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International Human Rights day has just gone by but events in Pakistan have taken a turn for the worst with the promulgation of PCO and imposition of emergency. While on the bright side elections are likely to take place next month and principal political parties have resolved not to boycott them, we as a nation are continuing to struggle with our constitutional crises and role of the army. The three main countries which have been involved on behalf of individual stakeholders in the political chess being played in Pakistan are US, UK and Saudi Arabia. While the former have been instrumental in brokering a "deal" between President Musharraf and Mohtarma Benazir Bhutto, Saudi Arabia has been able to facilitate the return of Nawaz Sharif to the country and as a final gesture its Ambassador has also visited deposed Chief Justice, Iftikhar Muhammad Chaudhry at his house and invited him to perform Hajj.
Mercifully, the Organization of Islamic Conference (OIC) has not been a part of this circus (I am excluding the action taken by Commonwealth Ministerial Action Group (CMAG)). Like most of the citizens of Pakistan I am against any country or its government giving ultimatum to us in the form of either-or and more so that emissaries or representatives of various countries to fly in and out of the country giving what they believe is a "good advice" to government, or to political parties or even to our charismatic leaders who are supposed to wield immense power over the masses. Such an expose and surrender of sovereignty deeply hurts the national pride. Then what prompted me to think of OIC? It is the reason on which the CMAG suspended the membership of Pakistan which brought to my mind the role of OIC. CMAG had taken the decision for suspension on the ground that "The holding by the same person of the offices of Head of State and Chief of Army Staff is incompatible with the basic principles of democracy". According to CMAG Harare Declaration requires the members of the Commonwealth Club to adhere to certain minimum norms of democracy and democratic values (similarly European Union has mandated for its members to comply with the human right charter of the union). Why could not OIC play a similar role requiring its members to follow the minimum democratic values? Imagine if such an ultimatum as was given by CMAG had been given by OIC.
The body that claims to represent the countries of the world is of course UN which was set up keeping in view the various international fears and phobias which had afflicted the world during the second World War. When UN was created there were various matters troubling the world (like the rivalry between USA and USSR, capitalism and globalization of markets versus communism, democracy versus dictatorship, colonization and granting of independence to countries and nuclear proliferation). The object was to prevent wars between world powers and to avoid the situation faced by the world in nineteenth century. UN was armed with a Security Council which is responsible for the world peace and has seven permanent members having veto powers, all being countries that are powerful states and none is from the Muslim bloc. 
Muslims (who are currently more than 1.3 billion in number and constitute together 57 nation-states) have no effective say in the UN. It is justifiably believed by Muslims that UN has failed to protect Muslims in Bosnia or in war in Somalia or when Afghanistan was bombed and Iraq was invaded, under a novel and immoral doctrine of preemptive attack. Muslims are fully aware that UN has done nothing to stop or control the outburst of "Islamophobia" or to safeguard the ordinary rights of the Muslims who are suffering on a daily basis due to the actions being taken by Western governments in pursuit of the war against the threat posed by terrorism. 
A strong sense of fraternal bonding of all Muslims have been both a fantasy and ideal but seldom a reality in later part of Muslim history. The abolition of the Caliphate by Ata Turk in Turkey in 1924 marked end of any semblance of a united superstructure of Muslim states. The huge Ottoman Empire was divided by Allies in 1923 into colonies, spheres of influence, mandates or crucial states, all with boundaries based on colonial politics, some time whims. In the Middle East hence were born the nation states as anti-thesis to concept of Ummah. In Asia and Africa, the ex-colonies of Britain, France and Netherlands were divided through arbitrary demarcation of boundaries into various states. 
Nonetheless keeping in view the need to have a Muslim Union, persistent and sporadic attempt at Pan Islamism or Islamic global entity was attempted during the last few decades but none have proved effective. In this context limited attempt to unite the Arab world (Ummah Arabia) (as opposed to Muslim world generally "Ummah Islamya") was pushed by the Egypt's Nasser as early as 1960s. A political unity created between Egypt, Syria and Yemen ["United Arab States" (1958)] collapsed in 1961 and between Iraq and Egypt ["Arab Socialist Union"(1964)] too ended in fiasco. League of Arab States (1945) and Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) (1981) have also not been able to solve the various problems besieging Muslim world. An Arab infrastructure is in existence but it has not yet been able to compete successfully with or transcend the nation state. Other Muslim blocs like Maghrib Union, Islamic Cooperation Organization, Asian Islamic Council and Muslim World League have also not made an impact on any wider compass.
The only organization which has potential to reach out to wider circle and can be stated to be representative of governments of Muslims world is OIC. This was designed to be an organization representing global Islamic solidarity. In its first Summit meeting convened in Rabat in September 1969, only 25 Muslim states were represented. It had a landmark impact in its second meeting in Lahore in 1974. Now the membership has increased to 57 states. OIC has a secretariat in Jeddah with offices all over the world, affiliate organizations such as the Islamic Bank, and also been involved in establishing Islamic Universities. OIC played some positive role within Muslim world including the reconciliation of Pakistan and Bangladesh in 1974, involvement in Soviet-Afghan War and the Gulf War, the bilateral action by Muslim countries in Bosnia, highlighting Muslim causes and passing of resolutions on Palestine and recently on Kashmir.
Disenchantment with OIC is due to its past performance and inability to implement its resolutions which has cast shadows on its credibility and efficacy. But the real reason is deeper and more fundamental. Because of lack of participation in the decision making of their governments, the citizens of Muslim states find themselves either alienated or distant from their respective rulers and therefore are more like onlookers waiting to see results. OIC is perceived by the Muslim masses as the club of the rulers. OIC has not prescribed any requirement for the Muslim state and its government to adhere to principles which may ensure the participation of the people in the government. It has not passed any resolution or a declaration in similar terms as has been done by Commonwealth at Harare. It is true that in the last meeting concluded in Mecca there was a Mecca Declaration where OIC leaders duly condemned "Terrorism in any form and in all its manifestation" to the satisfaction of the western world but when it comes to democracy or democratic value there is no binding declaration by OIC requiring its members not to take any action or to pass any law which is incompatible with the basic principles of democracy, rule of law and the human rights.
It is not sufficient only to make offers for performance of Hajj to a deposed Chief Justice in order to "defuse" the situation, or to play host to our former Prime Minister sending him back to his country with two bullet proof cars, nor an official visit by the Head of another federally Muslim country who meets the dignitaries from the government and leaders from the opposition suggesting to them full participation in the oncoming election. I earnestly hope that a restructured OIC would, give priority to democratic, fundamental and human rights of the people, and declare it as their inalienable right and inter alia lay down a road map to achieve and establish within each Muslim state a government based on the free consent of the people who live their lives under the supremacy of the law (which may be Shariah or a constitution). I understand that since the Islamic Summit in Malaysian held in the year 2003 for reform of OIC certain recommendations has been made by the Eminent Persons. If they have included any positive recommendation for democracy and democratic norms amongst the members of OIC, it should be implemented forthwith instead of waiting for a total reform of the Organization of Islamic Conference. This calls for another declaration at Medina - after all it was there that the first Muslim state based on equality and justice was established.
Let the words of Hazrat Ali (RA) be the guiding goal set by OIC:
"Truly the destruction of the earth only results from the destitution of its inhabitants, and its inhabitants become destitute only when rulers concern themselves with amassing wealth, when they have misgivings about the endurance of their own rule and when they profit little from warning examples."
May I at this juncture quote from Quaid-e-Azam Muhammad Ali Jinnah who on 24th of April, 1943 said:
"I am sure that democracy is in our blood. It is in our marrows. Only centuries of adverse circumstances have made the circulation of the blood cold....."
The blood can circulate again if OIC were to hark to the words of Quaid-e-Azam and follow the spirit of Amrahum Shura Benahum.
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