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Name: Mary Ann Wright

 

Born: 1947 in Arkansas

 

Former occupation: US Military and State Department

 

Present occupation: thorn-in-chief in the side of US militarists.

 

After spending over 20 years in active military service and as a reserve, Col Wright joined the US State Department to pursue a diplomatic career, only to discover that diplomacy in post-9/11 US was more like war by other means. 

 

It was while serving as the deputy chief of the US mission in Mongolia that Ann Wright decided to resign from service – on the eve of the US-led invasion of Iraq in March 2003. Wright had already experienced the US-led invasion of Afghanistan, where she had volunteered to serve for the reopening of the US embassy in Kabul. 

 

Having serious apprehensions about Operation Enduring Freedom, Ann felt that George W. Bush was going over the top in launching another war on much flimsier grounds.

 

Since then, Ann Wright has assumed the role of a vocal objector to US militarism and its policies of condoning Israeli repression against the Palestinian people. 

 

She has joined like-minded anti-war campaigners in protesting against America’s drone warfare. Ann Wright has emerged as the main spokesperson of the anti-drone movement in the US. 

 

But while she goes around, as in Pakistan last week, with spirited shouts of “stop the drones”, Ann does not propose any practical alternatives to deal with the presence of international terror groups in Pakistan’s tribal areas. 

 

One can appreciate her argument that the US is conducting wars in far away lands to serve the interests of what she calls “the military-congressional-industrial complex”. She may be right in stressing that 75 percent Americans want an end to the war in Afghanistan, but Ms Wright is short of ideas on how to cope with the existence of armed groups who aspire to impose their own version of Islamic rule in Afghanistan, Fata and beyond.

 

Ann Wright, Medea Benjamin and their associates, who can at best be described as an advocacy group, made a smart move in getting the sponsorship of a political heavyweight like Imran Khan to voice their message in Islamabad and all the way to Waziristan. 

 

They struck the right chord with Imran, since he has also been calling upon the establishment to dissociate from the US-led war in Afghanistan. Both Imran and his foreign comrades in the peace march have not proposed any solution to end the partial occupation of the tribal areas by international jihadis and their Pakistani allies. 

 

The idea that opting out of America’s war will bring peace to the areas infested by the militants is too simplistic and not in consonance with the realities that exist on the ground.

 

Now let us imagine a scenario where the PTI emerges victorious in the coming elections, or is at least in a position to influence Pakistan’s tactics vis-à-vis the TTP et al. 

 

If Imran Khan seriously pursues his idea of withdrawing support from the coalition, that would lead to a more serious rupture than seen after the Salala episode. 

 

It would imply that the four former foreign ministers who have joined Imran’s party failed to explain to him that cutting off from the US could lead to severing the lifeline that is keeping Pakistan’s economy afloat after failing to do its homework. 

 

According to some, the ruling coalition and the main opposition party acted in connivance to avoid the reformed GST, among other bitter pills. None of them is prepared to take the drastic measures that can lift the domestic sources of revenue, leaving the economy at the mercy of bilateral and multilateral funding to tide over the gap. 

 

It is intriguing that, while all major newspapers are overflowing with dire warnings of the impending train crash the economy is approaching, the party that promises to bring a radical change is focusing on the drone issue. 

 

Agreed that drone attacks are illegal and immoral, and Imran Khan’s position is probably nearer to the public sentiment, but things should be seen in the proper perspective. The US and its allies have begun winding down their military campaign in Afghanistan. 

 

As the drawdown gathers pace, we can expect a gradual reduction of drone warfare as well. How does PTI propose to deal with the situation after the allied forces’ combat operations are reduced to a trickle? 

 

Mullah Omar’s Taliban and their allied networks will increase pressure against the government in Kabul. This is the time to start building a national consensus on how Pakistan is going to cope with the intensification of the internal conflict in Afghanistan.

 

Imran made a good tactical move to lead the peace march. He has recovered some ground lost in recent months due to the lack of mass contact. In the coming phase, he faces the challenge of keeping up the momentum. 

 

There are questions about his resolve to fight militant extremism. The people may also want to hear how Pakistan Tehreek-e-Insaf will cope with the fluid military situation in post-2013 Afghanistan. 

 

Imran is soon going to have his best chance so far of emerging as a national leader. If he follows through with his claims of breaking away from the US strategy in Af-Pak, what alternatives does he have to make sure that Pakistan’s economy will not crumble before his 90 day period to fix things is over?
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