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	By Dr M S Jillani

In these pages last week one had suggested that changes in the attitude of the United States towards others would be immediately reciprocated, and it would ease tensions, and bring peace to this much-tormented planet. However, one could not answer the question of future treatment of various countries by the United States after the Democrats' victory, which, rightly, was the immediate concern of everybody around the world. It is a difficult question as every country is unique. The discussion below may help answer the question.

Reduction in the war-making capabilities of the incumbent US administration is the first impact of the changed political scenario of the US. In addition to restrictions imposed by the House of Representatives and the Senate on adventurism and Bonapartism, greater scrutiny of demands for expenditure will put a lid on the expenditure spree of the present administration. It may not result in a sudden reduction in expenditure on defence, but it will stop unnecessary conflicts in different parts of the world. This should contribute to peace, and create some goodwill.

The second possible change in US policies is linked to an increase in the fear of Muslims in the US and also the allies of Washington, due to a somewhat weakened or restricted war-making capability and control over the freedom of starting aggression on the slightest pretext. The fear of Muslims -- for whatever reasons -- exists already. Acceleration in activities of the British M-16, expansion in its functions, enactment of new laws to tighten security, and the removal of Muslim personnel from sensitive positions in some countries point towards a lack of confidence in Muslim employees. The refusal to hand over a purely commercial ports project in the US to a Muslim firm from Dubai on merit, and scuttling of many other Muslim-owned projects smack of a hidden fear against them.

Sudden, and in some cases renewed, hullabaloo over cultural and religious rights and customs of Muslim communities in the West confirm the existence of trepidation and fear of the Muslims. The West may not be able to overcome these apprehensions about Muslims in the near future, especially when aggression, injustice and discrimination against the Muslims continue to foment violence and discontent.

These two factors are sufficient to determine the direction and intensity of the future policies of the United States and its allies for quite some time. This conclusion has been reached on the basis of the attitude of the American administration towards the Third World since 1945. The first injustice in the long series of high-handed actions was the ruination of the Arabs to accommodate Israel. This has created a permanent animosity between the US and the Muslim world.

The hostile acts of USA in various parts of the world were not confined to the government of any particular party. There has always been a remarkable continuity in policies irrespective of which party was in power. The control of both houses of the Congress by Democrats as such is not going to bring about much change in American objectives. Maximum that may happen would be akin to Mr. Rumsfeld's departure from the Pentagon which in substance was nothing more than window-dressing. Even if the Democrats have their own President, the foreign policy objectives of the United States would remain almost the same. Only the methods to achieve them may alter. The pawns in various nations may be replaced; parties may be abandoned and acquired; US assistance may change its nature; new regional alliances may be forged, etc, etc. So no nation should spend sleepless nights after the change in Washington. The core objectives being the same, the future policies cannot not be expected to change drastically. 

Since the world is caught up in the throes of wide-spread turmoil, the client regimes of the United States, many of them serving as the front-line states, will be showered with more support both to keep them in the US fold as well as to coax them to intensify their efforts to meet the targets assigned to them for the region, and at the global level. These states can expect more economic assistance, more military aid, more public praise so that they strengthen their grip over their people. In the process, the US will have a moral and strategic hold over these governments and nations. Such regimes, however, are not allowed to diverge, even slightly, from the course charted for them.

The natural corollary of a strategic alliance between non-matching distant countries is the evolution of strong and ruthless intelligence networks which keep respective governments informed about activities of political parties, religious groups, government officials, and suspect individuals; they are given a free hand to collect information. As a result, they become so powerful that they do not hesitate to participate in actual execution of covert tasks of the government. The increased vulnerability of US in Iraq, Afghanistan and the developing world in general and the Muslim nations in particular will oblige US and its client states to strengthen intelligence services, by ensuring their capability as well as loyalty. The Democrats will have to sustain this policy.

The modern statecraft is closely linked with the propaganda machine available to the government. In fact, half of the modern wars are fought on the airwaves through the supply of right, wrong, distorted and loaded information. Information technology has become so powerful and innovative that the construction and demolition of images of whole nations are executed within days purely through propaganda and communication of false information. In the given situation, the already existing propaganda machinery will be strengthened further and friendly countries will be assisted to gear-up their outfits. It would only mean more money and attention to the communications sectors, all over.

Applied to Pakistan, the present dispensation and top leadership in the country will get a bigger support from US and its close allies. The recent important visitors, the flurry of meetings and public praise for President Musharraf affirm this trend. Likewise, the real powers behind the present regime will also be appeased and endeared by various means and gestures. Police and intelligence services will be rewarded in the same manner.

In this scenario, emphasis on the democratic process should decrease, as democracy tends to weaken institutions designed to exert control over civil society and the individual. To conclude, one can be sure that nothing very startling will happen except what is already on the agenda of the present Republican administration. And let us not expect miracles in 2008 either. 
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