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H istorical T radition, Nuclear Perception and Bureaucratic Po litics
— The D ynam ics of IndiasM ilitary Being Excluding From Nuclear D ecision- m aking

GAO Xinrtao ’

(L Schoolof Intematbnal Studies Remm in Un versity of China Beijng 100872 Ching
2 Dpartment of Science Studies Nanjing Amy Canm and College Nanjing 210045, Ch na)

Abstract The fact that the military as the real user of nuclearw eapons has long been exclided fiom India$ nuclear decr
sbn— making is the most distinct characteristics of Ind a$ nuclear polcy— mak ng Such h storical paradox can be brought out
according to its evolitbnal bgi and dynam ic It is not because the military ran ains ind ifferent to nuckarweapons both drmas-
tc changing international situatbn and respective m ilitaty sewice nnterest pranpting the senior officers of a sewice of the
am ed forces to ardently support he nuclearizaton from them ddle o later 1980s butbecause three integrated 0 mres canmon-
ly act on nclud ng te historical traditon which poliical kaders don t confide n the m ilitary the nuclar weapon dentity
based on the symbolic deteence rather than substantnl application the strong attan pt © m onopoly nuclear affairs which de-
fense scentits has had A ll of hese m ake Ind 2§ nuclear developm ent have bng ranained at a symbolic level of deterrence
which not only restricted he strength and ntensiy of Indian nuclear devebpment but ako produced that them iliary couldn ¢
be deeply mvolved in the major nuclear decs bn—-mak ng
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