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Summary: India’s nuclear breakout in 1998, foreshadowed as early as 1974, may have
been understandable for reasons of global nuclear politics, a triangular regional
equation between China, India and Pakistan, and domestic politics. Yet the utility of
India’s nuclear weapons remains questionable on many grounds. Nuclear deterrence is
dubious in general and especially dubious in the subcontinent. Nuclear weapons are
not usable as weapons of compellence or defence. They failed to stop the Pakistani
incursion in Kargil in 1999 or the terrorist attack on Mumbai in 2008. They will not help
India to shape the military calculations of likely enemies. And India’s global status and
profile will be determined far more crucially by its economic performance than nuclear
weapons. Meanwhile, they do impose direct and opportunity costs economically, risk
corrosion of democratic accountability, add to global concerns about nuclear terrorism,
and have not helped the cause of global nuclear non-‐proliferation and disarmament.
Because the consequences of a limited regional war involving India could be
catastrophic for the world, others have both the right and a responsibility to engage
with the issue. For all these reasons, a denuclearized world that includes the
destruction of India’s nuclear stockpile would favourably affect the balance of India’s
security and other interests, national and international interests, and material
interests and value goals.
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Summary: In the four decades since Pakistan launched its nuclear weapons program,
and especially in the fifteen years since the nuclear tests of 1998, a way of thinking and
a related set of feelings about the bomb have taken hold among policy-‐makers and the
public in Pakistan. These include the ideas that the bomb can ensure Pakistan’s
security; resolve the long-‐standing dispute with India over Kashmir in Pakistan’s
favour; help create a new national spirit; establish Pakistan as a leader among Islamic
countries; and usher in a new stage in Pakistan’s economic development. None of
these hopes has come to pass, and in many ways Pakistan is much worse off than
before it went nuclear. Yet the feelings about the bomb remain strong and it is these
feelings that will have to be examined critically and be set aside if Pakistan is to move
towards nuclear restraint and nuclear disarmament. This will require a measure of
stability in a country beset by multiple insurgencies, the emergence of a peace
movement able to launch a national debate on foreign policy and nuclear weapons,
and greater international concern regarding the outcomes of nuclear arms racing in
South Asia.
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