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Editor’s Note
Four months have passed since India unilaterally imposed its decision to unconstitutionally
annex the disputed region of Jammu and Kashmir. With residents there still facing a media and
communications blackout, the stifling atmosphere that has since worsened can be seen quietly
seeping into the region’s geo-politics despite the semblance of ‘business as usual’ coming from
the wider international community. While several countries continue to quite publicly condemn
India’s actions, there remains a glaring lack of action that stops just short of an endorsement. In
fact, for the thousands of Kashmiris besieged in their own homes, such global inaction amounts
to nothing less than complicity considering the systematic manner in which India’s ruling BJP
government has willfully eroded the fundamental rights of the Kashmiri people over the past
few years.
This includes steps taken by the Indian government to assert its own narrative on to the
international stage with the help of newly formed maps or sham local body elections. As has
been discussed at length in this month’s issue, such steps while shamelessly attempting to gloss
over Indian atrocities have nevertheless laid bare the deep-seeded inequalities that have been
further perpetrated by its ruling government. The growing political, economic, and even sociocultural divide between India’s religious minorities and its ruling Hindu elite have in essence,
made a mockery of the very ideals which once lay at the heart of India’s secular more inclusive
national identity. These divides which are in themselves fueled by deep rooted insecurities hold
immense implications for regional security, especially keeping in mind India’s more militaristic
aspirations of becoming a hegemonic global power. Fueled by greed and a misplaced sense of
supremacy, the dangerous path on which the world’s largest democracy thus seems to be
headed is one that already led to a devastating global war less than a century ago. In a world
where nuclear weapons were supposed to prevent such a war, does such a policy aspire any
confidence let alone semblance of security?
It is hoped that this issue will help readers in staying up to date with the current political
environment and that they will find the analyses useful. The SVI Foresight team invites and
highly encourages contributions from the security and strategic community in the form of
opinion based short commentaries on contemporary political, security and strategic issues. Any
suggestions for further improvements are welcome at our contact address. Previous issues of
the SVI Foresight can be accessed here, and can also be found on our Facebook page. For more
information, please visit our website at www.thesvi.org.
M Waqas Jan
Senior Research Associate
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As Kashmir Simmers the IOR too Stands as a Potential Nuclear
Flashpoint
M Waqas Jan
This year has seen tensions between Nuclear armed Pakistan and India reach unprecedented
levels with both countries flirting with a dangerous escalation spiral. February’s aerial engagement
between the two countries’ air forces, sustained exchanges of small arms and artillery fire over the LOC,
as well as the ongoing curfew and communications blackout (now in its 100th day) have all left many to
contemplate the long-term consequences of these altercations on the stability and overall security of
the entire South Asian region.
These include consequences leading to as far as the Indian Ocean Region, which despite being more
than 1300kms away from the LOC remains witness to a series of dangerous developments, especially
within context of the current scenario. For instance, India’s recently planned test of its K4 Submarine
Launched Ballistic Missile (SLBM) represents a key part of India’s long-held desires of developing a
robust second-strike capability. While the test itself is meant to signal a major tipping point within the
overall strategic balance of the region, the worsening situation in Kashmir carries the risk of
unnecessarily heightening tensions at a time when the regional situation is already quite complex. This is
largely because the K4 with its purported range of 3500 kms is capable of targeting most of mainland
China in addition to Pakistan from the relatively safer distance of India’s coastal waters. Its value as a
strategic deterrent is evident from its planned deployment on India’s nascent fleet of nuclear-powered
ballistic missile submarines (SSBNs). These include the INS Arihant and the recently commissioned
INS Arighant for which the K4 has been designed to spec. With the Indian navy planning to induct even
more SSBNS over the next decade, there are soon likely to be dozens of K4 missiles deployed on these
subs, which themselves are likely to remain scattered across the IOR.
While the planned deployment of these missiles was to supposedly herald India’s coming of age as a
major global power, the current context in which these actions are being taken presents a troubling
scenario. Particularly keeping in mind the apparent shifts in India’s nuclear doctrinal and policy
framework, the very thought of such nuclear weapons being readily deployed across the Indian Ocean
represents a major cause for concern the world over. Unlike India’s land-based nuclear arsenal where its
nuclear warheads are largely demated from the several delivery systems available to its military, India’s
sea based nuclear arsenal is likely to be deployed at a much more heightened state of alert. As a result,
it is also likely to be subject to an altered or more sophisticated command and control structure which in
itself requires seamless communications not only between the Indian state and military but also within
the many arms of the Indian military itself. Such integration is further conditional on India acquiring
highly robust intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance (ISR) capabilities that leave absolutely no
margin for error considering the immense risks at stake in one of the world’s most volatile regions. Add
to that the Indian government’s now institutionalized approach to nuclear brinkmanship and its steady
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revocation of its ‘No First Use’ policy, there exists a highly dangerous mix of hubris and recklessness
where the entire human race risks being annihilated from even the smallest of missteps.
While some may argue that India is still quite a few years away from deploying a notable fleet of SSBNs
armed with its K4 SLBMs, the nuclear weapons already deployed by the Indian Navy already pose quite
serious challenges to regional stability. In addition to the K4 which is still under testing, India has
equipped several of its surface and sub-surface platforms with a number of other nuclear capable
missiles such as the Dhanush and the K-15 Sagarika SLMBs. Considering their relatively short ranges (the
Dhanush has a target range of 350kms, while the K-15’s range is around 750-800 kms) these weapons
are unlikely to be able provide an adequate second-strike deterrent. However, being mostly Pakistan
specific, they still contribute immensely to converting the entire Indian Ocean Region to a nuclear
flashpoint in addition to the LOC.
In fact, considering the direction in which India’s military thinking has evolved over the last decade, the
IOR’s potential as a nuclear flashpoint is arguably even greater than that of the LOC. The sea’s vastness,
lack of terrestrial boundaries and potential lack of collateral damage makes a nuclear detonation in the
IOR all the more likely. This can range from a non-targeted nuclear detonation as a mere show of force
to a tactical nuclear strike on a specific naval platform and its crew in a bid to achieve escalation
dominance early on in a conflict. As has often been the case with Indian military thinking, such a
scenario can arise from a gross overestimation of its capabilities. Derived from its conventional military
superiority (which is already more manifest at sea), such conditions make for an attractive option for
India to conduct a limited war against Pakistan at sea.
However, considering how both the Indian and Pakistani navies have opted to commingle conventional
and nuclear weapons across a large section of their naval platforms, the risks of any conventional
engagement escalating to the use of nuclear weapons remain unacceptably high. As such, even thinking
that escalation from a small engagement or skirmish at sea can be managed by either side is downright
illusory at best. Yet, based on the Indian state’s most recent actions and statements, whether the hubris
coming out of India’s leaders extends to the manic delusions of a winnable nuclear war is unnervingly
open to question.
One hopes that the world never has to contemplate, let alone face, the consequences of such an
appalling possibility.
https://foreignpolicynews.org/2019/11/17/as-kashmir-simmers-the-ior-too-stands-as-a-potentialnuclear-flashpoint/
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Remapping Indian Occupied Kashmir: A Multi-Pronged Travesty
Shamsa Nawaz
The second Presidential Order on the Reorganization of Jammu & Kashmir by India in 2019 is yet
another outlandish decision to challenge the objectives of peaceful coexistence. It is a call for altering an
International Order more conversant to breach the democratic political norms, history and fundamental
rights. Kashmiris are once again rebuffed of their demand for self-determination while being locked in
an unprecedented brutal curfew entering into more than one hundred days. The desecration is
obviously offensive.
Including the areas of Gilgit, Gilgit Wazarat, Chilhas and Tribal Territory of 1947, a part from the
remaining areas of Leh and Ladakh districts of 1947 into the Indian Union is a violation of several United
Nations Security Council resolutions passed decades ago. The Kargil District was already carved out.
Historically, there were 14 Districts of Jammu & Kashmir at the time of partition, which included Kathua.
Jammu. Udhanpur, Reasi, Anantnag, Baramullah, Poonch, Mirpur, Muzaffarabad, Leh and Ladakh, Gigit,
Gilgit Wazarat, Chilas and Tribal Territory. The new districts included were Kupwara, Bandipur,
Ganderbal, Srinagar, Budgam, Pulwama, Shupian, Kulgam, Rajori, Ramban, Doda, Kishtiwar, Samba and
Kargil. The illustrative declaration of Muzaffarabad and Mirpur Khas areas of Azad Kashmir which are
under the administrative rule of Pakistan is an untenable denial of the history of the region.
To refresh their memories India needs to remember that at the time when Maharaja Hari Singh signed
the controversial Instrument of Accession with India in October 1947, Gilgit was already inflamed with
the passions of rebellion against Hindus and Sikhs living in Gilgit. While representing the will of his
people, Muzzaffar, the raja orderly in Chilas said:
“The whole of Gilgit Agency is pro-Pakistan … we could never swear allegiance to Hindustan. Apart from
religion, the Gilgit Agency is really a part of the NWFP and is therefore a part of Pakistan. If Kashmir
remains independent, well and good …. But if the Maharaja through pig headedness and bad advice,
political pressure or attractive remunerations accedes to Hindustan, then there will be trouble here!”
This was sensed by the British Administrator William Brown as well and decided to overthrow the then
Governor Ghansara Singh in a bloodless coup d’etat in November 1947 and a provisional government
was established by the locals of Gilgit. Raja Shah Rais was appointed as the president and Mirza Hassan
Khan as the Commander-in-Chief. Pakistani political agent took over the region, once Khan Abdul
Qayyum received a telegraph from Brown on November 16, 1947.
By May 1948, the Gilgit Scouts had already taken over Baltistan, Ladakh and Skardu as well. Indian
reinforcements were blocked at Dras and Kargil which helped them cut off Indian communications to
Leh in Ladakh. However, Kargil was recaptured by them in autumn 1948 but Baltistan remained in
control of Pakistan, after which India itself took the issue to the UN.
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The current remapping of the region of Jammu & Kashmir is nonetheless not only a snub of facts but
also adding into already destabilizing factors in the region. The Pakistani parts of Kashmir to the north
and west of the cease-fire line established at the end of the Indo-Pakistani War of 1947, or the Line of
Control as it later came to be called, were divided into the Northern Areas in the north and the Pakistani
state of Azad Kashmir in the south. The name “Northern Areas” was first used by the United Nations to
refer to the northern areas of Kashmir. Pakistan has declared that “no step by India could change the
disputed status of Jammu and Kashmir as recognized by the United Nations” and has pledged time and
again that it will continue to support the just struggle of the Kashmiris.

In an attempt to rewind the India of antiquity or revitalize the Indian Civilization lost in the international
order of nation-states in the post WWI era, Narendra Modi’s arrogant Hindutva regime is non-realistic.
The current attempt is a follow up of the Geospatial Information Regulation Bill (GIRB) passed by the
Indian ministry of Home Affairs on May 4, 2016, during his earlier tenure. The Bill was meant to regulate
the acquisition, dissemination, publication and distribution of geospatial information of India. It
restricted the addition or creation of any information related to geospatial imagery, data acquisition
through space or aerial platforms such as satellites, aircrafts, airships, balloons or unmanned aerial
vehicles without the permission of the government of India.
The Bill also made its violation indictable in contravention of the section 4 with a fine ranging from Rs. 1
crore to 100 crores or imprisonment for a period of up to seven years. The draft resolution had also
decided to set up an Apex Committee, A Security Vetting Authority and an Enforcement and Appellent
authority to only allow the distribution of maps considered right by the Indian government. It was
deceptively declared to ensure the security, sovereignty and integrity of the state of India with impact
on all who may or may not agree with the Bill defining the geographical boundaries of India. The
spokesman of the Indian External Affairs Ministry Vikas Swarup once reiterated that the state of Jammu
& Kashmir was an “integral part of India” and the GIRB was an “entirely internal legislative matter of
India.”
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Assaulting the international political system, human dignity, basic liberties and perpetual boundary
disputes by the Indian offensive posture have added to the stressed political environment of the region.
In case of the failure of the domestic proceedings to address human concerns, it becomes mandatory for
the world community to ensure the respect of world peace. History records that after WWII, there had
been 14 out of 21 major inter-state wars on territorial conflicts. Global history of cartography has always
been closely linked. Situating the “geo-body,” along with altering the archival documents by the
nationalist regime of Modi largely emboldened by the Western powers for their own strategic and
economic preferences, is a teasing question on the UN’s partiality. The history of border violations or
failed negotiations over an issue increases the likelihood of armed conflict and non-binding
management.
https://www.eurasiareview.com/16112019-remapping-indian-occupied-kashmir-a-multiprongedtravesty-oped/
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India’s Continuing Arrogance in Kashmir
Haris Bilal Malik
On October 31, 2019, India formally split up the Muslim-majority region of Jammu and Kashmir
into two federal (union) territories. By doing so India violated the UNSC resolutions on the matter and
officially issued a new political map indicating Ladakh and Jammu as Indian Union Territories. According
to this formal split, both the Jammu and Kashmir and Ladakh union territories will be administered
by two lieutenant governors, Girish Chandra Murmu and Radha Krishna Mathur respectively. They are
supposed to report to the Indian home secretary based in New Delhi. This clearly defines the motives of
the Hindu nationalist government of BJP led by Prime Minister Narendra Modi which revoked Article
370 on August 5. Unfortunately, the prevalent security environment in Kashmir is dominated by the BJP,
which has led India’s arrogance to determine the fate of the disputed region.
In the same vein, right before the formal enforcement of the constitutional split, a local body electoral
exercise was carried out in the region. The maiden Block Development Council (BDC) Election was held
on October 24 under much hype due to the evolved dynamics of the region. However, the region’s main
parties such as the National Conference, Peoples Democratic Party, and Peoples Conference and other
small parties had boycotted the local elections terming them as an ‘undemocratic’ exercise. These
parties which have remained the major stakeholders in the politics of the region had turned out against
the abrogation of Article 370 that granted the region special rights. It was also observed that the
political parties had perceived this election as instead a “forced election” primarily because the region
was still then under severe restrictions. Contrary to this general perception, the Indian government still
carried out the post-revocation electoral exercise. This arrogant policy adopted by the Indian
government seems to forcefully instill this notion of ‘our plan our vision’ by the BJP to decide the fate of
the Kashmir region.
In addition to this notion, the Hindu-supremacist government of India, headed by Prime Minister
Narendra Modi has been shamelessly flaunting the narrative that Kashmir has been ‘put in its place’.
This means that contrary to the previous position of the Kashmir region as an autonomous entity under
the Indian Union, it has been demoted to now being a ‘union territory’ like other union territories under
the federal (Union) government of India. By doing so it seems that India is following a dangerous
trajectory of dealing with Kashmir vis-à-vis Pakistan and the international community. In pursuit of its
fascist vision inspired by its RSS ideology, the BJP led Indian state has blatantly ignored the global
implications which its moves could have regarding the disputed region. Moreover, the ongoing crisis
also provides an insight into Kashmir being a victim of the so-called rules based international order that
has repeatedly failed to shield the Kashmiri people from the human rights violations of the Indian forces
and protect their sovereign will.
It is worth mentioning here that Kashmir is one of the oldest issues pending at the UNSC table. The
international community acknowledges Pakistan’s significance as the most important stakeholder vis-àvis any development on the Kashmir issue. Contrary to Indian moves and suppression of Kashmiris,
Pakistan has always insisted on the peaceful settlement of the Kashmir dispute under the UN mandate.
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Moreover, Pakistan has always encouraged international mediation offers from influential countries
especially by the U.S. This was evident during Prime Minister Imran Khan’s first-ever visit to the US
on July 23, 2019, when President Trump had offered to mediate between India and Pakistan. The offer
was greatly appreciated by Pakistan as it was aimed at some prospect of seeking a settlement given the
evolved security dynamics of the South Asian region for the last few months. Whereas, India has often
rejected such offers claiming Kashmir as its internal matter.
As evident from the above-mentioned developments, it seems that India aspires to increasingly project
itself as a regional hegemon and as a potential superpower that can do whatever it pleases with a
complete disregard for basic human rights. Under this notion, the BJP government led by Prime Minister
Modi and inspired by Hindutva ideology is taking offensive measures to forcefully make Kashmir an
integral part of India via its brutal political and military actions. The most considerable aspect of such
belligerence is that India wrongfully perceives that Pakistan is unlikely to or perhaps unwilling to
respond to any Indian move based on certain political, economic and strategic restraints vis-à-vis India.
This however is once again a grave underestimation of Pakistan’s resolve and the sensitivity with which
such moves are being taken by the Pakistani leadership.
Hence at the present, the rash and irresponsible actions of the BJP led Indian government has once
again put at stake the peace and stability of the entire South Asian region, bringing it once again to the
brink of conflict. Despite all the criticism worldwide, with its politico-military offensive in Kashmir, it
seems that India has already decided to determine the fate of the disputed region through sheer
arrogance and brutality. India is mistakenly perceiving that such moves would likely tighten its grip over
the restive region that is at the heart of more than 70 years of hostility with Pakistan. India’s policy to
forcefully make Kashmir a part of the Indian Union by annexing it through political and military means
would serve as a dangerous precedent. This poses a serious detriment towards the long-desired
peaceful settlement of the Kashmir dispute and even with more disastrous consequences for the whole
region.
https://foreignpolicynews.org/2019/11/17/indias-continuing-arrogance-in-kashmir/
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India’s De-Humanizing Path to Global Catastrophe
M Waqas Jan
For a country that has since its inception prided itself as the world’s largest democracy, India has
seen its very identity being bastardized by the ruling Bhartiya Janata Party for well over a decade now.
With its divisive and religious inspired brand of politics, the BJP’s populism is based primarily on
exploiting some of India’s most deep seeded fault-lines in what has been repeatedly ascribed by many
as nothing short of pure and simple fascism. Not only does this go against what India’s founding fathers
such as Jawaharlal Nehru and Mahatma Gandhi had envisioned for a united India, it also goes against
the very principles of an inclusive more secular democracy in which India’s minorities were afforded
equal protection under its own constitution.
It is extremely distressing to see how lynch mobs, cow vigilantes and their enthusiastic apologists, some
of whom hold the highest offices in the Indian state, have come to dominate mainstream socio-political
discourse within the country. The rampant fanaticism that is being witnessed under the garb of
preserving the age-old customs and traditions of India’s Hindu majority, has led to a near
unprecedented level of hate being directed at India’s religious minorities. These include Christian, Sikh
and especially Muslim and Dalit communities all of whom combined comprise of nearly 20% of India’s
population of 1.37 billion people.
What’s more troubling is the fact that such hate is being directed in an almost systematic and carefully
concerted manner at the state level. This has been evident throughout the BJP’s divisive and exclusivist
politics that has been clearly manifest in its policies. For instance, the ruling government’s partisanship
in the Ayodhya Dispute, its near overt support for the many cow vigilante groups that have sprung up,
and its attempts at re-writing science and history being taught in Indian schools all represent a
newfound zeal for culturally re-appropriating India’s national identity as a predominantly Hindu one.
Not to mention, the sizeable amount of funds and resources the Indian state has devoted to its
revisionist and fundamentalist agenda. This for instance is evident in the $400 million annual budget set
aside for its cultural ministry which its leaders have charged with enforcing its vision. A vision that is
based on nothing more than religious inspired hegemony, that harks back to the glorious near mythic
past of Hindu civilization. In addition, the government has also directed crucial staff and resources
towards its religiously driven policies as apparent in its decision to assign State Police with ‘cow
protection’ responsibilities. While the protection of animals may be justified along the lines of human
decency, even when stripped off its more religious connotations; the fact that the same police and civil
bureaucracy are forced to look the other way when innocent minorities are beaten, burnt and
slaughtered by enraged mobs represents an appalling state of affairs.
The way such rampant abuse of power and privilege has come to define Indian society is extremely
ironic when considering the vast body of work that has been done by Indian academics and
policymakers in an attempt at better understanding and addressing such socio-political divisions. The
likes of Shashi Tharoor and Arundhati Roy for instance have long written of the dangers of letting
hardline zealots run rampant with official state affairs. In fact, the entire field of post-colonial studies

9

owes a great deal to the likes of Homi Bhabha and Gayatri Spivak for their exposition and detailed
explanation of concepts such as the ‘subaltern’. Rooted in the politics of otherness, these concepts are
derived primarily from the historic and cultural subjugation of some of the most oppressed cultures and
peoples. These have historically included some of India’s most vulnerable communities such as Dalits,
whose historical and institutionalized marginalization as the voiceless subaltern has been enshrined in
the very belief system that has now come to dominate Indian politics.
While the Indian state had in the past recognized and championed the secular foundations of the Indian
Union as the basis for awarding equal rights to all its citizens, the present government is unabashedly
dismantling those very foundations. Considering how vehemently mainstream socio-political discourse
within India is geared towards simply dehumanizing the country’s minorities through a perversion of its
own ancient belief system, it is an absolute shame to see the ruling government use some of the most
archaic aspects of its history to justify its own legitimacy and controversial vision of an ultranationalist
society. A vision that already runs dangerous parallels with the many fascist and totalitarian regimes of
the past. Hitler’s Final Solution, Mussolini’s justification of a glorious hereditary past, or the Khmer
Rouge’s purges along even the most basic socio-political and racial lines, all offer horrifying reminders to
how the politics of hate and division can lead to some of the worst excesses of humanity upon one
another, even in our modern world.
Considering how the same Indian government after consolidating such power within its borders is
looking to project the same outwards; one wonders why the world watches in silence as its second most
populous country with the second largest military embarks upon a direction that once saw the entire
world embroiled in the throes of an unprecedented global war. Even with the benefit of such hindsight,
should such a history really be allowed to rhyme let alone repeat itself?
http://southasiajournal.net/indias-dehumanizing-path-to-global-catastrophe/
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India’s Harebrained Nuclear Behavior
Shamsa Nawaz
Politics with an opportune, proportionate, precise and unequivocal resolve represents the
continuous face of nuclear signaling within the Indo-Pak rivalry. As has been evident, strategic restraint
is so far being ingeniously and perpetually reinstated to redefine the archetypal connectivity between
politics and war. It does, however, reassert the proclivity of a paradox. Lowering the nuclear threshold
towards one’s redlines represents a gradual upward gradience of threat. Penetrating through the
inherent blurriness of fluid and whirled debates in arms control and disarmament regime to establish
fear, honor and interest (Robert E. Osgood) is calculated but mutually fatal. Deterrence is made ever
more relevant in a setting of nationalist predominance particularly in India. On the other hand, Indian
force posture driven through deterrence while skillfully synchronizing the four components of national
power; the diplomatic, economic, conventional and nuclear ability allowed by a hypocritic environment
of international order cannot be taken dismissively.
Bharatiya Janata Party’s (BJP) manifesto of 2014 in relation to India’s nuclear doctrine was raised initially
by India’s Strategic Force Command (ISF). It urged India’s stated nuclear doctrine of No First Use (NFU)
to change and emphasized massive retaliation. Rather than having a flexible and limited nuclear
response and looking for counterforce instead of counter-value targets reaffirms the Indian wish of
twining the battle of nerves by the arms of death. The caveated description of surgical strikes and
attacks on non-state base points while breaching the sovereign geographical identity of the state of
Pakistan, as demonstrated in February 2019 by India, has certainly enhanced an uncertain security
environment. “In taking aim at each one of its doctrinal pillars, albeit in language that is caveated and
cautious, Menon is indicating that the Indian nuclear doctrine should not be taken for granted, whether
by Pakistan or China.” Such a warning espoused along with a doctrinal shift is fraught with serious risks,
but does it really aspire any trust or confidence? Can the threat of targeting Pakistan’s nuclear weapon’s
program in an act of preemption be presumed as a false promise? Is a consequent aggressive and
competitive conventional and nuclear arms build-up by both India and Pakistan more reassuring?
The recently promulgated Joint Doctrine for the Indian Armed Forces (JDIAF)which aims to address the
growing Chinese threat in cyber and information warfare, also apparently suggests “a written national
security strategy document that would help outline the primary tenets of a “comprehensive defence
strategy” by India. The doctrine categorically indicates the Indian decision of dealing cross border
threats with surgical strikes. Akin to the Doctrine for the Armed Forces of the United States (JP-1), the
JDIAF elaborates on the basic fundamentals of power and excellence in warfighting across the full
spectrum of conflict closely knit into a triad. Both the JDIAF and LWD are coercive and are aimed at
deterring Pakistan. India believes that the conventional options for military ‘counter terrorism’ against
Pakistan are limited, so the adoption of “Deterrence through Punishment” rather than “Deterrence
through Denial” is more viable in order to maintain the notions of ambiguity, uncertainty, short and
swift yet lethal and intense, precise and non-linear, unrestricted and hybrid. The JDIAF represents the
operational integration of the three armed services. Publicly presented in April 2017, the JDIAF-2017, is
the second edition of the doctrine meant to expanding India’s overseas operations. The JDIAF may also
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lead to a nuclear disaster owing to its ambiguity on “the first-use or no first use of nuclear weapons”.
Similarly, the LWD promulgated in the latter half of December 2018, offers an insight into Indian
strategic thinking and the dominant logic that drives Indian posturing and behavior towards Pakistan.
Both the JDIAF and LWD have the potential to transform into adventurism at any time. Already the
presence of security dilemma, conventional asymmetries, the conventional and strategic arms race
between these countries, gaps in defense production, offensive and defensive nuclear capabilities and
the non-existence of arms control and threat reduction measures (TRMs) between India and Pakistan
have increased the threat of conflict escalation or even initiating conflict among regional powers.
John J. Mearsheimer in the Tragedy of Great Power Politics maintains that states are not satisfied with a
given amount of power but seek hegemony for security. Similarly, Carl von Clausewitz, also linked tactics
to a wider objective and ultimately, of course strategy to policy. Operations, intelligence, technology
management, human resources development, operational logistics whether conventional or nuclear,
diplomacy and politics all bear ample testimony that the character of conflict is changing. The trends are
new for the strategic equilibrium, however, throwing challenges and opportunities at the same time for
both India and Pakistan. At Pulwama, Pakistan clearly exposed India’s long-held myth of conventional
superiority. At the same time, it does urge Pakistan to rethink on non-contact warfare abilities. To
resuscitate the debate on nuclear thresholds and the uncertainty it generates is equally orchestrated.
Understanding of both these doctrines in view of the recent episode of escalations have almost brought
the thresholds of nuclear exchange at their lowest. Nonetheless, the political nature of war/conflict and
use of military force remain predominant which would keep the Indian nuclear behavior dangerous
particularly under the radical Hindutva mindset.
https://moderndiplomacy.eu/2019/12/05/indias-harebrained-nuclear-behaviour/

12

