state, at arate
that is standard in counter insurgency operations across
the country.

2. The Salwa Judum has led to the forcible displacement
of peoplethroughout Bhairamgarh, Geedam and Bijapur
areas, under police and administrative supervision. Ac-
cordingtoofficia estimatesapproximately 15,000 people
from 420 villages are living as refugees in temporary
camps. People have left behind their cattle and most of
their household goods. The entire areaiis being cleared
of inhabitants even as new roads are being built and

more police and para-military stations are being set up.
Theregionisbeing turned into onelarge cantonment. In
many places regular economic activities like weekly
haats have stopped.

We observed a pattern in the dislocation: when Salwa
Judum meetings are called, people from neighbouring
villages are asked to be present. Heavy security forces
accompany the meetings. Villages that refuse to par-
ticipate face repeated attacks by the combined forces
of Salwa Judum, the district force and the paramilitary
Naga battalion, which is stationed in the area. In addi-
tion, there are separate raids by the Naga Battalion.
Theseraidsresultin looting, arson and killingsin many
instances. In some villages, the raids continue till the
entirevillageiscleared and people have moved to camps
whilein other cases, only old people, women and chil-
dren are left. Many villages are coming to camps to
avoid these attacks in the first place.

Once in camps, people have no choice but to support
the Salwa Judum. Some of them are forced to work as
informers against members of their own and
neighbouring villages and participate in attacks against
them, leading to permanent divisions within villages.
Individual families are sometimes being split between
Judum supporters and those who wish to remainintheir
villages. We also came across instances where the
Salwa Judum took young people away from the village
and their families were unaware of their whereabouts.

It isfrightening to note the collapse of civil administra-
tion in many parts of Dantewada District. SalwaJudum
members man checkpoints on roads, search people's
belongings and control theflow of transport. They en-
force an economic blockade on villagesthat resist com-
ing to camps. They also try to force civil officials to
follow their dictat.

FIRsregistering thelooting, burning, beatings/torture by
Salwa Judum mobs and the security forces are not re-
corded. We were told of specific instances where Se-
curity Forcesthrew dead bodiesinside or near villages.
Theintention seems to be to terrorise people into leav-
ing their villages. These killings are not reported, and
therefore hard to corroborate. Some reports suggest that
96 people from 34 villages have been killed. However,




theonly killingsthat are officially recorded are those by
Maoists. In the period since Salwa Judum started, it is
true that the killings by Maoists have gone up substan-
tially and the official figure today stands at 70. Rather
than being a “peace mission” asis claimed, the Salwa
Judum has created a situation where violence has esca-
lated.

7. The SalwaJudum does have support among certain sec-
tions of local society. The leadership comprises of non-
adivasi immigrant settlers from other parts of India,
sarpanchesand traditional leaderswhose power hasbeen
threatened by the Maoists, powerful local politicianslike
Karma, and his network of supporters. Both the local
Congress and the BJP are supporting the Salwa Judum
together.

8. Militarisation: We have heard from several high ranking
officias that there is an undeclared war on in Bastar,
and we fear that the worst is yet to come. There is a
heavy presence of the paramilitary like the CRPF and
the NagaBattalion. Thiscreatesasituation whereforces
from other states are behaving like an occupation army.
We ourselves saw a number of cattle and people being
herded by the Naga Battalion after araid. One of these
cows was slaughtered on the main road in full view of
all present.

In addition, people are being encouraged to carry arms.
Village defence committees are being created, SPOs
are being trained and armed, and the entire society is
becoming more militaristic.

9. Although Chhattisgarhisclaimedto beatribal state,
adivas society and cultureisbeing actively destroyed.
People, for whom the earth of their villageis sacred,
are being forcibly removed from it, and the whole
social fabricisbeing torn.

What is happening hasto beinterpreted in the context of the
genera trend of ‘development’ activity in the resource rich
region of central India. To take the case of Chhattisgarh
aone,in the recent past, the people of Chhattisgarh have
faced a continuous onglaught on their human rights through
displacement in the wake of several ‘development’ projects
like dams, factories and express highways, and through the
blatant loot of natural resources like forests, minerals, land
,water and natural resources. Therma Power Plants and
Sponge Iron factories have destroyed the once pristine envi-
ronment, and Peoples’ legitimate protests about such inva-
sive policies have been brutaly suppressed. Workers are
forced to work in subhuman conditionsinthemany older and

new industries of the region like the Bhilai Steel Plant
(BSP),Nationa Thermal Power Corporation (NTPC), Bharat
Aluminium Corpn (BALCO), and Jindal Steel and
Power(JSP).In all theseindustries, thereiswidespread preva-
lence of the contractual system, and deaths and injuriesin
industrial accidents are extremely common. Land Mafios
andindustrial concernsviolate therights of indigenous com-
munities; ordinary peopleare victimsof malnutrition, police
excesses, and shrinking lifeand livelihood opportunities.

We demand:

< that the government stop using people as ashield and
creating armed vigilante groupsin villages as a part of
itsanti-naxal operations.

<« thatal killingsof civiliansand non-combatants by the
state aswell as by Maoists must be stopped forth-
with.

< that paramilitary forces be withdrawn from the area,
authority of the civil administration restored and
dialoguewith CPI Maoist beinitiated.

< thatajudicial enquiry beheldinto all killingscommitted
by the Salwa Judum/Security forces which have gone
unrecorded.

< that camps should be dismantled and government
should assist peopleinregaining their livelihoodin their
villages.

< that both the government and the CPI Maoist must
ensure that people return to their homes in peace and
security.

from

Report on the Salwa Judum, Dantewara District, by an
All-India team (PUCL Chhattisgarh and PUCL
Jharkhand, PUDR, Delhi, APDR, West Bengal and
IAPL), Nov-Dec 2005

On Prison Conditions

Beforewelndiansget all smug and self-righteous
about those horribleYanks, let’sremind our selves
that Abu Ghraibsand Guantanamos becamethe
norm in Indian jails throughout the 1970's and
1980's, and probably still arein someprisonsand
policethanasthroughout thecountry. No onewent
around with acamerarecordingtheabuseand tor-
tureof prisoners, nocommissionsof inquiry were
appointed toinvestigatethe scandal ousconditions
of most I ndian prisons.

Gautam Sen in Gyanopr obha




Nuclear Energy

Kl

Is nuclear power a realistic option?

T oday, 440 nuclear reactors, with acapacity totalling 363
gigawatts (109 waetts), provide 16 percent of dectricity used
worldwide,and 6 percent of total energy worldwide. The
reactors need about 67,000 tonnes of natural uranium an-
nually. Uranium, like petroleum isafiniteresource. Once
the high-grade uranium ores are exhausted, the energy re-
quired to extract and process the more common but much
poorer gradeoresfor continuing usein nuclear reactorswill
result in the production of more CO2 than if fossil fuels
were burned directly. Hence, amassiveworldwide nuclear
programmewill add cumulatively to energy demands, rather
than solvethem.

o Current uranium reserves, according to 2003 datafrom

mReter Bunyard

thusleaving the dangersof radioactivewaste pollution of
theenvironment for future generationsto bear.

« A disturbingfeatureof thecost of nuclear power ismany
of the costswill haveto be paid by unborn generations,
who will not have benefitted from the nucl ear-produced
energy. Agreat ded of foss| fuel isneeded after anuclear
power plant has stopped producing energy. To datenone
of these huge debtsincurred by existing nuclear power
plants have been paid.

o Ananaysisshowninthestudy Nuclear Power, The En-
ergy Balanceof the completelifecycleof nuclear power,
showsgenerating el ectricity from nuclear power emits
20-40% of the carbon dioxide per kiloWatt hour of a

the World Nuclear Associa-
tion, are about 3.5 million
tonnes, enoughtolast S0years
but only at present consump-
tionrates. If large numbers of
nuclear reactors were to be
built to satisfy our ever-increes-
ing demand for el ectricity, re-
servesof high-gradeorewould

Nuclear power actually requireslargeamounts
of foss| fuel, car bon dioxide-producing ener gy,
used in themining of uranium, itsmillingand
enrichment; in thebuilding of nuclear plantsand
reactors, the transport and storage of large
quantities of highly dangerous radioactive
wastefor millennia; and in thedecommission-
ingand final dismantling of nuclear plants.

gas-fired system. thisisatempo-
rary Situation, trueonly aslong as
rich, high-grade uraniumoresare
available. Once high-grade ores
areexhausted, and lower grades
used, the carbon dioxide emis-
sonsfrom nuclear power will in-
crease until more energy isused
than produced.

berapidly exhausted, leaving hugequantitiesof low-grade
ores most of which would cost more energy to utilise
thanitwould ddiver indectricity. Evenif ussful uranium
resourceswerefound to be much larger than now esti-
mated, it would only satisfy global demand for several
decadesand then theworld would beleft with huge quan-
tities of radioactive waste with no source of energy to
sequester it safely.

« Accordingtodetalled research published thisyear (2005),
if dl theworld' selectricity, currently 55 exgjoules (1018
joules) or 15,000 terawatt(1012 watts)-hours, could be
generated by nuclear reactors, theworld’ sknown ura-
nium reserveswould years, if full dismantling costs of
nuclear plantsareincluded.

e As 2003 data from the World Nuclear Association
shows, thereisnot even enough uranium left to provide
theworld'scurrent annual total e ectrical production of
55 EJfor adecade, evenif thelarge amount of energy
needed to properly dismantlethe reactor isalso used,

 Nuclear power aso emitsother greenhouse gases be-
sidescarbon dioxidewith far stronger global warming
consequences, such as CFCs. - see article, Nuclear
power creates potent climate warming gas by Dr
Cddicott.

» Seawater contains 3.3 milligram of uranium per cubic
metre of seawater and hasbeen considered apossible
future sourcefor energy use. Total seawater volumeis
edimated at 1.37 billion cubickilometres, with the oceans
containing around 4.5 billiontonnesof uranium. It’stech-
nically possibleto extract uranium from seawater but
enormous, prohibitiveenergy and chemica inputswould
be necessary astheuraniumisinsuchdilutequantitiesin
thevast oceans. Existing research shows uranium from
seawater can’t be considered a practicable option for
theglobal energy supply. Energy consumption of the ex-
traction processeswould equa theenergy content of the
uranium,

Asidefrom the scarcity of high-grade nuclear ore, if the




world wereto embark onthe construction of nuclear plants
toreplaceall coal-fired power plants, it would require one
gigawatt-sized nuclear reactor to be built every twoand a
half daysfor 38 years. According to William Keepin, inhis
1990 report for Greenpeace, 5,000 nuclear plantswould
be needed to displace the estimated 9.4 terawatts of coal
required for eectricity generationintheworld by 2025. With
highly optimistic assumptionsabout capital costsand plant
reliability, total electricity generation costs (1990 USdol-
lars) would average $525 billion per year.

Isnuclear power safe?

» Reprocessing spent fuel over the past 40 years, at
SlafiddinCumbriaand smilar plantsat Cap delaHague
over the Channel in Normandy, hasled to the spread of
radioactive material, such astritium and carbon-14into
thelrish Seaand in watersaround the Channel Islands.
Many, including theIrish government, believe significant
increasesin childhood cancers around Sellafield and
Down’ssyndromein Ireland, haveresulted fromradio-
active contamination.lmaginethel ong-term consequences
of aworld deriving its energy

both military and civilian aircraft straying into the no-fly
zones. “Itistotally unacceptablethat theinformation we
need to judgetherisksiskept confidential, and that we
havetotakeso muchontrust,” saysLlew Smith, aWelsh
MPinvestigating therisksof nuclear attacks by terror-
Igs.

Uranium-238, themost prevalent isotopein uraniumore,
hasahalf life of about 4.5 billion years. Itsassociated
decay products, thorium-230 and radium -226 will re-
main hazardousfor thousandsof years. Current U.S. regu-
lations only cover aperiod of just 1000 yearsfor mill
tailings, dthoughthehdf livesof theprincipd radioactive
componentsof mill tailings, thorium-230 and radium -
226 are about 75,000 years and 1,600 years respec-
tively. Thismeansfuturegenerations, far beyond the prom-
ised protection limitsof theseregulationswill facesignifi-
cant risksfrom our uranium mining, milling and process.
Continuing to storedepl eted uranium hexafluoride, DUF6,
the by-product of uranium enrichment, in cylindersre-
quires constant maintenance and monitoring becausethe
estimated lifetimeof thecylinders

primarily from plutonium.
 Currently, in Western Europe,
with numerous nuclear power
plants, rivers are used for dis-
posing of thecooling water from

is kept secret.

An accident could also claim millionsof lives.
The 2004 |leaked report acknowledges the
risksaredifficult to assessbecause so much
information - including operators' estimates
of the health impactsof radiation releases -

ismeasured in decades, whereas
thehalf-life of the main congtitu-
ent of DU, uranium-238 isabout
4.5hillionyears. Storagecylinders
must be regularly inspected for
evidence of corrosion and |eak-

the reactors of nuclear power
plants, aswell asbeing usad for drinking water. Thecooling
water becomeshighly tritium-radioactive. Thelong-term
effectsand biochemical reactionsof tritium and carbon-
14inliving organismsarenot understood. A sustainable
energy systemwould requireall tritium be sequestered
from the biosphere. But thishas not been done because
of thehuge costsof trying to safely keep very largenum-
bersof containerswith tritiated waste, whichwould also
requireasmilar immenseuseof energy.

o A lesked document fromthe UK Parliamentary Officeof
Science & Technology reported by New Scientist maga:
zineon 26/5/04, said aterror attack such asalarge plane
crashing into areactor could release asmuch radioactiv-
ity asthe Chernobyl accident in 1986, whileacrashinto
wadtetanksat Sdllafieldin Cumbriacould causeat worst,
“saverd millionfataities’.

o Other reportsreved dthough no-fly zonesaround nuclear
sitesin the U.K. have been doubled since the Sept 11
attack in the US., there have been many breaches by

age. Long-term storage presents
environmenta, health and safety hazards, duetothein-
stability of UF6. When exposed to moist air, it reacts
with water intheair to produce uranyl fluoride and hy-
drogenfluoride, both of which aretoxic.

Soppy maintenanceinthenuclear industry raisesserious
concerns. Radioactivemateria leaked unnoticed for eight
months from afractured pipefor eight monthsfrom Au-
gust 2004 until April 2005, at the British Nuclear Fuels
thermal oxidereprocessing plant at Sellafield. No one
noticed concentrated nitric acid, containing 20 tonnes of
uranium and 160 kilograms of plutonium spewing onto
the concretefloor. Nodarm bellsrang. Spillageof highly
radioactive nuclear waste containing enough fisslemate-
rial for several nuclear weaponsdoes not inspire confi-
dence. Huge costs of shoring up the nuclear plantswhen
equipment failsareanother concern.

(This article has been extracted from a larger article by Peter
and updated for Pacific Ecologist by its editor.)




Nalgonda

Padayatra against Proposed Uranium Mining

Recently apadayatra- marathon walk, meandered itsway

through the dusty terrains adjoining the Krishna River
Reservoir, the Nagarjuna Sagar Dam, in the Nalgonda
District of AndhraPradesh to highlight the gross dangers
that the proposed uranium mining poseto thelivesof the
local populaceand a so those getting their water supply from

the Sagar.

The Movement Against Uranium Project (MAUP), a
congtituent of the CNDPtook theinitiativein organisngthe
people’'s protest. Dr. Satya Lakshmi and Dr. Chenna
Vasavaiah, both CNDPNCC members, played aleading

m Satyalakshmi

coveringanumber of small hamletsand villagesontheway.
A largdly attended public meetingwashe d astheculminating
event. All the groups were represented. The meeting
expressed its determination to take the peopl €' sstruggle
further forward and foil thelife-threatening Project at all
costs.

The CPI MLA from Munugodu spoke at length and
conveyed the message of solidarity by Mr. Suravaram
Sudhakar Reddy, the MPfrom Nalgonda. Other speakers
included Ms. Padma, astate level front ranking woman
leader. Dr. Satyal akshmi talked of therecent MAUP | etter
to the Secretary, Ministry of

role inorganizingthisinitiative.
Ms. Saraswati K, a young
environmentaist and filmmaker,
and Mr. Kishan, an
environmentalist from
Hyderabad, were among other
leading organisers. The CPI, the
CPI-ML (New Democracy) and
the Jana Vigyan Vedika were

Science Congress.

Themarch wasaperfect foil, reflectingthe‘real’
concernsof the‘real’ peopleasregardsongoing
scientific-technological ‘developments and its
effects on their own lives, for the glittering
razzmatazz under way at the sametimein the
not toofar away state capital Hyderabad in the
nameof deliber ating science and technology for
therural folksunder the exalted banner of the

Environment & Forests
protesting against the
Environmenta Clearance dated
21.12.2005 accorded to the
UCIL for the Uranium Mining
Project at Peddagattu-
Lambapur in Nalgondadistrict
disregarding theoverwhelming
opposition from the public,

among organizers actively
involved. Thelocal unit of the
CPI(M), theCongressand TDPactivigtspublicly proclaimed
their support and concerns.

Thepadayatracommenced on January 3fromthe Peddagettu
village, on thetop ahillock, earmarked for underground
mining. Onthefirst day the padayatrapassed through four
villagesstretching over 22 kilometres. On the second day it
covered eight villagesand 26 kilometres. Threemgjor towns
ontheway joined enthusiastically. Onthethird day, it started
from PeddaVooraMandal and reached PA Pally Mandal
covering 30 kms. and eight villagesenroute. The next day,
the marchers proceeded to Mallepally and from thereto
Devarakondatown. By then the support had significantly
swelled and mgjor political partieslike CPI(M), Congress(l)
and the Telegu Desam came forward to express their
solidarity. On thefifth and concluding day, the paadayatra
started at Devarakonda and ended at Seripally, the
proposed site for uranium processing, in the afternoon

voluntary organizations and
experts pointing to and el aborating the dangersarising out
of the proposed project abutting the Nagarjuna Sagar
Reservair, catering drinking and irrigation water to about
onethird population of the state, including the Hyderabad.

The prominent activistswho had participated inthemarch
includes Dr.Surendra Gadekar and Ms. Kesri Dasfrom
SampoornaKranti Vidyalay, Vedchi, Gujarat; Mr. Rajan
Naidu, ahumanrightsactivist from Auroville, Pondicherry;
Mr. Gummadi Narasaiah, CPI-ML (New Democracy)
from Yellendu, Khammam; Prof.Vishnu Kamat and Mr.
Ramakrishnafrom CANE (Citizensfor Alternativesto
Nuclear Energy), Bangaore; Ms. Meera—asocia activist
from UK; Dr. K Balagopal, aleading humanrightsactivist
from Hyderabad. Dr.Srikumar from NIT, Suratkal,
Mangalore and Mr.Sukla Sen from CNDP.
Apart fromthelocal people, agood number of prominent
socid activids, filmmakers, writers, journdists, doctorsand
lawyersfrom Hyderabad had alsojoined the Yatra.




CNDP Activities

Children for Nuclear Disarmament and Peace

Children for Nuclear Disar mament and Peace

Rememberin the victims of the Hiroshimaand Nagasaki
bombingsin August 1945 by America, Codlitionfor Nuclear
Disarmament and Peace (CNDP) observed “ Hiroshima
and Nagasaki Week” at its various state chapters across
Indiain commemoration of its60" anniversary. During this

Jaipur childrenin Delhi

Morethan hundred children from Jai pur schoolsalongwith
their teachers cameto Delhi and performed different cul-
tural programmesin favour of Nuclear Disarmament and
Peace during 2"-3" October 2005. The Rajasthan Chap-
ter of CNDP played avita rolein organizing thistour from

week from 6" to 12" August 2005,
CNDP made a call for an action
againg theracefor nuclear aamsand
appeal for peaceto variousinstitu-
tionsand civil society organizations
in Bihar, Karnataka, Tamilnadu,

“Young people have a unique voice and
imagination that the world needsto hear.
Even the smallest act can changethecur-
rent path of violence and destruction”

Jaipur to Delhi. They performed al
along theway to Delhi at villages.
Apart from schoolsin Delhi, Jaipur
children performed at Rgjghat and
Dilli Haet el so. On October 3, 2004,
students from delhi and Jaipur

Chhattisgarh, Delhi, Goa, Andhra
Pradesh, Maharashtra, Punjab, Pondicherry, Rajasthan,
Uttar Pradesh.

A weeklong campaign for Peace and Nuclear Disarma-
ment at variousschool sintheform of Children’sprogramme
were carried out. Inan attempt to incul cate the need for
peace and the threat of nuclear armsin the minds of the
young childrenintensively. And that theissue of peacewould
be taken as an important agenda by schools and institu-
tions.

Sanjha Chulha- Sanjhi Roti in Jaipur

A two-day programmewasorganized by CNDP at Jawahar
KalaKendra(Jaipur) onthetheme of Sanjha Chula Sanjhi
Roti. Morethan hundred students, volunteersand teachers
from various school s attended the programme.

OnNovember 12 al participantsassembled at children’s
park (India gate) and performed there a short cultural
programme. Then the caravan proceeded towards Jai pur.
InJaipur They prfformed aswell on November 13and 14,
2005

Itwasafollow up of weeklong commemoration of Hiroasma
and Nagasaki and to celebrate children’s sday with the
theme*“justiceand peace’” Themain objectivewastotrans-
form childrenin apressuregroup that can contributeinre-
sisting the nuclear armsand war with along-termvision
sincechildren arethefuture generation asCNDP believes
that incul cating theissue of peaceand justiceintheir young
minds could help them to grow up asamessenger of peace
and be apeace makers.

schoolsjointly performed at Dilli Haat. Thewhole event
was comprised of dozensof plays, film shows, songsand
musical items. A number of peaceactivistsandjournalists
attended the event with full support for peace and nuclear
disarmament.

CNDP-NCC mesetsin Goaand Chennai

The CNDP-NCC Meeting was held at Panjim, Goa on
June 25-26, 2005 and in Chennai on October 8-9, 2005.

Apart from thereportsfrom CNDP state chapters, other
Issueswerediscussed in Goasuch asNuclear Auditin South
Asa Landminesin Rgjasthan, Indo-Pakistan PeaceMarch,
Special issue of Peace Now on 60" anniversary of
Hiroshima& Nagasaki and other programmesintheschools/
colleges. NCC endorsed the proposed seminar on Pales-
tine. Members present in the meeting were discussed the
proposal of Pakistan Peace Coalition ontheissue of South
Asian Nuclear Weapons Free Zone. It was decided that
thenext venueand datefor the CNDP, NCC meeting to be
inChennal.

In Chennai, The editorial Board for Peace Now was
finalised. It comprised of J.Sri Raman, Sukla Sen, Qamar
Agha, Anil Chaudhary, llinaSen, M.V.Ramanaand Zia
Mian. Four issuesin ayear will be committed. However,
theremay be some deviationsbased on exigencies. There
cannot be acommitted number in case of special issues.
Specid issueswill bespecidly priced. Therewasadiscus-
sion on the UP and M aharastra state conventions. Other
issues discussed there were the proposed Pal estine semi-
nar, and theforthcoming children’sbook by Orient Longman.




A ten-minute film on the Chernobyl disaster isto be at-
tempted through an independent filmmaker. The next
CNDP-NCC would be at Nalgonda (AndhraPradesh) on
February 18-19, 2006.

UP convention at L ucknow

The UP chapter of CNDP organized astatelevel conven-
tion around the theme of 1deol ogy of Bomb Destruction
or Preferenceto Devel opment on November 26-27, 2005
in Lucknow. Thethemesof thedifferent sessonswereEmer-
gence of uni-polar World- threat to world peace, India’s
Iranian Dilemma—inthecontext of Indo-USNuclear dedl,
India'sIranian Dilemma—inthecontext of Indo-USNuclear
dedl, Peace movement in South Asia. Intheevening of No-
vember 26 acultural evening was planned, whenthere-
nowned Pakistani theatre artist SheemaKirmani of Tehrik-
e-Niswan performed apart of aplay Zikr-e-Nasunida. On
November 27 there was a demonstaration against Indo-
US Nuclear deal at Sardar Patel statue (Hazratgan)
Lucknow. Followed by a press conference, where the
Lucknow Declaration by CNDPwasrel eased.

Seminar on “ Palestine Today”

CNDP organized atwo-day seminar on Palestine on Octo-
ber 22-23, 2005 to express solidarity with the Palestinian
Struggle, which was attended by representativesfrom India
and particularly from Mayasiaand Palestine. Thetheme of
the seminar was Palestine Today: Realities & Perspec-
tives for Sruggle.

The Seminar began Dr. Raji Sourani’s paper read out by
Qamar Aghafrom CNDP. Followed by other speskers Prof.
Aijaz Ahmad, IMI (India), Mr. Chandra Muzaffar, and
President of International Movement for a Just World
(JUST) and Founding Member of ICPCSS (Malaysia), Dr.
Jan Selby of Sussex University and Dr. Bashir Barghouiti
(Palestine). Prof. ZoyaHasan, INU, INDIA, chaired the
session.

In the second session presentation by representatives of
Indian Political partieswasmade. The presentativeswere
Com. Manoj Bhattacharyaof Revolutionary Socidist Party
(RSP) and Com. Rajaof CPI and Com. Prakash Karat,
General Secretary of CPI (M). Mr. Praful Bidwai, Inde-
pendent Journalist and Columnist chaired thissession. After
theround of discussionsit was said theleftist government
would ask the present UPA government to ask themtore-
view about their stance on Palestinianissue and subsequently
ask themtofollow an independent Foreign Policy.

On October 23, thefirst session wason Mediavis-avis

Palestine, chaired by Ms. PamelaPhilipose (Senior Edi-
tor, Indian Express). The speakers included Sukumar
Murdidharan (Frontline), SeemaMustafa(The Asan Age)
and Amit Sengupta (Tehelka). Thiswasfollowed by aple-
nary session wherein the participants put forth their obser-
vations, commentsand queries. Presented below iscom-
pendium of thesame:

The second session wasfocussed on Building Civil Soci-
etiesLinkagesin India and the South, which was chaired
by Anil Chaudhary. Among speakers were Bashir
Barghouti, (Pdestine), ChandraMuzaffar, Ram Karthigasu,
Founding Member, ICPCSS and Achin Vanaik. Mr.
Chaudhary appreciated thefact that the seminar hashad a
sustained focuson practical stepsthat needto betakenin
each segment.

After the presentation was made, the next session wasthe
round of discussion, which was attended by N D
Jayprakash, Anil Chaudhary Asad from Mumbai, Thomas
Matthew from Samajik NyayaMorcha, JameelaNishat,
Shaadi, Achin Vanaik, Chandra Muzaffar and Bashir
Barghouti,

A film madeby BBC on Shatillaand ShabiraCamp massa-
creof Palestinein Lebanonin 1982 by Flangelist Militia
was Vviewed and the two days seminar was concluded.

Tony Blair Go Back!

The CNDP participated with loud Anti-War and Anti-Blair
dogans“War Criminal Tony Blair—Go back!” inamarch
inDelhi onthevist of British PrimeMinister Tony Blairin
Delhi on September 7, 2005. The campaign initiated and
led by CNDP and Lok Raj Sangathan and wasjoined by
al anti-war, anti-fascigt, anti-racist forcesincludingAIFTU,
People's Front, PUDR, Saheli, Anhad, INSAF, Hind
Naujawan EktaSabha, PSU, TWSC, CITU, AIDWA, SH,
DYFI, DSF, JANAM, AITUC, AIPSO, AISF, AIYF,
NFIW, AISA and FDI.

Prakash Rao, Sucharita, D Raja, Amarjeet Kaur, Achin
Vanaik, PK Shahi, Sheomangal Siddhantkar, Kavita
Krishnamurthy, Radhikaand |eaders of various participat-
Ing organisationswere at the head of the demonstration.
Policeand Rapid Action Force of central government was
deployedinfull forceto stop the demonstration for reach-
ing Hyderabad House, wherethe summit wastaking place.

Hundreds of demonstrators participated in the March car-
rying beautiful placardsand shouting dogans—"War Crimi-
nal Tony Blar—GOBACK”; “Racist Blair, Fascist Blair,
Tony Blair, GOBACK!”, “Butcher of Baghdad, Tony Blair,




GOBACK".

Panel Discussion on A Critique of the India-US
Accord

TheCoditionfor Nuclear Disarmament and Peace (CNDP),
Indiaorganised apand discussion on 28" July 2005 at In-
dialnternational Centre (Delhi) to present acritical per-
spective on the Agreement and the Accord that has other-
wisebeenwiddy welcomedinmany circlesand in much of
themainsiream media.

The Panelistswere Siddarth Vardarajan, Deputy Editor of
TheHindu, Praful Bidwai, columnist, Achin Vanalk, Pro-
fessor of International Relationsand Global Politics, Delhi
University and Anil Chaudhary of PEACE. Pandlistsdis-
cussed and expressed their opinion on the recent “New
Framework Agreement onthelndia-US Defence Relation-
ship” in conjunction with the Accord signed between
Manmohan Singh and George Bush in Washingtonin late
July 2005, which hasbeen widely seen as seriousdevel op-
mentsin thefieldsof Indian defence, nuclear energy and
foreign policy making and behaviour. They discussed the
implicationsfor thefutureof thelndian nuclear energy sec-
tor, the progpectsof global nuclear disarmament, the strate-
gicimplicationsregarding thetieupwiththeUSand US
ambitionsto beagloba hegemony.

L ucknow Declar ation

This LUCKNOW DECLARATION was drafted during
the two-days CNDP Convention being held in Lucknow,
UP from November 26-27, 2005.

1.The CNDP (UP Chapter) categorically opposestheUS
attempt tovictimizelranfor exercisngitssovereignand le-
gd right to havefull control over itsciviliannuclear fud cycle.
Inthiscontext the CNDPcondemnsIndia svoteaongside
the USat the September 20051 AEA governing body meeting
insupport of aresolutionthreatening Iran’sfuturereferra to
the UN Security Council for the possibleimposition of sanc-
tions on Iran.
2. The CNDP opposesthe devel opment and possession of
nuclear weapons everywhere and by any country. The UP
Chapter of the CNDP declaresthefollowing:

d Indiahaving carried out nuclear testsin May 1998
provoking Pakistan to do the same has no mora
right tocall for global or regiond disarmament else-
wherewhileretaining it'sown nuclear arsena. The
UP chapter of the CNDP therefore calls for the
establishment of a South Asian Nuclear Weapons
Free Zone inclusive of India, Pakistan, Nepal,

Bangladesh, Sri Lanka.

b) The UP Chapter of the CNDP aso callsfor the
unconditional establishment of aMiddle Eastern
Weapons of Mass Destruction Free Zone
(MEWMDEFZ). Thisobviously includes nuclear
weapons and incorporates among the countriesin
theregion, both Iran and Israel . We demand that
Indiadeclareitsunequivocal support to thispro-
posdl irrespective of any objectionsby theUS, Is-
rael or any other country in or outsidetheregion.

c¢) TheCNDPcalsonall thenuclear weapon powers
to set up aong with the non-nucl ear weapon states
aninternational conferencetoimmediately initiate
theprocessof global nuclear disarmament through
verifiable stepsof steady and cumulative nuclear
disarmament carried out by all nuclear weapon
states.

3. Sinceamilitary potential and dual-use capacity isinher-
entindl civilian nuclear energy programmes, thereisavita
need to establish complete transparency inthefunctioning
of all such programmes everywhere. The UP Chapter of
CNDPthereforeopposesal selectiveand hypocritical ap-
proaches (e.g., asin the case of Iran) in thisrespect and
callsfor theestablishment of auniversally gpplicable, multi-
lateral treaty aimed at ensuring such complete and global
trangparency inthecivilian nuclear energy programmesof
all countries, including those of the nuclear weapon states,
dejure (the P-5) or defacto (India, Pakistan, Isragl). An
international and impartia agency not beholdento or ma
nipulable by any country or group of countriesmust be set
up as part of theterms of such an international treaty to
carry out the vital and necessary functions
of globa monitoring, verification, recording and publicity.

Mayorsfor Peace

“...0Over the Next year, Mayorsfor Peace, which con-
sistsof Mayorsfrom over 1,000 citiesworldwide, will
work with nations, NGOs and othersto launch agreat
diversity of campaignsfor theabolition of nuclear weap-
ons....

Unfortunately, the Review Conference of Nuclear Non-
proliferation Treaty thispast May |eft no doubt that the
U.S,, Russig, Britain, France, China, India, Pakistan and
North Korea, and afew other nations wishing to be-
come nucl ear-weapon states, areignoring the majority
voicesof the peopleand governmentsof theworld...”

-HiroshimaMayor Tadatoshi Akiba.




Peace Initiatives

Crossing Borders through the Performing Arts

Thispaper will deal specifically with the contribution and
inputs of Tehrik-e-Niswan Cultural Action Group to the
Peace movement between Indiaand Pakistan. Theraison
d etreof thispaper isthat artistsshould try to be conscious
of what they aretrying to do; whilethey areendeavouring
to attain self-awarenessas artists, they should aso commu-
nicatetheir findingsto society. Ontheother hand, theintel-
lectuals must put away blinkersof arbitrary theoriesand
examinether genuine and spontaneousresponsestoworks
of art.

Weartistsbelievethat culture, theartsand creative media
ingenera, present many opportunitiesfor the promotion of
the understanding of human rightsand for forging unity
amongst the peoplesof Indiaand Pakistan. Dance, music,
visua and performing artstran-

W Sheema Kermani

must show theworld aschangeable. And helpto changeit.
Whenever Tehrik sets out to produce awork of art, beit
dance or drama, thisworld outlook, thisideology and a
highly consciousrational processiskept in mind. Someof
theseideasare:

- Tocreate awareness and change moral attitudes
especialy about rel ations between Indiaand Paki-
stan and between Hindusand Mudlims,

Tofight obscurantismand al kinds of fundamen-
talismespecidly religiousfundamentalism.

To empower the oppressed people of Indiaand
Pekistan so that they take control of their livesand
try to bring about asocia change.

To create an atmosphere of Peace and Harmony
between the peopl es of thetwo countries.

scend language barriers and
serveasincredible, amost magi-
ca meansof communicationand
bonding.

Inabroad sense, aculture can-
not be developed! It emerges
over time. It may changeand at

“Who Am I?” is a one-woman dance theatre. It
usesthenarrativeaswell asdialogic performance
alongwith music, song and dance. It comments
on “History” asbeing “His’ story
“Her” story hasnever been written. Even though
it wascreated to depict thelivesof women in Paki-
stan it raisesuniver sal issues/problems.

Thevery first theatre produc-
tion of Tehrik-e-Niswan in
1980 was an adaptation of
Safdar Hashmi’splay “Aurat” .
Thisplay showsshort vignettes
onthelivesof womenindiffer-
ent situationsand belonging to
different classes. Tehrik has

because

best evolve. Tomeit seemsthat
itisnot possibletotalk of asociety without talking about its
culture; the development of asociety isnot only about eco-
nomicsand finance but al so about how developeditscul-
tureis. Totreat literacy and artin apurdy instrumental way,
asmost development programsdo, isto reinforce values
that are part of the problem, not the solution. Do we want
only materidisticdevelopment?Havewenointerestin piri-
tual, artistic and political development?How canwe ad-
dressthequestion of literacy, if weignorethe question of
what thereisto read? Culture therefore to me means not
just art, music, dance and dramabut awholeway of life. It
includesthought and action and speech, food and clothing,
loveand friendship, therel ationshi p between the sexes, the
position of women and children, beauty and enjoyment, sport
and recreation, the pursuit of knowledge and happiness,
and the attempt to discover the meaning of life. Cultureis
how anindividua expressesone' sself and the sumtotal of
how all membersof asociety expressthemselves.

Tehrik-e-Niswan wasformed in 1980. Themainaimwas
totry andintegrate art and politicswith especia emphasis
onwomen'srights. Inasociety wherethereisconflict, art,
if itistruthful, must alsoreflect the conflict and thedecay. It

held over 300 performancesof thisparticular play and it
alwaysreceivesvery popular applause. However, Tehrik
made one major changeto the script by Safdar. Theorigi-
nal script startsoff with describing woman through thede-
fined rolesgivento her by society. Safdar wrote hisopen-
Ing scene:

Woman: | am amother,

| amagister,

| amawife,

| am adaughter,

| amawoman.

Tehrik fromitsvery inception has strived towardsafemi-
nist and humanistideol ogy. Our ambitionisnot only to rep-
resent reality but also to shapeit. Wefdt that thisissurely
the manner a decadent society defines awoman, but a
womanismorethantherolespatriarchal society givesher.
Sheisahuman being first and then awife, mother etc. So
our opening sceneis:

Manl: Sheisamother
Man2: Sheisadaughter
Man3: Sheisasister




Man4:
Woman:

Sheisawife
| am ahuman being.

I tismenwho definetheserolesfor awoman. They would
never dothesamefor themsalves. No manwill definehim-
self asafather, brother, husband etc. So thewoman hasto
protest. She hasto say that sheisahuman being first and
then sheisawoman.

Another feminist play wasadapted from the short storiesof
AmritaPritam. Thecollection of storieswasentitled“Dard
Kay Faslay”- alinefrom Faiz Ahmed Faiz. We kept the
samenameand therewashardly any differenceinthelives
and problems of thefemal e characters. Thisplay wasper-
formedin 1981. At the premiere

Relations) scholarship to study Indian Classical dance at
Delhi. Thisgave mean opportunity to meet many Indian
artigs, performers, writersetc. | spent sometimewith Habib
Tanvir and his Chattisgarh troupe. Habib sahib waswork-
ingonananti-communda play “ Jnnay LahoreNahinVekhya’
written by Asghar Wajahat. | spent many daysobserving
hisrehearsalsand many eveningsdiscussing theaesthetics
of theatre with Habib sahib and with MonicaHabib. In
1991 with thewriters permisson Tehrik-e-Niswan dightly
adapted the play and was preparing to performit. Theplay
issetin Lahoreimmediately after the partition of the sub-
continent. Themain protagonist isan old Hindu woman
who hasrefused to leave her haveli whileall her family

haveleft. Theplay isbasically for reli-

of the play we invited Amrita Theplay (Lahore) wasnot allowed pub-
lic performances—i.e. wecould not sell

tickets, hold theperformanceat apublic
placeand could not advertise. Sotheplay
became subversive But art isalways
subversive- becauseart tellsthetruth.

Pritam to Pakistan but she could
not get avisa.

In 1985 Tehrik found ascript by
Vijay Tendulkar, acontemporary

giousharmony toleranceand anti fanati-
asm.

We in Pakistan still have to get the
NOC, aNo Objection Certificatefrom
thelocal government authoritiesfor al
public performances; and to get the

Marathi playwright. This was
“Anji”- short for Anjai SharmainIndiaand Arjumand Ara
in Pakistan, ayoung singleworkingwoman who setsout on
ajourney to find ahusband for herself. We happily found
that the perilsfor asingleworkingwoman wereexactly the
sameinIndiaasin Pakistan.

SurendraVermaisawel-known nameinthefield of Hindi
literature both asashort story writer and aplaywright. In
1989 Tehrik performed three of hisone-act plays“Neend
Kyun Raat Bhar Nahi Ati”, “ Samjhaoon Tou SamjhaNa
Sakhon” and “Woh Naak Say Boltey Hain”. These plays
bring out the conflictsand dilemmas of contemporary soci-
ety- the pangs of transition, arenewed search for identity
and the discovery of new emotional bondsamidst crum-
blingvaues.

The same year, 1989, Tehrik-e-Niswan was invited to
present aplay from Pakistan by the Indialnternational Cen-
tre, Delhi. Sincetherewas no budget for the performance
we decided on a small two-member cast play by Rafi
Peerzada. The play wasentitled“ Raaz o Niaz” and was set
inahouseboat in Kashmir. Thisplay had two performances
at the Indialnternational Centre and wasthefirst theatre
play from Pakistan to be performedin India

INn1988 PrimeMinister Rgjiv Gandhi cameto |damabad to
meet Benazir Bhutto thethen Prime Minister of Pakistan.
Indiaand Pakistan signed a Cultural Accord that Pakistani
and Indian artistswould be given scholarshipsthrough an
exchange programme between the two countries. | was
lucky enough to get an ICCR (Indian Council of Cultural

NOC the script hasto passthrough the
censor of theMinigtry of Information. “Jnnay LahoreNahin
Vekhya® did not passthe censor asthey had two objec-
tions

1- Agood Hindu may not bethe main character.
2- A Maulvi may not bemurdered

The play was performed in the premises of the Goethe
Institut, Karachi, to packed housesfor aweek. It received
much publicity. Whet isbanned becomescontroversd. Both
Habib Tanvir and Asghar Wejahat wereinvited by Tehrik
but wererefused visas.

These are some of theinterventionsthat Tehrik-e-Niswan
had initiated itself without any support from other
organisations. They are an exampleof how Pakistani cul-
tureand Indian culture sharessimilaritiesand it isthese
similarities that we need to own and be proud of. | am
proud to bel ong toamultilingua , multidenominational, mul-
tiracia country. | cherishthefact that we haveagreat many
languages, religiousdenominations, literatures, traditionsof
musi ¢ and dance and great many distinct cultura traditions
withinus. Thereissomething very comforting and deeply
humane about a country so heterogeneous. When | was
studying in Karachi | had 4 Parsi girls, 3 Hindus and 5
Chrigiangirlsinmy class. Now youfind only Mudims—all
othershaveleft the country! Itisthevery suppression of
all of thisthat has been the greatest tragedy of Pakistan
and if wecanreviveour linkswith what we havelost we
may beableto survive.




Oneisawaysamazedto discover thevariousel ementsthat
become part of traditionsand culture. | have always be-
lieved that it isnot religion donethat createsdifferent cul-
tures! Infact, living in Pakistan one hasfor thelast so many
yearsbeentoldthat danceisnot part of our cultureand that
itispart of Indian culture; by callingit Indian culturethey
obvioudy imply that itispart of Hindu lifeand not Mudim
life. My experienceinthefield of performing artshasrest-
firmed my belief that itisnot religion but the Patriarcha sys-
tem that determinesthe status of women and the status of
artists. Gangubai Hanga, amuch respected femaeclassica
vocalist had oncesad, “If amaemusicianisaMudim, he
becomesan Ustad, if aHindu heisaPundit, but women
like Kesarbai and Gangubai and Akhtaribai alwaysremain
justBas’.

All these problemswe sharewith our Indian counterparts!
Whereisthedifferencel ask?

Pakistan IndiaPeoples Forum for Peace and Democracy’s
first Conventionwasheld at Delhi in 1995. For thisconven-
tion | had specially choreographed two poems by Faiz
Ahmed Faiz “Ag Kay Naam” and “Yaad”, a poem by
FehmidaRiaz “ Aao Aye Humwaton RagsKaro” and one
by the Punjabi Sufi Saint-Poet BabaBulleh Shahintheclas-
scd Odiss style. | presented

ber 1998. It wasthefirst Pakistani play to be sponsored
by ICCR and shown at Kolkata, Kalyani, Kamani Audi-
torium, Delhi and also at Lucknow. The play is adapted
from storiestaken from“ A Thousand and One Nights’.
Themain character Shahrazad transformsaninhuman chau-
vinist maePrince Shahriyar into acompassionateand wise
human being, through theart of story telling.

Whenever and wherever | have performedit, women have
alwayswarmed towards it and found relevance. | have
performed it in Bangladesh, Sri Lanka, and Nepal andin
Bangalore, Indiaat the PIPFD Conventionin April 2000.

We have held two workshopswith Indian Thestre Direc-
tors, Mohan Maharishi and Rati Bartholomew who came
to Karachi for thispurposein 1997 and 1998. Thesework-
shopswereconducted by themfor the Tehrik Thestregroup.

“The Elephant and the Tragopan” isapoem takenfroma
collection“Beastly Talesfrom Hereand There” written by
Vikram Seth. Thispoemwasespecidly trandatedinto Urdu
by FehmidaRiaz for Tehrik-e-Niswan and then choreo-
graphed and directed by me intoamusical play “Jungle
Jungle Zindabad” and performed at Karachi in 2001 and
at Lahorein 2005

these dances at the Sapru

Tehrik-e-Niswan's “Jang

house cultural event on 24"
Feb 1995. The Sufi/Bhakti
tradition symbolisesthegreeat
cultural synthesis that took
placein the sub-continent and
which gave birth to alarge
vaiety of cregtivearts. Bulleh
Shahwhoissungin Pakistan
aswell asin Indiaisone of

“Peaceispartly ingtitutional and mainly individual.
Itsbasic locusisthe mind of theindividual. If it is
not deep and firm ther e, itsinstitutional form cannot
be durable and effective. Unless we, as individual
human beings, are peace-loving, i.e. unlesswelove
our fellow human beings, our institutional behaviour
cannot promotepeaceand cultureinthedesired di-
rection and at desired pace.”

AbNahinHo Gi”, isbased
on Aristophanes’ Greek
classic“Lysstrata’, written
in411B.C. “Lysistrata’ is
oneof themost remarkable
Peaceplaysinworld litera-
ture and today, nearly 2500
years later, it still holds

thefinest examplesof thissyn-
thess

D.P. Chattopadhyaya

amazingrelevanceanywhere
intheworld. TheUrdu ver-
son“JangAbNahinHo GI”

| choreographed Rabindranath Tagore's poem “Where
theMindiswithout Fear” ,asatribute not only toa great
man but as an acknowledgment of our shared heritage. Asl
interpreted and understood thispoem | found so many lay-
ersinit. It not only seeksabetter world and abetter lifebut
asoisatributeto natureand can beseeninthelight of male
femalerelationships. Thisishow | present itin my dance
drama. | performed it at Nishtar Hall, Peshawar for the
PIPFD Convention on 21 Nov 1998, then at the Pakistan
Peace Conference at Karachi in 1999 and in 2004 at
Kolkata, wherethe Bengal chapter of PIPFD invited me.

Tehrik’sproduction of “ Aik Hazar Aur Aik Theen Ratain”
wasinvited totheNandikar Festival in Kolkatain Decem-

has been skilfully adapted
andtrandated for Tehrik by thewd |-known FehmidaRiaz.
Having gained their independencethrough ajoint struggle
againgt foreign colonia rule, twotribes, the Khagbani and
the Phool Machhi, arekept in constant state of strife, con-
flict and war amongst themsalvesby their chauvinisticrul-
ers. Pained and disgusted by the state of affairsinthispa-
triarchal set-up, thewomen of both of thewarring tribes
uniteto bring about achange by refusing thementheir (so-
called) conjugdl rights. To render themen completely help-
less, they al so manageto gain control of the state coffers.
Thewar machinery, thus, comesto agrinding hatandthe
menfolk finally aremadeto seereason.




For methisisafeminist play aswell asan anti-war play.
The comic dement underpinsadiresituation—the destruc-
tivenatureof war isan extension of thedestructive nature of
patriarchy! Totreat asituation asseriousaswar inacomic

and endure. Indeed, we have seen how culture canbea
powerful mobilizing tool toincrease awareness, encourage
debate and even change significant redlities.

| hopethat itisclear toal of ushow Peaceand Cultureare

way isdifficult - but then
comedy has long been
recognized as a very
powerful tool by whichto
make acomment on so-
ciety and on the charac-
tersin society. | had ac-
tudly plannedthisplay as
an Indo-Pakistan pro-
duction with Rati
Bartholomew asthedi-
rector from India but
Kargil happened and of
course Rati could not
come. “Jang Ab Nahin

Media has reduced the true trauma of war to “events and
the benumbed consumption process sets aside the tragedies
of the people, dislocation of communities and destruction of
the environment. The reality of the crimes, oppression, cru-
elty and inhumanness are garbed in the shimmer of martyr-
dom, medals, patriotism and the notion of the nation state,
while those who suffer plunder, loot, rape, loss of dignity..
arereduced to mere data.

The process which brought together the two geographically
separated sensibilitieson a platformto examine and exchange
ideas, to invent an idiom and aesthetic cohesive, to speak
about a shared philosophy of life, was one more occasion of

indivisible. Peaceisnot
mere" ceasefire’ or “ ces-
sation of hodtilities’. Nor
isitamere prevention of
war brought about by
military threat or eco-
nomic sanction. Peace, as
| understand it, isaposi-
tivemoral dispositionand
evident in conduct.
Gandhi, following Bud-
dha and Christ, calls it
love. Lovefor dl, human
as well as subhuman
crestures. Evenplantlife

Ho Gi” was first per-
formed in Karachi in
2002. It has been per-

reassurance.”

and environment do not
fall outsideitsscope. To

Prasanna Ramaswamy destroy environment and

formed repeatedly in
Karachi, Lahore and excerptswere presented at the PIPFD
Karachi Convention.

“Rhythmsof Peace”, aclassica danceprogrammeheldin
2003. | had planned thisdance performancewith Sharmistha
Mukherjee from India but she was refused visa on the
groundsthat danceisnot allowed in Pakistan. We held the
programmewithout her. The programmeincluded dances
choreographed on poems by Tagore, Amir Khusrau and
Sarojini Naidu.

“Zikr-e-Nashunida” was performed in Karachi in March
2005 and we hopeto take thisto neighbouring countries.

Our belief isthat sustainable change needscultureto thrive

misuse natural resources
areactsof violence and offence against humankind and our

posterity.

Soitisaculturethat hasto becreated, aculturethat hasto
evolve, aCultureof Peace.

Theaimof thispaper istwofold: toanayseour work from
the point of view of how it communicatesat alarger collec-
tivelevel, and secondly to emphasise that without culture
Peaceisnot possible. Alsoto determineour roleasartists
sothat the performing artsact asasocia phenomenon for
thewelfare, refinement and growth of the heartsyminds of
the peopleof both Indiaand Pakistan, to beableto play a
productiveroleintheir rebirth, both on theindividual and
collectivelevel, leading to abetter state of human coexist-
ence.




PARLIAMENTARIANS AND CIVIL SOCIETY APPEAL ON
IRAN AND NUCLEAR WEAPONS

APEACEFUL SOLUTION TO THE IRAN CRIS SAND ANUCLEAR-FREE MIDDLE EAST NO FIRST
USE OF NUCLEARWEAPONS

To,
President George Bush
Secy of State CondoleezaRice
Secy of Defence Donald Rumsfeld
UN Ambassador John Bolton
President Ahmadinejad of Iran
Foreign Minister of Iran, Kamal Jharze
Iran UN Ambassador, H.E. Zarif-Khonsari
Ariel Sharon, Prime Minister of Israel,
Israel Foreign Minister Silvan Shalom,
H.E. Mr. Dan Gillerman, Israel UN Mission
cc:
Mr Jose Manuel Barroso,
President of the European Commission

Tony Blair,
Prime Minister of UK and Exercising President of the
European Council

Jack Straw,

Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs

The Hon. John Howard, Prime Minister of Australia

The Hon. Alexander Downer, Minister for Foreign Affairs, Australia
M. Jacques Chirac, Président de la République Frangaise

M. Dominique de Villepin, Premier Ministre

M. Philippe Douste-Blazy, Ministre des Affaires Etrangéres

Herr Horst Kohler, Bundesprézsident Deutschlands

Frau AngelaMerkel, Bundeskanzlerin Deutschlands

Dr. Frank-Walter Steinmeier, Deutsche Bundesaussenminister

Mr Kofi Annan, General Secretary of the United Nations

Mr Mohamed ElBaradei, Director of the IAEA

Dear Presidents Bush and Ahmadinegjad, Presidents, Prime Ministers,
Foreign Ministers, Secretaries of State and Defence and Ambassadors,

The proliferation of nuclear weaponsis possibly the single greatest threat
tocivilisation. If afeared cascade of proliferation occurs,the probability

that by malice, madness, miscal culation or malfunction, nuclear weapons
will at some point be used will increase sharply. All nations have arespon-
sibility to ensure that the number of nations with nuclear weapons does
not grow, to prevent non-state actors from obtaining them, and for those
who posses nuclear weapons to eliminate and abolish them.

Threats and rumours of military action or even nuclear weapons use only
worsen agrowing crisis between Iran, the United States, and Israel.
Reports of preparations for and explorations of military options, no mat-
ter how speculative, are highly disturbing and arein themselves dangerous.
Such explorations must cease. There must be no talk of war.

But there IS talk of war, both from the United States and from Israel.
President Ahmadingjad, you have spoken of “wiping | srael from themap.”
In the US and Israel, ‘hotheads call openly for “swift military action”,
while ‘responsible’ leaders speak of “no option being ruled out.” Presi-
dent Bush, we heard these same two formul ations used just months before
theinvasion of Irag. Weurgethat the explorations of military or nuclear
options ceaseimmediately, and support |AEA General Director, Mohamed
ElBaradei in calling for this belligerent talk from all partiesto stop now.
The United States and other Nuclear Weapon States and de facto nuclear
weapon states -nations that already possess nuclear weapons- have made
little progress toward the internationally mandated goal of the total and
unequivocal elimination of those weapons. Although there has been some
limited progressin lowering total nuclear stockpiles, the established nuclear
weapons possessors continue to rely on those weapons in their security
doctrines, and do not envisage change in that posture ‘for the foreseeable
future'.

This continuesin spite of aclear international consensus to the effect that
nuclear weapons are a continuing threat to civilisation and life, in spite of
repeated calls by the international community for progress toward their
total and unequivocal elimination.

Nationsthat possess|arge nuclear arsenal s cannot consistently or credibly
call for othersto eliminate or ceasethe pursuit of nuclear weaponsarsenals
of their own while not moving to eliminate their own nuclear weapons. A
global commitment to the elimination of nuclear weapons applies equally
toall parties. There can be no exceptions. Those who now posses nuclear
arsenals are obliged to eliminate those arsenals. Those who do not have
them must not pursue them.

Similarly, the violation of the goal of a nuclear-free Middle East by one
party does not in any way excuse its violation by another party. However,
the renunciation of the nuclear option by one party will facilitate its
renunciation by another party.

Israel’s nuclear arsenal and the pursuit of nuclear weapons by Iran -if
indeed that is taking place - are dangerous per se and open the gate for
further proliferation by other Middle Eastern nations, and for a middle




eastern arms race that would be dangerous in the extreme. This must not
happen.

Serious concerns exist over the possibility that US nuclear doctrine may
envisage strikes against other nations that involve a first use of nuclear
weapons, or possibly the use of nuclear weapons against nations that are
not themselves nuclear - armed. We note with approval the recent letter by
US senators and others in this matter.

A third use of nuclear weapons must never take place. It would be a
catastrophe not only for Iran or Israel but for the entire region and even for
the entire world, because of its radioactive fallout, its chaotic effects, and
because it would bresk the taboo against the use of these weaponsthat has
so far held place for the last 60 years.

Breaking this taboo could result in the further use of nuclear

wespons, with alower and lower bar for such use. The widespread use of
nuclear weapons would be catastrophic for theworld. We urge all parties
to renounce the pursuit of nuclear weapons, and to adopt policiesthat rule
out their use.

The Parliamentarians, civil society organisations, and prominent individu-
assigned below hereby urge asolution to the crisisin relations between the
US and Iran, as well as Israel and Iran, based on the following clearly

1) No use of any military option whatsoever by any party for any
reason.

2) A clear commitment by all nuclear-armed parties not to use nuclear
wesgponsin thissituation, and abroader commitment to the doctrine
of no first use of nuclear weapons.

3) Theimplementation of the 1995 Non-Proliferation Treaty Resolu-
tion on aNuclear Weapon Free Zonein the Middle East, implemen-
tation of the annual consensus-adopted General Assembly resolu-
tions on ‘Establishment of a Nuclear-Weapons-Free Zone in the
region of the Middle East’, and particularly the full implementation
of thisyear’sresolution on nuclear proliferation in the middle -east.

4) A clear commitment by al partiesto theglobal elimination of nuclear
wespons, including through reaffirming the Final Declaration of the
2000 Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conference, and relevant
General Assembly resolutions.

5) A diplomatic path to the removal of tensions between the US, Israel,
and Iran, involving compromise on both sides, recognition of the
legitimate security concerns of all partiesincluding both Israel and
Iran, and refraining from inflammatory statements or the exploration
of military options by any party.

defined principles:

Announcement

After the WSF 2004 in Mumbai, organizations which were part of the WSF process and also others have been working on issues of
conflict-peace, security-justice and gender issues. We now feel a strong need to re-energize ourselves, and re-gather the momentum that
was built during the World Social Forum, to reiterate the notion of peace and justice rather than national security and to understand the
inter linkages between the myriad issues impinging on peace processes in our region. It gives us great pleasure to announce an interna-
tional conference on “Peace and Justicein South Asia” to beheld at Keshav Gore Smarak Trust, Goregaon, Mumbai on February 24 -
26, 2006.

We think it is important to continue the debate and dialogue among us against the backdrop of the continued aggression of the US, the
marked shift in the foreign policy of India, the crisisin Nepal and the 6th Ministerial of the World Trade Organization in Hong Kong. These
developments epitomize the onslaught of the imperialist globalization. and the nuclearization of India and Pakistan looming large over our
region since 1998.

We hope this conference will help re-vitalise the South Asia peoples’ alliance against militarization, nuclearization, communalism, terrorism
and the other conflicts in South Asia, and will lead us to discuss and concretize action strategies. Another important aim of the conference
is to link the issues and the movements working on Trade issues and Peace is\iues.
The main themes of the conference include US Empire building in South Asia, War and Trade, the India Pakistan Peace Process, the
Regiona Nuclear Threat, Gender Perspectives on Peace and Violence, Masculinity and Militarization and an analysis of Nationalism and
Sovereignty, There will be a plenary devoted to discussing the impact of neo liberal globalization on each country in the region giving
rise to conflicts and strife thus threatening peace and justice.We expect around 300 participants from within India and neighbouring
countries. A few comrades from West Asia, other parts of Asia, Europe, USA, Africa and Australia may aso join us.Your contribution is
extremely important for us. We hope you will agree to come and share your insights with us.Since time is short, may we request you to
confirm your participation at the earliest? We'll try to arrange accommodation on a very reasonable payment at actual cost on first come
first served basis. We look forward to a positive reply. Please get back to us should you have any query.

with warm regards, Peace M umbai:

Coalition for Nuclear Disarmament and Peace (CNDP), National Alliance of Peoples Movements (NAPM), India Center for Human Rights
and Law (ICHRL), Asia South Pacific Bureau for Adult Education (ASPBAE), Youth for Unity and Voluntary Action (YUVA), National
Youth Federation (NYF), Pakistan-India Peoples Forum for Peace and Democracy (PIPFPD), Bombay Urban Industrial League for Devel-
opment (BUILD), Focus on the Global South, India, Indo-Pak Youth Forum for Peace, Media for People, Vikas Adhyayan Kendra (VAK),
Akshara, Documentation Research and Training Center (DRTC), Explorations, Initiative, Institute For Community Organization and Re-
search  (ICOR), Movement  for Peace and Justice (MPJ), CEHAT  Supporting  Organisations:
AIPSO, SAAPE, SANGAT, PILER
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I THE DEVFENSE FRAMEWORK
Signed on June 28,2005 in Washington DC by Minister of
Defense of India, Pranab Muklierjee & Secretary of Defense of
the United States, Donald Rumsteld

NEWFRAMEWORK FORTHE US-INDIA DEFENSE
RELATIONSHIP

I The Unied States and India have entered a new era. We are transforming
wur relationship to reflect our common principles and shared national inter-
ests. As the world's two largest democeracies. the United States and India agree
on the vitad importance of political and cconomic  freedom. democratic
institutions. the rule of law. security. and opportunity around the owrld. The
feaders of vur two countries are building a U S.-India strategic partnership in
pursait of these principles and interests.

2. den years ago, in January 1995 the ;’\5* re

Between the United States and India was ¢
international security cn\" ‘mm“a*? have i llenged our countries in wavs
cen ten years ago. The US <India defonse relationship has adnmud in
a short Gime to unp xuuc‘ﬂmf 10\'015 ol cooperation unimaginable in 1995,
Toduy,we agree onanew Framework that builds an past successos, sci/czs new
opportunities. and charts a course for the U S <India defense relationship for
the next ten years. This delense relationship will support, and will be an
the broader VLS -India strategic partnership,

cd Minute on Defense Relations
aned, Since then, dmngm i the

untores

clement of.

3 The US.-

donn der

cf i free-
nd the rule of Taw. and seeks to advance shared securiyy
melude:

India defense relationship derives {rom a common belic
K)()C!‘Ei‘\l:\\ i

interests, These interests

-maintaining sceurity and stability:

-<ici'c;:f,ms_1 terroirsi and violent religious exicrmism:

:
o
-
e

g the spread of weapons of mass destruction and associ
riads. datie and technologies: and

[
e
=

-protecting the free Bow of commerce via land. air and sca lanes.

bobn pursuit of dias shared vision of an expanded and deeper ULS -India
strategic refationship. our defense establishments shall:

Al conduct joint and combined exercises and exchanges:

1. collaborate in multinational operations when it is in their com-

musty interest:

capabilities of our
ity and defent terrorism:

militaries to promote secu-

b expand ineraction with other nations
regional and global peace and stability

i wayys that promote

! enhanee capabilities to combat the proliferation of weapons
of mass destruction:

1" v the context of our strategie relationship, expand two-way
defense trade between our countries. The United States and
India will work to conclude defense transactions, not solely as
of themselves, but as a means W strengthen our
countries” security, reanforee our strategic parinership, achieve
greaier interaction between our armed forces, and build greater
understanding between our defense establishments:

ends e and

G i the context of defense trade and @ framework of technology
secunity salegurads. increase opportunities for technology trans-
fer. collaboration, co-production, and research and develop-
mient:

of Recent Indo-US Agreements

I (SN

and collaboration relating to missile duiense:

I strengthen the abitivies of our militaries to respond quickhy w

disaster situations. inchiding m combined operations:

i assist iy building worldwide capacity 1o conduct successtul
peacekeeping operations. with a focus on enabling other coun-

tries to ficld rained. capable forees for these operations:

K. conduct exchanges on defense strategy and defense transfor-
mation:

L. inerease exchanges of intelligence; and

M. continue strategic-level discussions by senior lcadership from

the U.S Department of Defense and India’s Moists of De-
fence. i which the two sides exchange perspectives on inter-
national security issues of common interest. with the aim of
increasing mutual understanding. promoting shared objectives.
and developing common approaches

5. The Defense Policy Group shall contiue tw serve as the prinary mecha-
nism o guide the UL.S-India strategic defense relationship: We herebsy
establish the Defense Procurcment and Production Group and institnie a
Toint Working Group for mid-year review of work overseen by the De-
fense Policy Group.

-The Defense Procuremient and Production Group sill oversee
defense trade. as well as prospects for co-production and technology
collaboration, broadening the scope of its predecessor subgroup the Sceuirty
Cooperation Group.

-the Defense Joint Working Group will be subordinate to the
Defense Poliey Group and will meet at least once per vear o perform a
mudyear review of work overseen by the Defense Policy Group and its
subgroups (the Defense Procurement and Production Group. and the Joint
Technology Security Group). and w prepare issures for the annual meet-
ing of the Defense Policy Group.
7. The Defense Policy Group and its subgroups witl rely upon this Frame-
worl for guidance on the principles and objectives of the ~India
strategic relationship. and will strive to achieve those ohjectves
Signed 1 Arlington, Virginia, USA on June 282003,
English. cach being equally authentic.

i - FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE OFFICE OF THE PRE
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Joint Statement between President George 13
Manmohan Singh

CBush cnd Prive Minister

Prime Minister Manmohan Singh and President Bush wday de-
clare their resolve o transform the relationship between their conntries
and establish a global partnership. As Ieaders of nations committed to the
values oi‘humzm freedom. democracy and rule of law. the new rclnlionship
between India and the United States will promote stabilin. democracy.
pz‘ospcmy and peace throughtout the world. 10will enhance owr ability to
work together to provide global leadership in arcas of mutual concern and
nterest.

Building on their common values and interst. the two leaders
resolves
* Jo ereate an international environment conducive o promotion
ol democratic values, and o strengthen democratic practices in socictivs
which wish o become more open and pluradistic,

* Yo combat terrorism relentlessly. They applaud the active and

\1“nmus counterterrorism COOY weration between the two countries and
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our Juinl obectives as strong Jongestanding democracies. the two leaders

agree on the Tolloswing

FOR THE LCONOMY
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-t Peonormie Diclogne and mmch o CRO Forum o

and dueas 1o deepen the bateral ccononig

i th i beth countries Lrroneh creaiar

SRCREHIB I
trade. mvestnent. and technology collaborations.

Flndia™s milrastroclure as @ m‘u‘cqnl«itg lor the
rowth ol the Indiop ceonomy. As India enhances (13 investment

chimate, apportmitics for mnaesiment will inerease

RISV 1

continted ¢

Laonch a U.S -fndia

Kanowladge Initiative on Agricwiture focused on pro-

moting teaching. researcly service and commercial linkages
FORENERCY AND TUE EXNVIRONMENT
CStenvthen enerey seourity and promwte the development of stable and

crovimirkets i Indiowith aview to esuring adequate. atfordable
ey supplics and conscious of the need {or sustainable develop-

Crsmnres will b addressed through the U8 <india Pig-

see on the need to promote the imperatives of development and safi-

vlarding e aivironnient. commit o developing and deploying cleaner

more elficient. atfordable, and diversified energy technole ogies.

FORDENMOCRACY AND DEVELOPNMENT

* Develop and support. through the new US -India Global Democracey Ini-

watries thal seok such assistance

mstitutions and resourees that
strengthen the foundations that make democracies credibie and effective
s the TS wallwork rogethor to strenghten demogratic practices and

crhies o contmbute e the e LN I)umw wy Fund,

* Cannuit o strength
el id omtay

en cooperation and combat HIV/ATDs at a global level
e maobtiizes private sector and govermment re-

sources, knowledge. and expertise

FORNON-PROVIFERANTTON ANDSECURITY

“ BExpross satisfuaction at the New Framework for the U.S<India Defonse

“}wl' ture cooperation, inelading i the feld o de-

Tertoisdingy as a b

el LU hnoiog .

Clonnnil by

s beadine role iy international ofTorts o provent the
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Lullidl anew LS -India Disaster Reliel Initiative that build

soon the
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cldisuster relict operations.
FORTHTGH-TECHNOLOGY AND SPACE
sgia seicnee and Technology Framoework Agreemient, building on the

N edadia High Jiechnology Cooperation Group (HTCGY. 10 prewide for

ot researehand i ning. and the establishment of public-private partoer-

wikivlosor tics inspace exploration. satelbite navigation and faunch. and
y e commercial 3\pau_ arena Urough mechanisms such as the U.S -india

Working Group on vl

Space Cooperation.

* Building on the strenethened nanproliferation commitments undertaken
the \\\[’. o remove eortain

of Commeree’s Entity List

Indis orgamzations from the Departinent

Revagnizing the significance of envifian nuclear encrey for meet-
arowing global energy demands i a cleaner and more efficent manner,

ihe teaders dis

ing

d nia’s plans Lo dovelop s crvilion nuclear encrgy

program

to the Prime Minister
enting WND prolideriion and
anced nuclear wehnology. India

cauire the same im‘*‘t’lta and advininees ax other such states, The
the Prime M

Prestdent Bush conveved his appreciation
over Indin'y stropg commitment o pr
stated that as a responsible state with ady
shoukd a

rothat e will work o achieve full eivil
nuclear cnergy conperation mlh i wdia as 1t realizes its goals of promaoting

o
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The President would also
faws and policics. and the
friends and aliies to adjust international re-
trade with Tndias

nuclenr power and achicviog encrey seourity
U irom Congress to adjust LS
United States will work with
vines wooenabls
including but not linsited to expeditious conside
safeeuareded nue the mcantime, the

seek agreement

wclod enerpy cooperation il
ration of fuel supphes for
nited States
cvpuiditiousdy. Tndia

carrectors at Tavapar, In

sl encotrage s pariners W adso consider ths regues,
has expressed iis interest in FTER and o willingness to conurtbute. The
Uinted Statos will consedo with s partners consideriogs India’s participa-
ton, The Uatted States will consult with the other partic ‘; ants i the

Generation 1V International Forum swith a view toward Indin’s inclusion.
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sist of identifying and separating
iy nuclear facibtios and programs o Dh ed manner

countries with advanced nuclear technology.
‘pom“ ihtics and practices

iy than and mil
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Fhese re

COR

and ilitng o declaration regarding its civilian facihies with the Intemo-
tonal Atomie Enerpy Avcney (TATFA 1 takine a deeston to place veluntar-
i VR eivilian nucloar
g to an Additional
continaing Indin’s

fie Ummi Stale

Lacititios under AL A safeeuards sening and adhor-
I’mlmoi with respect W eivilian nuclear fucilities:
il

cailateral moratoriunt on naclear testin

arworking with
NMateral Cut
processing weh-
eointernational

L for the conclusion of o muluiateral Frasle
O Treaty: z‘of'mi g from transfer ol enrichment and re

st do not bave
cfi orts o himit muz \pimd ad ensuring that the necessary steps have
heen taken o seeure nucles matermlx‘ al ui technalogy through compre-
hensive export control feg \f wien and through harmonisation and adher-
ence to Missile Technology Control regime (MTCR) and Nuclear Suppli-
ors Crotups{iNG ) puid

felines.

ologies o sta noamd supports

rime Minister’s assurance, The two
croup to undertake on

The Prestdent welcomed the P
ers agreed to establish o worki

4 phased basis in

the months ahead the necessan fons mentioned above to taliill these
commitments. The President and Prime Minster also agreed that they would

! dent visits India in 2000,

sview this progress when the Prosi

r commitment that their coun-
in mternational efforts to prevent the profif-

dors also reiterated thei
play o feaders role

The two fea
s would

cravion of weapons of meass destructions mclhading nuclear. chemical. biologi-
cal and radiological weapons.

I light of this closer refationship. and the recognition of India’s
growing role in enhancing re ga ):m and global sceurity, the Prime Minister
and the Prosidentagree that micmational insttions must fulby reflect ¢hiang
nithe global seenano that have taken pluu, sinee 19430 The President reit-
erated s view that international instituations are poing to have to adapt to
reflect Tndia™s contral and grovwing role. The

o leaders state their expecta-
tons that India and the United Suates will st
global forums.

renghiten their cooperation w

Prime Minster Manmohan Singh thanks Prestdent Bush lor the
warmth of his reception and the genervsity of his hospitality. He extends an
invitation to President Bush to visit India at his convenionce and the Prosi-
dent accepls that invitation.
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CNDP

The coalition for Nuclear Disarmament and Peace (CNDP) is
India’'s national network of over 200 organisations, including
grassroots groups, mass movement and advocacy organisations,
as well as individuals. Formed in November 2000, CNDP
demands that India and Pakistan roll back their nuclear weap-
ons programmes. Our emphasis:

B No to further nuclear testing
B No toinduction and deployment of nulcear weapons.
B Yesto global and regional nuclear disarmament.

CNDP works to raise mass awareness through school and
college programmes, publication, audio and visua materialsand
campaigning and lobbying at variouslevels.

CNDP membershipisopen both individualsand organisations,
so if you believe nuclear weapons are evil and peace is
important, fill inthe membership Form!
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