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ForthefirsttimesinCeIndia~dPakistan .. idea,rooted in the'early 1970s pact between
broke the ice in January, a jarring tone PralulBldwal I WaShingt<mand Beijing; that only the Right'~
is detectable in officialstatements about ThewriterisoneofIndia'smostwidelypublished take controversial decisions; the Left cannot.
their bilateraldialogue.ForeignMinis- columnists,FormerlyaSeniorFellowoftheNehru Thisyiew is simplistic.Nixon'sRight-wingpro-

ter NatwarSingh'svisitto Islarnabadonlycon- MemorialMuseumandLibrary,heisawinneroftheSean clivitiesand Kissinger'sdeviousnesscannot ex-
finns that the euphoriaandexuberanceevident MacBridePrizefor2000oftheInternationalPeaceBureauplain the deal with China, attributable to grow'"
onlyweeksagoareyieldingto anxietyand fear:' prafulbidwai1@yahoo,co,in ing tensions with the USSRover the sharing of
Talks on,the only confidence-building measure 'military technologies, etc. The analogy doesn't
(CBM) on the table -a bus servic~betweenSrinagar have influenced this. First, many Pakistanis feel un- apply to India-Pakistan or BJP-Congress.
and Muzaffarabad-are deadlocked. easy about new government in India. They feel Man- Many Pakistanis resent US deputy secretary of

If things don't improve before Sirigh and Khur- mohan Singh won't be as keen on peace, as wasNa- state Richard Arrrlitage's statement that Pakistan
shid MalunudKasurimeet on September 5-6, the en- jpayee - a "tall leader", "a man of peace" uniquely must do more to combat terrorism, in particular dis-
tire dialogue process could unravel. To,prevent this, committed to reconciliation with Pakistan. They have mantle the suPWrting infrastructw'e. Pakistani ob--
the apex political leadership in both countries must a negative perception of the Congress, which they servers believe the remark was made atJndia's be-
give the process high priority and momentum. Pak- associate with Partition, "soft-Hindutva", anti-Mus- hest and bears little relationship to realitY: Pakistan
istani leaders must amend their negative view of the lim violence, and a hard line on Kashmir. has coop~rated with the US in anti-al~Qaeda opera-
Manmohan Singh govetnment. And Singh must per- This perception is largely mistaken. Vajpayee did tions and reporteQlx lost 400 troops. indian officials " ,

sonally take charge of the process. invest energies in the dialogue. But just two years admit there has been"'little cross-border infiltiation ";'+'-
We cannot afford a failure of the first India-Pak- ago, he was talking of aar-paar ki ladai (battle to since November (barring tlUsmonth). But Pakistani

istan comprehensive talks in over 30 years. This will the finish) - as he mobilised 700,000 troops at the observers may be overreacting to Armitage. Sfmilar
mean losing a handsome peace dividend, and worse, border. Besides, the RIP believes not, in "soft-Hin- statements were made by Col,inPowell, CondoleezZa .,~
resuming hostility in a bitter form.F'ailure is com- dutva", but hard"boiled, aggressive, Islarrwphobic Rice and Paul Wolfowitz too.
pletely, categorically unacceptable -no ~r which communalism. This is integral to Vajpayee's politic~. The real issue is, should these perceptions, even
sideisresponsibleforcausingit. . TodepictVajpayeeas a "manofpeace",whilebur- if legitimate,be allowedto changethe coiItseand
I Byallinformedaccounts,NatwarSingh'sex- dening Singh with all the baggage from the fateof the dialogueprocess,especiallywhenthey

&~ Paki$!m,prod\!<:~I!o,!1<lv;J,II~"n<.>..ne.w_.CQngre~'sQast ~WI'?'lg. "-" , " ,0' ." , c~ be corrected (partly because the reality'under-
understanding. mdia on July 24 voiced its",cdiSap:-c'"'!'~'twoilla bewrongtatean tOo mUCh intO'. lyifigthem is1tself'cl:taftgeable )rand"'Wherf'nei~ -
pointment" over the "tone and substance" of Pak- Natwar Singh's early pronouncement that the dia- India nor Pakistan has evolved a comprehensive pol-
istan's comments about Singh's discussion with logue would be conducted within theShimla Agree- icy on Kashmir which can be put on the negotiating
President Pervez Musharraf. It said the comment ment framework. The statement was 1,JIIfortunate. table?
don'treflectthediscussions'"comprehensivena- ButSinghhassinceadmittedthatIndiaandPakistan' Myanswerisnoithereisa h~avyriskoflosinga <
ture". It expressed discomfort with Musharraf's de- have gone beyond Shimla, even Lahore. In deference great opportunity fOrpeace- and"that too before the
mand that "a final settlement" of Kashmir in accor- to Pakistani sensitivities, he didn't utter the S-word two sides have fully explored each other's concel'rujf ,I).
dance with "the legitimate aspiration~ of the in Islamabad. I say this, although I am sensitive to Pakistani p'gl~
Kashmiris"must be reached "withina reasonable ,icy-makers'apprehensions about the proposed $rhcltiro'
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Indian officials are strongly sceptical about the cision? This view underestima~s the strong Indian border, without proper negotiations:,secondly, oIlce~
"timeframe"demand and PalQ.stan'semphasis on "le- consensus on improving relations with Pakistan and the bus starts, rolling, it will further legitimise th~j!)
gitimate [Kashmiri]aspirations", which they say sits the existence of multiple sources of decision-making LoC ,as the ,international border. .,'"

illwith the fact that it hasn't allowed elected a,ssem- in India's fairly institutionalised democracy. ,These. fears must,pe addre~sed. But a mutu~
bliesin the Northern Areas. Many Indian policy-mak- Many Pakistanis regard Manmohan Singh a "tech- acceptable solution can be found, It would be pre" '

ergare worried by Musharraf's recent speech: "while nocrat" ,an administrator -not a politician who Cafirnature to give up onit without trying- and ~
weareworkingboth on dialogueand,CBMs with take bold decisIons on sensitive issues, where he hard. The best way to try would b,efor both Man.
India,Kashmiris the main dispute... Untilthere is might be VI,Ilnerableto the charge of "sellingout" mohan Singh and Musharraf tQstart making for-
progresstowards its resolution, there can be no India's iiiterests. This is unfair. It underestimates maJ/informalcontacts with each other. '

headwayon CBMsor otherissues." Singh's tenacity.Whatever one's view ofhis 1991 MUStJarrafhas been part of the dialogueprocess,~
Whether or not this represents a majofshift .of neo-liberal policy turn - and I admit to a largely neg- Manmohan Singh has not. Sirigh must demonstrate a

stance-away fr
,

om simultaneous movement on ative view -it polarised opinion'and brought charges visil;>le,strongcoinn\itment to the ~ogue, includiwt"i~
CBMsand the "2+6" issues, including Kashmir -it's of "selling out" (even from the BJP). That didn't willingness to move away from stated pOSitidns. ue
~lear that the Srinagar-Muzaffarabad bus is not deter Singh. Besides, his political personality is still must appoint high-level interlocutors to start ex-
~ound the corner. No other CBMs are likely. Pes- evolving. 'ploratorytalksonKashmir. Singh must personaJly take
'
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\ 'cy-makers. I productive, Vajpayeeis gone and may never come MUsharrafmust be maxi:inallyflexible.andkeep the

omacross the border,three factors~ppear to back. Implicitin the pro-Vajpayeeobsession is the talksgo~. Neithercountrycanaffordan impasse"t
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