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I force, a~d purs.uing a policy of acri- language, but that's beside the point.
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, i robes with ~tsown self-createdun- course;they'd never say it openly)P . th I d . i ape.ofabusmesspowerhouseanda by resorting to emotional blackmail,

I cmema hub and pr~d them to pre.s. referring to the 'combined fa..teandea ce WI n 1a t sure I~lam~bad.t? give up Kas~~ur. poverty of over one billion people' i

! Pakist~n 13~l1htary .and P?htical that hangs in the balance. And by ;
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turally,a~? the~- as time takes itS cessive embrace ot special status. I ,ate the res.olutionof the core dispu~e lem i~ ~ndia 13.pro~lem, not ours. :
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reglOnal power player that must gained 'independence' from Britain' tion i~: Do we m Pakistan have a different from India's. It requires a I
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trol, which explains ,the passionate sist that Pakistan is an Indian terri-i ration than ~dla unleashed. what that we stand to benefit from is not!
appeals from New Delhi for a single tory cut out of India. The implication! see~s n~w J~e a well ~oordmated exactlyaccurate either. Indiaremains!
cu~rency ancl,a borderless economic being that this removed territory cani :nedla b~Itzkneg on Pakistan" s~nd- one of the poorest and least devel- I'
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change m New Delhi, and not even somehow expedite this process and! s~g~ that seemed stark for itS una- tors of the economy. A Pakistani :
thenewstrategi~realitywh~nPaki- firmly bring Pakistan into the Indian.1 mmlty: No borders, ~ame cul~re, economist, pr. Perva~z.Nazir, has 1
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Kashmir is only, the ,result of a Thepresentnationalistleadershipofl 1B I~Ide PakIstan.;rh.Is~obby IS pn- Absolute normal relations between \
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