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nce again the Indo-Pakistan
relations have been under
going a massive flux since
Prime Minister Vajpayee extended
his hand of friendsiip to, Pakistan
fromon 18 April last year. This is
quite in keeping with the pattern of
highs and lows that has character-
ised relations between the two coun-
tries during the last 55 years.
This time it is moving from the
low water mark of eye %:uall to eye
ball military confrontation a few

months back to the high water mark

of unprecedented level of people to
people contact, restoration of full
diplomatic and communications
links, improvement in consular ties,
anticipated ‘expansion of trade rela-
tions and start of composite dialogue
on all contentious issues and bilat-
eral relations. But people in Paki-
stan, and India, have been so condi-
tioned to this kind of roller coaster
ride in Indo-Pakistan relations thata
vast majority is finding it difficult to
believe that it will last for long.
There is also a mixed feeling of
hope and desire for a anent
eace and fear that President
usharraf has made too many con-
cessions without receiving any from
Mr Vajpayee. The unilateral decla-
ration of cease-fire on the LoC by
Prime Minister Jamali and readily
accepted bﬁ India will let it rapidly
complete the fence on the LoC and
turn it into a permanent boundary.
Giving up of our initial demand that
in future it would not arbitrarily
suspend the over-flights has let In-
dia off its own petard. President
Musharraf’s declaration that he was
willing tomove away from our'stated
ition and set aside the UN reso-
lutions to reach 3 settlement yould
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not lead to a reciprocal change of

discuss the Kashmir issue seriously
let alone budge from its stated posi-
tion of Kashmir being an integral
part of India.

There also persists among a large
number of Pakistanis bewilderment
as to why the world treats Kashmir
differently from other regional is-
sues like Palestine, Bosnia and East
Timor. However, they forget that
the world has not been able to do
much either to force Turkey to with-
draw its forces from the Turkish
Republic of Northern Cyprus
(TRNC) and its reunification with

“heart by India. That it will hot even

full support from the US and UK
which accused China of committin;
ag%ression and supplied India witﬁ
millions of dollars of military equip-
ment. The USSR, then a communist
ally of China, also took a somewhat
pro-Indian position. Butin the end it
meant nothing even though the US
and UK were nuclear powers and
China was not at that time.

Till today Chinais in possession of
these territories and India can do
nothing but to accept the reality that
itdoesnothave t}fgll:-’nilitary stan%h
to take them back by force and the
world could notcare less. Indiaswal-
lowed the bitter pill of its military
weakness in 1962 and international
indifference and never again tried to
take the military route to seek a set-
tlement. Though it has not aban-
doned its claim to these territories it
is well on its way to complete nor-
malisation of relations with China
which is leading to greater coopera-
tion to the great mutual benefit of
both of them. et o

Hence those Pakistanis who feel
let down by President Musharraf’s
recent peace overtures or positive
response to Prime Minister
Vajpayee's initiatives should pon-
der whether he had any other op-
tions. And if we could not force In-
dia militarily or through 12 years of
militancy and decades of no bilat-
eral trade or transit of Indian goods
to Afghanistan to settle the Kashmir
issue on the basis of UN resolutions,
is it of any use to maintain tension
and cold war with Indiaindefinitely?
Is it not at least as costly to Pakistan
as to India to block all kinds of coop-
erative relations till the settlement
of the Kashmir dispute? If the an-
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could do but fo move towards rap-
prochement and normalization of
relations with India?

Many of us wrongly believe that
since nuclearisation of South Asia
has made the Kashmir dispute the
most dangerous regional conflict we
could use this fear to persuade the
world into forcing India to settle it
amicably. But they should recall that
Kargil was seen by the world as such
an attempt by us to use the nuclear
factor to force India to the negotiat-
ing table. However, India decided
to fight and the world condemned

' the Republic of Cyprus or about the
territorial dispute between Iran and
the UAE over the Greater and
Smaller Tumbs (Abu Musa islands.
in the Gulf) or about the Western
Sahara where the Polisarios have
been struggling for independence
from Morocco.

The Tamils of Sri Lanka and the
IRA of Northern Ireland too have
| been forced to give up their respec-
| tive demands after enormous sacri-

fices. Palestine, which has been the
| cause of three wars between the

Arabs and Israel and is the major

underlying cause of the violence by

Al-Qaeda and other Islamic militant

outfits against the US in particular

and others in general, remains unre-
solved in spite of the many UN reso-
! lutions and deep involvement of the
| USA, EU, Russia and the UN itself,

The fact of the matter is that in the
ultimate analysis despite the
rrogress made by mankind in estab-

ishing respect for international law,
realpolitik continues to play a domi-
nating rolein internationalrelations,
This was starkly manifested by the

up” charges without the approval of
the UNS% The same tyrant and evil
| Saddam Hussein would have es-

if only he had possessed the nuclear

i ne%ﬁtiated with him as it is doing
| with North Korea, another member
of the “axis of evil”.
But besides the negative factor of
imbalance of power between India
and Pakistan, the case of Kashmir is

+’| alsodifferentfrom Palestine and East

Timor. Both of these are recognised
by the world as “occupied territo-
| ries” whichisnot the case with Kash-
| mir. Even we call it the “Indian Held
Kashmir” (IHK) and not the Indian
| Occupied Kashmir (IOK) because it
| was not made a part of Pakistan at
| the time of partition of the subconti-
nent and later invaded and occu-
pied by India. Had that been the
case, the Indian position, at least
| legally and morally, would have
/| been far weaker than at present
though it would have made no dif-
ference in resolving it because of
India’s stronger military and eco-
nomic position
w Buta similar case in pointis that of
India’s own territorial dispute with
China over NEFA in the northeast
| and Aksai Chin in the northwest.
| India claims these were part of Brit-
ish India, therefore, should have
formed part of independent India.
Hence China’s occupation of these
areasisillegal. Prime Minister Nehru
took this position and went to war
with China in 1962. He also received
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US-British invasion of Irag on “sexed-

| caped his ugly and humiliating end *
| weapons. Then the US would have

us for being an irresponsible nuclear
power. It also warned us suitably to
desist from again using this card. No
one should entertain any doubt that
the big powers will teach usalesson
if we make another attempt to start
an armed conflict with India,
Pessimistic as it may sound, the
fact is that imbalance of power be-
tween India and Pakistan and inter-
national community’s inability to
force India to implement th¢ UN
resolutions makes the Kashmii dis-
pute impervious to a military ‘olu-
tion or an early negotiated” sétle-
ment other than transformatioi of
the LoC into permanent intena-
tional boundary which is notaccet-
able to us. :

So the choice before us is to en-
tinue the pattern of the past confri-
tations or choose a new path of
nouncing for ever, except in sel
defense, the use of force in all it
forms and manifestations in searcl
of a solution of the Kashmir issue
and move towards full normalisa-
tion of relations with India. That is
going to be beneficial for both coun-
tries and particularly those living in
abject poverty. The transformation
of confidence building measures of
today into complete mutual trust
and mutually beneficial bilateral re-
lations of tomorrow will create
ﬁfeater stakeinbetter relations rather

an in bitter relations and will also
lead to the kind of amicable solution
which will be acceptable to all the
three parties: Pakistan, Kashmiris
and India.

As for those who believe that no
matter what we may do, India will
not give up its hegemonic designs
against Pakistan, lack in self-confi-
dence and proper understanding of
the factors which make a country
weak or strong in the present day
world. Pakistan's real strength, like
any other country, lies in its internal
unity, harmony and growing pros-
perity of its ordinary citizens as
against its narrow oligarchy, which
is the case at present. If the present
trend of growing income disparity
between the rich and the poor con-
tinues.then not even its nuclear ca-
pability can save Pakistan any more
than the enormous nuclear capabil-
ity of USSR could save it from col-
lapse. Successive governmentshave
exploited the emotional attachment
of ordinary Pakistanis to Kashmir
only to the benefit of the privileged.
The poor have paid the price of con-
sequent heavy expenditure on the
armed forces. They have got noth-
ing in return.
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Pakistan
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