The richest and the biggest
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We, as usual, feel very perturbed and annoyed at the growing ties between India and the US. We expect, with a sense of self-righteousness, that the US owes us more generosity than to India. We cite our historical ties with the US to support our expectation. At the height of the Cold War, we became US allies by joining the military alliances SEATO and CENTO, both created by the US to keep Communism in check. At that time Indian Prime Minister Nehru was the front leader of the Non-Aligned Movement, which was formed with the backing of the Soviet Union to thwart the American hegemonic designs. The other leaders of the NAM were: Chou En Lai (China), Marshal Tito (Yugoslavia) and Jamal Abdul Nasser (Egypt).

We felt jilted when the US did not come to our help in the 1965 war with India, which was instigated by us. Were we expecting US to send the marines and air force to fight our war? The 1971 war with India, which was the result of General Yahya’s folly, ended in the humiliating surrender of our military commander in East Pakistan. Right to the end, we waited in vain for the US Seventh Fleet to rescue us from the impending humiliation.

Pakistanis should get it into their heads that no country would fight another country’s war unless its own territory, interest or sovereignty is threatened. History is replete with such instances. The Muslim kingdom in Spain was annihilated. The powerful Caliphate did not try to help it in the war for survival. The British imperialists ended the Muslim rule in India. The Caliphate in Istanbul did not send men or material to save it. America and Britain invaded Iraq on false pretences. No help came to Iraq from any quarter to save it from annihilation.

The world has come a long way since the popular days of military alliances and NAM. The Soviet Communism has collapsed taking the Soviet Empire with it. India and China have moved towards amity and thriving business and trade relations after their bloody war in 1962. Though China is still ruled by the Communist Party, which is the only political party allowed there, it is now practicing capitalism and reaping rich harvest. It is doggedly following the principle voiced by the late Chairman Deng that it is glorious to be rich.

We have developed a bad habit to compete with India for US favours, real or non-existent. In fact, since 9/11 we have received more favours from the US than India has. It is another story that we have not been able to fully utilise those favours to our advantage. It was a pointless remark uttered by President Bush that America would help India to become a global power. Global powers are self-made. China has become a global power not because of its nuclear capability that it had acquired decades ago. China has achieved this status because of its astounding economic growth. India is following in the footsteps of China to become a global power economically.

It is perplexing that two countries, India and China, with radically opposite political systems have done so marvellously in economic growth. China is ruled by party dictatorship; it does not encourage freedom of press or expression or assembly. India on the other hand is a democracy and supports a pluralistic society. However, China is far ahead of India in the economic race because Chinese are very hardworking and ruthlessly efficient. I wonder which description best fits our political system. As President Musharraf has said that he has put the country on the path of democracy. Therefore, our system cannot be classified as a democracy yet. Then what do we have? Are we a military dictatorship, a benign dictatorship, presidential or parliamentary system? Most appropriately, we have a hotchpotch political system; in other words a confused mixture or a dish of many mixed ingredients.

India has replaced the US as the second most preferred country for investment; China holds the first position. Pakistan in this respect holds no position. It is considered a hazardous country. Some western governments have advised their nationals to avoid going to Pakistan. And Prime Minister Shaukat Aziz may keep on sounding optimistic for foreign direct investment. But mere optimism will not work. Unless terrorism is routed out, investment will not come to Pakistan. After the Karachi blast Thursday, the Dubai based Ten Sports team, which was producing and broadcasting the twenty20 cricket championship in Karachi fled Pakistan in fright. This news has received wide coverage in the world media, which has further dampened our hopes of getting foreign investment.

Hardly a day goes by when Pakistan is not in world news, not for making some stunning economic progress but for terrorist acts. In Balochistan railway tracks, gas pipelines and other public property are the constant bombing targets for terrorists. Chinese working in Balochistan for the betterment for the province and Pakistan also become targets of these few misguided people. To be certain, terrorism has slowed down our economic progress to a great degree.

The richest and the biggest democracies of the world, US and India, signed a civilian nuclear deal in New Delhi last Thursday. Both Bush and Singh have hailed it as a ‘historic’ nuclear deal. It will allow India to import highly sophisticated equipment for developing civil nuclear energy. The equipment will not come as aid but at very high price costing India billions of dollars.

The deal is a historic blunder for India. Even before the deal was struck, India had become obedient to American foreign policy. The US threatened that there would be no deal if India did not vote against Iran on the nuclear issue. India complied. It would side with the US if the latter ever decided to attack Iran. Never again will the Indian parliament be able to pass a unanimous resolution calling for the immediate withdrawal of foreign troops from Iraq.
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