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Indiaisourenemyandweareen- , ture and dealswiththemas theyare,!
, emiesoHndia. Both'lhdi3: and MlrJamilurRahman and basing opinionat}qlstrat~gyon,.,!

. 'Pakistanhavebeenactivelyop- , '. . factsrather thanideaJl;~t ,,' '. ,.~
, ,posing ~ach other and hostile,to ThewriterISafreelancecolumnist To start with, W(~,Q~lghtt<>.;shake,:;

one ariotherfor the better part of :." t . off our attitude of seIJ~righteo11Sness'
0 their independent existence. They m,rjrahman@hmmall.com for there is no room formor$ in pol-

-ai .!flui.vefought two full.scale wars and , . ," iticsanddiplomacy.IUsno useharp-]
lIaic:,'havefrequently clashed in Kashmir and Siachj.n.Their armie~ ing that we are right and others are wrong. Mf'.:;elybeingrigh~ '!
biuohave stood eyeball-to-eyeballon more tMzrone occasio:".Last domfllot guarantee victory. In fact;:tne 'right' liiHdom'prevails;":
9fU,\S\IIT\It\erIndia almost'attacked us when iL'!!lT\assedhundreds of the hki.ory abo~ds with incidents in which tl~e'evil has over. Y
:n '!Ithousandsof U'oopsat our borders.Sincebecon\ingnuclear comethe good. .' " ..' " " '

8rCbspowers,leadersofthe twocountrieshavebeen danglingtheir. ' ;'. . ;
-!la /A-bomb threatening each other with extinction. It will do us good to move aw~y from Indi,,-sp.~cific foreign J
9Ih 1 Kashmir is the issue that has bedeyilled the relations be- policy. This policy restricts our choices by presupposing
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.jiIo~een the two neighbours. Both countries have tried dialogues tliat,whoever is a friend of India cannot be a frie,ndof Pak,. ..
Ml1q1S well as }Varsbut to no avail. The problem stand!! where it btan. If we continued to follow this polky we will be left friend-i
9rC'Btood 50 years ago. Until 1965 Pakistan's politicalleadel'ship less and thrown into isolation. We oppose. US plans of joint air I

, .9mi~ed with ~ prob~emas?est as!t~ould.~ ",:oulodraise , exercises with ~dian Air Force. \~e ?o~plain wh~"1Ru.,~ia sells !
91b 'Ithe Kashmir l51>'Uentually at the Uruted Nations, reIIUlldmg the I weapons to India. Saddam HUSSelIlISIDour bac'. books not be-i
woV1augus,tbody of its commitment to self-determination of the cause he is a ruthless dictator, has'invaded Iran and then I
91hnKashmiris.India would respond to Pakistan's annual speech Kuwait, but because he has never supported us on 'Kashmir, ;
-1Ii1,11mdthereafter thE:business would reswt\e as usual. The rela- which makes him a friend of India. If we continued applying',
oa 3p.tionsbetWeen the two countries were not neighbourly but they this measure to quantify friendship, then our"friendship with :
10 ~1Verenot hostile. They could best be described as near to nor- China may also be in jeopardy. The Indo-Chin,a trade now

mal. ., ' " , amounts to $4 billion and is increasing. ,China,like In<ija,b~~1
oWaw Field MarshalAyubKhan, Pakistan's fll'Stmilitary dictator, weapons from' Israel. France after having sold submarines
8f1it>hadotherideas,ho'IYever.Hethought,thathe couldraise the ,worthovera billiondollarsto PakistanisnowJ1'i:igotiatinga$2.~
93.&l1bvorldconsci~ncefromslumberby stirring armed,freeuo1n billiondealv.ithIndiafor thesaleof s.ubmarir.e~>.ndmissiles.,
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eJHK (Indian
,

Held Kashmir).H
"

is strategicex- Shouldwe take it as an unfriendlyact? It\\illq
"

..)e'USeless,t~I'
-18q iperts assured,himthat India would not cross the international protest because no country would pay hced,8s MTeaponse~~1

9v£Iiborder and the conflict would remain confined to Kashmir. But port is a very lucrative source of revenue. That is110wthe cap;: ,
,blIR India chose its own battlefield. It launched its attack on the ita! of the Third World countries is being dec;eptively trans-
-U9IflPur\iabborder ~th the declared intention of wining and din- ferred to the already rich countries. Jhe qu('sffor 'eXpensive,
-h9qing at.the Lahore Gymkhana. Howev~r, our army and air force and deadly weapons il\ the name. of securitj' has r?<isedthe.
-q't9$ut up a spirited and valiant defence, completely blunting the poverty line in some Third World countries \.0 almost 50 pei,.\

I a'rm,Andianattackand thusredeemedthe follyof a militarydicta- cent. ' .., ,,-

~ lJl\lt~," ". ,r 0 ' ,,' Arewe the target of Indianhostilitybecam~ewe are Mu~/
,j J890! Then followedthe TashkentDeclarat;on
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and a period of rel- Hms?Is India against Islam? T
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the fate of ~e subc°!lt4,.ent 'Yas sealC:,d.~h" th,ese premise~. India ~ generally .n~rmal to \:O
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fliallelationS
/film.two countrtes were now destined to live IDperpetual ennuty. wIth the Muslimcountries and Islam ISthe seQm9 bIggest re- ' ,

I Hi~:1fheirrelations ~d not even recover to the pre-1965 level. It ligion in India and thriving. I~dia has close i.e1~til?nSwit~Is-'I
~I+\vas Qownthe hill all the way. The 1965 war also so}'Vedthe rael aswell and yetno Mushmcountry oh,w.:ts.Even Iran ;

I 'ihoV$eedso(,EastPakistan's ceSsation. ~tbrought home two reali- under maulvis, at present the sharpest cri1'k:.pr Israel, has.'
I .1!!oJliationsto our Bengalibrothers. One, India and Pakistan would never expressed any resentment over Indo-Isr3.P..trela(;ionsnor

001!fltemant'litloggerheads,which may lead to yet another war as doesit considertheserelationsa dangerto itSsepUrity.Onth~1
003JKashmirdisputewas~resolved.Two,in anIndo.p.dkconflict. contraryit has signeda protocolwithIndiafor as:,is~ceiq1d '
.3hi<Itheywillbe the defenceless targets of the enemy.They did nQt cooperation in the defence field. ' , , ' ,"

OOj:)t.f>elieve,~drightly so, that they would be defended by West Whether we like it or not, the other Muslimc!,untrieshave I

!)Jij l1'aldstani Tl)i~realisation led to the birth of six-points and the .quite a different perception of Indict Our foreign policy has
10 .Gi)$ubsequenfcessationmovement. 'miserably failedto change that perception. Look ,:J.tjustoneex-
91118i '" TheneXtnvutarYdictator Gen YahyaKhanled Pakistan to a ample of the different perception. President Muh<1ID,mad,
moo'~graCeful:sUrrender. He gave Indira Gandhi the opportunity Khatami of Iran, who has just concluded a stat~. yisit,to India;

I ' wrlJeo lioast'that the two-nation theory lies buried in .the Bay of told a gathering in New Delhi that,MahmoodS~Jlazl)aviwas 1I,j
Ailifl~23engaland one thousctnd years of insult of Muslim domination marauder who plundered and destroyed SoItjiath. He added:'
.~tJ,rtn.IndialIasbeen avenged. ;", " ",' that Mahmood Ghaznavi,did not represent IsfuriUcvaiues;het
-ID10 It i!Iproblematic, for two neighbours to live amicably when W'dSa military invader and his 17 assaults on,Indla have no re-

, 9J1iojfueyare each other's professed enemies. The problem is corn- lation with Islam or Islamic principles. In fact, t~e President ofl
; "11'.:1pounded,whenthe border is long, almost a thousand miles, ,'nd Iran said, rulers like Mahmood Gh~navi haYe~t>.roughtbad
~jj,ii;one is.seve!l-timesmorepopulous,two-timesmoreobstinate nameto Islam. . " " ,~ ;",' ;~
'~()~;~d whjch hasalmostfive-timesbigger economythan the' CoUldaPakistaniever'considerMahmoodGhaznavia ma-,

.{\;~~j()ther:Palqstan,theref~re, needs to adopt re~m as a policy rauder? In their eyes he is a ghazi and hero who'smas~ed the!
oJl!.'to cope'with the enemy.As'opposed to pragmatism, realism idols. In the eyes of Hindus he is a barbarian who destroyed..

iJ');i;does not ,entail abandoning principles or the principled stand. and looted their temples. ADd President Khat.;91i has, 'agre~d \
It simply' ,ean~tha;t,one must regard things in their tl'Uenao, with the Hindus. Does it make him our enem~~~.~.. '.. " ,'J
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