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, mgasolutionforKashmir, by making

economy a priority in their relation-

f
ships. For Pakistan and to SOmeex-

BY MUHAMMAD AHSAN YA TU tent for India al1;o,international ter-
rorism is yet another worry. Again
solution lies in earned prosperity,

I

t

which means engaging people inwork
culture, so that terrorism becomes
support-less. .

That would not be possible unless \
there is peace inside and on the bor-
ders. So, both countries need political

l
solutions to their internal and exter-
nal problems. Politi~al solutions will .
not be achieved unless real democ- \
racy is introduced: And that to India
would mean, besides reduction in
defence 'spending, more wealth shar-
ing between its various classes and
castes; or turning to p<\,rticipatory
economy. And to Pakistm:tit would
mean doing much more, b~sides re-
duction in defence and r$,sonable
sharing of whatever wealth it has; it
will have to take a start to it:)itiatea
process that would help orgapise its
wayward political, institutiori¥, and
economic activities; and to end\Vhat-
ever roots international terroris~ has
spread in its soil.

Will they do it? Living with h\1.ge
armies is also a psychological q,i-
lemma. Their capabilities, techni~al
paraphernalia, suChas nuclear bombs
and missiles and what not, and nu;"
merical strength make them an entic-
ing combination, which in spite of its
massive disadvantages becomes a
matter of pride. So reducing it to re-
quired size is not that easy. Yet,Rus-
sia did it, China is on it, and Japan and
Germany have done it. Wny can't
India and Pakistan? Living simulta-
neously with pride and poverty is not
possible. Real, respectable and sus- .
tainable pride lies in prosperity: Both
countries need to struggle jointly for
early results.

E:mail: ahsanyatu@hotmail.com

r..

N' ot rAanycountries are persist
ently as busy as India and

, Pakistan in enhancing their
~&curitysystems. Keeping huge ar-
~es is a dilemma. Even the riChna-
'~9ns carmot afford them, and to the
J!lb.orthey mean living with an unde-
q~aredemergency. The result is per-
~tstent uncertainty, and ever-increas-
it)g poverty. To keep poverty and
Uncertainty under control, a much
~gher investment and extraordinary
~fforts,are required. In spite of know-~

,

' gabout disadvantages of having
oversized security, both nations con-
fume to spend. Why? To both there
<k'einternal and external compulsions-
$,pmeof which are real, but most are
psychological-and moreover, the in-
ability of their leadership to turn to
Wise options.
\~1nternally,India is facing insurgen"
c;iesin almost all of its northeastern
states. In tI1eState ofJarnmu and Kash-
mir the situation is worse. On societal
front there is aggressive tussle be-
tween the lower caste and upper caste
Hindus, which often leads to clashes
and massacres. In spite of a society
preaching tolerance, volatility of rela-
tionships between a large religious
majority and minorities has not ended.
On economic front the gap between
the middle and the poor classes is not
~losing at required pace and that
causes violent reaction. Naxalites are
activeand they believein brutal means
to bring about a social change. The
larger side of economic negativism is
more evident in the state-centre rela-
tionship. Almost all the states are de-
pendent on the centre for their finan-
cial needs, which has fouled the fiscal
dynamics. Any attempt to stop the
states from overspending causes ten-
sion, damaging the ethics of politics.
Regionalmonetary interests are stead-
ily eroding the secular and demo-
cratic foundations of Indian national-
ism. This is an indirect reason for
growth of fundamentalism.

In all, India from within is facing
uncountable odds, which at times lead
to violent polarisation, and in so may
segments they create a will to hurt the
Union or to separate from it. To the
Indians, therefore, internal security
demands keeping an oversized army
even if it costs much. Though this is a
short sighted strategy based on sup-
pression of challenges instead oflook-
ing for their solutions, this is what
Indian leaders continue with for now.
The Indians however are not relying
only on force; they are banking also
on democracy. This combination, de-
mocracy and big army, has helped
them in achieving some stability, and
hence meaningful economic growth.
But continuance with massive milita-
rism is hindering, if not reversing,
their vibrantsociety'smarchtoprogress;
andithas also failed them miserably at
least on one front, Pakistan.

Though there are many similar
problems such as ~thnicity, sectarian-
ism and poverty in Pakistan but un-
like India, not all is that open here.
Some of the contradictions such as
awful socio-economic disparities and
sectarianism are visible, and they are
known causes of social and sectarian
violence. The others such as differen-
tial poverty between various ethnic
groups are at present under the lid,
and they are not even talked about.
But they are like silent and unpredict-
able volcanoes; and if eruption starts,
they.are bound to create terrible dis-
turbance. It has happened in the past;
and it was also tIle main reason be-
hind separation of East Pakistan. Our
leadership is well aware of the turbu-
lent situation. Hence need foran over-
sized army. Leadership, here, does

Therearemanysimilarproblems

in Indo.Paksuchasethnicity,

sectarianismandpoverty.

not mean the generals only; it also
includes the authoritarian bureauc-
racy and the self-centred politicians.
That is why whosoever ruled this
country fortified thearmy with greater
zeal. However, for Pakistan keeping
a comparatively much bigger army
has one more internal reason. For all
practical purposes democracy, par-
ticipatory governance and economy,
never existed in Pakistan. Not now
and not even during the earlier so-
called democratic rules. And that ag-
gravated the problems of poverty,
and communal and ethnic dishar-
mony.So, whether a non-democrat
culture is aplarmed phenomenon that
benefits self-centred politicians, gen-
erals and bureaucrats and the rich, or
it isresult of an unorganised economy,
or vice versa, Pakistani is relying en-
tirely on army for running of state
and society.

Thus as percentage ofGDP it spends
5 percent on defence. It is much more
ilian of Indians; theirs is about 2.68
percent. For that matter Pakistan's
defence-spending ratio is highest in
the world excluding America, Israel
and West Asian kingdoms. So com-
parison of the two societies of the
subcontinent reveals that the instru-
ment of democracy is certainly a cost-
lowering factor in management of
internal affairs, but it is not attracting

attention in Pakistan and that is
strange. Or is it how situation devel-
ops when selfishness of the ruling
and institutional elite has no limits?
Or is it absence of vision?

Externally for India, Kashmir and
hence Pakistan isone reason, and there
are many more such as, its aspirations
to become a super f'ower, and fear of
China, despite their prevailing
friendly relations. For Pakistan, Kash-
mir and hence India is one reason,
and there are many more such as: its
aspiration to play a role that suits its
size and strategic location, to unite
Ummah, to check India's designs of
regional domination and the pitfalls
of international terrorism.

So both countries are facing almost
similar external problems. Some of
them such as fears of each other's
strength, India's aspiration to become
a superpower, Pakistan's over-attach-
ment to its strategic location and to a
myth calledunity ofUmmahare rather
psychological, when seen in the light
of the small economies that both of
them have. Even America with a ten
trillion dollar economy and a per
capita income of over thirty thousand
dollars is not finding it easy 1:0retain
its super power status. Hence to be-
come super as India wishes to be with
500 dolfars per capita, and to pose
super as Pakistan is doing wiili 450
dollars are emotional questions; and
deserve no answers but treatment: an
academic course in self awareness.

Some of the problems such as Kash-
mir conflict and the militancy and
militarism related to it are real, and
hence they can be resolved; but it will
take time and that too when the two
countries realise that they need to
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