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jfirst tackl7 India:s.bloated ego. P~k~- other cultural products but alsoblock
[.~tanar:d its position on Kashrmr is unnecessaryculturalinfluences, rec-
lJust a sideshow. ognizing that culture and televisiont Now back to the question of In- are often potent weapons of politics
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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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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 :
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sIstence on dormnatio~ that IS,and If handled well, this can be the basis I ~~bby has.been mlm~al so.far, But outal1Ygrand expectations, ThetwO! :1

has always ?een, the SI~gt~big,gest for good normal relations based on i It 13~ducatmg to mention thIS lobby countries have been entangled f?rJ :1J
,

'. re~s?n behmd .strate!!ilc te
,

nSlOns sovereign equality. If mishandled" i
,

an
,

d It~work for another rea~on: The d~cades now and a cold peace WIn,
,

!
,

:
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