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It appears that in the eyes of the US, Gen Musharraf has not done ‘enough’. This implies he has not done as much as he had promised to deliver. The political dilemma that the general faces is that he has to make a serious choice. He has to either do what America says and kill more of his own innocent countrymen, or refuse further damage to national interests and incur the wrath of disobeying his patrons
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When facing a crisis, create another. This seems to be the rather predictable strategy used by leaders of our country to get out of the mess created by their false belief that suppressing views not in consonance with theirs would do them a world of good. It is no coincidence that as pressure on President Musharraf increases, both at home and abroad, so do the incidents of unrest and killings in Pakistan.

The regular sight of suicide bombings in the last few months have been eclipsed by the vicious attack in Tank by militants, and the heavy fighting in Waziristan and Balochistan — a scenario all too familiar with the specific intention to create the image of Pakistan as an uncontrollable one, which only the men in uniform can control. Insecure leaders base their leadership on wrong principles and values. They understand the language of force, manipulation and exploitation. Their constant fear of getting exposed or being stripped of the power they hold on to turns into a ruthless drive to crush all forms of resistance and retaliation. This creates an environment of a never-ending war of corrosive conflicts where only those who can match abuse for abuse survive.

For the last few months, because of socio-political unrest, the whole country has been in depression. With the public uproar over the presidential reference against the chief justice becoming an internationally condemned event, the unabated violence in the Northern Areas gaining Iraq-like permanence, the performance of Pakistani team and, not to forget, the subsequent murder of its coach Bob Woolmer, it is but natural that the spirit of the people of this country is at its lowest ebb. However, as they say, when you hit rock bottom there is no way to go but up. The present scene of chaos, commotion and frustration will probably provide the right kind of impetus to the nation which for so long has been indifferent to the whole socio-political environment in the country.

The extremist refuge: It is quite obvious that extremism and violence are the reasons to exist for the president. He became America’s ally after the events of 9/11 and the subsequent attack on Afghanistan. His plea for going the American way was that had he not taken that path Pakistan would have been history; and of course taking that path has given him another justification to eradicate the rising militant ‘insurgency’ in the Northern Areas which is now spreading fast across the country, as evidenced by the emergence of the ‘Lal Masjid Brigade’ in Islamabad. The whole scenario reeks of the American way of handling Iraq, which is, forced occupation, the policy of divide and rule, and creating insecurity to a level which would justify their troops’ stay in the region.

Similarly, the president, in his desperation to take the focus off his own misdemeanours, is indulging in one misadventure after another to justify his ‘illegal occupation’ of power. The way many crises have been mishandled by the government in recent times would endorse this observation.
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Recently, the president claimed through the media that the Taliban are a bigger danger to peace than the mullahs. A series of recent events seems to substantiate this claim. But are these events a cause of Talibanisation? Or are they its effect? Increasingly, it seems that it may be a case of a self-fulfilling prophecy. Take the recent case of the Lal Brigade imposing its own brand of religiosity right under the nose of the president in Islamabad. It’s an enigmatic event, to say the least. The head office of the brigade is the Jamia Fareedia Madrassah, located in E-7 in Islamabad. This central location was of course a gift given to it by another military ruler, the inventor of extremism, General Ziaul Haq. It is strange that a prime piece of land belonging to the ministry of education was converted into a madressah without any action taken by the government against it; and more recently, the forced occupation of a children’s library has gone almost unquestioned by the CDA and other government authorities. Just like once Osama bin Ladin was America’s blue-eyed boy, there was a time when the head of this institution, Maulana Rasheed Ghazi, was the blue-eyed boy of the Pakistani establishment.

It is strange that the forced CDA library occupation by the Lal Brigade’s women wing under Jamia Hafsa was not handled by the police in a purposeful way. This gave them the opportunity to make further inroads into other spheres. These women have been raiding shops and seizing videos and CDs which they feel are immoral, while the authorities have made no serious attempt to stop them. This even led them to break all social and legal norms by kidnapping a woman and her daughter blaming them to be involved in immoral activities. Strangely, the FIR filed against them has also been sealed. The fact that this Taliban mafia has now extended its approach to people’s businesses and personal lives without much interference from the government is not totally shocking, keeping in mind its contribution to the larger cause of the vision of our leaders in projecting the position of our nation going haywire. The recent militant attack in Tank carries the same ‘Talibanisation of Pakistan’ theme.

In a clash at the privately-run Oxford Public School in Tank, the police killed two militants suspected of recruiting students from various schools in the area for holy war and suicide bombings. The recruiters killed one police officer with a hand grenade.

In retaliation, the militants entered the home of Faridullah, the principal of the boys' school, took him and one of his brothers, and drove them away in a vehicle. This again highlights the ineffective role the authorities are playing to control the situation.

Similarly, for the last two years, Balochistan has been affected by insurgency. The army was forced to accept a humiliating truce with tribal groups after losing some 800 troops in an attempt to extend the government’s writ into tribal areas that border Afghanistan and have traditionally enjoyed autonomy. All of this creates an image of the infiltration of the Taliban into all parts of the country.

Waziristan has become the hub of terrorism and extremism. As these two ‘isms’ are the key items in the president’s survival toolkit, Waziristan now resembles Iraq. The death toll in the region has reached figures matching those in Iraq. The fight now is between local and foreign militants. In a recent fight, 50 people were killed, including 35 Uzbeks, 11 local tribal militants and four personnel of the Frontier Corps. These bloody events made the lives of the innocent people difficult. All educational institutions, businesses, and commercial centres in the area remained closed. The reaction of the government was typical. It claimed that militant-cleansing was a result of the success of its policy to encourage local tribesmen to expel foreign extremists, instead of the costly and politically damaging army operations. Thus the government’s philosophy of disturb, divide and destroy continues to play with people’s lives.

The false truth: Why is this sudden escalation of panic in the government? It all started with the blatantly arrogant move of the president to remove a judge to probably make preparatory grounds for his re-election. The strong and stubborn reaction of the legal community to the situation was what the president was not prepared for, as he on the basis of past experience of public protests thought that the public was so busy with its survival issues that its protests would quickly subside. But the falseness of claims against the highest legal authority enraged an already politically fed-up public.
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The chief justice has become a symbol of resistance. On March 9, the president suspended the CJ, accusing him of “misconduct and misuse of authority”, ordered the judicial council to investigate corruption allegations against him, named an interim chief justice, and effectively placed the chief justice under house arrest. The corruption charges are a transparent ploy. It is well known that the current cabinet and government benches in Pakistani parliament are stacked with politicians who, while with previous regimes, looted the country with both hands. The problem, as is generally believed, was that the chief justice had become too vocal and disobedient for the president’s liking. This happened at an inconvenient time when the president needed a pliant Supreme Court since he’s planning to stage-manage his re-election for another five-year term and remain COAS indefinitely, violating the country’s Constitution.

The president knows well that his attempt to fix his re-election and to cling to the post of the head of Pakistan’s armed forces will be subject to court challenge. If he is to have any chance of withstanding the surge of popular opposition that this latest audacious attempt to perpetuate his dictatorship has created, he will need the Supreme Court’s stamp of approval. However, with the CJ’s track record it seemed highly unlikely – thus, the move to remove him.

Ever since becoming the head of Pakistan’s judiciary in 2005, the chief justice has issued a number of rulings that have cut across the government’s agenda, clearly raising doubts in President Musharraf’s mind as to whether he could be relied on. In a judgment earlier this year, the chief justice riled the military and the government by directing the Balochistan government to submit a detailed report about illegal allotments of 241,600 acres of land to ministers, politicians and other bureaucrats in Gwadar —the site of a massive new port facility. In February, according to the BBC, the chief justice told trainee military officers that in his opinion, “Gen Musharraf could not continue as army chief beyond his present term as president.”

Just a day before his removal, the chief justice had heard a case related to the ‘forced disappearances’ of persons whom the authorities suspected of having ties with terrorist groups and expressed disappointment at the government’s failure to locate the whereabouts of the disappeared. Hundreds of people are believed to have been illegally abducted by the security forces, tortured, and held without any trial.

Conclusion: Of late, the country has witnessed a series of resignations, forced or voluntary. First, the PIA chief resigned; then the cricket chief resigned; and now the judges have resigned. But these are just token actions which are not going to appease the people who have seen it all before. They want their political leaders to have the grace to leave. Secure and dignified leaders have the ability to accept their mistakes and step down, but insecure leaders make all those disappear from the scene who threaten to make them more insecure.

Insecurity breeds insecurity. President Musharraf finds himself cornered by his own Machiavellian belief that power can overcome all that is legal, moral or ethical. Power addiction and the fear that on merit he stands a narrow chance of regaining his power status in the next election have made him resort to launch an all-out campaign of the resurgence of the Taliban. This, he hopes, will make him have American support against the present uprising in the country. The latest events in Tank and Waziristan are timed with the arrival of US Central Command Admiral William Fallen’s ‘surprise visit’ to Pakistan. Thus, an escalation of extremist movements in Pakistan at the time of his visit will help build support for General Musharraf in the White House.

However, if one doesn’t practise what one professes, one becomes the target of distrust and disrespect. Unfortunately, that is the state of affairs as far as the political leadership of this country is concerned. The president’s false promises when he took over made to the public regarding removing corruption from Pakistan have been exposed by extending ministerial favours to corrupt individuals. Our political leadership, confident of its American backing, has been completely dismissive of the growing public disenchantment with its behaviour and performance.

It seems that luck is no more on the side of the president and his men. It means the diminishing backing of the White House and the support of the people of Pakistan. America feels that the president has not done ‘enough’. This of course implies he hasn’t done as much as what he had promised to deliver. The political dilemma that the general faces is that he has to make a serious choice. The choice is not an easy one. He has to either do what America says and kill more of his own innocent countrymen branding them “terrorists”, or to refuse further damage to national interests and incur the wrath of disobeying the masters sitting in the US. He also faces the tough choice of reinstating the chief justice and risking an election which will strip him of his illegal powers, or restricting the judiciary and risk public uproar which may cause his fall.

To many eyes, the answer to this predicament, in President Musharraf’s typical dictatorial approach, is to cause enough lawlessness and disorder in the country to justify an election postponement — a folly. Admitted that it is a tough situation and nobody would really want to be in the general’s shoes at this point in time, but then he only has himself to blame for being so badly cornered. Some may raise the question: why did he not see the writing on the wall? It may be a classic case of having sight, but not vision. 





