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BY AHMED QURAISHI

e ultimate result of the Com-
posite Dialogue process as in-
terpreted by India is a Paki-

stan transformed into an Indian cli-
ent state, first economically and cul-
turally, and then — as time takes its
toll - politically in the end. Two re-
markable features of the Indian ap-
Eroach to this dialogue are ignoring
ashmir and looking down at Paki-
stan’s legitimate interests. This fits
into India’s own image of itself as a
regional power player that must
demand and get all neighbors’ total
compliance. One of the best ways of
doing this is through economic con-
trol, which explains the passionate
appeals from New Delhi for a single
| currency and a borderless economic
union. Nothing has budged India
from this vision of itself and its place
in the region, not the government
change in New Delhi, and not even
the new strategic reality when Paki-
stanhad provenin 2002 thatit would
not be subjughted militarily. This in
facthas emboldened India to pursue
the economic and cultural routes,
which are two of the most effective —
and peaceful — ways for political
domination.

So if Plan A - the military option —
has not worked with Pakistan from
1947 to 2002, it's time for Plan B--the
economic and cultural inroads lead-
ing to a political domination. Again,
Kashmir is only. the result of a
longstanding Indian policy of power
projection, not the cause. So theo-
retically, the resolution of this con-
flict does not mean an end to the
design itself. This is a realistic as-
sessment based on a five-decade his-
tory reinforced by New Delhi’s daw-
dling during the recent Composite
Dialogue talks.And before discuss-
ing Pakistan’s response, let's clarify
one glaring fact: it is this Indian in-
sistence on domination that is, and
has always been, the single biggest
reason behind strategic tensions

| within South Asian region and also
with Pakistan and China. Kashmiris
only a result of that, not the cause.
History backs this conclusion. The
Indian lea lership veered away from

Pce with India

We in Pakistan must decide
now onthatonce Kashmirisresolved
according to international law and|
the wishes of the Kashmiris, Paki-
stan must pursue a policy of cold
peace with India. This means nor-
mal good relations without an ex-
cessive embrace or special status. |
A cold peace in the future is neces-!
sary in light of the history of both
nations. And it's easy to understand
this by giving one simple example:
There is still confusion, especially’
in India, about whether Pakistan|
gained ‘independence’ from Britain/
or was ‘partitioned’ from India,
which implies secession. Pakistan’s|
ill wishers use this confusion to in-!
sist that Pakistan is an Indian terri-|
tory cut out of India. The implication
being that this removed territory can,
returnone day to the supposed moth-.
erland. Free flowing economic and,
cultural relations with India should|
somehow expedite this process and!
firmly bring Pakistan into the Indian|
cultural fold, as many in New Delhi;
still optimistically believe. And Pa-
kistan’s turbulent politics and the:
supposedly weak nationalism would
play into all this. 3
This confusion is largely our own !
mistake because we failed within'
the first few years of our independ- |
ence to formulate a definition of Pa-
kistani nationalism and use our
school system effectively to indoc- |
trinate future Pakistani generations. |
The present nationalist leadership of |
the Pakistani military is onits way to
correcting thishistorical mistakeand |
Musharraf and his colleagues de-
serve a lot of credit for this. -

But this also illustrates that we do /|
have a peculiar relationship with | -

India and thus have to be careful
about the parameters of normaliza- |
tion with that country. Parts of our |
history and ieography run parallel |
to the Indian
If handled well, this can be the basis
for good normal relations based on
sovereign equality. If mishandled, |
this could feed the farfetched Indian
design of ‘integrating’ Pakistan eco-
nomically and culturally, and maybe |
even politically at some point. |
.On the aultural frent, it's a fact that

o

istory and geography. | |
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the Indian‘people’s inherent serise of
peacesoonafter1947, sending alarge
army to Kashmir, reﬂe%"lj';%1 on its
own promises to the Kashmiris, an-
nexing the disputed territory by
force, and pursuing a policy of acri-
mony with Pakistanand another one
of distrust with China, not to men-
tion bullying smaller neighbors. So
the friends of both Pakistan and In-
 dia in the international community
mustunderstand this: Tosolve Kash-
mir and diffuse regional tensions,
tirst tackle India’s bloated ego. Paki-
stan and its position on Kashmir is
just a sideshow.

Now back to the question of In-
dia’s determination to delay or ig-
\nore Kashmir in the talks with Paki-
stan. New Delhi, of course, is hoping
that it will be able to put in place its
Plan B, the economic and cultural
domination process, long before the
talks come to Kashmir. The logic
being, according to the Indians, that
India will be able to hijack Pakistan’s
business and entertainment commu-
nities with its own self-created im-
age of a business powerhouse and a
cinema hub and prod them to pres-
sure Islamabad to give up Kashmir.

Pakistan’s military and political
leaderships did the right thing by
making it clear to New Delhi that
normalization of relations and the
exaggerated displays of friendship
(India’s Plan B) will not be sustained
or expanded if India continued to
refuse to sit on the table and negoti-
ate the resolution of the core dispute
of Kashmir. But what after Kashmir
is solved? The Indians apparently
have a well-crafted vision of what
the situation and relations with Pa-
kistan will look like with the nor-
malization of relations. The ques-
tion is: Do we in Pakistan have a
clear idea of what we want those
relations to be? No sooner the ink
| dried on the January 6 peace decla-
 ration than India unleashed what
seems now like a well coordinated
media blitzkrieg on Pakistan, send-
ing armies of %awyers, musicians,
journalists, dancers, singers and
other ‘peace activists’ with a mes-
sage that seemed stark for its una-
nimity: No borders, same culture,
same language and let's make piyaar
and not talk Kashmir. Underlying
this message is of course the de-
mand that Pakistan allow the free
flow of Indian culture and television
into Pakistan. And no one, of course,
even mentions why Delhi won't al-
low Indian cable operators to carry
PTV networks under the excuse that
they carry ‘Pakistani propaganda.’
~ Unfortunately, a small Pakistani
lobby is pushing for this Indian Plan
| B inside Pakistan. This lobby is pri-
| marily entrenched within the larger
| Pakistani intelligentsia and mostl
| consists — the lobby, not the intelli-
! %entsia — of former leftists and ex-

ommies who have lost their ideo-
logical compass after 1992 (the So-
viet demise). This lobby believes
that Pakistan should forget Kashmir
or just put it on the back burner and
embrace India’s culture and busi-
- ness. The effectiveness of this ‘Plan B
lobby” has been minimal so far. But
it's educating to mention this lobby
and its work for another reason: The
' peculiar nature of Pak-Indian rela-
| tions and how they should be struc-
| tured in the future.

our national language, Urduy, has

some things in common with Hindj, |
the language spoken by India’s

northern minority ruling elite. This

doesn’'t mean a shared culture or

language, but that’s beside the point.

Given India’s prolific entertainment

industry, we can expect to be del-

uged with Indian cultural products

in the event of a complete normali-

zation. However, we are within our

right to protect not only the rising
independent Pakistani media and

other cultural productsbutalsoblock

unnecessary cultural influences, rec-

ognizing that culture and television

are often potent weapons of politics

and warfgre,A second area where

the Indians and some people within
our business community believe Pa-
kistan can benefit from India is
economy and trade. But even here
the rewards are exaggerated.

The ‘Plan B lobby’ here in Pakistan
often tries to strengthen its case of
Pakistan’s cultural and economic
integration into India (shyly, of
course; they’d never say it openly)
by resorting to emotional blackmail,
referring to the ‘combined fate and
poverty of over one billion people’
that hangs in the balance. And by
that they usually mean that Pakistan |
is the obstacle to saving the billion |
poor because it continues to stick to
Kashmir. The fact is, this whole |
premise of ‘over one billion poor |
pe\oile’ is both misleading and a |
myth. Thereal gigantic poverty prob-
lem is India’s problem, not ours. |
Combining Pakistan’s poverty prob- i
lem with India’s gives us additional |
burden and responsibility thatis ba- |
sically none of our business. Moreo- |
ver, our poverty problem in scope |
and structure is vastly smaller and |,
different from India’s. It requires a ||
different approach and solutions.

And then this whole argument that
India is this one giant economic hub
that we stand to benefit from is not
exactly accurateeither. India remains
one of the poorest and least devel-
oped countries in the world. The
recent high rates of growth there are
limited to a few unproductive sec-
tors of the economy. A Pakistani
economist, Dr. Pervaiz Nazir, has
summed this up by writing: “In gen-
eral terms, Pakistan produces what ||
India produces; what Pakistan ||
doesn’t produce, India doesn’t pro-
duce either. The Indian idea that it ||
can be the industrial-economic hub |
around which Pakistan ought to or- ||
bit is entirely misplaced. There is ||
little that Pakistan can learn from ||
India. It is therefore perplexing that
many Pakistanis have internalized
this Indian self-image.” i

Absolutenormalrelationsbetween: | |
Pakistan and India based on sover- | |
eign equality should be a long-term.
expectation, requiring a few decades
at least, and not an immediate result | |
of the ongoing peace talks. A more
immediate result of the talks, how-!| |
ever, — and again, once Kashmir is
resolved — should be a cold peace,
with regulated, formal, and:
unexaggerated cultural exchanges |
and mutually beneficial trade with-{| |
out any grand expectations. The two!
countries have been entangled for ||
decades now and a cold peace will;( |
give them a chance to go about their | |
lives and avoid renewed grievances. | :
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