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Military balances between two neighboring countries could be a major important factor to 
make peace and partnership between them. When Nuclear power acquired and claimed 
by both nations, is created the biggest threats to that region. The Political leadership in 
one country thought that it could threaten to use nuclear weapons against one nation and 
convey to that nation, it proposes to punish that nation for not resolving some issues on 
its terms. Nuclear deterrence between both nations will remain fragile and dangerous so 
long as there is a growing imbalance in conventional forces. The concept of no first use 
logically flowed out of the current conventional wisdom that the sole purpose of nuclear 
weapons, if they had a purpose at all, was to deter the use of nuclear weapons. Deterrence 
is dependent on two factors: the strategic reach and the survivability of a retaliatory force. 
In that perspective the military balances has tried to critically analyze in the paper. 
 
KEYWORDS ;- “no first use” policy,  subversion, coercion, cross border terrorism, 
proxy low level confrontations, large scale intrusions, deterrence 
 
Introduction 

The Pakistani army leadership capable of reassessing the Kashmir Policy was 
doing severe economic, social, political and diplomatic damage to the nation. The 
militants principal means of leverage over its Indian counterparts and on diplomatic 
outcomes – support from the military – had backfired. Every violent act by groups that 
operated freely in Pakistan places its army and the entire country in a terrible light – 
especially in the context of cease-fire initiatives by the Indian Government. Acts of 
violence by militant groups were also increasingly contrary to Kashmiri sentiment. Both 
India and Pakistan had refused to specify the size and specifications of their conception 
of a ‘minimum nuclear deterrence’ which was actually a strategic approach and was the 
core aspect affecting the size of the weapons arsenal.  
 
Indo- Pak Nuclear Strategies 

India’s May 1998 nuclear tests were followed by many policy pronouncements in 
rapid succession. Soon after the nuclear tests, Prime Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee said 
that there was no need to cover the nuclear explosions “On May 27, 1998, Atal Behari 
Vajpayee, stated in Parliament – in a suo motu statement “We do not intend to use it 
against any country; these are weapons of self-defence, to ensure that India is not 
subjected to nuclear threats or coercion. We do not intend to engage in an arms race. On 
May 29, 1998, the day following Pakistan’s nuclear tests at Chagai, Prime Minister 
Vajpayee announced in Parliament that India had declared a voluntary moratorium on 
further nuclear testing, was ready to engage in negotiations for an Fissile Materials Cut-
off Treaty (FMCT), had undertaken to exercise stringent export controls on nuclear and 

Abstract 



Online International Interdisciplinary Research Journal, {Bi-Monthly}, ISSN 2249-9598, Volume-VI, May 2016 Special Issue 

 

 
w w w . o i i r j . o r g                      I S S N  2 2 4 9- 9 5 9 8 

 
Page 376 

missile related technologies as well as those relating to other weapons of  mass 
destruction and had offered to discuss a no first use agreement with Pakistan and other 
countries, bilaterally or in a multilateral forum.”1Soon after Pakistan carried out its 
nuclear tests, its military was confident to have neutralized the conventional force 
superiority of India. 
 

Further that ‘India had, in its strategic nuclear doctrine, declared “no first use” 
policy, Pakistan was certain that it could black mail India by a nuclear threat. In addition, 
Pakistan military believed that their nuclear missiles capability was superior to that of 
India. 
 
 Pakistan military was not very favourably disposed towards the Nawaz Sharif 
Muslim League manifesto which had friendship with India as one of its resolutions. At 
the same time the military was very unhappy over the progress made in resolving the 
Kashmir problem over the previous 9 years or so.2 Indian national security institutions 
failed to get in to the thinking of Pakistan’s politico military and ISI-mujahideen 
establishment.3 
  

The challenges and threats faced by India encompass international order, regional 
factors, nuclear, space and electronic environment, subversion, coercion, cross border 
terrorism, proxy low level confrontations and large scale intrusions into Indian territory. 
All these demand the application of India’s military power, including nuclear strategic 
response to a nuclear threat as the ultimate instrument of the state.4 For Pakistan nuclear 
weapons seemed to be military instruments for a war with India. In its thinking its nuclear 
capability was designed to deter India. The Political leadership in that country thought 
that it could threaten to use nuclear weapons against India and convey to India that it 
proposes to punish India for not resolving the Kashmir issue on its terms. There was no 
doubt left that the public opinion in Pakistan, that includes its political leadership and its 
military that the security of Pakistan vis-à-vis India depends entirely on its possession of 
nuclear weapons. To its military leadership it is the means of neutralizing India’s 
superiority in conventional forces. That is the reason why Pakistan keeps harping on 
reduction of conventional forces. Pakistan also claims that India has not gone to war with 
it because of its nuclear capability since 1987.5 The main focus of the Pakistan’s nuclear 
plan was India and to force New Delhi to give up Kashmir. 
  

After going over the nuclear capability, it was imperative that New Delhi is 
convinced of Islamabad ability both to protect itself and strike back. Moreover, India and 
Pakistan did not have the technological wherewithal such as the permissive action links 
or second strike capability to make nuclear deterrence credible.6   

 
Is national security the only reason for the possible induction of nuclear weapons 

in the region? Not likely. As it has been noted by a reputed analyst that “India’s missiles 
are a symbol of prestige and domestic pride; and a legitimate response to the regional and 
international situation that has a direct impact on India’s security concerns”7 First, most 
analyst believe that the tests were carried out not due to any compelling national security 
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reasons, as indicated by Prime Minister Vajpayee’s letter to president Clinton citing 
China as a potential nuclear threats but due to the BJP’s pursuit of paranoid nationalism. 
 
Indo-Pak Political Thinking over Military Strategie s 

  Mostly BJP use lies in its political use and political dominance. The quest for 
such political dominance became evident by BJP government’s pronouncements that its 
capability has not instilled strategic stability between the two; rather India and Pakistan 
feel that they can possibly continue low intensity warfare under the cover of their 
respective nuclear umbrella’s evidenced by Kargil intrusion and Indian Defense 
Minister’s dangerous propagation of ‘limited war’ doctrine. Nuclearization of South Asia 
has also changed the geo-political landscape of the region. This is the only part of the 
world where three nuclear states, India, Pakistan and China, with adversarial relations 
face each other. These factors are among the basic tenets of Indian security. India has, 
over the years, sought to enhance its national security by promoting global nuclear 
disarmament, convinced that a world free of nuclear weapons enhances both global and 
India’s national security. The nuclear cloud has cast its dark shadow over South Asia. 
India always perceived nuclear weapons as the key to great power status and a permanent 
seat on the Security Council. Thirty years ago, India warned the world that India would 
develop nuclear weapons. Its warning was ignored. India’s nuclear tests in May 1998 
should not have come as a surprise to the world. India has been compelled to convince 
itself that any military aggression against Pakistan would have the most disastrous 
consequences.  
 

Nuclear deterrence between Pakistan and India will remain fragile and dangerous 
so long as there is a growing imbalance in conventional forces. Above all, durable peace 
between Pakistan and India – and restraint in their military postures – will be, as always, 
critically dependent on the resolution of the Jammu and Kashmir dispute which has been 
the root cause of all conflicts and tensions between Pakistan and India.8  
  
 Meanwhile, there had been a dangerous increase in military skirmishes along the 
line of actual control in Jammu and Kashmir. Pakistan continues to give operational 
support to the separatist militants in Jammu and Kashmir. Indo-Pak tensions were revived 
and exacerbated with large scale skirmishes and heavy firing between Indian and 
Pakistani troops all along the Line of Control in Jammu and Kashmir. Although there 
were some efforts made  by India for making peaceful relations with Pakistan like Bus 
diplomacy, Lahore Declaration etc., it was spoiled when Pakistan sponsored terrorist 
intervened in the Kargil sector in May 1999. India had to launch Limited war to expel 
these terrorists. There were some reports that Pakistan was the main culprit behind such 
intervention. At that time, everybody wished that this war should not be converted into 
the nuclear war. International community also was serious about this Indo-Pak 
confrontation. US had to play a crucial role to stop this war. India’s stance of not 
invading LoC persuaded US to convince Pakistan to stop the war.  
                                    

As early stated in Kargil war chapter that as for as India’s concern, loopholes in 
its security system were uncovered. Its intelligence had again failed to detect terrorists 
and terrorist attack. Indian utopian policy to have friendly relations with Pakistan was 
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questioned. From the Pakistan point of view, it had been shamed when it withdrew its 
troops from the Kargil sector. Its military department particularly ISI and other extremist 
groups were worried and angry about the decision of the Government. The Pakistan 
Government’s this disarray was used by Military Chief Musharaff to stage a coup and 
takeover the charge of political Authority in October 1999. There was again military 
regime in Pakistan. Musharrff so many times acknowledged that he was never in favour 
of bus diplomacy, Lahore declaration and withdrawal of its troops from Kargil sector,  
    

Throughout 2000, the Vajpayee government in India professed a sincere interest 
in seeking a domestic consensus to sign the CTBT on the grounds that no new tests were 
needed. These efforts appeared less than purposeful and never came to fruition in the Lok 
Sabha, the Indian parliament. The rejection of CTBT by US Senate Republicans in 1999 
drained the US of leverage on this issue. 
   

On June 7, 2000, in a sensational news the media reported, (quoting US 
intelligence reports) that “Pakistan’s nuclear arsenal was far bigger than India’s 
according to revised estimates. It added that not only did the Pakistanis have about five 
times more warheads than India but also that they had more accurate delivery platforms 
all of which were built with Chinese help. The report quoted Gen. Anthony Zinni of the 
US Central Command as saying, don’t assume that Pakistani nuclear capability is inferior 
to the Indians”9 Regarding Chinese help to built nuclear weapons has also been 
acknowledged by Pakistan’s nuclear scientist A. Q. Khan recently.    
   

The concept of no first use logically flowed out of the current conventional 
wisdom that the sole purpose of nuclear weapons, if they had a purpose at all, was to 
deter the use of nuclear weapons. As was well known in nuclear theology, Bernard 
Brodie had argued many decades ago that “the advent of nuclear weapons had 
fundamentally altered the relationship between war and national policy and that nuclear 
weapons were so destructive that their only real purpose could be the avoidance of war 
itself”.10 In fact, the no first use formulation goes back to 1925 when the 
international community concluded a no first use treaty on chemical weapons and toxins 
in the Geneva Protocol.11  

 
Nuclear deterrence “requires the construction and maintenance of a retaliatory or 

second strike capability.12  One should have a “fully deployed nuclear force…to survive 
a first strike designed to prevent that force from striking back.”13 Deterrence is 
dependent on two factors: the strategic reach and the survivability of a retaliatory 
force.14 Pakistan’s former Foreign Minister Sartar Aziz stated that “if the international 
community is unable to restrain the Indian nuclear program, then Pakistan will be forced 
to respond with steps of its own.” 15 
  

President Musharraf maintained, “Our nuclear status impose new responsibilities 
on us, we must overcome the burden of history, other nations have done it, and we must 
also do it. On Kashmir, President of Pakistan harped that the Jammu and Kashmir dispute 
continued to block progress towards normalization of relations between the two countries 
and that there could be no military solution of that dispute”.16 
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Missile Programme of India  
 

The missile program of both the countries up to 1998 has already discussed 
above. On September 22, 2000, the Indian Defense Minister announced that an upgraded 
version of Agni, called the AGNI-II, with a range of 2500 km, was test fired. The Agni II 
can only reach some parts of western China and Asia. The last test of Agni II took place 
in May, 2009. Recent Media reports suggest that Agni-III has a 3500 to 5,000 km range 
and is capable of carrying multiple nuclear warheads, presently acquired by USA and 
Russia. It is expected to be India’s nuclear deterrent against People’s Republic of China. 
It was tested on July 9, 2006. On 12th April 2007 Agni III missile was again tested 
successfully and again on 7th May 2008. Prithvi III class was spun off as Sagarika. It is a 
two stage surface-to-surface missile. Sagarika is a nuclear cruise missile, capable of being 
mounted on ships or submarines.  The Dhanush was successfully tested on March 30, 
2007.  

In 1998, the Government of India signed an agreement with Russia to design, 
develop, manufacture and market a Supersonic Cruise Missile system which has been 
successfully accomplished by 2006. BrahMos is Supersonic Cruise Missile that can be 
launched from submarines, ships, aircraft or land. It is the world’s fastest cruise missile 
and is about three and half times faster than the American subsonic Harpoon cruise 
missile. . BrahMos II will be the first hypersonic cruise missile and is expected to be 
ready by 2012-13.The Shaurya missile was launched in November 2008. The Shaurya 
missile is a short-range surface-to-surface ballistic missile developed by Defence 
Research and Development Organization (DRDO) for use by the Indian Army. Capable 
of hypersonic speeds, it has a range of 600 km and is capable of carrying a payload of 
one-tonne conventional or nuclear warhead. It can hit targets deep inside Pakistan and 
China, both nations having unsettled disputes with India.17 The expertise and technology 
developed in the Integrated Guided Missile Development Program (IGMDP) is also used 
in the new Anti ballistic missile called the Exoatmospheric system which successfully 
intercepted a Prithvi II ballistic missile.18 India became the fourth nation in the world to 
acquire such capability and third nation to develop it through indigenous efforts. In 
December 2007, India successfully tested the Endoatmospheric version which destroy a 
modified Prithvi II missile at 15 km altitude with text-book perfection thereby completing 
what is know as Multi-layered Theatrical Wide-area Air Defence system that can 
successfully target and destroy all kinds of Aerial threats from low flying cruse missiles, 
supersonic short range, intermediate-range and intercontinental ballistic missiles at 
altitudes of 15 to 50+ km at any angle and azimuth. India is said to be in the intermediate 
stages of developing a new cruise missile, Nirbhay. The Nirbhay is said to 6 m in length 
and have a 1000 km range with speed of 0.7 mach. 
 
Missile Programme of Pakistan  
 
Pakistan also has developed its missile program as given below: 
 
Shaheen 

 



Online International Interdisciplinary Research Journal, {Bi-Monthly}, ISSN 2249-9598, Volume-VI, May 2016 Special Issue 

 

 
w w w . o i i r j . o r g                      I S S N  2 2 4 9- 9 5 9 8 

 
Page 380 

The Shaheen series of solid-propellant missiles were developed by the Pakistan 
Atomic Energy Commission (PAEC), which is also responsible for Pakistan’s Plutonium 
Bomb Program. It was tested with considerable publicity in mid-1999. 

 
 This missile was developed by Pakistan Atomic Energy Commission (PAECs). It 
has a range of 2,500kms and carries a payload of 1,000 kgs. 
 
Ghauri 
 

It was test-fired on 6 April 1998.The missile can carry a nuclear, chemical and 
anti-tank warhead. It was fired from a mobile launcher and achieved an accuracy of 
250m/820ft at 1,500km. 
 
Ghaznavi 
 

It was test-fired on 27 May 2002. It is a newly developed short-range Surface-to-
Surface Ballistic Missile and has a range of 290 kms. 
 
Abdali 
 

It is a short-range Surface-to-Surface Missile, with a range of 180 km and has 
been test fired by Pakistan on 28 May 2002. In military- strategic terms, the advent of 
nuclear weapons has certainly changed the situation by creating interdependence of 
another sort.  
                                 

Since 1965, and more so since 1971, defence strategists and the military 
establishment of Pakistan have cultivated an almost self-inflicted masochistic aspiration 
that its martial traditions and military credibility can only be retrieved by another conflict 
with India though for a limited duration, which should result in a decisive victory over 
India, and that Kashmir is the catalyst and provides the opportunity for this purpose. One 
has only to go through the military doctrines articulated by General Mirza Aslam Beg 
during his tenure to confirm this. He advocated; ‘offensive defence’, “decisive thrust in 
depth with elements of surprise”, etc. this thought-process forms the undercurrent of 
thinking among the intellectual and decision-makers in Pakistan.19  
Conclusion 

There are some facts which have to be understood while discussing Military balances of 
India and Pakistan since 1999. Both countries are nuclear. Pakistan’s military upliftment 
only keeps the eye on india’s policies of military expansion. It continues with its proxy 
war against India. Several major attacked by terrorist groups linked with pakistan since 
1999, have created serious problem between them. Now even Pakistan is also being 
suffered by the same organization who played role in terrorist attack in india. Such kind 
of situation may create big problem in front of both nation.  There are major militant 
groups which do not allow Pakistan government to make peaceful relation without 
Kashmir issue.  Pakistan is besieged domestically.  Its Western frontiers are explosive 
and the Government is militarily challenged in Baluchistan, Waziristan, NWFP and 
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Northern Areas. Pakistani Army’s domestic image has taken a beating in the above 
named regions. India is also suffering to handle problems in Kashmir, Assam, Nagaland. 
In India, some people have also joined with terrorist organization which creates serious 
internal threats to it. Both nations would be solving their internal problems if they get 
success to make good and peaceful relation with each other. 
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