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The spectre
of religious
nuclear war

Ved Mehta fears sanctions would
only aid India’s Hindu chauvinists
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robably nothing more
Pdangerous has hap-

pened in the Indian
subcontinent since 1947 than
the recent series of nuclear
tests. But the American Gov-
ernment's reaction to them,
while understandable. may
turn out to be. in its way,
equally dangerous. The Amer-
ican economic sanctions. tak-

years, some of Ythe party's
rhetoric and overtthauvinist
agenda has been toned down
to win votes, but the changes
have been cosmetic. The party
has never shed its connection
with the right-wing. Hindu-
chauvinist, Rashtriya
Swayamsevak Sangh (Nat-
ional Volunteer Force). or RSS.
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my point.) The most brutal

wars are always internecine.
Pakistan already has a
nuclear capability. and there
will now be no way to stop it
from going ahead with its own
nuclear tests. And because the
conflict between India and
Pakistan is rooted in religion
and not in economic systems
— as in the Cold War — the
danger of nuclear war break-
ing out is much greater. Reli-
cinme ance inflamed

Making India a nuclear
power has been part of the BJP
platform for many years now.
and by playing the nuclear
card the BJP has become
popular in a way that it never

the sanctions enforced against
Iraq. Sanctions against South
Africaessentially punished the
well-to-do. But. as in lraq,
sanctions against India would
hit hardest against the poo
and deprived. Pushed into
corner, India may decide,
much as Saddam Hussein's
Iraq has done. to substitute
jingoism for economic realities
and blame the West for all its
ills.

As it is, the majority of
tdinne aen illiterate. nearly 80

casual tourist to India would
have known about the BJP’s
aggressive nuclear  policy.
What the American, Japanese
and Western Goverrunents
should be concentrating on
now is razing the spectre of
religious nuclear war.

Ved Mehta. the Indian-born
Anglo-American writer. is the
author of 21 books, including
eight volumes so far of his
autobiography Continents of
Exile.
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDEN-T(J{,T S\C C -
T, Ty,
FROM: Bruce Reed and Chris Jennings \)72 % <f§
RE: NGA Agreement on Tobacco Spendmg f\éify%
o
cc: Erskine Bowles, Larry Stein, Gene Sperling, Mickey Ibarra, Elena Kagan

Attached is a one page summary of the agreement we reached with NGA on Friday night
regarding the allocation of the Federal portion of the state spending options. Keeping in mind
the interests of all the parties, we believe we achieved a strong agreement. It has the support of
OMB, HHS, and, of course, DPC/NEC. In short, we agreed to:

o

Commit that states would be allocated $196 billion from the overall Federal
settlement. (The $196 billion figure is viewed as a sacred, inviolable number.) Since we
are now assuming a $500 billion (or so) total from the legislation, the 40 percent state
investment figure we have been carrying matches well with this number.

Use the restricted funds for seven existing programs related to children or health.
Among these, child care is the largest programmatic option. We succeeded in eliminating
over 10 categories that the states desired; in so doing, we also were successful in assuring
that grant options that could syphon large dollars away from our priorities did not make
this list. As the attached table illustrates, we project that states will likely spend at least
$5 billion on the Child Care and Development Block Grant over the next 5 years.

A 50/50 split between restricted versus unrestricted funds. We reached an agreement
on the 50/50 split because we allowed the states to spend a portion of their restricted
dollars (6 percent) on buying down the state portion of the state match of the new
Childrens Health Insurance Program (CHIP).

Children’s health outreach. The Governors accepted our budget proposals for outreach
that, among other things, allow schools and child care referral centers to enroll children in
Medicaid (“presumptive eligibility”). These options are critical in light of a new study
that shows that 4.7 million children who are uninsured are already eligible for Medicaid.

Include strong language prohibiting substitution of Federal for state funds. This
language assures a maintenance of effort for grant options that now have a state match.
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PLEASE REPLY TO:

40 CASTELNAU, LONDON SW13 9RU
Tel: 0181 741 3454
Fax: 0181 741 7335

7 May 19398
H E Philip Lader
Ambassador
United States Embassy
24 Grosvenor Square
London W1A 1AE
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play and sport opportunities for young people. | am Vice President of the
Association and HRH The Duke of Edinburgh is President. His bear will be
one of the distinguished visitors to the museum, as will that of the Prime
Minister Tony Blair.

| am writing to you because, as the centrepiece of the exhibition, we would
love to have an official Presidential bear. Do you think President Clinton
would consider letting us have a bear with his blessing? | would be happy to
travel to Washington DC to collect it or do whatever was necessary to ensure
its safe transit.

The President and | were contemporaries at Oxford and when he was over
here two or three years ago (when | was an MP and a member of the
govermment) he was amused that Ambassador Seitz's teddy bear came to
vacation at the Teddy Bear Museum in Stratford-upon-Avon, and my
consequent hope is that he would be happy to let a Presidential bear come to
Stratford this summer in aid of a good cause in this special anniversary year.
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| wrote to you on 14 March and thought that | would write again in case my
original letter never reached you. My request may seem eccentric - and
certainly out of the run of regular diplomatic business - but the cause is a
good one and | very much hope you may be able to help.

Because the Teddy Bear owes his name to the twenty-fifth President of the
United States, we were honoured and delighted that, when it opened ten
years ago, the United Kingdom’s national Teddy Bear Museum was formally
launched by your predecessor, Ambassador Charles H Price Il.

The museum will be celebrating its tenth birthday on 4 July 1998 and we are
mounting 2 special exhibition of Great Bears of Our Time to mark this special
anniversary. The exhibition will be in aid of the National Playing Fields
Association, the national trust of recreational space, the charity that promotes
play and sport opportunities for young people. | am Vice President of the
Association and HRH The Duke of Edinburgh is President. His bear will be
one of the distinguished visitors to the museum, as will that of the Prime
Minister Tony Blair.

| am writing to you because, as the centrepiece of the exhibition, we would
love to have an official Presidential bear. Do you think President Clinton
would consider letting us have a bear with his blessing? | would be happy to
travel to Washington DC to collect it or do whatever was necessary to ensure
its safe transit.

The President and | were contemporaries at Oxford and when he was over
here two or three years ago (when | was an MP and a member of the
govermment) he was amused that Ambassador Seitz's teddy bear came to
vacation at the Teddy Bear Museum in Stratford-upon-Avon, and my
consequent hope is that he would be happy to let a Presidential bear come to
Stratford this summer in aid of a good cause in this special anniversary year.
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If this were achievable, you can. imagine how honoured and thrilled we would
pe. Do you think it might &e ponszble to arrange”?

if there is any further information that yau need either about the national
Teddy Bear Museum or about the Naticnat Playing Ficlds Asscciation, please
let me RNGWw.

| look forward tothe possibility of hearing from you.

With all best wishes,
(™ W a o — &dcéésﬁ p

/‘ N \‘_J'/‘
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5l 1 X
u a l ‘{/\\
GYLES BRANDRETH

Founder
The Teddy Bear Niuseum
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