Lesson for Mr Bush

HUMAYUN GAUHAR
Dear President Bush:
Your speech to the Asia Society is been the most supportive statement of Pakistan’s position on Kashmir ever made by a US President, that “America supports a resolution in Kashmir that is acceptable to both sides.” In a press briefing afterwards you also included the Kashmiri people, who are the most important party to the dispute for it is their freedom and right of self-determination that the argument is over. As your relationship with India blossoms, you will discover how two-faced it is - look at how they are stringing you along over the civilian use of nuclear technology. You will also discover that behind the facade of secularism and being ‘the largest democracy in the world’, how difficult it is to separate the Indian military from the civilian part of government. That is precisely why we have made no headway on Kashmir in our composite dialogue with them. Yet it is the Pakistan Army that is blamed for not allowing a settlement.
Mr President: you engaged Pakistan over Afghanistan and the need for our help in overthrowing the odious Taliban regime there. And you engaged India for its large potential market and in your fight against China. You would do well to remember that it was India that unleashed nuclear terror and a nuclear weapons race upon the hungry multitudes of South Asia in 1974. In your desire to ‘contain’ China, how far are you prepared to go in ignoring India’s duplicity? The only way you can minimise the growing economic and military competition from China is through inclusion, not exclusion. Certainly, India can never be a ‘bulwark’ against China. And don’t underestimate India’s nexus with Moscow.
Frankly, your civilian-use nuclear deal exclusively with India, again just to contain China, was a major faux pas. This again is uni-dimensional thinking, just as it was in Afghanistan and Iraq, not bothering about the multifaceted fallout and how it will affect the region and the world. Any such deal that doesn’t encompass both countries will only increase tensions in South Asia, not reduce India’s dependence on oil and gas. There is no point in going on and on about Dr A. Q. Khan: his was an individual act. You will soon discover that Pakistan is the more responsible nuclear power and its nuclear programme is a consequence of India’s irresponsibility in unilaterally testing nuclear bombs twice, in 1974 and 1998. We now have not only a first strike capability but also a second strike capability. Thus it would be best for you not only to include Pakistan in the civilian-use nuclear deal but also use your visit as an opportunity to bring South Asia under a Nuclear Restraint Regime. Lest my compatriots imagine that I am suggesting a rollback, an NRR is no such thing. It only reduces the chances of nuclear war and in times of crises it can always be suspended. So far, America has blown both these chances and sowed the seeds for greater tension in South Asia.
You talk of democracy and human rights and refer to India as the “largest democracy in the world.” Correction: the largest ballot box democracy in the world where, despite nearly six decades of freedom, there is more poverty and hunger than in any other country in the world. When you refer to an Indian middle class of 300 million; don’t forget the 700 million wretched of the earth living like animals on less than one and two dollars a day. Now compare this to larger China, which has been credited for bringing the greatest number of people out of hunger in the shortest time. And don’t forget the human rights abuse in India - I am talking not just of Kashmir: all you have to do is read the latest report of Amnesty International. As Fareed Zakaria of Newsweek said, America is now discovering that democracy, freedom and liberty don’t simply jump out of a ballot box: often the likes of Mahmoud Ahmedinejad and Hamas do, which doesn’t suit you, does it? So in all this democracy claptrap, forget for a moment about the ballot box and concentrate on hunger, human rights and systems that throw up real democracy, not the facade of it. That is why China has gone so far ahead and India is lagging behind.
Look at SAARC. The Association has great potential but has been hostage to India, which regularly intimidates every small neighbour and sometimes even the larger ones. Ask yourself: why is it that India has bad relations with every one of its neighbours? Is it that they are all mad, all seven of them, or is it India that is the culprit? Ask yourself: who really is doing the genocide in Kashmir, who is behind the Maoist rebels in Nepal, the Tamil insurgency in Sri Lanka and the unrest in the Maldives and Bangladesh? You will soon discover that India is incapable of thinking big. It is a large country with a small-country mentality. This is because India has been unable to reconcile itself to 1200 years of conquest and colonisation by Muslims and the British and now feels a compulsion to be macho by acting as the regional bully by denying others their freedom and independence. Thus India’s foreign policy is based on regional dominance, of being recognised as the regional superpower, which it can never be as long as they behave like this and which neither Pakistan, nor China, nor even any of India’s small neighbours, will ever accept.
So while saying that one of the common objectives between America and India is fighting terrorism, stop and ask yourself: who is the originator of terrorism? You’ll find that it is state terrorism. I’m afraid here it is India, which denies the Kashmiris their right to self-determination, fosters rebellion and unrest in Nepal, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka and the Maldives, and internationally it is your country, which continues to fortify injustices against Muslims, especially in Palestine. In attacking and occupying Iraq under false pretences and under your policy of pre-emption, you tore up the fabric of the United Nations. After its occupation you tore up the fabric of Iraq, which is now tearing up the fabric of the entire Middle East. Now you are thinking of attacking Iran. If you do, you will soon discover that Iran is not Iraq. Iran will take the war to you and your soil while our region and global oil supply will have been woefully destabilised. Your addiction for oil is not likely to go away in a hurry, nor are you like to find a replacement source for energy for a long, long time. 
Are you prepared to send the world economy into a tailspin, leading to greater hunger and want, including in your own country where 37 million are already living in poverty? Just look at what nearly happened in Saudi Arabia the other day. Someone followed the Sleeping with the Devil scenario and nearly put the Abqaiq oil terminal facility out of action. If they had, one million barrels a day would have been lost for at least nine months, the price of oil would have gone through the roof and the global economy would have gone to hell. They – not necessarily Al Qaeda – failed this time, but next time they will succeed, in Abqaiq or elsewhere, as they kept on trying with the Twin Towers until it happened. What then?
This is not the way to solve problems. The way is to remove injustices against Muslims and include them in problem solving instead of treating them as the problem. What have you done to remove these injustices? In a word: nothing. Israel remains as belligerent as ever and India equally intransigent. You demean Muslims in your own country with racial profiling and humiliating treatment at your airports and then you expect Muslims to roll over and purr? Your concentration camps in Guantanamo Bay, Kandahar, and Baghliar etc., are a slur and stigma on your country and on humanity. Do you think they decrease Muslim anger or actually fuel more ‘terrorism’? They mock your claims to democracy, justice and human rights. How then can you give us sanctimonious lectures on democracy and human rights and pretend to be the conscience of the world?
Al Qaeda is a US creation and the US provides grist to its mills. You are obsessed with Osama Bin Laden, but so what if you get him? Do you think that after the media hype dies down ‘terrorism’ will disappear? Al Qaeda is but a movement and Osama its symbol - call him metaphor if you like. The movement is amorphous, comprising many different independent cells and groups, like beads strung together into a deadly necklace by the common thread of injustices against Muslims. It bears repetition, remove the thread and the beads will fall down. Don’t, and more beads will be added to the necklace.
There are 1.5 billion Muslims in the world today, and growing faster than anyone else. Even if one percent of them actively support Osama and Al Qaeda - and I think that is a gross underestimation - that makes 15 million people worldwide. Can you fight and finish all of them? Isn’t it more sensible to include them, listen to them and then jointly find ways and means to remove anger on both sides?
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