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Indo-US 123 buzz

BiLiy T AumMen

HE latest buzz on the

political cacophony circuit

is the bi-lateral ireaty on
nuclear cooperation under Section
123 of the US Alomic Energy Act,
dubbed as Indo-US Civilian
Nucleardeal.

Despite a month-long display of
conspicuous opposition to the
civilian nuclear co-operation
treaty that India's United
Progressive Alliance (UPA) coali-
tion government has struck with
the Bush administration, the
Communist Party of India (Marx-
ist)-led Lelt Fronthasabandoned.

Atomic Energy Commission
Chairman Anil Kakodar is in
Vienna to negotiate with
International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA) to clinch the deal.
The US is optimistic. There were
indications from China that Beijing
may notstandinthewayofthe deal
when India goes to the 45 countries
of the Nuclear Suppliers Group
(NSG) thathasto clearit.

In brevity, the Indo US Civilian
Nuclear deal is as follows:

Introduction

On July 18, 2005, President
Bush and Indian Prime
Minister Manmohan Singh
reached a landmark agreement
on civilian nuclear energy
cooperation. The deal which
marks a notable warming of
US-India relations, would lilt
the US moratorium on nuclear
trade with India, provide US
assistance to India's civilian
nuclear energy program, and
expand US-Indian cooperation
in energy and satellite technol-
ogy. The critics in the United
States say the agreement would
fundamentally reverse hall a
century of US nonproliferation
efforis, undermine attempts to
prevent states like Tran and
North Korea from acquiring
nuclear weapons, and poten-
tially contribute to a nuclear
arms race in Asia.

What are the terms of the
deal?

The details of the agreement are

still being negotiated, but

experts say some clear points are
emerging. They include the
following:

eIndia agrees to allow inspcctors
from the ITAEA, the United
Nations' nuclear watchdog
group, access to its civilian
nuclear program. But India would
decide which of its many nuclear
facilities to classify as civilian,

e India agrees 1o prevent the spread
of enrichment and reprocessing
technologies to states that don't
possess them and to support
international nonproliferation
efforts.

o US companies will be allowed to
build nuclear reactors in India
and provide nuclear fuel for its
civilian energy program. US
companies are likely to get con-
tractofatleast US$150billion.

What kind of technology
would India receive in

return?

India would be eligible to buy US
dual-use nuclear technology,
including materials and equip-
ment that could be used to enrich
uranivm or reprocess plutonium,
potentially creating the material
for nuclear bombs. Tt ‘would also
receive imported fuel for its
nuclearreactors.

What do proponents say
about the deal?

Proponents of the agreement arguc
it will bring India closer to the
United States at a time when the
two countries are forging a strate-
gic relationship to pursue their
common interests in fighting
terrorism, spreading democracy,
and preventing the domination of
Asiabyanysingle power.

Other experts say

The deal would encourage India to
accept intermational safeguards on
facilities it has not allowed o be
inspected before. This is a major

step, experls say, because the
existing nonproliferation regime
has failed either to force India to
give up its nuclear weapons or
andand make it accept interna-
tional inspections and restrictions
on its nuclear facilities. TAEA
Director-General Mohammed El
Baradei has strongly endorsed the
deal, calling il a pragmatic way to
bring India into the
nonproliferation community.

The 1.8, deal would reward the
Indian government for its volun-
tary controls and give New Delhi
incentive to continue them,
against the demands of Indian
hardliners who question what
India gets out of placing such limits
onitself.

What are the objections to
the agreement?

Critics call the terms of the agree-
ment overly beneficial for India
and lacking sufficient safeguards to
prevent New Delhi from continu-
ing to produce nuclear weapons.
While India has pledged that any
U.8. assistance to its civilian
nuclear energy program will not
benefit its nuclear weapons pro-
gram, experis say India could use
the imported nuclear fuel to feed
its civilian energy program while
diverting its own nuclear fucl to
weapons production.

Other objections raised by

experts include:

The safeguards apply only to facili-
ties and material manufactured by
India beginning when the agree-
ment was teached, It doesn't cover
the fissile material produced by
India over the last several decades
ofnuclear activity.

The dealdoes notrequire Indiato

cap or limit its fissile material pro-
duction, It does not require India to
restrict the number of nuclear
weaponsit plans to produce,

Who needs to approve the

agreement?
The final terms of the nuclear deal
need approval from several sources

before they can be implemented.
The bodies required to approve the
dealinclude:

Under the 1.5, Atomic Energy
Act, which regulates the trade of
nuclear material, congressional
approval is needed to pass the
exemptions to U.S. laws requited
for the nuclear deal to be imple-
mented. Members of Congress are
showing resistance, with some
calling for India to commit to strict
limits on its nuclear weapons
program before the deal goes
through. The 45-countrty of The
Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG)
wants the safeguards agreement to
be approved by the board to carry
out the further process.

What effect will the US -
India deal have on the
NPT?

It could gut the agreement, experts
say. Article 1 of the treaty says
nations that possess nuclear weap-
ons agree not to help staies that do
not possess weapons to acquire
them. David Albright, president of
the Tnstitute for Science and
International Sccurity
saysSecurity, says that without
additional measures to ensure a
real harrier exists between India's
military and civilian nuclear pro-
grams, the agreement "could pose
serious risks to the security of the
United States™ by potentially allow-
ingIndian companies to proliferate
banned nuclear technology
around the world. In addition, it
could lead other suppliers includ-
ing Russia and China to bend the
international rules so they can sell
their own nuclear technology 1o
other countries, some of them
hostile to the United States.

What role does China play
in the US-Indian nuclear
deal?

Itis a motivating factor in the deal,
some experts say. China's rise in
the region is prompting the United
States to sceek a strategic relation-
ship with India, "The United States
is trying to cement its telationship

with the world's largest democracy
inorder to counterbalance China,”
says Charles D, Ferguson, science
and technology fellow at the coun-
cil on Foreign Relations. The Bush
administration is "hoping that
latching onto India as the rising
star of Asia could help them handle
China," Henry Sokolski, executive
director of the Nonproliferation
Policy Education Center says,

But other experts say the grow-
ing economic relationship
between China and India is so
critical to New Delhi that its inter-
ests in China cannot be threatened
or replaced by any agreement with
theUnited States.

What effect will the deal
have on US and Indian

relations with Pakistan?
Pakistan's President Pervez
Musharraf, who has suffered fierce
criticism at home for his strong
alliance with the United States
since 9/11, has not reccived a
similar deal on nuclear energy
from Washington. Some experts
say this apparent 11.8. favoritism
toward India could increase the
nuclear rivalry between the
intensely competitive nations, and
potentially raise tensions in the
already dangerous region. Other
experts say the two countries, both
admittedly now nuclear, could be
forced to deal more cautiously with
cachather.

What's the history of

India’s nuclear program?

In the 19505, the United Siates
helped India develop nuclear
energy under the Atoms for Peace
program, The United States built a
nuclear reactor for India, provided
nuclear fuel for a time, and allowed
Indian scientists study at U.S.
nuclear laboratories. Tn 1968, India
refused to sign the NPT, claiming it
was biased, In May 18, 1974, India
tested its first nuclear bomb, show-
ing it could develop nuclear weap-
ons with technology transferred for
peaceful purposes, On may 11,
1998, three tests was were con-
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ducted by India, which included a
fusion device (of 12 Kilotons), alow
yield device (of 0.2 kiloton capac-
ity), and a thermonuclear device
{0f 0.2 kiloton capacity). As a Tesult
of 1974 nuclear testing by India,,
the United States isolated India for
twenty-five vears, refusing nuclear
cooperation and tryingio convince
other countries to do the same. But
since 2000, the Uniled States has
moved 1o build a "strategic part-
nership” with India, increasing
cooperation in fields including
spaceflightspace flight, satellite
technology, and missile defense.

Upshot

The deal is controversial in India,
with many parliamentarians
arguing it will limit India's sover-
eignty and hurt its security. Some
Indian nuclear experts are pro-

testing what they see as excessive
U.S. participation in deciding
which of India's nuclear facilities
to define as civilian, and open 1o
international inspections under
the plan.

The percentage ol power pro-
vided bynuclear reactors is only 3%
and it is the costlicst source to
produce. At the same time there is
no technology still in the world to
deal with the nuclear wastes which
wastes that can be harmful for 1000
vears. And France is already suffer-
ing from this. The US stands to gain
contracts worth of at least US$100
billionin the deal.

The benefits that Indiais going
toreapare reap arce almost compao
mentis but the question is what
will the US is going to have be
getting in return and why are they
s0 interested in having the deal

with India, The motive behind it
could be, India and China's has
shown a prodigious growth and
US's is having confrontation with
Traq, Tran and turbulent Pakistan.
So the US is searching for a new
loyal strategic partner and
America knows that it is much
better to maintain a good rela-
tionships with Tndia than with
China or Pakistan for the
moment.

However, loyalty is an unknown
term for the US. As long as the US
needs are requitesd something, it
maintains a happy-go-telation
with its partner, but when its
needs are fulfilled the US simply
dumps his its loyal partner as
spent force.

The autharis a colummist and rasearcher,

Musharrat outwits political leaders

.

BARRISTER HARUN UR RASHID
ISMARCK (1815-98) once
said that politics is the art of

B the possible. Pakistani

politicians are conducting then-
selves in accordance with
Bismarck's dictum. Furthermore,
observers say that leading politi-
. cians are behaving like a chame-
leon changing colours to achieve
ils purpose.

Politics is all about power and
power brings prestige, influence
and affluence. Few human beings
cun resist it. Only those whao have
high moral code can show guts
against all odds to compromise
with principles,

When the Pakistan President
declared virtual 'martial law' under
the guise of emergency rule, Ms.
Bhutto declared that she would
have nothing to do with President
Musharral and would boycott
elections under the emergencyrule
because elections would not be fair
and free. In tetrospect, it appears
that her statement was directed to
overseas andience so that the TS
would exert pressure on the
President tolift the emergency.

It worked for a while because on
16th November the US Deputy
Secretary of State John Negroponte
visited Pakistan and met President
Musharraf. Negroponte urged the

President to rescind the emer-
gency, quit the uniform and hold
elections,

The President agreed to quit
uniform and hold elections but
dismissed the demand for Lifting

emergency. He quit the uniform on
29th November, became a civilian
and took an oath for the third time
as the President.

Musharraf fears that if emer-
gency were withdrawn, legal chal-

lenge for the Presidential election
for the third time will be revived
together with the restitution of the
Supreme Court of independent-
minded judges which the President

dismissed on 3rd November,

Lifting of emergency will be the
“kiss ol political death” for
President Musharraf,

President Musharmaf seems to be
an astute politician and knows how
to please the US, He wanted to show
that emergency rule had been
declared to fight the Taliban, 17e has
sent his soldiers to fight with the
dichard Islamic militants in Swat,
close to Afghan border. His action
against the militants has eamed
supportoftheBush administration.

Washington conveniently forgo
Musharraf's action of dismissal of
judges of the Supreme Court,
banning the popular TV shows
aired from Abu Dhabi, and arrest-
ing of human rights activists under
the emergency rule.

Since Musharral met at least two
demands and took action against
Islamic militants, the Bush admin-
istration has softened its attitude
toward him. Furthermore the US is
more concerned with war on terror
in Afghanistan rather than restora-
tionofdemuocracyin Pakistan.

Another deep concern for the US
is that the nuclear-armed Pakistan
should not fall inte the hands of
Islamists as they would likely to
make nuclear weapon or its tech-
nology casily accessible to the
Jehadis who have been fighting in
Traq and Afghanistan. President
Musharrafin the saddle is the safest

betforthe US at present.

Ms, Bhutto, an ally of the US,
appears to have got the message
from the US and took a 180-degree
U-turn from her carlier position.
She now says that her party, the
Pakistan Teople's Party, was pre-
paring to contest the elections
unless all parties boycotted the
elections. Accordingly, she could
notleave theficld opentorivals. On
26th November she filed her nomi-
nation papers.

Religious-conservative Nawaz
Sharifl, another former Prime
Minister, returned to Pakistan on
25th November. President
Musharraf had to allow his teturn
under pressure of Saudi Arabia.
Sharif thanked publicly the Saudi
king for his retumn. *The king had
made it clear to Musharrafl that 1
wotild have toreturm now,” he said.

Sharil also received the right
message from Saundi Arabia. He
said that his party would partici-
pate in clections unless all parties
boycotted it, He has also submitled
hisnomination papers.

Both Bhutto and Nawaz Sharif
know that many pro-Musharraf
parties are contesting the elections
and their condition of boycotling
the elections is strategic and
appears to be hollow. This demon-
strates their lack of commitment to
democracy.

The difference between the two
leading ~politicians is” that while
Bhutto is prepared to share power
with President Musharraf, Nawaz
Sharif has declared that he will not,
because he claims that the rule of
Musharrafis illegal.

The participation of election by
parties of Bhutto and Nawaz Sharif
willinvariably put a stamp of legiti-
macy on the rule of President
Musharraf for another five years.
While President Musharraf is in
power, another ally Bhutto is likely
to share power with him. What an
ideal combination is presented for
the USinPakistan.

The rising middle class in
Pakistan is, however, extremely
disenchanted with the stance of
both Bhutto and Nawaz Sharif in
compromising their position with
the military dictator. They are also
disappointed that the US supports
a military ruler who does not want
togo fromoffice.

Lawyers regularly protest,
journalists resist the clamp-down
action on media and human rights
activists are vocal in protesting the
abuses of human rights by
President Musharraf, The
President knows that the civil
snciety is disorganized and poses
no threat to his rule. Rather, these
kinds of protests demonstrate that
President Musharraf tolerates

opposition to his rule and
strengthens his goVermmeritin the
eyes ofinternational community. .

In Pakistan army is an institu-
tion of discipline and commands
respect from people, They are so
well entrenched and theirtentacles
so widespread that it will be an
uphill task to dislodge them from
the position they now occupy via
President Musharraf. The US
understands that and political
leaders in Pakistan have no cour-
age and determination to fight to
changethisscenario.

Observers believe that the
position both Bhuito and Sharif
has adopted may not serve their
selfish or national interests in the
long Tun. At the end of the day
President Musharraf has come out
victorious and got what he
wanted. He has outwitted the wily
politicians.

Italian diplomat, political prag-
matist and adviser to the Medici
family of Florence, Niccolo
Machiavelli (1469-1527) said, "I
have never said what I believed and
never believed what 1 said.” The
conduct of Pakistani leading politi-
cians seems to follow the rules of
political game set out by
Machiavelli,

The author is former Bangladesh Ambassadaor to
the UN, Gengva,

How long will the Palestinian's suffer?

MONAEM SARKER
HERE have been lots of
seminars, conferences and
meetings on UN declared
International Day of Solidarity with
the Palestinian peoples on 29
Novemnber 2007. But what will be
the outcome? How long this proh-
lem will continue and where lies
the solution of the conflict, nobody
knows. How long will the
Palestinian people suffer?
"When pretext is far worse than

crime, it amounts to something far

more dangerous and then justice
loses all its meaning and wordslose
the limits of depiction, and where
killing becomes diligence, and
calamity terms into a tradition,
withoutany reaction against it, and
where sheer coincidence never
applies to the methodic action, and
where voice is stifled in condemna-
tion statements ihat are no more
than ink on paper, and where
conduct distegard consciousness,
nothing can humanity have to
boast of or be proud of.” This is the
first para of the Introduction of a
book (CAIN'S APPLE) written by
Zakaria Shahin (Journalist of the
London-based Al- Arab newspa-
per).

Well-meaning people around
the globe agree that the world is
wiinessing two models of killing
culture; they are the USA-& Tstael.
America which had exterminated
G0 milfions of the indigenous Red

Indians, became a role model for
Israel which has adapted American
heritage and followed the same
pattern for the same end.

Hartzel, the founder of the Zionist
movemnent, wondered how the occu-
pation of land could be achieved and
what to do about the local communi-
ties, that is: what could the Zionist do
with the Palestinian people who own
theland?

In America, the conquest of the
open New Land was a primitive
way, where settlers used to gather
on the borders and would advance
violently and rapidly at the same
time to occupy as-much lands as
they could conguer and graly. But
this method is naive, he would say,
and is no longer valid in the era of
arms & colonialism. Hertzel
thought thatitwould be no good to
pick up a spear & a bayonet and go
after bears, but....... ‘we'willhave to
form @ tough team of hunters and
‘we'would gather thewhole herd in
one place, then 'we' would throw a
destructing bomb on them. The
Hartzel-plan is still being followed
by Istael through the killings of the
Palestinians and the horrible mas-
sacres that cannot be condemned
enough,

In the tumult of daily massacres
in Palestine and Irag, President
George W. Bush once mentioned
about the relationship between the
USA and Israel. He said "Our nation
is more powerful and secure
because lsrael is a true ally on

whom we can rely.’ This message
doesnot differmuch from Sharon's
own words declaring bluntly that
'Tstael is the greatest and the best
foreign investment.'

This expression, which Bush
used to open his speech, did not
prevent him from relying on the
9/11 events that were exploited by
Istael to the highest degree. Bush
reaffirms that what happened in
America and what is happening in
Istael now imposes the need for a
partnership in means and goals
and requires common action
through an alliance that brushes
away differences. What unites
America and Israel is not only
partnership but also a similar
situation. Assoon as the Americans
brought to perfection the killing
means in Iraq and Afghanistan, the
scene in Palestine ignited. This
ignition is not sheer coincidénce,
since the mindset is one, weaponry
is one and the objective is one. The
US army commanders do not hide
the fact that they send their troops
for training in Isracl and the US
Defense Department 'The
Pentagon” telies for its ammuni-
tions in Iraq on Israeli factories and
is planning to establish joint strate-
gicmilitary plants there.

During the last decade, the
settlement, code named "‘New
Middle East’, was going through
presenting a solution to the Arab-
Istacli conflict, but nowadays,
coded as "Broader Middle East', it

means that stability of affairs for
America and Israel no more
requires any settlement but cir-
cumvents and jumps over it in
order to reshape the region.

March 20th 2005 was the day
when the American plans for the
region were unmasked. After two
and half years of occupation of
Irag, the US administration could
not convince anyone of the justifi-
cation it tried to circulate as the
reasons behind its conquest of
Iraq.

The so-called New World Order
of the 'Pax Americana’ maintains
that 'we are the central position,
and should maintain this position.
The US has to take the lead of the
world bearing the torch of the right
and might morally, politically and
militarily, in order to be the mode]
for all the people of the world." (See
Jesse Helms),

Just after the collapse of the
Socialist Block following the first
Gulf War, the multi-polar old world
order came to an end, only to be
replaced by the so-called New
World Order. The USA considers
9/11 a wrning point between the
past and the future in matters
related to the political, strategic,
ceonomic and legal affairs and
their mode of handling these
affairs. All the nations of the world
need to be conscious of the factand
take this into consideration. By
occupying Iraq the USA in fact laid
its hand on the Tragi oil resources

estimated at some 112 billion
barrels, that is '4 of the world's
proven oil reserve, in addition to
the pil of the other Gulf Countries.

It should be remembered,
Twentieth Century was not the
teplica of Nineteenth Century and
the Twenty First Century will be
quite different from Twenticth
Century. Oil and gas will dominate
the present century as long as no
alternative energy source is
invented. The world is changing
every day; we can recall why
Saddam Tossain was hanged:
because he wanted to replace dol-
lars with Bure. Now the president of
Iran, Ahmedinizad, is demanding
oil price be paid in Bure, so America
iscontemplating to crush Iran.

In brief, it should be noted that
what is happening in Trag,
Afghanistan, Palestine and many
other places in the world is not an
exception or an isolated incident
but falls within the larger premedi-
tated expansionist imperialistic
American project and a capitalistic
conspiracy of which Britain, Israel
and many other powers are parties
to. Political pundits are contem-
plating making a call to the world
to try Bush, Blair and Sharon, but it
is in fact a call to try the American
history, the imperialist Dritish
history and the criminal racist and
Zionisthistory.

The author 15 DG, Bangladesh Foundation for
Development Ressarch
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