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e (President'Musharrat)talks of the . Agm Surnnutthat VaJpayeerefused to hav~ a
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<lidatesand politicalactivistsin the elections Arab neighbours. But with the demise of the MiiUsterVajpayee and President Mus~ I ,
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thatwewouldliketo resolvedisputes.~ want same principleapplies to India and Pakistan. and Musharraf ds each other overshad-
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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
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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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Assad and Jordanian monarch King Hussain Vajpayeeand start passing judgment in com- betweenVqjpayeeand Musharrafmust end as
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