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e there is widespread support N i Z h Not really. Indian leadership understands that it.l

within Pakistan's policy-making as m e ra will have to move ahead swiftly to keep the
community, the public and even ThewriterisanIslamabad-based peace momentum going. There is no ironclad

I amongthe Kashmirisfor Presi. analystandafellowoftheHarvard undertaking by either side in the statement. Itdent PervezMusharraf'spro-peace India pol- UniversityAsiaCanter is a reflection of a decision arrived at by the
icy,there is reservation among some sections nasimzehra@hotmail.com twoleaders. Ifboth can deliverand be seen to
of the policy-makersregarding the J!Illuary6 , deliver,the peace process willbe 'up and run-
joint press statement. Significantly almO
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of Pakistan's retired and serving diplomats, Kashmirthereforecan no longerbe referredto icallywill be off. And so will be the political
from the hard.line Agha Shahi camp and the as an internationalissue. Not quite. The truth path to solvingthe Kashmirdispute. Men on
soft-lineSahibzadaYaqubKhancamp,are crit- is that as an international issue Kashmirhas both sides know this fact. On Kashmir both
ical of the statement. A statement.whicit'was come to the fore because of two reasons: one, sides are failure and frustration hardened.
authored and approved by the Indian PMO anct because it involves two nuclear states and two, They are looking for a success route. '

the Pakistani presidency had minimal input because of the groundsituationin Indian-Held Given all these facts the critique of Pak-
from the serving diplomats of the two coun- Kashmir.The UNSCresolutionshave not gen- jstan's diplomats appears,to be flowingfrom
tries.TheprincipalIndianinterlocutorBrajesh erated even enough moral authority to force the prism of diplomacyalone. The statement
Mishrais of course a former seasoned diplo- Indiato allowthe UNSecretaryGeneralto visit flows from a mix of pragmatism and states-

I mat.Therewasno diplomatin Pakistan'sprin- India. Meanwhile~ a UNSCmember manship.Meanwhile,the validgrouse of those
cipal negotiatingteam. The Presidenthimself was unable to hold an informalhearingfor the whorecallthe military'smisplacedcriticismof
closely followedits drafting, Finally he ap- UNSCmembers on Kashmir under the Arrya the civilianPrime Minister'sLahore initiative
provedit.. formuia end 2002 because US intervened to whilenowsettlingfor ostensiblylessthan a La-

Significantlythe January 6 statement re- stop the planned hearing. hore-typedialogueframework,does notjustify
flecteda changein Delhi'searlierposition.In- Three, that by not mentioning Kashmiris opposition to the joint statement. The Febru-
mans had ruled out dialogue with Pakis~ ~alongsideIndia and Pakistan, to whose satis- ary 1999 environmentand the January 2004
until cross-LaCinfiltration would stop, until factionthe disputemust be resolved,the Kash- is a radically altered one. The limits to what
Pakistanwould"dismantlethe terrorist infras- miris have been left out as the principalparty state terrorism and armed struggle alone can
tructure", untilthe end of next summerto en- ,to the dispute. The fact is that there are only deliver are fairly pronounced; more compro-
sure that the reductionin cross-LaC~tration twostates involvedin the disputeonwhomlies misesare hence in order.No surrenders.
and until after the October 2004 tok Sabha the onus to ensure that Kashmirlright of self. The statement also reflects its authors' al.
elections. The-January6 statement came be- determinationhas to be exercised.There can tered perceptions.India realisedthat zero vio-
cause the Indian Prime MinisterVajpayeeal. be no solid progress on the Kashmir dispute lenceis noviablepreconditionJordialogueand
tered this earlierposition.The PakistaniPres- without input'from the Kashmiris.Pakistan is that solution of the Kashmir problem "to the
ident meanwhile reiterated his previous the principal supporter and the guarantor of satisfactionof both"wasessentialforsustained
position of controlling cross-LoCinfiltration the Kashmirisresolving the dispute. Despite peace and cooperAtion.Pakistan's establish-
and asking India to return to the di81ogue even some of the serious mistakes committed ment has concludedthat the roag to Kashmir
table. In exchangefor India's commitmentto by Pakistanin its Kashmirpolicyit has never solution must pass through bilateral coopera-
return to the dialoguetable Musharrafpenned contemplated'selling'the Kashmiricause.The tion and trust building. It recognises that al.. downwhat he had earlier committedto do in single-mostfatal blow that Pakistancould in- though the solution to the Kashmir dispute
his January 12, 20002 speech and subse- mct on the Kashmirlmovement would be to would take time alongsideinitiationof a com.
quently in his June 2002 meeting with US accept the toe as an internationalborder.That posite dialogue, cooperation 'and confidence
Under Secretary Armitage ~ to not allow Pakistanis unlikelyto do. Kashmiriscontinue buildingis necessary.In signirigSAFTATreaty
armedstruggle inside IndianHeldKashmirto to fnIst Pakistanand accordingto earlyreports framework the Pakistani establlshment has
be 'nourished' through Pakistan-trainedfree- from the Valleythey believe the, January 6 givenup its decades old position of no trade
domfighters. statementis a positivedevelopmentsince India withIndiaunlessKashmirissue is resolved,

This notwithstanding, the critics of the concedesthat the solutionof Kashmiris yet to Insofar as the statement genuinelyreflects
statementmaintainPakistanhas cJmcededtoo be found. Musharrafand Vajpayee'sconclusionthat "the

, much. Pakistan's prized diploma!:.'!who have common objectiveof peace, securityand eco-
foughtPakistan'shardestbattlesagainstIndia 'Four, Pakistan has conceded linkage be- nomic development for our people and for fu-
whenourarmyblunderedinbattlegrounds, ' tweenterrorismandthe Kashmirissue ture generations"mustbe pursuedwithsin-
nowfearthe militarymay also blunder on the ,since there was no mention of Indian cerity, it signals a paradigm shift in the

~ diplomaticfront.Manyquestionthe wisdomof State atrocities on the Kashmiris.Yesthere is leaderships' mindset. They appear to have
(, showing excessive flexibility on UNSC resolu- no mention of-atrocities on Kashmiris but been driven by a vision for the future rather

lionswithoutactualJyentering into a dialogue sin<;ethe mp side of the armed struggle in than the usual point-scoringand distrust. Be-
, on Kashmir.The fact remains that Musharraf Kashmir(violenceas the Indians wouldrefer hind-the-sceneassurances byboth sidesto ad-

.fl has offered flexibility on UNS(: resolutions to it) is not state terrorism but Indianrefusal dress the concerns of the other would have
onlyif India'sreciprocateswithflexibilityon a to addressthe Kashmirdisputethrough politi. contributed to this mind-shift, What this
substantive aspect of Kashmir. There is no cal and diplomatic dialogue. India has con. paradignt shift has produced is the first tcnta-
question of Pakistan walking away from the ceded dialogueon Kashmirin that statement. tiveyet crucialstep towardsa forwardlooking
UNSCresolutions.DemonstratingflexibilityfA> Neverthelesscompared to even Agm, where frameworkfor South Asia.The statement ad- ,
engagethe opposingparty and to create space the Presidentrefusedto be Ilrawnintoa debate dresses both the problem of violence and the I..

i\ .for negotiationsappears to have forced some on cross-border terrorism, the communiquE cause of violencetoo. Progress on one willde-
i flexibilityoutof India. hasleftoutstateterrorismbutconcededtothe terminetheprogressonthe other.Tothisex-

Likewise, of the many criticisms of the Indiandemandthat terrorism;Violenceand di.. tent there are no winners and no losers..
1 statement,fiveneedto be examined,One,that alogue on Kashmir!'C~t mdve simultane. If this first step does convert into"an ongo-
'}~enti6~1\flltt1N'WsorutlflrtrutllliWI~0us1y'._lt~JItbl_~m!i:eU the' , '., ",,' .

;"'Siliiliit\i!i\e~~aontffi'fu~t'I~~ei\tPffilci'U!l!t-~thmonand meanthereISronse!1b'US~the Indiaitl'Ot-'

'resolutions,Whilethere is no mention of the 'It unilateralceasefire',~th !he Commencement. eign,policy-makingestablishment that a just
resolutionsthe fact is that Indianagreementin of dialogueon KashnU:t.Thatlinkagehas been peacewith Pakistan is in India's own strategi,~

. the statement that Kashmiris a bilateral ills- penneddown.Muchof the st:ateIrIentis indeed interest. If they do not.arriveat such a conClu-.pute and needsto be resolvedto "the satisfac- putting in black and white what has been an sion then this very statement can become the
~tionof bothsides"primarilybecauseof the .operationalandarticUlatedlreality. ~basiso(morediplomaticbattlesbetweenIndia

legalfncusstaruli that the UNresolutionsgive l'ive,byagreeingto theformulationin para andPakistan.Thenthe inteIpretationof the lan-
to Pakistanas a partyto the dispute. 5 of the statementwhichstates that two lead- guageof the statement,which is susceptibleto

Two,that by referring to Kashmiras a bi. ers "agreed allowingthe Process of the com. , differinginteIpretations,willbecomethe basis
lateral issue and not as "an outstandingissue" posite dialogue"Pakistanhas allowedIndiato of greater disagreements. Both sides indeed
Pakistan has accepted the issUeas India has drag its feet on starting composite dialogue. wouldalsobe preparedfor such an eventuality.
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