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The word “JOHAR” is an 
Urdu word which means 

atom. Where it shows 
literal /lingual relevance 

to the subject, it also 
denotes some of the 

important policy charac-
teristics and strategic 
imperatives laid down 

for the entire project to 
be pursued and ensured 
in all our discourse and 

publication
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Objective analysis
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PROJECT JOHAR BRIEF
The nuclearization of South Asia in 1974 was a process set in motion by India. It 
created a situation that compelled Pakistan to take defensive measures to ensure its 
security. However, it is important to note that Pakistan was a reluctant entrant into 
nuclear club. Prior to 1998, Pakistan made extensive efforts to keep nuclear weapons 
out of South Asia. Pakistan has consistently supported non-proliferation and 
disarmament ideals.
 
Undeterred by regional lack of interest in these ideals, Pakistan has strived to 
maintain peace and stability in the region, and adhered to the objectives of 
non-proliferation even after South Asia was nuclearized. The country prides itself on 
its show of nuclear restraint and responsibility, and seeks peaceful resolution of all 
outstanding disputes with its neighbour through dialogue, in a continuation of its 
solitary efforts to bring peace and prosperity to the region. In this context, Pakistan 
has also been maintaining a voluntary moratorium on nuclear testing since 1998. In 
a continuation of these efforts, Pakistan has proposed a Bilateral Moratorium on 
Nuclear Tests as recently as August 2016, and also awaits a positive response to its 
Strategic Restraint Regime (SRR) proposal, that remains on the table. 

In the aftermath of the Indian nuclear tests of 1974, the international community’s 
measures to contain the proliferation of nuclear weapons resulted in the 
establishment of the Nuclear Supplier Group (NSG). Despite the creation of such 
new regulatory regimes however, double standards have persisted. India was given 
the NSG waiver in 2008 that enabled its access to advanced nuclear technology 
markets, without any tangible legal obligations, severely undermining existing 
non-proliferation regimes. The waiver has allowed India to vertically proliferate, 
consequently compelling Pakistan to stabilize deterrence. However, over time, a 
consensual opinion has surfaced among independent observers that this waiver is 
counterintuitive and counterproductive to the very objectives of the NSG, and 
inadvertently promotes conventional and strategic asymmetry in the already fragile 
region of South Asia.

Today, India seeks to legitimize its precarious position outside the NSG by becoming 
a member of the regulatory body. Pakistan has also applied for the membership. At 
this critical juncture in this region’s history, it is vital to consider that either course 
of action – India’s entry (which is highly likely) with Pakistan, or without it – will 
determine the course for the future of the nuclear race in the region. 

US support for India’s inclusion into the premium body is at an all-time high, while 
Pakistan’s request for a criteria-based approach that entertains both countries’ 
applications simultaneously is being downplayed.

Pakistan and India are both de-facto nuclear powers – it is high time the two are 
accorded the recognition that incorporates them into the system and international 
regulatory regimes, and does so simultaneously – enabling them to properly operate 
within the realm of international standards. Recognizing one and not the other will 
only further increase grievances and deteriorate an already fragile strategic balance.
In this context, the Centre for Pakistan and Gulf Studies seeks to promote Pakistan’s 
case for NSG membership through evolving an academic and intellectual discourse 
under Project JOHAR: Advancing Pakistan’s Nuclear Diplomacy.

The project has been developed with a view to apprise the international community 
of the ground realities and facts shaping the nuclear debate today in the South Asian 
region. It aims to promote a balanced perspective to create a better understanding 
of these issues, while also highlighting Pakistan’s efforts internationally as a reliable, 
responsible nuclear state. 
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Senator Kamran, as the President of the Centre for Pakistan and Gulf Studies, has effectively 
contributed in streamlining the debate on international, regional and national issues of 
contemporary significance.

Senator Kamran has been an eminent speaker at various platforms, for social, educational and 
defence-related issues, and has actively participated in a number of national, regional and 
international conferences, seminars and workshops. These include the OIC Workshop on the 
Implementation of UN resolution 1624 on ‘Countering Incitement to Terrorism’, held at the OIC 
headquarters in Jeddah, Saudi Arabia, the Gulf Research Meeting of 2012 at the University of 
Cambridge, where she presented a paper on “Pakistan and the Gulf Region – Historical 
Perspective and Future Trends”; the Gulf Forum 2011 organized by the Gulf Research Council 
and Diplomatic Institute KSA, and the IISS annual conference on Global Strategic Review (GSR) 
held in Geneva in September, 2011, and a paper presentation on “Iran and GCC Intra Gulf 
Cooperation”, in an International Seminar on, “Crossroads Asia: Dynamics of Peace and 
Progress”, held at National Defence University, on 10-11 February 2015.

Most recently, she had the privilege to speak at the international agenda forum titled ‘On the 
Second Track, the Role of Civil Society and Public Diplomacy in the Further Development and 
Expansion Of The SCO’ at Sochi, Russia, in April 2016. In March 2016, she had the honour of 
participating in the United Nations event on the Conference on Status of Women (CSW). She 
has also participated in the EU Non-Proliferation Consortium in Brussels in November 2015. She 
is also a member of the International Institute of Strategic Studies (IISS) and the Middle East 
Centre for Strategic Studies (MeSc). As a member of Senate Standing Committees on Foreign 
Affairs and Defence; she has visited Qatar, Turkey, South Korea, Germany,  Belgium, 
Afghanistan, Iraq, Beirut, Syria, Geneva; and Scotland to participate in Track-I and Track-II 
dialogues. She participated at a talk at the Geneva Centre for Security Policy (GCSP). Senator 
Sehar has put her sincere efforts on various platforms for achieving peace and prosperity of the 
beloved country Pakistan.

Senator Sehar Kamran is the Member of Senate Standing 
Committees on Defence, Defence Production, Federal 
Education and Professional Trainings, &amp; Functional 
Committee on Human Rights. She is also a Member of 
Parliamentarians for Global Action (PGA). As well as a 
Leader of Standing Committee (Research and Policy 
Advice) of Alumni Association of National Security 
Workshop (AAN), National Defence University, Islamabad.

She has a number of publications to her credit, including a 
book chapter and editing of a book on, “Rejuvenating FATA: 
Education as an Instrument of Change”, in Evolving 
Dynamics of FATA: Reflections on Transformation”.

Senator Sehar Kamran is an elected Member of the Upper House 
of Parliament of Islamic Republic of Pakistan for the term 
2012-2018. She has earned a name for herself among 
academicians and practitioners in areas of regional 
andinternational, defence and strategic studies. In recognition of 
her services to the field of Education, Social Work and for 
promoting Pakistan in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, 
SenatorKamran has the honour of being awarded one of the 
highest National Civil Awards of Pakistan “Tamgha-e-Imtiaz” – 
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INDIA’S ARTFUL DEMAGOGUERY
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
SEPTEMBER 29, 2016

To a state where many still prescribe to the Kautilyan ideal of a single sub-continental Indian 
State, and revere his tenets for statecraft and foreign policy, deception and misdirection 
come as naturally as the involuntary function of breathing.

In fact, India has mastered these arts to such perfection that it manages to point bloody 
fingers towards its western neighbour over any and every incident, even as it stands squarely 
in the middle of the carnage, so to speak, and does it so effectively that the world lambasts 
Pakistan instead.

The curious case of India’s relationship with North Korea is no different.

In recent weeks, particularly in the context of the American push for India’s unilateral 
membership of the prestigious Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG), the mud-slinging campaign 
has reached new highs – or lows, depending upon where you stand.

In a classic attempt at misdirection, to distract from 
India’s failures and shortcomings as a responsible 
nuclear state, an offensive campaign has been 
launched to shift focus onto and detract from 
Pakistan’s application for simultaneous entry into the 
NSG instead.

At least twice over the past couple of months, 
questions have been raised in US Congress 
committees on possible links between Pakistan and 
North Korea.

Both times, the insinuation has been shot down – there 
is simply no evidence.

Interestingly, the question of India’s relationship with 
North Korea is never raised, and this is despite the fact 
that flags were raised in this context as recently as 
March 2016 in an annual report to the UN Security 
Council, and highlighted again – in a fairly 
comprehensive manner – in an article published this 
June in Al Jazeera, by an Indian journalist, Nilanjana 
Bhowmick.

As she aptly points out, by training North Korean 
scientists and equipping them with the sensitive 
knowledge and information regarding nuclear 
weapons and missile technology, India has not only 
violated the UN sanctions but also undermined 
international efforts to stop their spread to North 
Korea.
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Unsurprisingly and extremely artfully, India 
continues Korean nuclear weapon 
development to present itself as staunch 
opponent of the North programme, 
terming the January test ‘a grave concern’, 
and the pantomime is bought by the 
international community hook, line and 
sinker.

Its actions, however, in stark contrast to its 
very effective words, portray a very 
different reality.

The first five major sanctions against North 
Korea were issued by the UN in 2006.

Of them, the Security Council Resolution 
1718 stringently prohibits all UN Member 
States from any transfers to the DPRK – via 
nationals or territory – of ‘technical 
training, advice, services or assistance 
related to the provision, manufacture, 
maintenance or use of missiles, missile 
systems or other items, materials, 
equipment, goods and technology’ that 
could potentially further the DPRK’s 
nuclear related programmes.

The Annual Report, as well as some other 
documents, highlight exactly how India 
has trained many North Korean scientists 
and engineers, who have gone on to hold 
key positions in its hypersensitive missile 
programs.

Some key names in this context include 
Paek Chang-ho, who received instruction 
in satellite communications at the Indian 
Centre for Space Science and Technology 
Education in Asia and the Pacific 
(CSSTEAP), which was clearly important 
enough to allow him to become the head 
of an agency responsible for DPRK’s first 
satellite launch; Hong Yong-il, a North 
Korean official in Delhi, was amongst the 
first of the DPRK’s students trained at 
CSSTEAP – he studied remote sensing 
technology – and went on to head a 
research group on the subject in his home 
country.

Despite India’s protestations that the 
courses offered at this institute are 
generic, it is interesting to note that all of 

the DPRK’s thirty or so students to date 
have gone on to hold similarly important 
positions within its nuclear program.

The fact that the state continues to apply 
to the institute is also telling.

This is further evidenced in the concerns 
raised in the annual report, which 
considers more than one course to be 
‘directly relevant’ to the development of 
North Korean expertise in the field.

“It doesn’t take a rocket scientist to 
realise how extraordinarily unwise, and 
indeed irresponsible, it is nowadays to 
train North Korean operatives in 
technologies that can be used to improve 
and perfect their ballistic missile 
programme, ” opines Nicholas Eberstadt, 
a political economic at the American 
Enterprise Institute, adding that “the 
government of India needs to 
acknowledge the seriousness of this error, 
take accountability for it, and publicly 
commit that it will not be an enabler of 
North Korean WMD programmes 
thenceforth.

And yet, Indian double-speak maintains 
sway within the United States, which 
remains sceptical of Indian complicity with 
the North Korean nuclear programme, 
even with this evidence, and certain of 
Pakistan’s involvement, with no evidence.

Let us remember that during the Cold War, 
India – champion of the Non-Allied 
Movement (NAM) – was both a ‘close and 
trustworthy ally’ of the Soviet Union, as 
well as a ‘loyal’ friend of the US.

Deception has time and time again been 
shown to be the country’s strong suit, and 
it has no qualms in manipulating, dodging 
or arm-twisting to achieve its strategic and 
policy objectives.

The origins of its nuclear weapons 
program are a testament to this.

It has a history of conducting business 
with countries that have been termed as 
‘rogue states’ at critical junctures in time, 
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including Iran during the embargo period, and continually growing trade with Pyongyang, 
despite stringent UN Security Council sanctions.Pyongyang, despite stringent UN 
Security Council sanctions.

The UN Security Council Resolution 1874 of 2009 explicitly prohibits any financial 
transactions with North Korea which could contribute to DPRK’s nuclear, ballistic or other 
weapons of mass destruction related programmes or activities, and yet surprisingly, from 
a mere $10 million in 2000, the India-North Korea bilateral trade increased sharply to $199 
million dollars in 2014.

The North Korean Foreign Minister Ri Su Yong also visited India in April 2015, apparently 
to hold talks with the Indian Minister for External Affairs, Shushma Swaraj, on the North 
Korean nuclear program.

As its long-suffering and perpetually undermined and defamed neighbours, Pakistan has 
vast experience of Indian demagoguery.

Despite the country’s continual proxy engagement and territorial interference in Pakistan 
– of which the country has provided solid evidence many a time – Pakistan is portrayed as 
the ‘evil’ state, with unendingly belligerent intentions.

‘Heinous’ is the term most commonly used I believe, in spite of its constant attempts at 
reconciliation, including most recently the proposed bilateral restraint regime, which once 
again and in line with Indian policy, was rejected outright by the country.

India’s role in straining Pakistan-Afghanistan is undeniable, and, as Chuck Hagel points 
out, India may well be ‘using Afghan soil to finance problems for Pakistan’.

Its naval ambitions are known to all.

It has at the helm of its foreign affairs a hardcore nationalist ‘spy’, Mr Ajit Doval, who 
classifies Pakistan as an ‘Indian Enemy’ that must be ‘isolated’, and promotes the use of 
TTP to destabilise Pakistan internally.

All this on public record!

It is high time that India’s flimsy mask of respectability is removed and the state seen for 
what it is – a troublemaker with grandiose ambitions.

If the region is to step out of the perpetually looming shadow of war, apprising these facts 
at face value is of the utmost importance.

It is the only way the South Asian region can realistically move into the future in a sturdy 
and sustainable manner.

The article has also appeared in ‘The Nation’ (A leading Pakistani Newspaper).

10 India’s artful demagogueryArticle



THE NSG & PAKISTAN’S MEMBERSHIP BID
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
SEPTEMBER 12, 2016

Pakistan has recently applied for the membership of the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG). 
Much has been written on the subject, but as is always the case with matters of such 
complexity, much more remains unsaid. In the context of the upcoming plenary session of 
the group, it has become exceedingly important however that these conversations take 
place.

The NSG is part and parcel of a series of mechanisms that feed into the international 
non-proliferation regime. Membership of the NSG allows a state potential access to the 
technology and fuel – particularly in the context of nuclear energy – that can move it into 
the future in leaps and bounds.

Pakistan has operated secure and 
safeguarded power plants for over 40 years 
– despite the withdrawal of vendor support 
but the current electricity mix is only 4.3% 
or 2200 MW. Given the extreme shortages 
we currently face, Pakistan has ambitious 
plans to expand its nuclear energy profile, 
as outlined in the Nuclear Vision 2050, 
whereby we plan to increase generation to 
40,000MW. Thus far, all of Pakistan’s 
nuclear power plants have been operating 
under IAEA safeguards, and the country 
remains committed to synergizing its 
efforts with nuclear supplier cartels to 
harness this vast potential. Without access 
to the NSG however, this process becomes 
very difficult.

The fact that Pakistan is not party to the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty has been the 
reason cited for its exclusion to date. What 
this argument does not consider however, is 
the recent push for the unilateral entry of 
India into the Group, particularly by the 
United States, or even the Waiver that it 
was granted in 2008 to circumvent this 
regime altogether. What is also not 
considered is the fact that in keeping with 
the spirit of this regime, and reiterating 
Pakistan’s commitment to its principles, the 
country has suggested a Strategic Restraint 
Regime as well as bilateral moratorium on 
nuclear testing, and both these overtures 
have been met with silence.

Now I believe that one of the aims when 
establishing the NSG was also to engage 
into the non-proliferation regime countries 
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that were advanced in nuclear sector but were not party to the NPT. Pakistan has an 
advanced nuclear program, and has had one for approximately four decades. It has the 
experience, expertise, credentials and immense untapped market potential, in addition to the 
manpower, infrastructure and ability necessary to supply NSG controlled items. Short of 
being a signatory to the NPT, it possesses every quality to render it an invaluable addition to 
the group. Pakistan has not only the potential to become a recipient but also a supplier of a 
full range of nuclear technology for peaceful purposes. And unlike the second membership 
applicant – India – Pakistan has also not enjoyed the benefits of an exceptional ‘waiver’, and 
as such is also an important new market for NSG member states.

Pakistan’s application therefore, stands on solid grounds of technical experience, capability 
and well-established commitment to nuclear safety and security, as well as great potential 
for actual growth. We currently provide a market that is larger than that of the UK, France 
and Germany combined!

Furthermore, what we often overlook 
is that while many non-proliferation 
experts discuss the matter of the NSG 
membership from technical, legal and 
procedural viewpoints, they, perhaps 
inadvertently, deemphasize the 
political aspect which remains a 
dominant factor in shaping policies of 
key NSG members. Put simply, for 
several years now the political and 
economic interests have influenced 
decisions and policies to a far greater 
extent than technical, legal and 
procedural guidelines. Had it not been 
so, we would not have witnessed the 
American nuclear deal with India and the subsequent Waiver in 2008.

There would also not be such disproportionate support for the unilateral entry of India into 
this prestigious group, despite the fact that the country has failed to uphold an alarmingly 
significant number of its commitments that were pre-conditions to the Waiver, including the 
separation of its civil and military nuclear facilities. Geopolitical and geo-economic 
objectives continue to create space for exploiting loopholes in NPT provisions and NSG 
guidelines. The unfortunate reality remains that despite its hefty portfolio, Pakistan continues 
to be sidelined and neglected.

It is also important to remember that today, the non-proliferation regime and the various 
multilateral arrangements working under its umbrella are faced with a host of challenges, at 
the heart of which is their relationship with de-facto nuclear weapon states (such as Pakistan 
and India), and how to incorporate them into the mainstream without impinging upon the 
goals and objectives of NPT regime.

Given the challenges, the question that presents itself is whether there are any ‘alternative’, 
pragmatic approaches to the question of the NSG membership of non-NPT, and how would 
they be applied? Will the international community oversee the continuation of an 
‘exceptional’ approach, or will applications be tested against singular criteria in a uniform 
manner, particularly when discriminatory approaches have not only aggravated regional 
imbalances (and Pakistan’s security concerns) but also undermine the underlying principles 
of the non-proliferation regime?
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Pakistan currently faces the worst energy crisis in its history, hindering its capacity to deliver 
on various socioeconomic and industrial development programs, despite the fact that it has 
been a highly responsible nuclear power. Pakistan’s civilian nuclear programs extend beyond 
the realm of energy to include cancer diagnoses and treatment, agriculture, food 
preservation, and water management amongst others. Pakistan has also made modest 
contributions to IAEA’s activities by sharing its experience and providing services of experts 
in diverse technical areas such as nuclear radiation, transport and waste safety, nuclear 
security, application of nuclear technology in agriculture, medicine, industry and nuclear 
energy.

The clearest example is that of the 18 nuclear medicine and oncology hospitals currently 
being operated by the Pakistan Atomic Energy Commission, that are a source of solace not 
only for Pakistani people, but also the people from other poorer or war-torn parts of this 
region, despite their increasingly insufficient capacity.

All imbalances can be remedied however, and we remain hopeful that NSG member states 
will consider all these factors as they work towards a criteria-based approach for 
membership of non-NPT states.

The article has also appeared in ‘The Nation’ (A leading Pakistani Newspaper).
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OPEN LETTER TO THE MEMBER STATES OF NSG
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
JULY 02, 2016

by Pakistan over the past 40 odd years.

Foremost, let me appreciate the wisdom of the decision of Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG) 
in not allowing the membership of India into the group without the establishment of 
previously agreed upon criteria for the entry of a non-NPT state, particularly in light of the 
pressure to accept Indian exceptionalism. It is indisputable that any state’s membership bid 
for the NSG should and must be scrutinised in the backdrop of the applicant’s record 
vis-à-vis the benchmarks of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. It is beyond 
question that such a criteria-based approach is the foundation of stable and just 
international regimes, which reject country-specific exceptionalism and political preferences. 
We place our faith in these regimes on this very basis that every case will be examined 
impartially, and in light of the guiding principles of the organisation – the NSG is no 
exception. The world believes that through the NSG, a state may embark upon nuclear trade 
that will definitely be for peaceful purposes, and not “contribute to the proliferation of 
nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, and that international trade and 
cooperation in the nuclear field is not hindered unjustly in the process”, as it will ensure 
adherence to these guidelines.

Similarly, it is undeniable that ignoring these NSG guidelines when considering an 
application will weaken international non-proliferation norms, as only an objective, 
non-discriminatory, equitable, ‘rule and criteria-based’ system, in line with existing 
international nuclear non-proliferation norms will strengthen the structure of the 
non-proliferation regime.

Excellencies, let me highlight that despite being a non-NPT state, I have no qualms in 
supporting and promoting Pakistan’s case for inclusion in the NSG. I believe whole-heartedly 
that our case is strong, legitimate, logical and legal from an entirely unbiased perspective. 
Some of the fundamental credentials Pakistan holds include:

I am writing this open letter to you as a 
concerned member of Senate of the Islamic 
Republic of Pakistan – I am writing to 
express our gravest misgivings over the 
discriminatory behaviour that we fear is 
being demonstrated towards Pakistan by 
some members of the prestigious 
organisation currently under your 
chairmanship, at a time when once again we 
are faced with the dilemma of legitimised 
Indian ‘exceptionalism’. I wish to draw your 
attention not only to the folly of such 
isolationist behaviour towards a highly 
responsible member of the international 
nuclear community, but also to highlight 
Pakistan’s continued commitment towards 
the goals of nuclear non-proliferation and 
disarmament, reflected in the series of 
concrete steps that have been undertaken 
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Pakistan is a responsible nuclear power that has proactively been working with, and 
in accordance to, the International Atomic Energy Agency’s (IAEA) standards. This is 
reflected through Pakistan’s efforts for cooperating with the international 
community to prevent and control the proliferation of weapon of mass destruction 
and their delivery systems. All of Pakistan’s civil nuclear facilities are under IAEA 
safeguards, and the country is fully determined to place all foreign supplied nuclear 
reactors under the same.

Pakistan has a very well-defined and robust command and control system under a 
National Command Authority (NCA). We believe that the matter of nuclear safety 
and security is of paramount importance. Any problems that we faced in this context 
initially have been resolved immediately and permanently. We now have an 
autonomous Nuclear Regulatory Authority (PNRA) that closely collaborates with 
the IAEA, particularly on matters of nuclear safety, security and radiation protection, 
and Pakistan now has over four decades of experience in the safe and secure 
operation of nuclear power plants.

To further strengthen its nuclear safety and security structure, Pakistan has also 
taken numerous legal, regulatory and administrative measures at par with 
international best practices. In 2014, the Nuclear Threat Initiative (NTI) termed 
Pakistan as the ‘most improved’ country among nine nuclear-armed states, and 
better at safeguarding its nuclear materials than rival India. To date, Pakistan’s record 
is accident and incident-free.

Pakistan has evolved a comprehensive and robust export control regime 
underpinned by strong legislation, regulatory and enforcement mechanisms. We 
have not only promulgated the Export Control Act as early as September 2004, but 
also established a Strategic Export Control Division at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 
Our national export control lists are no different from the control lists of NSG, MTCR 
and Australia Group.

The country has always endeavoured to fulfil its international obligations, and is a 
state-party to various international instruments, including the CWCIO, BTWC, PTBT, 
CPPNM, the IAEA Code of Conduct on Safety and Security of radioactive sources, 
and also participates in the IAEA Incident and Trafficking Database (ITDB). We have 
effectively been contributing to global non-proliferation efforts through multilateral 
instruments such as the UNSCR 1540 and global initiatives such as the Nuclear 
Security Summit (NSS), the Global Initiative to Combat Nuclear Terrorism (GICNT), 
the Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI), Container Security Initiative (CSI) and Mega 
Port Initiative (MPI).

We have also put forward several proposals ranging from a strategic restraint regime 
comprising nuclear and missile restraint, conventional balance, conflict-resolution, 
and nuclear weapons-free zones to a regional test ban treaty. Unfortunately, all these 
proposals have been rejected by India.

Pakistan not only believes in horizontal non-proliferation, but also opposes vertical 
proliferation. We consider that an open-ended nuclear arms race in the region will be 
highly detrimental not only for our national interests but also for regional stability.

The European Organisation for Nuclear Research (CERN) has granted Pakistan the 
status of an associate member. Of the 300-plus scientists currently working with 
CERN, 37 originate from Pakistan, whereas India is not yet even a member of this 
highly prestigious colloquium.
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Excellencies, the entire edifice of disarmament, arms control and non-proliferation has been 
gravely undermined over the past decade through the pursuit of discriminatory policies 
based on double standards. The foremost of these is the NSG waiver granted to India in 
2008 – the non-NPT state that is single-handedly responsible for the creation of the NSG 
itself – in the pursuit of temporary financial gain, and at the cost of the de-legitimisation of 
international regulatory regimes. India abused the opportunity, as can only be expected in a 
non-regulated environment for a country with a similar track record, by expanding its nuclear 
arsenal as a result of diverting its domestic fissile material towards weapon production. For 
a country that had previously diverted the fissile material imported for the 
Canadian-supplied reactor in Tarapur to weapon production, enabling its first nuclear test in 
1974 and introducing nuclear weapons to the South Asian region, such exceptionalist policies 
hardly seem justified. It has since also refused to sign the NPT, and opposed the 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT). It conducted further nuclear tests in 1998, forcing 
Pakistan to respond accordingly to counter what it perceives as an existential threat.

Today, the Obama Administration is going a step further by actively lobbying for Indian 
membership of the NSG. Let me remind you, Excellencies, that this is the same country that 
has a history of nuclear accidents and incidents, which have proven to be serious concerns 
for international peace. The Kakrapar Atomic Power Station in the Indian state of Gujarat has 
faced many accidents since it was commissioned in 1993, including a major incident in 1994 
when the reactor was flooded and water reached inside the reactor building itself!

Excellencies, once again we find ourselves standing at a crossroads. Pakistan’s commitment 
to the goals of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament is unwavering It also has 
legitimate needs for civil nuclear power generation to meet the growing energy demands of 
its expanding economy. This is an essential part of the country’s national energy security 
plan, and this can be easily achieved if the status of NSG membership is approved. However, 
if Pakistan continues to be treated discriminately vis-à-vis the NSG membership, and India is 
granted access to the group bypassing all criterion and guidelines and in ignorance of the 
past, not only will the structure of strategic stability in South Asia be irreparably damaged 
and destabilised, but international non-proliferation regimes will become weaker and lose 
the trust of the global community. Global nuclear disarmament will recede even further into 
the distance.

NSG membership is only via a unanimous vote. With India as a member, and despite its 
claims to the contrary, Pakistan has historical reasons to believe its dream to become a 
legitimate and responsible member of this nuclear group will remain nothing more than a 
pipedream. It is no wonder Pakistan desires a simultaneous membership of the NSG, 
alongside India, through a fair, transparent and criteria-based approach. Without this, there 
can be no hope for the strategic stability of the region, and we may once again be witness to 
one of the world’s most volatile region’s descent into an arms race.
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To showcase its resolve and commitment to the cause, Pakistan has proactively 
informed the IAEA Director General of its adherence to the objectives of NSG, and 
its decision to act in accordance with NSG guidelines with regard to the transfer of 
nuclear material, equipment and related technology, including related dual-use 
equipment, materials, software and related technology.

Finally, Pakistan has the expertise, manpower, infrastructure as well as the ability to 
supply NSG-controlled items, goods and services for a full range of nuclear 
applications for peaceful uses.
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Excellencies, as a citizen of the part of the world directly affected by this decision, I urge you 
all to carefully consider the consequences on your decisions for the future generations of this 
region. If a non-NPT nuclear weapon state is to be admitted into the NSG at all, it must be on 
a non-discriminatory, non-preferential, non-exceptionalist basis. The eyes of the world are 
upon you all to ensure that justice and transparency prevails.

The article has also appeared in ‘The Nation’ (A leading Pakistani Newspaper).
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THE NUCLEAR SECURITY SUMMIT & PAKISTAN
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
MARCH 30, 2016

As the final Nuclear Security Summit (NSS) 
approaches this week, all eyes will be trained on 
not only the outcomes of the Washington Summit, 
but also on an appraisal of what the process has 
achieved over the course of the four summits.

The laudableinitiative by President Obama has 
been a subject of both support and concern. While 
it has certainly brought much-needed political 
attention and clarity on issues relating to nuclear 
security and terrorism, the process failed to invite 
several key players in this context, including Iran 
and North Korea, who will be significantly missing 
from the summit on 31st March-1st April. 
Additionally the Russian Federation has also 
indicated that while it remains focused on efforts 
to strengthen cooperation within the framework of 
the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), it 
will not be participating in the final summit.

Over the course of three summits, over 50 states have shown their commitment by taking 
tangible steps for strengthening the global nuclear security system, enhancing international 
cooperation, and the up-gradation of domestic nuclear security regimes. However, in the 
same context, many states including Pakistan have reiterated time and again that the 
international community does not require any ‘new’ or ‘parallel’ mechanisms for cooperation 
on nuclear security, or to address the related threats of terrorism, as the existing central 
regulatory body, the IAEA, is an existent leading structure that effectively monitors all NS 
related issues.

In light of the upcoming summit, an appraisal of Pakistan’s participation and actions also 
becomes a useful benchmark for gauging the progress that has been made. As a responsible 
nuclear state, Pakistan has not only actively participated in all three summits at the 
governmental level, but also undertaken several serious steps to materialize the goals 
envisaged by international community in the NSS process. On 24 February 2016, the 
National Command Authority (NCA), the apex nuclear body in Pakistan, gave its approval in 
principle for the ratification of the ‘Convention on Physical Protection of Nuclear Material’ 
(CPPNM), including the 2005 Amendment. The final instrument of ratification will be 
submitted to the Director IAEA soon after the formal approval of cabinet. Entry into force of 
CPPNM Amendment 2005 has been one of the key goals of the NSS process.

Furthermore, recognizing that even a robust security regime may not work effectively in the 
absence of deep cooperation at regional and international levels, Pakistan has dynamically 
engaged itself with international community for information sharing, joint operations and, 
active participation in every international effort to establish, evolve and strengthen the 
international nuclear security regime.



In the joint statement issued during Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif’s visit to Washington in 
October 2015, President Obama welcomed Pakistan’s constructive engagement with the 
NSS process and its cooperation with similar vital international forums. More recently, in a 
joint statement issued at the eve of Pakistan-US strategic dialogue, the US acknowledged 
Pakistan’s proactive engagement with “the international community, including through its 
hosting of IAEA training activities at its Nuclear Security Centre of Excellence and its active 
participation in the Nuclear Security Summits”. The US also extended its appreciation to 
Pakistan “for its commitment, in principle, to ratify the 2005 Amendment to the Convention 
on the Physical Protection of Nuclear Material.”

At the domestic front, over the years, Pakistan has established a robust command and 
control structure, which is in-line with international best practices and, of course, much 
appreciated by international community. It has also established a rigorous regulatory regime, 
which takes care of all matters related to nuclear safety, security, including physical 
protection of radiological material and facilities, material control and accounting, border 
controls, transport security and untoward contingencies. Moreover, a comprehensive export 
control regime is also in place. The effectiveness of the robust regime in Pakistan is 
determined by the fact that there has not been a single nuclear security-related incident in 
the country.

Similarly, Pakistan has also taken many steps to counter the threat of terrorism on its soil 
through both civil and military initiatives, with great success. This is why the international 
community has oft appreciated Pakistan for its vigilance and commitment to the issue of 
nuclear security. A State Department spokesman earlier this year also stated ‘The United 
States has full confidence in the nuclear security in Pakistan.”

The unfortunate truth however is that all of Pakistan’s achievements and compliance with 
best-practices become redundant when it continues to face policies based on 
discrimination, exceptionalism, ungrounded assumptions and malicious intentions. As a 
result, Pakistan’s substantive efforts to promote the goals of non-proliferation, disarmament 
have always been less appreciated and reciprocated by major nuclear powers, while a 
skewed support for Indian strengthening of its military capabilities continues unchecked. 
Denying Pakistan access to the international nuclear export arrangements while giving 
preferential treatment to India has significantly upset the regional strategic balance.

Pakistan is a responsible nuclear weapon state that fulfills every criterion to be included in 
the four international export control regimes, including the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG). 
It has demonstrated its commitment to international peace and stability time and time again. 
The NCA has determined to take all possible measures to effectively respond to the threats 
to national security without indulging in an arms race, and Pakistan desires to play a 
productive contributing role in achieving the goals of nuclear arms control, disarmament and 
non-proliferation, on the basis of equality and partnership with the international community. 
Pakistan has proved its capacity and capability to hold an impressive nuclear record for the 
last more than forty years which is also recognized by the international community. It has 
strived hard and succeeded in establishing a robust nuclear security and safety regime, 
compatible with international standards and best practices. Pakistan’s successful diplomacy 
in the past nuclear security summits is testimony to its confidence and resolve, and at the 
same time a demonstration of it being a responsible actor in the global community.

Nuclear security measures should not become excuses to create obstacles or “infringe on 
nations ’rights” to peaceful uses of nuclear energy. The current policies of exceptionalism are 
doing just that. In Prague, President Obama spoke of how ‘rules must be binding’. 

19The Nuclear Security Summit & Pakistan Article



The Washington Summit and the end of the NSS process offers a chance to explore just how 
far these rules will be binding, and whether ‘some animals’ will continue to be ‘more equal 
than other animals’. If violation is met with consequence, then must compliance be met with 
reward? Pakistan must utilize this opportunity to highlight, yet again, how the people of 
Pakistan deserve the growth and progress that comes with access to civil nuclear 
technology and the supplier groups that its neighbor has access to, particularly given the 
fact that the country has worked very hard to meet all international safety and security 
standards and requirements. At the eve of the NSS process, it is time to put to test the 
rhetoric of justice and progress into the 21st century that was part of the premise of the this 
entire endeavor.

The article has also appeared in ‘The Nation’ (A leading Pakistani Newspaper).
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RATIONALISING THE DEFENCE BUDGET
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
JUL 09, 2015

Pakistan has been in the line of fire from various fronts, where in light of this, this increase is 
far from controversial. The myriad of internal and external security challenges also gravely 
constricts policy makers in devising viable and feasible strategies to tackle these issues 
effectively. In order to better understand the complexity and contextual requirements of the 
threats, and their compulsions on the defence budget, it is useful to highlight exactly what 
these challenges are. These can be on understood in terms of a three-tiered approach, i.e. 
international complexities, regional challenges and domestic threats.

Rapid geopolitical and geostrategic changes are dominating the international arena. The 
Middle East is trapped in conflict and strife, from the emergence of the Islamic State, to the 
unrest in Yemen. Additionally the reservations of the US vis-à-vis China, and the impending 
Iran nuclear deal, are all factors that directly impact the security as well as the 
socio-economic policies of Pakistan.

Regionally, the struggle in Afghanistan for stability is facing new 
challenges in the wake of the official conclusion of the US-NATO 
mission. Furthermore, the infiltration of the militants of ‘Islamic 
State’ in the neighbouring country has also raised concerns in 
Pakistan. Then the race for dominance in the Indian Ocean 
comes into play; it is being crowded with regional as well as 
extra-regional forces. China is also steadily making its presence 
felt as a great power, clashing with India’s aspirations to achieve 
major power status in the region. All these factors have 
culminated in the heightening threat perception in the region, 
thereby compelling countries to increase their military budgets. 
This year only, India’s military budget, after an increase of 11 
percent stands at $40 billion, and China has increased its 
defence budget for 2015-16 by 10.1 percent.

Pakistan’s defence budget proposal for the year 
2015-2016, was announced on 5th June, 2015, with the 
budget standing at PKR 781 billion, and the allocation for 
defence increased by 11.6 percent. Unsurprisingly, in the 
typically cavalier fashion of its critics, this increase has 
come under harsh censure, with little or no understanding 
of the context of why it occurred, or cognizance of the 
challenges being faced by Pakistan.

A closer look at global and regional facts and figures, 
presents a picture better representative of reality. In 
contrast to its regional partners, Pakistan’s defence 
budget has actually decreased over time, particularly in 
comparison to its share in the total national budget. Our 
defence budget for the 2003-2004, stood at about 21 
percent of the total budget, whereas in the latest budget, 
allocation for defence totals approximately 16.6 percent 
of the total, standing behind debt services and general 
public services.
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Given the recent string of hawkish statements by high profile Indian officials, the rise in the 
Indian defense budget is particularly worrisome. The BJP government’s election manifesto 
elucidates a commitment to indigenize the development of defence technologies by 
encouraging domestic industry to have a larger share in design and production of military 
hardware, both for domestic use and exports. According to reports, over the next decade 
India is expected to spend $100 billion on its defense upgrade program. Furthermore, in 
August 2014, the Modi government, working on the program of military modernization, 
increased the stakes that foreign defense contractors were allowed to hold in joint defense 
ventures from 26 percent to 49 percent. In light of the contentious history and strained 
relations between Pakistan and India, these actions add to the heightening regional threat 
perception and exert pressure on Pakistan’s defense compulsions.

At the domestic front, Pakistan has been and in fact still is faced with various monumental 
challenges. Militancy, extremism, and terrorism have wreaked havoc inside the country over 
the last decade. Federally Administered Tribal Areas and the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa province 
have been the worst affected, where external involvement and precarious border conditions 
have further adversely affected the internal security situation of Pakistan. While, the 
Operation Zarb-e-Azb, has improved domestic conditions rapidly, significant challenges 
continue to threaten the peace and stability of Pakistan.

In short, the US drawdown and the new civilian government in Afghanistan, India’s hawkish 
posturing and unveiled attempts to sabotage Pakistan’s interests in the regionvia a policy of 
encirclement, all these challenges stand face first for Pakistan. Additionally, the 
ever-increasing demands of the Zarb-e-Azb campaign and the fight against extremism and 
counter-insurgency compel the country to increase its defence budget.

According to the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), in 2014 the 
world’s military expenditure totalled $1.8 trillion dollars. Where the US military spending fell 
by 6.5 percent, the military expenditure in Asia rose by 5 percent, standing at a staggering 
total of $439 billion. These figures highlight the trend of power politics gaining momentum 
in the region and the pressure and compulsions they create for Pakistan’s defence spending.

The threats emanating from the eastern and western borders are real and in order to 
maintain the stability and security of the country, a robust defence budget is imperative. In 
the coming days, this expenditure is likely to focus on the modernization of equipment, 
capacity-building and increasing the strength of the armed forces. The continuous 
engagement of them in the war against terrorism also requires logistical support. Pakistan 
has always been reluctant to engage in any arms race, but strategic constraints such as those 
described in this article do not leave it with many alternatives.

The progress of any country is rooted in its economic prosperity, which cannot be attained 
without the basic precepts for stability – peace and security. There should be no doubt that 
Pakistan would go to any length to secure and maintain its national interests, and the role of 
its armed forces in guaranteeing this peace and security is paramount. Given the vast scope 
of this role, the new defence budget is more than justified, and the entire nation shall stand 
as one behind it and with our forces.

The article has also appeared in ‘The Nation’ (A leading Pakistani Newspaper).
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DEBUNKING NUCLEAR WEAPONS MYTHS
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
JUN 10, 2015

The ever-present mot in the rumormongers’ eye, Pakistan’s nuclear weapons program has 
made it to the headlines again. This time the country is allegedly at the brink of proliferating 
nuclear weapons to Saudi Arabia. This particular sensational story was broken by the Sunday 
Times, and quoted, very handily, unnamed Saudi officials – unsurprisingly such unnamed 
sources and officials are always readily available when it is Pakistan’s nuclear weapons 
program in the line of fire. This is nothing but old wine in new bottles. The story has been 
regurgitated in local and international media quite frequently, despite no actual evidence. In 
attempting to write on the issue one wonders twice whether it even demands the serious 
attention or time required for the dismissal such superfluous alarms.

Although concerns about possible nuclear dominos falling in Middle East have some veracity, 
the scenario isn’t new. The current fears in this regard have conflagrated in the wake of the 
success of P-5+1 and Iran’s negotiated framework agreement over a possible deal, curtailing 
Iran’s capability for building a bomb while retaining, at the same time, the capability for 
peaceful uses of nuclear energy. In this regard, Saudi Arabia seriously doubts the veracity of 
US claims that an agreement could effectively halt Iranian ambitions for building a bomb. 
These fears and doubts have translated into serious, proactive thought for exploring a 
nuclear option that entails the enrichment and reprocessing technologies in the Kingdom 
itself. These fears have also led the KSA to decline participation in the Camp David Summit 
convened by the US, alongside its Gulf States partners, all of whom have spurned US 
assurances for an enhanced cooperation.

The myth that Pakistan is the most likely 
supplier for such Saudi ambition to acquire 
a bomb is only predictable. The recent 
story in Sunday Times even goes so far as 
to quote yet more anonymous officials – 
this time from the US – claiming that KSA 
would get a nuclear bomb “off the shelf”. 
However, is there any physical evidence to 
substantiate this allegation? Of course not!

Let us then humor the dubious claim, and re-examine the assertion from a logical 
perspective. Pakistan, as a nuclear weapon state outside the NPT, has had a hard time in 
establishing its non-proliferation credentials after the infamous AQ Khan Proliferation 
episode. An explicit Command and Control Structure headed by the National Command 
Authority was also specifically instituted to oversee the nuclear program and ensure there 
was no space for another such episode. To date, no other nuclear weapons state has made 
such a transparent arrangement. In order to rule out inadvertent nuclear use or transfer of 
sensitive knowledge or technology, the 10-member politico-military body of NCA makes 
collective decision making related to the strategic issues.

As a responsible nuclear weapons state, Pakistan has contributed significantly to 
international efforts to control the proliferation of nuclear weapons and other weapons of 
mass destruction. At the national level, it has instituted a strong export control regime and 
developed a Strategic Export Control Division under the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, which 
acts as a licensing authority and is responsible for regulating exports of dual use or sensitive 
technologies. Furthermore, the country reports submitted by Pakistan in compliance with 
the UNSCR 1540 are greatly commended for their correctness and completeness. Although 
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a non-member of the export control regimes such as the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG), 
Missile Technology Control Regime (MTCR), Wassenaar Arrangement (WA), and Australian 
Group (AG), it abides by their guidelines on a voluntary basis. Furthermore, Pakistan has also 
expressed its desire to obtain membership of these voluntary arrangements.

As per policy prescription, Pakistan has always promoted nuclear nonproliferation norms, 
with the recent Iranian nuclear crisis being a relevant example. Pakistan maintained that Iran 
should comply with its nonproliferation obligations in the NPT; Saudi Arabia’s case would be 
no different.

In signing the Indo-US deal, the US rewarded India for its so-called “good non-proliferation 
credentials” subjectively, thereby legitimizing its strategic programme outside safeguards. 
Pakistan has been advocating a legitimate case for access to nuclear technology for civilian 
use, particularly given its ever-increasing energy requirement-production gap. In such a 
scenario, it is difficult to fathom what benefits could be accrued by proliferating weapons, 
when it would seriously undermine Pakistan’s strategic, economic and political interests.

To evade doubts of insiders proliferating nuclear knowledge for lucrative purposes, various 
strong mechanisms were put in place. Let us be very clear that the Personnel Reliability 
Program (PRP) and Human Reliability Program (HRP) are robust mechanisms that ensure 
periodic screening and monitoring of all personnel, during inductions as well as in active 
service. The programmes include intrusive systems of reporting, approvals and constant 
monitoring of all movements of key personnel in possession of sensitive knowledge.

Pakistan has nothing to gain from proliferation to Saudi Arabia or any other country for that 
matter; such a move would only bring a lot of international censure and result in alienation. 
Moreover, Pakistan has been advocating its case as an energy-deficient country, for access 
to nuclear technology for peaceful uses through the NSG, which is faced with several 
roadblocks as is. Pakistan’s reputation as a responsible nuclear weapons state would be 
seriously damaged, and chances of progress on this front would become jeopardized. It will 
also have to face serious sanctions in addition to international isolationism, which will 
seriously undermine its national counter-terrorism campaigns as well as multiply political 
and socio-economic difficulties.

The truth of the matter is that such articles appear to be part of the campaign against 
Pakistan’s nuclear weapons, churned out time and again by a malicious propaganda 
machine at maligning the country’s reputation as a responsible nuclear weapon state. 
Pakistan, as a nuclear weapons state, has oft suffered the brunt of sins that at times were not 
even committed by it. Despite the ‘original sin’ of proliferation (the 1974 nuclear test) having 
been committed by India, the brunt was borne by Pakistan in shape of the French and 
Canadians withdrawing their cooperation in 1970s from the plutonium reprocessing plant as 
well as from the Karachi Nuclear Power Plant (KANUPP) respectively.

Finally, Pakistan tested nuclear weapons at a time when the world was bent on denying their 
necessity and Pakistan’s legitimate security needs; they were positively dismayed to learn 
Pakistan would retain this capability for its self-defence. Just like the first American nuclear 
test, Trinity, is not generally associated with a ‘Christian’ Bomb, and India’s Smiling Buddha 
Test is not a ‘Vegetarian Bomb’, the ‘Pakistani’ bomb is by no means an ‘Islamic’ one.

The article has also appeared in ‘The Nation’ (A leading Pakistani Newspaper).



NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION SELECTIVISM
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
JUN 10, 2015

Canada recently signed a 280 million dollar deal for the supply of 3,000 metric tonnes of 
uranium over the next five years to India, a nuclear weapon state outside the NPT. This deal 
comes against the backdrop of expert warnings that the agreement will spur proliferation in 
the region, and if the Indian test of Agni III, mere hours after the signing of the deal, is any 
indication of things to come, the warnings are not without cause. The deal, if put in 
perspective of the recent efforts by the West to bring outlier states to abide by the rules of 
the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT), undermines the efforts for the universalization of 
a rules-based nuclear nonproliferation regime.

It is staggering to think that the very same country that forsook all nuclear cooperation some 
45 years earlier with India after the latter diverted nuclear fuel from Canadian reactors, 
supplied for ‘peaceful, civilian’ use, to conduct a nuclear weapons test would now actively 
sign a 5 year deal that can only further exacerbate the South Asian security dilemma. The 
deal brushes aside the entire controversy of the Indian episode of proliferation of nuclear fuel 
for conducting a nuclear test. At the very least, it is not a story any of the major powers are 
ready to lend an ear to anymore, busy as they are cashing in on the growing market 
economy of India. Paul Meyer, Canada’s former permanent representative to the Geneva 
Disarmament Conference expressed his fears in this regard saying that, “All of this flows from 
decisions where we essentially sold the shop some years back, sacrificing our nuclear 
non-proliferation principles and objectives for some other considerations, and I think it’s 
been a very poor deal for us in terms of the risks of nuclear proliferation.”

This deal cannot be seen but in context of 
the Indo-US strategic partnership and the 
civilian nuclear deal forged between New 
Delhi and Washington in 2007. It is after all 
the Indian civilian nuclear cooperation 
agreement with the US that has opened 
the floodgates of nuclear technology for 
an otherwise sanctioned India. This 
agreement between the US and India was 
tailored to bring the country at par with 
other nuclear weapon states of the NPT, 
without, unfortunately, any of the ensuing 
nonproliferation obligations that come 
with the NPT.   Given the geopolitical 
context and timing of the Indo-US deal, it 
appears to have been a strategic necessity 
for a superpower in decline, struggling to 
maintain a unipolar world order and 
checking the rise of an economically 

strong challenger – China. India’s role 
therefore, on this strategic chessboard has 
come to be that of a strategic bulwark 
against China.

The Indo-US deal indicates an implicit 
recognition of India’s nuclear weapon 
status, proffering a unique status to India, 
notwithstanding its similar case for nuclear 
weapons acquisition as Pakistan. It also 
works against the much-touted US 
principles, of propagating nuclear restraint 
in South Asia. The agreement has 
enhanced India’s strategic capability, 
freeing its domestic uranium reserves for 
military use, apart from its equally 
un-safeguarded breeder reactors 
programme.
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Following the US-India nuclear agreement and the NSG waiver, several other states have also 
engaged in nuclear commerce with India, and the Canadian deal is only the most recent 
example. Thus far, India has secured nuclear cooperation agreements with Russia, France, 
the US, Australia and Canada. Noticeable here is the fact that Australia despite being a 
NNWS of NPT that held out for so long against such a deal has in the end, given in for 
economic benefits over moral ground.

India has made it a point in these deals, to convince its nuclear partners to forgo the 
provision of tracking the nuclear fuel end bound for India, especially from Australia and the 
US. Such a commitment is not only a violation of the NPT, to which all these states except 
India are a party, but also raises serious nonproliferation-related challenges. It essentially 
demonstrates how India would be free to divert the nuclear fuel supplied for civil nuclear 
energy production for weapons purposes with no check.

A series of measures have also been instituted by the US for easing nuclear-related sanctions 
on India and facilitating its access to nuclear technology control regimes. This includes the 
assurances by Washington to India for membership of the export control regimes.

India’s membership of NSG opens the gates for advanced technology in the nuclear field for 
dual-use items, making India a potential supplier as well. India as a state outside NPT, 
non-signatory to CTBT and continuing to produce fissile material, does not fulfill the criteria 
for NSG membership. Moreover, the resultant technological advancements pose an equally 
great challenge for Pakistan in this field and destabilize deterrence stability on the region.

While debating the nonproliferation issues in South Asia, one also has to take into 
cognizance the fact that India’s so-called ‘Peaceful nuclear explosion (PNE)’ triggered the 
South Asian proliferation in the nuclear domain and also led the international community to 
think of controlling nuclear technology more stringently. The NSG, now considering the 
Indian membership, was created specifically after the Indian diversion of nuclear fuel illegally 
for the nuclear test.

For Pakistan, the reward for a stringent export control on nuclear technologies and a 
transparent nuclear command and control structure has not been forthcoming from the 
international community. The lesson learnt is that it is geopolitics rather than a good 
nonproliferation record that governs eligibility for nuclear commerce.

Unlike its regional rival and other nuclear weapon states, Pakistan is the only state that has 
made its nuclear command and control structure explicit and constructively engages with 
the international community on these issues.

The regional security complex in which Pakistan is situated has left the state with few 
options. While American strategic compulsions might require building India as a counter 
weight to China, it will be at the cost of undermining regional nonproliferation and global 
nuclear nonproliferation norms, and the repercussions will be for Pakistan to bear. Many 
believe the nuclear competition in Southern Asia to be triangular; however, the nuclear 
cooperation offered by world powers to India will have direct implications for Pakistan 
specifically. Being conventionally weaker and constrained by economy, the state has to rely 
on maintaining a precarious strategic balance vis-à-vis India. India’s increasing fissile material 
stocks, both Pu and HeU, alongside its introduction of capabilities like BMD systems, canister 
launch system for missiles, MIRVed technology combined with the confidence to fight a 
conflict and control escalation, involve dangerous trends for the region. Indian missiles, 
cruise, hypersonic missiles and long range ICBM production negate any claim of a minimum 
credible deterrence.



On the issue of the Nuclear Suppliers Group membership, criteria governing the inclusion of 
prospective outliers can help lessen the damage done to the nonproliferation regime by 
exemptions such as the 123 Agreement. It would also ensure that only those states qualify for 
nuclear commerce that uphold the nuclear nonproliferation norms and promote them. Such 
a move would also reiterate the nuclear community’s impartiality in mainstreaming nuclear 
nonproliferation treaty outliers.

Unless the regional concerns relating to development of technologies are addressed and 
impartiality in determining the future of nonproliferation outliers is established, 
nonproliferation concerns in South Asia will continue to pose a challenge. To convert this 
challenge into opportunity, the international community should promote indiscriminate 
policies to establish balanced and criteria based engagements in the nuclear arena.

The writer is the President of Centre for Pakistan and Gulf Studies (CPGS) and Member 
Senate Standing Committees on Defence, Foreign Affairs, Human Rights, Human Resource 
Development & Overseas Pakistani’s.

The article has also appeared in ‘The Nation’ (A leading Pakistani Newspaper).
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SEPARATING MYTH FROM REALITY
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
MAR 13, 2015

The Washington Post recently published a story on Pakistan’s construction of two new units 
at the Karachi Nuclear power Plant site. The article has variously been quoted by media 
sources both internationally and in Pakistan. The article has lumped together a lot of 
unrelated issues with regards to Pakistan’s nuclear program. In this regard, it would be 
judicious to take into account an alternative perspective on Pakistan’s nuclear policy in 
general and the construction of new units in the Karachi Nuclear power Plant.

The allegation that Pakistan’s nuclear arsenal is easily available for theft is too naïve a notion. 
Pakistan’s weapons and installations are as safe or secure as any other nuclear weapon state 
of the world. This is also true, as Pakistan has been more transparent than any other nuclear 
state in terms of the measures it takes for its nuclear security. There have been many 
reported incidents in various Nuclear Weapon states like US, where unauthorised personnel 
breached the facility alongside incidents of theft reported. However the US still remains the 
largest producer of nuclear energy.

This particular reactor design, ACP-1000 has already passed IAEA’s Generic Reactor Safety 
Review. Moreover, it is a third generation reactor and has design features that augment 
safety. According to the IAEA, these include passive safety functions as well as robustness 
against external events.

Mr. Craig’s pronouncement that the new ACP-1000 reactors will also stand less than 20 
miles from downtown Karachi, a dense and rapidly growing metropolis of about 20 million 
residents, does not profess some new knowledge. It is nothing specific for Pakistan.

The US for instance, has over 18 million of its residents living within a radius of 20 miles from 
nuclear power plants. With regards to the tsunami issue, firstly this plant is different from 
Fukushima Daiichi which were Generation-I NPPs with only single containment. Because of 
blockage in the pumps sucking in water to cool the fuel rods, the rods got heated and a 
meltdown began, exposing radioactivity to the atmosphere.

The backup generators failed to work. It was a failure of layers of redundancy.Unlike the 
Fukushima power plants, which were BWRs i.e. , Boiling Water Reactors, the ACP-1000 has 
safety features like double containment alongside passive cooling systems that can keep the 
fuel rods from getting overheated in case of power failures.

It is also pertinent to note that Pakistan is not the only developing country still continuing 
with its nuclear energy plans post the Fukushima incident. Many of the developing states like 
India, Iran, UAE, Saudi Arabia, Turkey and Egypt are continuing with their nuclear energy 
expansion plans apart from the developed states of US, UK, China and South Korea. Most 
importantly, Japan, even after losing more than 16,000 people and massive infrastructure in 

Nuclear plants are mainly built close to water bodies because 
they help cool the fuel rods; this is an established 
fact.Furthermore, in case of seismicity, the Karachi coastal area 
cannot be compared with Japan’s Fukushima Daiichi nuclear 
power plants, which are built over the pacific “ring of fire,” 
known for tectonic plates activity and earthquakes.



in the Fukushima Daiichi Incident, is still continuing with its production of nuclear energy as 
well as nuclear energy commerce.

It is also interesting to note that the US is itself not in complete compliance with the 
stipulations of the U.S Nuclear Regulatory Commission, which stipulates that a reactor 
should be cited away from very densely populated areas, preferably with fewer than 500 
people per square mile within a 20-mile radius, as on the contrary nearly a million Americans 
live within a proximity of a 5 mile radius of its nuclear sites.

On the allegation of violation of Nuclear Suppliers Group guidelines by China, it is apt to say 
that geopolitical exigencies dictate nonproliferation norms in the Nuclear Suppliers Cartel. 
These norms were arm-twisted to bring India into the fold, though it is as much outside NPT 
as is Pakistan.

The nuclear cooperation between China and Pakistan, it should be noted, is under the 
umbrella of peaceful uses of nuclear energy covered through facility specific safeguards of 
IAEA to ensure non-diversion of material for weapons purposes. However, there are growing 
Western concerns that the Indians will divert – as they did from Canadian reactors – material 
to build weapons.

The media flurry about the environmental hazards of the new plants was addressed by the 
environmental research group PINSTECH, which clarified that there were no environmental 
hazards of the new nuclear power plants.There are several arguments in the Washington Post 
story that defy common sense and expose the hidden agendas being propagated though 
irresponsible reporting.

Pakistan, as a country with 37 years of safe reactor operation and an impeccable history of 
no accidents, is being maligned. The citing of the history of accidents and terrorism in the 
story brings forth the fact that the writer has made an effort to cherry pick arguments. For 
example, he says, “Pakistani technicians won’t be able to operate or maintain Chinese 
nuclear technology.” If Pakistan’s scientists and technicians can operate a nuclear power 
plant without vendor support for over four decades, this should be no feat for them.

Furthermore, an environmental impact assessment (EIA) study of the twin nuclear power 
plants had been conducted by the Pakistan Atomic Energy Commission (PAEC) and was 
heard by an expert committee constituted by the Sindh Environment Protection Agency 
(Sepa), after which the construction was approved.

Finally, it should suffice to say that Pakistan’s construction of NPPs along the Karachi 
Coastline comes after serious deliberations, and hence inviting unnecessary alarm is uncalled 
for in this regard.

The writer is the President of Centre for Pakistan and Gulf Studies(CPGS) and Member 
Senate Standing Committee on Defence, Foreign Affairs, Human Rights, Human Resource 
Development & Overseas Pakistani’s.

The article has also appeared in ‘The Nation’ (A leading Pakistani Newspaper).

29ArticleSeparating Myth from Reality



$200 BILLION
ON DIFFERENT WEAPON

ARTICLE30 Pakistan’s defence compulsions

PAKISTAN’S DEFENCE COMPULSIONS
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
MAY 28, 2014

In the rapidly changing international environment, Pakistan’s defence planners are 
confronted with a number of fundamental issues that mainly emerge from some transitions 
at the national, regional and international level. The expected drawdown or total military 
withdrawal of American and NATO forces from Afghanistan and the new American strategy 
of ‘Asia Pivot’ clearly indicate that a relative shift in the balance of military power in Asia is 
undoubtedly underway.

This shift amidst tensions and disputes in the region will result in hefty defence budgets and 
military developments and procurements at a much larger scale by the Asian States than 
was the case earlier. According to the International Institute for Strategic Studies’ military 
balance report of 2014, Asian defence spending in 2013 was 11.6 per cent higher than in 
2010. In one way or the other, the game of power has begun in Asia; and Pakistan, because 
of many reasons, is not in a good position as far as defence and security are concerned. 
There is a three-layered problem, which becomes more complex, more unpredictable and 
more unanticipated, when the forces at these three layers interact which each other.

At the outer-layer, due to a relative shift in the balance of military power to Asia, the Asian 
countries are rapidly increasing their military capabilities, some of which are generally 
related to routine force modernization, and others for enhanced power projection, or 
deterrence. A chain reaction that starts from the accumulation of American military forces in 
the region and a circle of alliance around China to contain it under the so-called ‘Asia Pivot’ 
strategy fuels systematic military competition that drags India and Pakistan in. China’s 
defence spending rose 7.4 per cent in 2013 as compared to 2012, and India has been marked 
as the largest arms buyer state in the world.

This upward shoot in Indian defence 
developments and acquisitions are not aimed at 
security but the projection of Indian military 
influence in Asia. The development of an 
Inter-continental Ballistic Missile (ICBM) like 
Agni-V reflects the Indian hegemonic future 
designs. The BJP has won the Indian elections 
and in its election manifesto, stated a 
commitment to indigenise the development of 
defence technologies through encouraging 
domestic industry to have a larger share in 
design and production of military hardware for 
both domestic use and exports. According to 
some reports Narendra Modi is likely to spend 
an additional $200 billion on stealth fighters, 
main battle tanks, backfire bombers, aircraft 
carriers, frigates and Scorpion submarines.

Pakistan’s security dilemma runs along this 
uncontrollable systematic problem, where it has 
to balance between its socio-economic 
development and security. But a blurred and 
chaotic picture makes it difficult to strike a 
reasonable balance between both these 
continuums.

(ICBM)



At the second, regional level, Pakistan is facing a three-front problem. On the east, India with 
its rapidly increasing military might, offensive military doctrines and new right-wing 
government. In the North West, an unreliable and presumably unstable Afghanistan because 
of a possible civil war after the NATO drawdown and along its western border, the 
deployment of Afghan National Army (ANA).

Finally at the third, national level; rising militancy, separatist violent movements and a 
conservative political right-wing, pose the single biggest challenge to Pakistan’s internal 
security and integrity. Pakistan has suffered the loss of more than 40,000 lives and economic 
losses of more than $100 billion.

To overcome these challenges, Pakistan needs to work at two levels. At the strategic level, it 
needs to take into account the changing strategic scenarios and their implications on 
Pakistan’s security, and then take appropriate measures to deal with them. Nuclear weapons 
play a vital and central role in this regard. Though the likelihood of a large-scale conventional 
war between India and Pakistan has become obsolete because of nuclear deterrence, Indian 
intent to fight a limited war under a nuclear threshold, development of second-strike 
capability and ballistic missile defence and bringing in military doctrines like Cold Start 
Doctrine (CSD) or Proactive Military Operations (PMOD) in South Asian strategic 
environment, have forced Pakistan to revisit its strategic and conventional development 
postures. Pakistan has responded with the development of short-range ballistic missiles such 
as NASR and cruise missiles such as Babur to fill the gaps at the tactical and operational 
levels. However, to strengthen the structure of strategic stability, Pakistan needs to develop 
its sea-based nuclear deterrence capability, along with multiple independently targetable 
re-entry vehicles (MIRVs).

At the conventional level, Pakistan needs to enhance its counter-insurgency capabilities, 
along with effective security of the western border along Afghanistan. To this end, adequate 
budgetary allocations are needed for training and procurement of equipment for 
conventional operations and fencing and building of more check posts along the Afghan 
border. In addition, the capacity and capability of intelligence agencies for accurate and 
timely detection of threats needs to be enhanced. Investing more on counter-insurgency 
training and early and accurate intelligence gathering will greatly reduce the fatality rate 
during future counter-insurgency operations. Also, the most important area to focus on 
beyond enhancing our kinetic capability is to increase our non-kinetic capabilities. Effective 
non-kinetic operations with limited and well-calculated kinetic operations will result in early 
and effective elimination of threats.

Pakistan’s defence procurements have remained 
constant in five years before 2013. However, after 
that, Pakistan increased its defence spending by 
15 per cent, from $6.12 billion to $6.45 billion in 
2013-14. Whereas, in India, there has been double 
digit growth in 2004-05 (17.92 per cent), 
2008-09 (10 per cent), 2011-12 (11.59 per cent) 
and 2012-13 (17.63 per cent). Analysis of the 
statistic testifies the fact that India has regularly 
enhanced the defence budget substantially, 
whereas in the case of Pakistan, it has remained 
more or less constant. In fact it does not even 
cater for inflation. Pakistan’s defence allocations 
have been at the lowest as compared to the rising 
defence budgets of India, China and Turkey.
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There has been a lot of criticism on the defence spending of Pakistan, but if we see Pakistan’s 
defence budget against its defence requirements in the backdrop of the threat that Pakistan 
faces, there is a huge disparity between threat and security. There are geo-political realities 
which can’t be ignored and it is important for Pakistan to ensure its security, safeguarding its 
territorial integrity and sovereignty. The budgetary allocations for defence have been kept 
lowest in the previous few years. However, the changed national, regional and global security 
environment does demand an increase in our defence budget; appropriate fiscal allocation 
is required to meet the country’s defence needs. In this regard, a thorough review and 
analysis is required to outline the defence budget for 2014-15. In this process, various defence 
and strategic institutions should be involved to fully grasp ground realities. In the same vein, 
the political leadership should also play its due role in strengthening the defence and 
security structure of the state by understanding geopolitical realities and realizing the 
responsibility that people have put on their shoulders.

The article has also appeared in ‘The Nation’ (A leading Pakistani Newspaper).
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NUCLEAR DISCRIMINATION
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
OCT 28, 2013

Developing countries like Pakistan need robust scientific knowledge, expertise and 
infrastructure to proceed on the path of progress and prosperity, and to uplift their societies 
from the darkest depths of ignorance, poverty, and under-development.

All this comes from developed countries. In international normative and legal structures, it is 
the inalienable right of all developing countries to have access to scientific technology, 
knowledge, and innovations.Nuclear technology introduced the most destructive weapons 
mankind had ever seen or imagined. But that was just one side of the coin; since the great 
catastrophes of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, nuclear technology has also proved hugely 
beneficial for the development of scientific knowledge and expertise for the service of 
humanity. Especially in Pakistan’s case, the civil nuclear programme has contributed greatly 
to the development of a scientific base, knowledge, expertise and infrastructure in fields as 
diverse as agriculture, food, health and industry.

The Pakistan Atomic Energy Commission (PAEC) has been running successful nuclear power 
plants and other projects in civilian and commercial sectors for more than four decades. The 
knowledge, experience and expertise gained by the PAEC have no match in the 
region.Nonetheless, if one sees Pakistan in the context of a contemporary nuclear world 
order from top to bottom, there are two main challenges that the country is facing at the 
moment. First, there are several misperceptions that have been attached to Pakistan’s 
nuclear programme since it began almost four decades ago. These misperceptions, at times, 
create an environment of suspicion and mistrust in which it becomes difficult for Pakistan to 
play an active role in international nuclear diplomacy. Although the second challenge is 
actually a part of the first, it would be appropriate to treat it separately to avoid confusion. 
This is because, in diplomacy, or at the policy level, people do know the difference between 
reality and misperception. The second challenge is how Pakistan can benefit from the 
peaceful uses of nuclear energy when it is being discriminately denied of opportunities to 
access nuclear supply cartels.

The question is how to include Pakistan in the international nuclear export control regimes, 
such as the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG), to fully exploit its right to use nuclear 
technology for national development?In an anarchic international system, states do what 
serves their national interest. To comprehend this properly, academicians or theorists of 
international relations have given various names and interpretations to the word ‘interest,’ 
such as geopolitical interest, geo-strategic interest, geo-economic interest or national 
interest, regional interest and global interest. But the big problem with ‘interest’ is that it 
develops, changes, shifts and transforms from time to time. It can change its shapes, colours 
and appearances as the definers so desire.In the early 1950s, when the US was preparing to 
tackle the perceived Soviet threat to its international hegemony through making alliances 
with various regional powers, the incentive of nuclear technology was one of the juiciest 
carrots it had to offer its allies to pursue its geopolitical, ideological and geostrategic 
interests. Pakistan, which was facing imminent threats to its survival, found it appropriate 
and rational to benefit from that newly innovated nuclear technology for peaceful purposes.

Mark Fitzpatrik, an imminent writer on nuclear non-proliferation issues, writes in his book, 
‘Overcoming Pakistan’s nuclear danger,’ that “Pakistan’s nuclear endeavours began with 
peaceful intentions.”To fully utilize nuclear technology for national development, the PAEC 
was established in 1956, and soon after, hundreds of students were sent abroad for training 
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in nuclear-related fields. It is important to note that the three reactors which Pakistan 
established with the help of the U.S. and China; namely, PARR (Pakistan Atomic Research 
Reactor) in 1963, KANUPP (Karachi Nuclear Power Plant) in 1972, and PARR-2 in 1989; were 
and are under the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards. It has been 
endorsed internationally that Pakistan has always complied with and respected all 
international agreements that it has signed or ratified. It is also acknowledged that whatever 
nuclear infrastructure or material Pakistan acquired for peaceful purposes, though very 
limited, was never diverted towards its military programme. Currently, all nuclear power 
plants working in Pakistan are under IAEA safeguards. Pakistan had no intention to develop 
nuclear weapons, till it was forced by extraordinary circumstances and the existential 
security threat posed by India.

The 1965 war, the 1971 debacle, the Indian nuclear test in 1974 and the unreliability of its allies 
were the circumstances which forced Pakistan to pursue a military nuclear programme. 
Despite all that, Pakistan proposed many initiatives at international and bilateral levels to 
keep the region free of nuclear weapons, but all were rejected by India. Pakistan’s official 
position in this regard has been very consistent and sober. In the National Command 
Authority’s (NCA) statement of July 14, 2011, the NCA reiterated “Pakistan’s desire to 
constructively contribute to the realization of a world free of nuclear weapons and to the 
goals of non-proliferation on the basis of equality and partnership with the international 
community. Accordingly, Pakistan was keen to join the four international export control 
arrangements.” The statement clearly verifies Pakistan’s nuclear policy line. Pakistan has 
taken a principled position which is in line with international law, norms and customs on 
nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. In addition, Pakistan is also keen to pursue its 
right to acquire nuclear technology for peaceful purposes.

As far as the safety and security aspect of its nuclear programme is concerned, Pakistan is 
fully committed to the objectives of enhancing nuclear safety and security and has been 
actively engaged with the international community to promote a nuclear safety and security 
culture. However, according to the official statement submitted by Pakistan at the Nuclear 
Security Summit 2014, it considers the matter of nuclear safety and security as a “national 
responsibility.” It is also important to note that Pakistan has shown tremendous progress in 
this regard which has been acknowledged by the international community many a time. 
Unfortunately, in contemporary international politics, the nuclear non-proliferation 
objectives have been taken over by the geopolitical and commercial interests of major 
powers. Favouritism and exceptionalism have become the guiding principles of nuclear 
non-proliferation policies of major powers. In this environment, some have become more 
equal than others. Pakistan is facing discrimination in the field of nuclear science and 
technology.

It has been consistently denied its right to utilize nuclear technology for its national 
development. Despite having a clean record of adherence to not only international 
agreements that it has signed or ratified but also to some of those it has not signed, Pakistan 
is being isolated, thus denying the legitimate opportunity for its people to benefit from 
nuclear technology. Pakistan fully qualifies and fulfils every criterion to be a member of the 
NSG. Therefore, it should not be denied its legitimate right to exploit civilian nuclear 
technology for the broader service of its people. The writer is a member Senate Standing 
Committees on Defence, Foreign Affairs, Human Resource Development & Overseas 
Pakistanis.



PAKISTAN’S NUCLEAR PROGRAM AND THE 
CONTEMPORARY NUCLEAR DEBATE
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
OCT 28, 2013

In mid 1970s, Pakistan embarked upon the most difficult and challenging project in its history 
and began developing the infrastructure to build its own nuclear weapons capability. This 
was a very tough decision, especially at a time when the country had recently suffered 
dismemberment at the hands of its staunch enemy India in 1971, who also introduced nuclear 
weapons to the subcontinent by conducting an overt nuclear test in 1974. Pakistan, though 
struggling economically, felt it had no choice but to go down the path of nuclearization as 
well in order to ensure its survival. The dedicated and continual efforts of many determined 
individuals finally came to fruition on 28th May 1998, when Pakistan tested six nuclear 
devices in response to India’s tests of 11th May 1998.

Currently, Pakistan possesses a sizable nuclear arsenal, which can be launched via an array 
of land-based and air-based delivery means. Pakistan is maintaining the policy of ‘Minimum 
Credible Deterrence’, to deter all form of aggression, particularly the threats emanating from 
its eastern borders. The country has developed well-integrated and strong national 
institutions for effective command and control of these weapons, to ensure the continued 
surveillance and response mechanisms built around the overall control of the National 
Command Authority and chaired by the political office of the Prime Minister.

Pakistan has continuously engaged with the international community at all levels, in all 
nuclear related initiatives. The Pakistani policy decision to remain outside the Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) in 1970 was a wise and timely decision, based on its 
apprehension of regional developments especially with regards to the Indian nuclear 
ambitions, which have since been proven right. Pakistan also willingly joined the negotiations 
of Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) in the 90s, but was waiting for a positive 
Indian response before a final decision. Once again however, the Pakistani position was 
prudent and Indian nuclear testing of May 1998 proved these misgivings to be correct. In 
recent years, another treaty mechanism – the Fissile Material Cut-Off Treaty (FMCT) has 
been under discussion at Conference on Disarmament, and Pakistan is very actively engaged 
in this discussion.

Despite all these positive gestures and cooperation, Pakistan is being treated discriminatorily 
at all international nuclear forums. On the contrary, India which has always violated 
international norms and obligations is being accommodated. There may be multiple reasons 
for this tilt of the international community, especially the US, but there are also some 
weaknesses in the formulation and articulation of our arguments and their presentation. 
There is a dire need to further explore the reasons behind this failure in projecting the case 
of Pakistan in the international arena for nuclear non-proliferation, arms control and 
disarmament forums.

There are many questions which have been and are being raised against Pakistan at various 
multilateral forums by non-proliferation experts whether from media, academia, or policy 
circles. These questions, at some levels, are resulting into calcifying misperceptions, which 
directly or indirectly, are being used by academics, media persons and policy practitioners 
to portray Pakistan as an irrational, irresponsible and a proliferator state at various 
international forums and spheres.
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A palpable size of literature is available on Pakistan’s nuclear weapon program, its 
capabilities, and guesstimates on Pakistan’s nuclear development posture, but less attention 
has been given to address the real causes and reasons behind the questions and resultant 
misperceptions. This paper is aimed at clarifying some of the positions that Pakistan has 
taken on different multilateral forums, as far as the issue of nuclear non-proliferation is 
concerned.

Pakistan’s Policy on Nuclear Non-Proliferation

To analyze Pakistan’s nuclear non-proliferation policy one should not ignore the fundamental 
fact that Pakistan’s nuclear weapon program is tied to its security concerns with regard to 
India.[1] Both India and Pakistan have fought three major wars (1947, 1965, and 1971) and a 
small scale war (1998) and have gone through multiple episodes of serious crisis. Moreover, 
strategic and conventional asymmetries, close proximity of borders, legacy of fighting wars, 
shortest missile flight times, unresolved and bloody territorial, unresolved political and 
ideological disputes,lower temptation for arms race stability and emergence of provocative 
military doctrines in Indian strategic thinking, and above all the presence of sub-national 
groups with irrational, often violent doctrines are some of the prevalent factors shaping new 
strategic realities. Pakistan being on lower end of power calculus as compared to its arch 
rival feels insecure and vulnerable.

However, despite having the serious security threats, Pakistan has been found proactive in 
proposing various bilateral and regional non-proliferation arrangements to India. India 
refused on all accounts. These proposals include a Joint Indo-Pakistan Declaration 
Renouncing the Acquisition or Manufacture of Nuclear Weapons (1978), A South Asian 
Nuclear Weapon Free Zone (1978), Mutual Inspection by India and Pakistan of Each Other’s 
Nuclear Facilities (1979), Simultaneous Adherence to NPT and Acceptance of Full-scope 
IAEA Safeguards (1979), Bilateral Nuclear Test Ban Treaty (1987) and South Asian Missile 
Free Zone (1994). [2]

Pakistan’s policy on nuclear non-proliferation revolves around two main principles—restraint 
and responsibility. Even after the over nuclearization in 1998, In 2004 Pakistan offered again 
a comprehensive proposal what many has termed as ‘Strategic Restraint Regime’ (SRR) to 
India. Recently Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif, while addressing a high level meeting of General 
Assembly on nuclear Disarmament reiterated Pakistan’s proposal and said “Pakistan 
advocates a comprehensive strategic restraint regime that establishes nuclear restraint, 
balance in conventional forces and a mechanism for conflict resolution.”[3] The SRR with its 
three interlocking elements nuclear restraint, conventional balance and dispute settlement 
not only offers a comprehensive formula for ensuring strategic stability in South Asia but 
also helps to create a conducive environment for nuclear disarmament. India has 
consistently rejected this proposal because it does not fit in its strategic agenda of regional 
hegemony.

In a recently held meeting of National Command Authority, Pakistan reiterated its stance of 
‘Credible Minimum Deterrence’ and reposed full confidence in its command and control 
system to ensure safety, security, and reliability of its nuclear weapons. However, Pakistan is 
much concerned about some regional and international developments, which are directly or 
indirectly linked with its security. These developments include Indo-US strategic partnership 
(Indo-US Nuclear Deal), NSG membership waiver to India and US efforts to promote the 
cause of including India as a permanent member of United National Security Council 
(UNSC). Apart from these apprehensions, Indian Cold Start military doctrine, its pursuance 
of Ballistic Missile Defence (BMD) and assured sea based second strike capability; 
Conventional Arms modernization and its advanced and ambitious military space program 



are major concerns of Pakistan that affects the prospects for nuclear arms control and 
disarmament in South Asia.

Pakistan’s position on FMCT is determined by its national security interest. Pakistan believes 
that without considering the existing fissile material stockpiles asymmetries, halting the 
further production would not be a real step towards disarmament, rather the Fissile Material 
Treaty (FMT), which calls for even considering the existing stockpiles would be a real step 
towards nuclear disarmament. The proposed FMCT, which is viewed as specifically targeted 
towards Pakistan has the potential to further deepen and widen the strategic asymmetry and 
hence deterrence instability between India and Pakistan. Same is the case with CTBT. 
Though Pakistan is not a party to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) nor the 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) and is opposed to the Fissile Material Cut-Off Treaty 
(FMCT). However, Pakistan joined some multilateral nonproliferation and anti-terrorism 
efforts such as the Global Initiative on Combating Nuclear Terrorism and the US Secure 
Freight Initiative.

In recent years, Pakistan has sought to strengthen export control of sensitive nuclear 
technologies and to improve nuclear safety by passing the 2004 Export Control Act, 
establishing the Ministry of Foreign Affairs’ Strategic Export Control Division (SECDIV), and 
adopting measures to strengthen physical security of nuclear weapons and 
installations.[4]Pakistan has taken solid and robust steps to enhance the efficiency of 
security system and has improved its supervisory procedures for military and scientific 
manpower. First Pakistan introduced the Personnel Reliability Program (PRP) and Human 
Reliability Program (HRP) or the employment of military and civilian personnel. These 
programs involved a battery of checks to rooting out human eccentricities like lust, greed, 
depression, and tendency towards radical religious behaviors. PRP is designed along the 
same lines as in the US. Second a system of security clearance based on annual, semiannual, 
and quarterly review is in place, and it is based upon the principle of “trust but verify.” Third 
a system of sensitive material control and accounting under the supervision of SPD has been 
created which involves regular and surprise inspections to tally material production and 
waste in order to maintain transparency and accountability. Fourth the inception of Nuclear 
Security Action Plan (NSAP) by Pakistan Nuclear Regulatory Authority (PNRA) which 
evolves the identification of radiological sources, detection of orphan radioactive sources, 
and to secure borders against any illicit trafficking of sensitive material.

Pakistan has actively participated in the last two NSS summits, which have given huge 
impetus to nuclear security worldwide. Pakistan marked a history by joining these summits 
and ensures that nuclear security lies within the state. However, in any form, the security of 
the state is its national responsibility. Pakistan being a responsible nuclear weapon state, 
inclined to make its nuclear security as utmost priority.

Pakistan’s policy on nuclear non-proliferation is very transparent and clear. It is directly linked 
with its national security interests and concerns. Pakistan wants its inclusion in all nuclear 
export control regime including Nuclear Supplier Group (NSG), as it has been playing a vital 
role at regional and global level, as far as the nuclear non-proliferation is concerned. Pakistan 
believes that Pakistan fully qualifies to have full access to civil nuclear technology for 
peaceful purposes, as it has acquired expertise, manpower and infrastructure to produce 
civil nuclear energy.

The strains on the global non-proliferation regime have become acute in the recent years. 
The pursuit of policies based on discrimination and double standards by some major 
international powers has damaged the global nuclear non-proliferation regime.  Pakistan 
wants to work with international community in pursuit of reestablishing a robust global 
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nonproliferation regime. Pakistan does not believe in No Nuclear First USE (NFU), but 
believes in Nonaggression and No Use of Force (NUF) posture both in conventional and 
strategic domains.

Pakistan fully qualifies for full access to civil nuclear technology for peaceful purposes to 
meet its future and ongoing energy challenges. The civil nuclear technology for power 
production in Pakistan will not be used for weapon production as any agreement in this 
regard would be under IAEA statute. It will   create immense economic development 
opportunities and will contribute in establishing peace and prosperity.
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As the groundbreaking ceremony took place near the coastal line of Karachi to build two 
nuclear power plants, a debate has surfaced within policy circles, political domains and the 
academia, questioning and answering various concerns regarding the safety and security 
issues surrounding these nuclear power plants.

According to Pakistan Atomic Energy Commission (PEAC), Kanupp-2 (K-2) and Kanupp-3 
(K-3) will alleviate the agonizing energy shortages experienced by the citizens of Pakistan, 
and particularly the people of Karachi city. The establishment of these two nuclear power 
reactors could significantly reduce the overall energy shortfall and would constitute a 
significant part of national energy mix.

Pakistan People’s Party has always taken initiatives to develop energy sector in Pakistan in 
order to strengthen country’s socio-economic development. Benazir Bhutto Shaheed in her 
two tenures truly focused on this sector. In PPP’s manifesto for 2008 elections, Benzair 
Bhutto Shaheed announced that her government will be focusing on 5Es namely 
employment, education, environment equality and energy.

PPP has always considered nuclear energy as feasible and practical source of electricity 
production. The late Zulfikar Ali Bhutto, unchallenged father of Pakistan’s nuclear 
programme, started it in the late 1950s with the establishment of Pakistan Atomic Energy 
Commission (PAEC) and nuclear research institutes. On November 28, 1972, President 
Zulfikar Ali Bhutto accompanied Abdus Salam and the newly appointed

PAEC’s Chairman Munir Ahmad Khan at the inauguration of the first unit of the Karachi 
Nuclear Plant.

In June 2008, the Pakistan People’s Party government announced its plan to build two 
nuclear power plants, Chasma-3 and Chashma-4, each with a 320 MW gross capacity and 
largely financed by China. The 300 Megawatt Chashma-2 in fact was officially inaugurated 
by the then Prime Minister Yusuf Raza Gilani on May 10, 2011. He also approved the 
construction work for Chashma-3 and Chashma-4 nuclear power plants during the same 
year.

The tiny seed planted by Bhutto has now grown into a mature and shady tree. Over the 
years, the PAEC has attained expertise and experience which has no match, at least in the 
region. Taking confidence from this experience and expertise, the former Prime Minister of 
Pakistan, Yusuf Raza Gilani, offered at the Washington Nuclear Security Summit held in April 
2010 the advance nuclear fuel cycle services to the whole world under IAEA safeguards. 
Issues concerning Pakistan’s capability in this regard are, therefore, unfounded.

There is no doubt that energy shortage is behind Pakistan’s economic, political and social 
problems. Our societal structure today is not the one we had in the 1960s and 1970s. A 
significant transformation has taken place – the nature of society is not what we have been 
used to in the past. The scourge of extremism and terrorism has deeply affected the 
socio-psychic dimensions of our overall social conduct. People are frustrated. They are living 
in a land where, almost every day, there is news of mass murders, rapes, extra-judicial killings, 
bomb blasts, strikes and road blocks. The political leadership is bewildered on a number of 
critical national and international issues. A situation of chaos, anarchy, disorder and 
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confusion appears to be prevailing over the collective social consciousness of Pakistani 
society. Add to this mix the continuous and unscheduled load shedding and we are left with 
an increasingly volatile, hopeless and suffering population, losing its last vestiges of faith in 
its governing systems.

However, ironically, in this clash, the skeptics of the idea of nuclear energy as a feasible 
source of power generation have put aside some of the fundamental questions which almost 
every citizen of the country wants answered: how can we ensure uninterrupted energy 
supply? Why is it necessary to achieve energy security? How can we ensure that? What are 
the feasible, practicable, rational and cost-effective options to achieve this end? And, how 
should we proceed towards optimum level of energy security?

Pakistan, at the moment, has an installed electricity generation capacity of 22,797 Megawatt. 
The average demand is almost 17,000 Megawatt, whereas the shortfall slides back and forth 
between 4,000 to 5,000 Megawatt. The overall energy mix consists of oil (35.2 per cent), 
hydel (29.9 per cent), gas (29 per cent), nuclear energy and imported (almost 5.8 percent).

It has been estimated in various governmental studies that in the next 10 years, peak 
electricity demand will rise four to five per cent.

It is also important to note that Pakistan has almost exhausted its gas reservoirs and is 
looking for urgent solutions in the form of LNG imports from the Gulf countries. Studies 
show that gas production is already insufficient to meet the current requirements, and the 
demand-supply gap in Pakistan will reach up to 17 billion cubic feet per day by 2030. 
Imported oil prices greatly affect the budget, and in the context of changing geo-political 
and geo-economic situations and Pakistan’s fragile economy, the uninterrupted supply of 
imported oil cannot be guaranteed. Here it is important to bear in mind that Pakistan meets 
more than 80 per cent of its oil requirements through import.

One possible solution could be utilizing the hydel potential by building new dams and hydel 
power production infrastructure, but there are numerous technical, environmental and 
political problems which have to be overcome before this option can be utilized. LNG import 
is difficult, using coal for energy production has certain ecological consequences; the same 
is the case with Shale gas and wind power has transmission network challenges.

Against this backdrop, nuclear energy appears to be the best and most feasible option for 
Pakistan to resolve its current energy crisis. Pakistan has vast experience, expertise and 
potential for successfully operating nuclear power plants.

Additionally, the construction of K-2 and K-3 involves the latest Chinese nuclear power plant 
technology. These plants will have 1,000 Megawatt pressurized reactors, made in China, over 
which China has asserted full proprietary rights. Moreover, the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA), an international body that verifies reactor designs and safety features, has, 
in its report, shown full confidence in these reactors.

Before choosing the site for the reactors, PAEC has also conducted various geological, 
ecological and seismic feasibility studies and identified the best sites from every perspective 
as far as the safety of the nuclear power plants is concerned. At the same time, in a recent 
letter to different stakeholders, PAEC Chairman has invited all concerned authorities to the 
K-2 and K-3 sites to brief them about the safety and security features as well as the feasibility 
of these nuclear power plants.
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As far as the safety of K-2, K-3 and all existing nuclear power plants in Pakistan is concerned, 
Fukushima Response Action Plan (FRAP) has been formulated for all nuclear power plants 
and under this plan, internal safety reviews have been carried out, safety features of all 
existing plants have been upgraded, emergency responses have been refined and 
strengthened and the design-safety of all plants (installed and under construction) has been 
revisited by the PAEC.

The entire world today is facing the issue of energy shortage in varying degrees. Almost all 
countries are struggling to meet the energy requirements of a competitive globalized 
market. According to World Nuclear Association, there are 172 nuclear power plants being 
built today in the world. In China alone, 30 nuclear power reactors are currently under 
construction. Pakistan is no exemption to this global trend.

It is important to understand, therefore, that while the world is aggressively moving towards 
building nuclear power infrastructure to meet its energy needs, we are wasting our time in 
debates grounded in erroneous and inaccurate assumptions. We have to utilize our full 
potential to meet our energy demands, and nuclear energy is one of the best, most feasible, 
practicable, rational and cost-effective sources of clean energy. It is imperative to understand 
the pulse of society at the moment if we are to avoid aggravating the simmering social, 
political and economic problems Pakistan faces today.

The article has also appeared in ‘The News’ (A leading Pakistani Newspaper).
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(APS)Senator Sehar Kamran jolted the world that nuclear disarmament is impossible 
without resolving long standing Kashmir dispute, an issue of nuclear flash point in South Asia 
while suggested urgent Indo-Pak dialogues on nuclear confidence building and risk 
reduction measures.
 
President Center for Pakistan and Gulf Studies (CPGS) was speaking at the report launching 
ceremony of a successful seminar (held on May 7th, 2014) titled “Nuclear Non-proliferation, 
Arms Control and Disarmament—Contemporary Challenges and Prospects”, under the 
series of mega-project “JOHAR — contemporary debate in the second nuclear age” 
organized in close cooperation with Konrad-Adneaur-Stiftung (KAS).
 
Report highlights variety of international perspectives on challenges being faced by existing 
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) regime and Pakistani position on it.
 
Report has given very pertinent recommendations to turn this globe a peaceful nuclear 
world, report recommends Pakistan and other non-NPT nuclear powers inclusion within 
global non-proliferation regime, states security interests must be given equal consideration; 
address the actual causes of developing nuclear weapons, commitment for nuclear 
disarmament within a time frame, promotion of peaceful uses of nuclear technology, a 
universal, unconditional and legally binding treaty on security assurances offered by the 
NPT-nuclear weapon states, threats of destabilizing technologies must be minimized like 
anti-ballistic missile systems, international legal regime must be strengthened against 
militarization or weaponization of outer-space and cyber-space by both state or non-state 
actors.
 
Regarding the region, report recommends that must inclusion of Pakistan in NSG without 
any discrimination and for long-term stability in South Asia, both India and Pakistan should 
talk on nuclear confidence building and risk reduction measures.
While addressing the gathering, Senator Kamran jolted the international community that a 
priority based attention must be given to resolve long standing Kashmir dispute, as the issue 
is clearly a nuclear flash point between Pakistan and India while unveiling energy 
discrimination, she said that Pakistan’s energy crisis could be minimized by efficient use of 
nuclear technology but international approach based on discrimination and exceptionalism 
is a major hurdle.
 
Turning the other side of the coin, President CPGS cleared that Pakistan remain always a 
strong supporter of Nuclear Non-proliferation and nuclear disarmament and these efforts 
have been well recognized at international level but so far without any reward.
“Pakistan possesses adequate expertise and technical human resources in the domain of civil 
nuclear technology, in position to provide nuclear fuel cycle services under International 
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards, participate in any non- discriminatory nuclear 
fuel cycle assurance mechanism and fully qualifies for NSG membership and access must be 
given to international nuclear export control entities” Senator Kamran emphasized.

She described that Pakistan believes in evolution of an equitable and non-discriminatory 
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international order to pursue a comprehensive disarmament agenda by accommodating the 
security concerns of all states and for that NPT must be strengthened and the NPT 
out-layered states should be brought in the mainstream global non–proliferation regime.
 
Senator Kamran while praising the role of KAS said that this German organization is playing 
tremendous part in promoting Pak-European Union and Pak-German ties with special 
emphasis on issues of national and international importance. 
 
Chief Guest of the event Former Interior Minister Senator Rehman Malik was saying that 
Pakistan is facing internal and external aggression from India but country is safe, externally 
because of its nuclear deterrence and internally due to armed forces ultimate sacrifices.
Pakistan’s nuclear safety  and security stranded are embedded multi layered but 
international community have made India it’s darling and continues its discriminatory 
behavior towards Pakistan. 
 
Resident head of Konrad-Adneaur-Stiftung (KAS), Ronny Heine elaborated his thoughts by 
saying that Germany was one of the leading countries advocating the case of 
non-proliferation. The seminar was very much important in which leading nonproliferation 
experts participated and helped to continue the nuclear debate. Now this report comes up 
with strong recommendations advocating Pakistan’s case.     
 
Furthermore, Member Advisory Board, CPGS Lt. Gen. (R) Syed M. Owais, H.I. (M), Former 
President, the National Defence University, Islamabad, Lt. Gen. (R) Agha Umar Farooq, 
H.I.(M) and former Ambassador (R)  Munawar Saeed Bhatti emphasized that nuclear 
disarmament will not happen overnight and never with discrimination, however, efforts of 
global elimination of these dangerous weapons must go on.
 
The 181 page report on the international seminar held on May 7 this year documents the 
proceedings of the seminar and provides the recommendations framed by CPGS on the 
basis of the presentations and discussions at the seminar.

Recommendations
 
The Seminar served as an important platform to discuss key issues to promote global peace 
and security and to help achieve the objectives of nuclear non-proliferation, arms control 
and disarmament. The speakers in their presentations and participants in the 
question-answer sessions presented their opinions and suggested various steps.
 
On the basis of discussions during the Seminar, the Centre for Pakistan and Gulf Studies 
makes the following recommendations:

The non-NPT nuclear powers, including Pakistan, should be accommodated within the 
mainstream global non-proliferation regime in a non-discriminatory and equitable 
manner.
 
It must be recognized that one or few states cannot seek absolute security at the cost 
of others and security interests of all states must be given equal consideration, 
particularly at multilateral forums.
 
Instead of focusing only on the effects, it is imperative to address the actual causes 
which force states to develop nuclear weapons, including threats from large and 
growing conventional or nonconventional forces, long-standing, unresolved territorial 
and other disputes and discrimination in the universal application of international laws, 
regimes, UN resolutions and norms.
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The onus of nuclear disarmament heavily lies on the nuclear weapon states 
possessing thousands of weapons, which must demonstrate a renewed and 
universally verifiable commitment to achieve nuclear disarmament within a 
reasonable time frame.
 
The promotion of peaceful uses of nuclear technology needs a criteria-based and 
non-discriminatory approach, in accordance with international obligations and 
under appropriate international safeguards.
 
The security assurances offered by the NPT-nuclear weapon states need to be 
codified in a universal, unconditional and legally binding treaty.
 
There is an urgent need to evolve a non-discriminatory international arrangement 
to address the growing concerns arising from destabilizing technological trends 
such as the development, deployment and proliferation of anti-ballistic missile 
systems and related technologies.
 
All states should collectively evolve an international legal regime in order to 
prevent the
militarization and weaponization of outer space and offensive and criminal use of 
cyber space by both states and non-State actors.

All nuclear weapon States should ensure the security of their respective materials 
as a national responsibility and consider the issue of existing stocks at the 
Conference on Disarmament.
 
Pakistan fully qualifies for membership of the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG) and 
must be givennon-discriminatory access to international nuclear export control 
arrangements.
 
India and Pakistan should resume their talks on nuclear confidence building and 
risk reduction measures. Pakistan’s offer of a strategic restraint regime in South 
Asia provides a useful framework for enhancing strategic stability in the region.
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The National and international experts on Nuclear non proliferation have said that the 
Kashmir issue should be resolved to avoid the nuclear war in South Asia, adding that the 
negative propaganda against Pakistan’s Nuclear program should be stopped.

Leading international non-proliferation experts on Wednesday both expressed confidence in 
the steps taken by Pakistan for the safety and security of its nuclear program and 
emphasized of Pakistan government to address some of the lingering concerns about past 
policies.

They were speaking at a daylong Conference titled ‘Nuclear Non – Proliferation, Arms 
Control and Disarmament; Contemporary Challenges and Prospects’ organized by 
Islamabad based think tank Center for Pakistan and Gulf Studies (CPGS) with the support of 
German Foundation Konrad Adenauer Stiftung.

The Conference that was attended by large number of Pakistan based foreign diplomats, 
academia, members of civil society and media, had been organized to build international 
support for Pakistan’s case for access to civilian nuclear technology and membership of the 
nuclear clubs.

Pakistan, which boasts of decades of experience of successful operation of nuclear power 
plants and an impeccable security record, has long sought access to civilian nuclear 
technology to meet its growing energy requirements and other civilian uses. However, the 
progress towards that goal has been impeded by unfounded concerns about the country’s 
program.

Chairman Senate Syed Nayyer Bokhari, while inaugurating the Conference, said that it was 
now time that the world accepted Pakistan’s call for non-discriminatory nuclear cooperation.
He said that every country had the right to benefit from advanced nuclear technology.

The Senate chairman said Pakistan because of a robust nuclear command and control 
structure and independent nuclear regulatory authority had a flawless nuclear safety and 
non-proliferation record – a fact that has been admitted by the International Atomic Energy 
Agency on several occasions.

President Centre for Pakistan and Gulf Studies Senator Sehar Kamran said that myths and 
misperceptions about Pakistan’s nuclear program needed to be shed because they were 
outcome of a disinformation campaign against Pakistan for maligning its image.

She advised the government to counter the propaganda against the nuclear program 
through “logical rebuttals and proactive diplomacy”.
Senator Sehar Kamran warned that Western policies of nuclear cooperation based on 
discrimination, exceptionalism, favouritism, geopolitical and commercial interests could 
harm South Asia’s regional balance and peace and stability.

EXPERTS ON NUCLEAR NON PROLIFERATION 
DEMAND SOLUTION OF KASHMIR ISSUE TO AVOID 
NUCLEAR WAR IN ASIA
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
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CPGS President reminded that Pakistan’s nuclear program was for peaceful purposes with 
no known instance of diversion of material from civilian program to the military program.

She said Pakistan looked forward to the removal of barriers to equitable access to 
international civil nuclear cooperation and hoped that the deliberations at the Conference 
would eventually help reject the baseless propaganda against Pakistan’s nuclear program 
and accept its justified case for peaceful nuclear cooperation.

Chairman Senate Defense Committee Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed, in his keynote 
presentation said, stated the western powers must shun double standards on the nuclear 
issue and treat India and Pakistan at par, otherwise their claims for nuclear non-proliferation 
will sound hollow and be seen as a triumph of political interests over principles.

Talking about the Indo-US Nuclear Deal, he said it had disastrous consequences for the 
region, because the deal was not about nuclear energy but about containing China, making 
India the regional hegemon in South Asia and it helped inject India into Afghanistan with the 
result that with 2006 onwards, the Pakistan-US consensus over Afghanistan started 
unraveling. Moreover, it exposed US double-standards on the nuclear issue as India was 
granted exemptions by violating the NPT and even US laws.

Emphasizing the need to resolve Kashmir issue, he further said that the region around 
Pakistan remain volatile and unstable without resolving the core issue of Kashmir. He said 
security cannot be compartmentalised and there can be no nuclear disarmament or arms 
control without settling Kashmir issue.

He said a Kashmir settlement would promote nuclear non-proliferation, disarmament and 
arms control, otherwise regional security without Kashmir solution is like ’staging Hamlet 
without the Prince of Denmark’. He urged implementation of UN Security Council Resolution 
# 1172, unanimously passed on June 6, 1998, who called for resolving ‘root causes of tensions 
like Kashmir’.

Dr. Peter Lavoy, former US Acting Assistant Secretary of Defense for Asian and Pacific 
Security Affairs (APSA), said there could now “real possibility of a legitimizing nuclear deal 
between the United States and Pakistan.” Pakistan has long sought a nuclear deal with the 
US on the lines America has with India.

Dr Lavoy asked Pakistan government to continue working towards “nuclear normalization” 
with US and other members of Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG). Such a move, he believed, 
would help in building sustainable trust between Pakistan and NSG about “responsible 
custodianship of nuclear weapons”.

The former senior US official listed various steps that Pakistan would be required to 
undertake for satisfying the lingering concerns of the world.

Dr Lavoy said US policy towards Pakistan’s nuclear program was shaped by state of its 
bilateral relations with Islamabad, geo-political situation in the region, Pakistan’s 
commitment to counter-terrorism and its (Pakistan’s) nuclear policies and practices.

Mark Fitzpatrick, Director for Non-proliferation and Disarmament Program of UK based 
International Institute of Strategic Studies (IISS) said fears about security of Pakistan’s 
nuclear material were quite often over-blown and there was insufficient recognition of the 
steps taken by the country to protect its nuclear programme.
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He said: “A fundamentalist takeover of the country is highly unlikely given the cohesion and 
discipline of the army and the esteem in which it is held.” He gave an overview of various 
possible risks to the security of nuclear material and facilities, but said chances of success of 
such misadventures were dim.

Fitzpatrick opined that “national paranoia about US intentions” was undermining the steps 
taken by Pakistan for securing its nuclear material.

Vice Secretary General China Association of Arms Control and Disarmament Hu Yumin 
noted the steps taken by Pakistan government for protection of its nuclear facilities and 
material. He said Pakistan as a party to the Physical Protection of Nuclear Material (CPPNM) 
has been working productively with the IAEA to implement the Nuclear Security Action Plan 
(NSAP) to deal with safety and security of radioactive source and illicit trafficking of nuclear 
materials.

Pakistan, he further recalled, regularly submits reports to the UN Security Council 1540 
Committee on the measures taken to exercise control over the transfer of sensitive materials 
and technologies.
He said China would continue working with countries in South Asia for promoting nuclear 
energy supply and enhancing nuclear security.

China is the major international supporter of Pakistan’s quest for nuclear energy. It has 
helped Pakistan build the nuclear power plants and the cooperation is continuing.

Speaking about the Nuclear Security Summit in Hague, Dr. Oliver Meier, a researcher with the 
German Institute for International and Security Affairs¸ described nuclear security as work in 
progress.
The 2014 NSS in The Hague, he maintained, was a key event, but made incremental progress 
in taking the nuclear security agenda forward.

He suggested that decisions taken at NSS should be made binding for participating states 
instead of keeping their implementation voluntary.
Amb Munawar Bhatti called for a new dialogue at the UN level on disarmament. He said the 
world’s concerns about Pakistan program were political in nature.

Mr Bhatti said India was pioneer of nuclear and fissile systems in the region, but was 
rewarded with a nuclear deal, but Pakistan was made to suffer for safeguarding its national 
interest.

Dr Riffat Hussain said fears about Pakistan’s nuclear security were exaggerated by certain 
lobbies so that they could be used as bargaining chip in dialogue. Dr Mansoor Ahmed said 
Pakistan stockpile was very small and there was very little chance of its theft.

Pakistan Atomic Energy Commission Chairman gave an overview of Pakistan’s plans for 
increasing the contribution of nuclear energy to country’s generation mix.
Ends-SANA-TR-AA
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PAKISTAN CAPABLE TO SUPPLY NSG CONTROLLED ITEMS
SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)

AUG 25, 2016

A roundtable on the “Peaceful Nuclear Cooperation: Nuclear Suppliers 
Group” was organized by the Centre for Pakistan and Gulf Studies 
(CPGS) hosting the two member Russian delegation headed by the 
Director, Centre for Energy and Security Studies (CENESS), Dr Dr. Anton 
Khlopkov and Mr. Dmitry Konukhov, at the Pakistan Institute of 
Parliamentary Sevices (PIPS), on Wednesday.

The discussion, widely attended by prominent policy makers, national 
legislators, practitioners and experts from various institutions including 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, PNRA and PAEC was Chaired by the Former 
Chairman Pakistan Atomic Energy Commission, Dr Ansar Parvez; 
speakers for the event were Dr Anton Khlopkov, (CENESS), Russian 
Federation, and Ambassador ® Zamir Akram, Pakistan’s Former 
Representative to the United Nations and Geneva. The speakers 
discussed the potential for civil nuclear cooperation between Pakistan 
and Russia. Pakistan’s eligibility, application and entry into the Nuclear 
Suppliers Group (NSG) was also debated.

Senator Sehar Kamran (TI), President, CPGS, in her welcome remarks, 
stated that Pakistan has an advanced nuclear program. She said “Pakistan 
has the experience, expertise, credentials and immense untapped market 
potential, in addition to the manpower, infrastructure and ability 
necessary to supply NSG controlled items.” Pakistan possesses every 
quality to render it an invaluable addition to the group, she added.

She further said, Pakistan has also made modest contributions to IAEA’s 
activities by sharing its experience and providing services of experts in 
diverse technical areas such as nuclear radiation, transport and waste 
safety, nuclear security, application of nuclear technology in agriculture, 
medicine, industry and nuclear energy.

Participants opined that the real responsibility of maintaining regional 
stability falls on the United States since the policy of skewed support for 
“partners” is based around a strategy to contain China.

On principle, if an exemption can be made for India, it can certainly be 
made for Pakistan, they added.
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As a part of Pakistan’s Parliamentary Delegation, President 
CPGS Senator Sehar Kamran (TI) met with the Turkish President 
Recep Tayyip Erdo?an and the high ranking officials in Ankara 
on 18th August, 2016.

During her meetings, Senator Kamran expressed her gratitude 
to the Turkish authorities and the people of Turkey for their 
continuous support of Pakistan’s stance on Kashmir.

Senator Sehar Kamran further had a detailed discussion with 
the Turkish authorities on the topic of Pakistan’s membership of 
the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG). She said Turkey is an 
important international player and Pakistan would gratified for 
the country’s support for its bid to the NSG.

Senator Kamran said Pakistan and Turkey have shared brotherly 
relations spanning decades of cooperation and mutual support. 
She said the two countries have a bright future.

She also condemned the recent wave of violence in the country, 
stating that the people of Pakistan stand with their Turkish 
brothers in these testing times.

SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI) THANKS TURKISH
PRESIDENT FOR BACKING PAKISTAN’S STANCE 

ON KASHMIR AND PLEDGING TO SUPPORT
 NSG MEMBERSHIP BID

AUG 19, 2016
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Centre for Pakistan and Gulf Studies President Senator Sehar 
Kamran has expressed alarm and grave concern over India’s 
inclusion into the Missile Technology Control Regime (MTCR).

In a statement, Senator Sehar Kamran said the United States called 
on the members of the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG) states to 
retract objections to India’s unilateral entry into the premiere 
organisation ahead of the 20thJune meeting in Seoul that would 
prove disastrous for the future of regional stability in South Asia.

Senator Sehar Kamran stated that with admission into the MTCR, 
India would now be able to import and export ballistic and cruise 
missiles. This effectively means that India would now be able to 
import American drone and predators and enhance its offensive 
capability which would seriously undermine regional strategic 
stability. As a consequence, regional deterrence will also be 
severely damaged.

Senator Sehar said that India’s entry into the MTCR has given a 
boost to its bid into the NSG, and if India becomes a member then 
it would be able to carry out nuclear trade with other nuclear 
suppliers’ countries. She said, in this context India will be further 
enabled to utilise its freed up domestic resources for arms 
stockpiling, improving the quality and quantity of its nuclear arms, 
which will jeopardise strategic stability of the region.

Senator Sehar highlighted that these developments can seriously 
hamper Pakistan’s long term interests. Pakistan aspires to join the 
NSG, but should India become a member, then it can block 
Pakistan’s entry into the organisation by its use of the exclusive 
veto power, and further prevent any steps which might prove 
beneficial for Pakistan.

Senator Sehar Kamran further said that these developments will 
adversely affect China as well, as a military cooperation between 
US and India can prove detrimental to China’s regional projects 
especially the China Pakistan Economic Corridor. She emphasised 
that Pakistan must raise its concerns at relevant international 
forums, and without any delay.

 

SENATOR BLASTS INDIAN MEMBERSHIP OF MTCR
JUNE 10, 2016

Senator blasts Indian membership of MTCR
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President of the Centre for Pakistan and Gulf Studies, Senator 
Sehar Kamran, has congratulated the nation on the 16th 
Youm-e-Takbeer falling on May 28. In her message she said the day 
reminds us that the defense of Pakistan is impregnable.

“Pakistan launched its nuclear weapons programme to deal with 
the challenges of the seventies. The need was reinforced after the 
country faced the debacle of 1971 in the form of dismemberment of 
East Pakistan. India’s nuclear tests of 1974 further cemented 
Pakistan’s resolve to become a nuclear weapons state.”

She said we should not forget the founder of Pakistan’s nuclear 
programme – Shaheed Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto who took this bold and 
courageous step in order to face security threats posed by our 
neighbours and to maintain and protect national integrity and 
sovereignty of our country. Nuclear deterrence provides a credible 
guarantee for regional peace and security, she added.

On the occasion of 28th May, she said that the people of Pakistan 
from all walks of life, the civilians, military and the scientists are 
ready to make sacrifice to restore peace and stability in the region 
and ensure prosperity and development of the country.

NUCLEAR DETERRENCE GUARANTEES REGIONAL PEACE
BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)

JUNE 10, 2016



Member Senate Standing Committee on Defence and Foreign Affairs and President Centre 
for Pakistan and Gulf Studies (CPGS), Senator Sehar Kamran has said that nuclear power is 
essential for Pakistan to meet its energy needs; it will also help resolving its socio-economic 
challenges.

She was expressing her views during an international public seminar titled "Karachi Nuclear 
Power Plants: Benefits and Advantages", organized by the Centre for International and 
Strategic Studies (CISS) in Karachi.

According to a press release issued on Friday Senator Kamran said while addressing the 
session that "energy crisis is driving Pakistan towards socio-political and psycho-social 
instabilities." Overall societal temperature is increasing day by day and people have taken up 
to streets. In this dire situation the most daunting question that Pakistan faces today, besides 
everything, "how to ensure uninterrupted energy supply."

She said that "in this age of competition, energy plays a vital role in the overall social and 
economic development of a state and nuclear power is a safe, secure, sustainable, reliable 
and cost-effective source of clean energy production." In the next 10 years, peak electricity 
demand is expected to rise in Pakistan by four to five per cent, which is roughly 1,500MW.

Pakistan has almost exhausted its gas reserves. Imported oil's price hikes affect the budget 
and its constant supply cannot be guaranteed. Pakistan has the potential to meet these 
energy challenges through hydel power but there are political and environmental issues in 
building dams.

Rationality demands for reducing reliance on oil and going for alternative and safe sources 
of energy production. Nuclear energy has thus far proven to be the best energy production 
source. She asserted that building new nuclear power plants would help us resolving our 
socio-economic problems and it would also help us improving the socio-political stability in 
Pakistan. She emphasized the need to build more nuclear power reactors to resolve ongoing 
energy crisis in Pakistan.

She stated that the concerns regarding safety and security of nuclear power plants are 
baseless and grounded in technically illogical and over-exaggerated assumptions. She was 
of the view that current debate on Karachi Nuclear Power Plants is reminiscent of a similar 
debate that ensued in 1991, when construction work on Chasma nuclear power plants 
commenced with Chinese cooperation. Whenever Pakistan gears up to resolve its energy 
crisis with the help of China, a specific lobby appears with incorrect, inaccurate and 
politically motivated narrative.

However, she said that we should counter this narrative with the notion that promotion of 
nuclear energy is the best alternative to our energy problems, as far as the cost-effectiveness 
and sustainability of clean energy supply is concerned. She said that over the years, Pakistan 
Atomic Energy Commission (PAEC) and Pakistan Nuclear Regulatory Authority (PNRA) has 
proved its capacity and capability of managing and indigenizing civil nuclear related 
operations and maintained a globally recognized record of safety, security and disaster 
management mechanisms.

NUCLEAR POWER ESSENTIAL TO MEET PAKISTANS 
ENERGY NEEDS

SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
JUNE 10, 2016
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NUCLEAR DETERRENCE PROVIDES A CREDIBLE 
GUARANTEE FOR REGIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY

BY SENATOR SEHAR KAMRAN (TI)
MAY 28, 2016

President Centre for Pakistan and Gulf Studies Senator Sehar Kamran (TI) 
congratulated the nation on the 18th ‘Youm-e-Takbeer’. She said this day 
reminds us that the defense of Pakistan is impregnable.
Senator Kamran said Youm-e-Takbeer is a day of pride and jubilation for 
Pakistanis living across the world. This day is a testament that the people 
of Pakistan will do whatsoever necessary to ensure that the defence of 
their country remains well-fortified.

Senator Seharsaid on this day we must remember the hundreds of people 
who have dedicated their lives in this mission to help Pakistan attain its 
nuclear programme. She said today people from all walks of lives 
acknowledge the contribution of the founder of Pakistan People’s Party 
Shaheed Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto who set the foundation for the country’s 
nuclear programme in order to enhance and protect the national integrity 
and sovereignty in the face of a myriad of challenges and threats to the 
country’s existence.

Senator Sehar Kamran said nuclear deterrence provides a credible 
guarantee for regional peace and security.Pakistan’s nuclear tests 
restored this fragile region’s strategic stability, she added.

Nuclear Deterrence Provides a Credible Guarantee for Regional Peace and Security
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Seminar
Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Arms Control and 
Disarmament: 

CONTEMPORARY 
CHALLENGES AND 
PROSPECTS
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Peaceful Nuclear 
Cooperation: 

NUCLEAR SUPPLIERS 
GROUP
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2015 NPT Review 
Conference: 

EXPECTATIONS AND 
CHALLENGES
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Roundtable

Strategic Stability in 
South Asia With

BRIG (R)FEROZ HASSAN 
KHAN

RoundtableStrategic Stability in South Asia 
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CPGS Delegation with DG IISS, Mark Fitzpatrick
at the EU Non-Proliferation Conference 2015, Brussels

President CPGS Senator Sehar Kamran (TI) with Director General, 
IAEA Yukiya Amano

President CPGS, Senator Sehar Kamran’s talk on
Nuclear Security, PTV World
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President CPGS, Senator Sehar Kamran (TI) at Conference on
Arms Control, Disarmament, Non-Proliferation and International Security, Islamabad

President CPGS, Senator Sehar Kamran (TI) at the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Arms Control and Disarmament Seminar dinner
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ABOUT THE CENTRE

OPERATIONAL FRAMEWORK AND OBJECTIVES
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“INNOVATE FUTURE PROSPECTS FOR PEACE AND SECURITY 
IN THE REGION AND BEYOND THROUGH UNDERTAKING 
RESEARCH ON GLOBAL SECURITY, GEOPOLITICS, PEACE 
BUILDING AND CONFLICT RESOLUTION.”

CPGS is a non‐partisan leading research institute established to undertake research on 
Global Security, Geopolitics, Peace building and Conflict Resolution. The Centre aims to 
promote an alternative perspective in advancing the cause of peace through policy 
analysis and direct engagement with decision makers in government, civil society and 
academia; assess emerging trends at regional and global level and devise strategies for 
addressing possible future challenges. The Centre regularly conducts seminars, 
workshops, roundtables and conferences with dignitaries, academics and experts from 
every walk of life, in order to actively promote regional harmony, global peace, security and 
stability by making substantive intellectual, academic and diplomatic contributions. The 
Centre aims to harness the immense potential for increasing cooperation in the region to 
attain peace, security and economic development and to assess emerging trends in 
regional policies and devise future strategies.

Promote regional peace and harmony through integrated and comprehensive 
understanding of issues between peoples, governments and other entities

Strengthen strategic, political, economic and social cooperation among countries 
of the region and beyond

Conduct research on strategic and security issues, to resolve conflict and build 
peace through academic engagements, discussion and dialogue amongst all 
relevant stakeholders.

Identify opportunities and areas of common interest for potential cooperation 
between Pakistan and the countries of the region at all levels including both public 
and private sector.

Contribute towards development of ideological and social ideas to promote 
tolerance and co‐existence for building multicultural human society based on 
shared ideas and common goals



ACTIVITIES AND SERVICES
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Conduct research and compile reports for the governments and private entities to 
explore alternative options for efficient management and resolution of regional 
and international issues

Organize workshops and events to develop strong working relationship between 
academia and practitioners

Collaborate with the other research institutions and think tanks for achieving the 
core objectives.

Organize periodic seminars, workshops, lectures and other events which would 
bring together leaders, academics, practitioners and other stakeholders, to study 
and discuss issues of importance for the overall good of the society

Map out future policy options by analyzing existing trends and emerging scenarios

Compile, edit and publish (print and electronic) relevant information, data, 
commentaries and analysis regularly

Offer training and academic services for skill development and strategic analysis

Provide dedicated consultancy and help create a conducive environment for the 
development of society

All such other activities which help in achieving core objectives of the Centre and 
its programs, projects and initiatives

Prepare annual report of all activities for interested parties and stakeholders.
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