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e (President'Musharrat)talks of the . Agm Surnnutthat VaJpayeerefused to hav~ a
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recognisedasfreeandfair.Theydefiedthe bul. UniversityofKarachi Agra Summit, the two leaders accused each.
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istan. Those very terrorists assassinated can. . Third, Dersonal polemics between Prime

<lidatesand politicalactivistsin the elections Arab neighbours. But with the demise of the MiiUsterVajpayee and President Mus~ I ,
and killed women and children because they two leaders, one can see a marked improve- tookanotner turn at Saarc Summit in'Kath-
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"Iwouldliketo extenda note of friendship lacking,the outcomeis sustainedcoldwar.The but withoutany th. CoolnessofVajpayee
thatwewouldliketo resolvedisputes.~ want same principleapplies to India and Pakistan. and Musharraf ds each other overshad-
to get into a dialoguewith Indiaon all issues. If Agra Summit is taken as a yardstick to owed the K andu sununit. At the confer-

Wewantto addressthem in a sincereIhanner. prove personal ~lenucs betweenPrime Min- ence of . . leaders at Almatyin June lastI onlyhopethat wecan clapbecauseone hand iSter vaJpayeean President MUSharrafthree year, the two leaders didn't even bother to
is there and the other needs to come." Pak- ~rs mumbe taken uno account.'~the greet each other.The same thing happened at
istaniPresidentPervezMusharraf. summitbegan in a cordialand pleasant atmo,. NAMSummitin KualaLumpurrecently.

Sincethe COllaP~Summit in July sphere. Soon the mediacoverageof President WhenPresidentMusharrafin his speech at2 1 to the verbal' tween the lead. Musharraf started to embarrass Prime Minis- ~ ~ said that the legitimacy{)f Kash-
ersot an at e . ter Vqjpayeebecause the manner in which the ~estine ~ is recognised by the

I 0 t e on- .= ovemimt in Febru~ Paldstani President was projecting his coun- UnitedNationsandNAMmust press for the re-I . 2003,Indo-Pakr onsarePnmanJyaVlctim , . alisationofthesejustcausesandshuna selec-
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sald m KualaLumpurat NAMsununit proves I'3lSmgthe Kashmirdisputeat the'sumnut. De-
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in their statements that indicate personal at t e t unumt0 t e on. -However,..as compared to Vajpayee,
grudge and hostility rather than an objective

Align, edMovementinFebruary Musharraf offered talks to India. Talking to
approach to the dynamicsof Indo-Pakrela- journalists on February 25, PresidentMushar-
tions. One billion people of South Asia have 2003Indo-Pakrelationsare rafsaid, ~~Ileed to ~-!ve disputes and he
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Since there exists personal dislike and one hand is there and the other needs to'
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ers. jpayee blamed Musharraf for breaching the by callingMusharrafas an untrustworthyper-
What went wrong between President trust by revealingthe contents of discussions son. When President Musharraf telephoned,

Musharrafand Prime-MinisterVajpayeethat between the two countries. This resulted into Prime MinisterVqjpayeeon October 7, 2001
they are not even ready to greet each other, the non-issuanceof.ajoint declarationand the - the day the US-led coalition attacked
share perceptionson criticalissues facingthe failure of the sumnut. tor the Indian Prime Afghanistan- and invitedhimto visitPakistan
people of India and Pakistanand sit together Minister, it was highly un-diplomatic on the and extendsupportto IsIamabadat that critical
for the resolution of unresolved conflicts. Is part of fakistani Presidentto talk to the media juncture, Vajpayeefailedto reciprocate.
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on the two sidesusing minorego problemsof against the PakistaniPresident.Takingadvan- the fundamental cause of prevailing standoff
the two leader:sto sustainthe wedge in Indo- tage of his age and experience, Vajpayeehas between India and Pakistan. Otherwisewhen
Pak relations? If seen in other cases, when saidthings aboutMushariafwhichno sensible Vajpayeehad 'invited Musharraf for talks at
there is personal grudge and ego at the lead. and responsibleleaderwouldliketo utter. For Agm,things were not as bad. It is also possi-
ership levelof hostilecountries,the outcome instance, immediatelyafter Agm Summit,Vqj- blethat the straight and cleartalk of Musharraf
is the perpetuationof coldwar and bitterness. payee calledMusharraf irresponsible in deal- on the Kashmirdispute is the major source of

Evenif peopleof twocountriesare not hos- ing with matters that required distance from anger in New Delhi because no Pakistani
tile to each other, continuedpersonal dislike the press. Musharrafnever attacked the per- leader in the past has shown the courage of
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Assad and Jordanian monarch King Hussain Vajpayeeand start passing judgment in com- betweenVqjpayeeand Musharrafmust end as
prevented cordial relations between;the two parison. It was also argued on ,theoccasion of soon as possible.
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