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enough been attended to.by our pennanent rep. istan, as it unveils a set of confidence.building
Inayatullah r~sentatiVeand currently,Council'sPresident, measures in the next few days, wouldremove

j stating publicly that the Kashmir issue is not on most of tbe.219 items from the negative list and
~

W,
hat were the motiveswhich propelled the Council's agenda. This-. need not

,

hav

,

e

,

been present it as

,

a big step forwar

,

d. But New Delhi
,PM V~payee to extend his "hand of said straightaway and might have been c9nceded, will be looking for a basic change in the attitude

friendship"?The increasing AmeriC1lI1.if at all, on the basis of some give and take. In towards commer«<ialrelations with India rather
. pressurewithanedgeaddedafterth~ fact here was an excell(mtopportunity~to revive than counting the number of tariff lines being

Iraq operation, the futilityof continuing with bel- the issue and to steer tile discussion,ant, tha~ opened'up".
ligerence and coercive diplomacy, the failure to India's initiative for'talks and the le'gitimacy of No aoubt ,Pakistan is under intense pressure
crush resistance in Kashmir and the mounting Pakistan as an internationally acknowledged from USAto tot3.l1ystop all "terrorist" activities
concerns for finding a way to deal with an irk. party to the "dispute" both could have been duly across the Line of Control. At India's goading,Is. .
some and expensive liability,concern about the acknowledged and appreciated. There is possibly lamabad has also been asked to put a stop to mil.
coming general elections and BJP's prospects, still- a way to indirectly draw Security Coun- itants' activities even in Kashmit; K number of
and above all a desire on his part to untie the for. cil's attention to the current new developments. Kashmiri militant groups have only the other day

i bidding knot of ho..til" Tnrii:l.P"lki~.!I.nrelati°'1t!. The last time the Security Council referred to been piaced on Washington'sWatrll List thus en-
After tlliS .promising, very promising" initia- Kashmir was after the two countries tested their couraging indianSto suppress them through mas-

tive, as ColinPowellhas put it, it will be fascinat- nuclear devices in 1998. sive security forces deployed in the occupiedval.
ing to' watch how the two enemy states move Another area where India wants Pakistan to ley. Under pressure Pakistan has also started
ahead to IIrepare the ground for opening talks at yield ground is the speedy resumption of eco. tightening &Crewsagainsi certairi Jihadi groups.
the highestlt;vel. . n,omic ties and in particular the opening up of Unlike India's massive propaganda about terror.
.1 'I " l~I" lo1i\ft~~~ be.~. .fRmI,fR.,41;~W>M1tijf};'~to09W;~'qp~ign~inister ha;;~srn' Paki~tanlt~failed to i91press upo~ ~ash.
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,r..A wJE ~~.i~Qm:~ OnWl~T . !¥"')rl~uw.t~~~:fe ol)8,ffllO,ulQ~~~ ff~ ~~~orJmi1 itt~e .mVitmghlih Wll1i1'ilC.iStanand Ka5U(l'a,near"",'When.tbekaSMIii',questionWas"'taken,up,fol\~set,.rI~ . ,linWi.Clvilians fo~il!1elast 14 years ID
euphoric response has revealed how anxious Is. tlement along with other issues. Kasuri's U-tum defiance of international human rights norms and
lamabad is to make the best of this new window on this question is a ~or concession before even codes. This weakness on our part has veered the
of opportunity and Pakistan has also indicated its the talks have begun at the lower levels.This must international public opinion to the view that all

willingness to go "fir extra mile" and is coming have pleased the Indians mightily as without con. the trouble in the 'occupied state is because ofout unilaterally wit conflde~e.building mea- ceding anything they have been handed over on a Pakistan's infiltration 'with the result that the
~ures.' platter one of their long.cherished objectives. Not alienated and repressed Kashmiris' resistanceand

While Indians too are keen ,to restore full. that there is something intrinsically wrong to mu. struggle for the right of self.determination (in
fledged diplomaticrelations and V~payeehas said tual trade relations as such but whilea hint to take tenns of UN Resolutions) has been eclipsed alto.
so, also indicating the opening up of the severed up this question would have been politic, to con. gether. The Americans are ~as insistent as the
communication,links between the two countries, cede a much pressed demand at this stage is cer- Indians themselves on Pakistanis ,giVlIl~

.

vin 'u the'

the question is how much will India make Pakistan tainly questionable. support to the KaS~lier
yield to meet New Delhi's demands? Considering visIt used the word "permanent" ini'elation to the
that V~payee's offer is hedged with the condition

C
R~a Mohanwriting in The Hindu (May 4) cessation of "cross-border" infiltration.

to totally stop "cross-border" terrorism and de. has accorded more importance to trade re. Goodwilland bowing under Americanpressure
stroy the terrorist "infrastructure" in Azad Kash. lations than even the question of terrorism. should not be the sole guides to how Pak;ista.nmay
mir and Pakistan, what may ox:can Pakistan do to Says Mr Mohan: "While it may take a while to deal with' Indi~ when the process of negotiations
satisfy NewDelhion this account? Pakistan's plea measure the trend~lines on cross-border infiltra. begins; A measured, w~l1'crafted andtgoal.ori.
for international monitoring of the Line of Con. tion, Pakistan's attitude to the peace process can ented approach is called for, to match India's as.
trol has not been put forward with enough em-- be immediately assessed by what it does in the tutenessand finesse. Kashmir has to remain the
phasis and persistence with the result that it has next few days on economic coop,eration". This centrepiece, which indeed it is, considering that
been cavalierly brushed aside by India and ig. needs to be read in the light of the emphasis, Mr V~payee spoke from Srinagar when he set the ball
nored by the international community. V~payee laid in his prepared statement read out rolling. The Kashmiris' valiant struggle and the

The way things are moving, India, unlike Pak- in both the Houses of the Parliament, last Friday supreme sacrifice of tens of thousands of men,
istan, is followinga calibrated approach. Fbr in. "on the importance of substantive progress on the women and children in the occupied state must
stance the one thing India fears most is the re.in- decisions for regional trade and economic coop- . weigh in the S,calesof a just and a realistic solu.

,I ternationalising of the Kashmir issue at the eration taken at the summit of the South Asian tion to the old dispute,
United Nationsand the entry of a third party.New leaders in Nepal in January 2002". Toread the In.
Delhi's apprehension that the matter could be dian mind, we may have a look at C R~a Mohan's The writer is a Lahore.based columnist
raised in the Security Council has surprisingly followingwords: "It is entirely possible that Pak. ", pacade@brain.net.pk
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~.~ Iy in Kashmir issne)

T
he most biZarre aspect of any official
or unofficial discussion in Pakistan or
in India on 'Jammu ~d Kashmirj~,re-

, garding the role of the'United'States,'
Many wax eloquent on the why, how, and what
of the US involvement; on supporting it and
opposing it, Justifications put forth for keep-
ing the US out include "upholding national
sovereignty", "not allowing a sell-out onKash-
mir" and Washington's pro-India approach, All
this is merely academic, Mostly shadow-box-
ing. At'te.rall Ul)ited States is already involved
in the issue. And ironically atthe insistence of

~ the two parties,to the conflict, India and Pak-
.. istan, who reri'lain somewhat in denial of this

reality" Both have complained to the United'
States againsfthe other; India against what it
calls Pakistan's "cross-border terrorism" and
Pakistan against India's refusal to come to the

. dialogue table,
India's complaint has received a sympa-

thetic hearing in Washington. It has struck a
chord among Washington's "anti-terrorism"
campaigners in the pre- and post-9/11 phase.
Washington's operative policy on Kashmir has
reflected this. The US pressure has been
mainly on Pakistan to control cross-LoC infil-

~ tration. Significantly, the US position on K;!SlI-
mirhas moved frpmignoring the issueto,seek-
ing its containment and now finally wanting to
facilitate a permfu\tmtsolution. The US policY
has gone thro ee phases: ' .

, Th, phase, hich began with the Kash-
miri u .. '. 89, was'the one in whicn

~~n opte to ignore the,issu.e,Essen-, tially w en tensiOns tlared up along the LoC
, coincidingwiththenuclear-relatedsanctions,
- the GatesMissionarrive -= ' ani"I't~;:~

'~rnlifp~t\OI\ andcreat-ong t e LoC leatling to heighten-
ing of Pakistan-Indian 1nilitary terisions. This
policyofwarningPakistan"againstany 'adven: ~

turism' in Indian-Held Kashmir contmued' .oj;herthanKashmircoiitihued!;lrrespectlveof
throughoutmost of the nineties. Washirig!;oh'spres.irure,esplJ~ onPakistan,

Thesecond phasewas that of"seekingcon- Islamabadwasnot willingto I\ashmir,or
tainmentofthe issue.Especiallyafterthenu- accept the Indianposition " ,dispute.
cleartests of 19iB and the increasedUSfear- '" However, together India'3nd~ ,

,

!!t3rt~agi-eed
cllIfii>ropagandaof "Islamic terIOrism", , initiatea cor:nposite 0 e..wiSOVerKiiStt-
Washingtonbegan to play a more active'role ,.,nu,' "." er lSSUes.~., denying
in containing the Kashmir problem. It ac- ~fuilitaryeruPc.
knowledgedthe existenceof the problem and tion at Kargil, USWasmerely a tension-a}).:
reiterated its positionthat J&Kwas a disputed' S()rber;hothingtnoi'e.Thepressure'stjJl~'on
territory.' Pakistan,more'SO,p.iterKargil. ,

Theyear lillllLopenedup on a positive Th thirdandth~'Present haseofUSpol-
notewiththe~payee-N'awazLahoresummit icyover ' t'o so ulon- g.
and ended witn the post-Kargilacnmohy.. Di men uonthe t in
Kargil,a directfalloutdrthe unresolvedKasn. ~e and eyondhavecontinuously
mirproblem,causeddirectUSinvolvementin emo~ted tqeperilsdfan~lyed Kash-
the Kashmir problem. The Zinni-Lampher Mis- mir problem. Its solution or at least the initi~-

~ion arrived in June to~conVince PaKIStan to tionof a pi:~cessseekirig a solution is~-
)VWithdraw'tr(}mj;y{.argi1t~EarIY'1fu1y~,'\d,hit<Utt".,i;,;,." able~...1iHirllhf-h 4hutiTot_cri",I "'n'flf,,;."temn~"" r~ '" '

mtervention, Was~_.O"~.' ..m'~~- w,
cilitate Pakistan-India negotiationstwas tl:ie~""'"
Pakistani veision of the JJ8y 4 four-pointWash-
ington Declaration. India saw,~t as document-

01 irig Paldstan retreating from In~-Held KaSh-
mir.

Na$lmZehra
ThewriterisanIslamabad-baSed,
commentatoronsecurityissues '

nasim~abra@hdtmaiLcom .

In the ,mid to late ninetiescontauunent
phase Indian forces <:anleunderUScrliicism
for violating-hUITlaIlrights in \!leValley.So did
':heKashmirimt\iahideemPreSsur~on'succe8:'
sive Pakistani governments tO'stop military
support to ~hmiri Iritijahideencontfuuedin
private meetings and p)iblic]y,articula~dpol-
icy statements. US President 8ilLClinton's

~oo statement was an O,

'})eUWarning~
. . tostoptnilitarysupporttotheKash-
miri mt\iahideen. US efforts to encourage Pdk-
istan andllndia to.take\ Idence building
measuresJikefu ' . ., l, 4'nproving ~ul~
tUralties and en dialogueover issueS

Washingtonand Delhi bothmust
under~tandthatwitho,t,following
theprincipleofrecipr~cityno
n~otiations'~anproceedfurther.
Un1ike,the,MiddleEastwnerethe

";j'

absenCeofpOwerbalancehas

ena~JedIsraelsuPJWr.ied"l)tthe~S,
to abandoncompleteJytheprinCIple
of reciprocitY,in SouthAsia,given
thepowerbalancethat prevails,
»~hing l!si4~reciprocity,and",,;,
movingtoward~aKashmirsolution
willnotbe~o~sible ~

,~...,

bring th~ Kas1unlr coI\flict tci a close.

I

> US DePlltySecretaryof StateArmitagear-
c rives in Islkmabad with a clear mandate to
.push forwan:l the p~ocess of Pakistan-India
llofi:nalisationas wellas that of helpingto ere-
'ate !ill 'enabling enviro~ent'- in which tl:te "
KashmirIssuewillbetjckled bythe two. (

Washington believes there is need to, create a f:
conducive environment through confidence (\
buildingr;n~asures." r

The Indians believe that from behind the r
scene U$ wil). force the two to the dialogue'

table.)t wouI? start with pUsbing the two for
nor'iru1liSation,creating an atmosphere in wlqch
dialogue is possible., The tWo'shciuld get Into
comfortable space~ Then, there should be a.
summit in which Kasl'Qntrsho\4d be discussed.
The Indian establishment believes that US has
concluded that the LoCshould be converted ;
into an international bordeI', Indian ~nediaand
leading strategi$s have referred to the lateSt
CIA map showingIHK as part of India as illus-
trative of the Bush administration'sthW<:!ng.
There is no fo~ announcement of change in
the US policy Ptl the J3mntu and Kashn1ifissue.,

. American'position remainsth~t Jamrnu and
Ka$mirisadisputedter!.itpry. . ,

Washingto~, howevp.~h(\pJnithat in the 1

meaJ,ate term mdia.and Pakistan'shoulddis-.!

cuss...C~!vfs.lj1c~peop!e-to-~ple con~1 cuI:
tUre,~~, ~, Antencans believe1iuS
woulasubsequently lead to~"Pakistan.lndia j
summit in which Kasl,tmir wouj.d be resolved. '
Decreasing te.J1sionis a-priority which feeds
into amediiuri~teJ:m dialQgue process to re-
Solve the Kashmir issue.

So flU' so good, But: forWashington the'
que~onjs Vl'hethert1Us-Would~lead
to a pakistan-India. dEtente. Inevitable M-
mitage~wiIl raise th~ question of cross-LoC ill.

f'1!tration:In In~ cros~~;infiltration ,~tbeen prQI~d a,q~ pr teiwrJ'i!:If'aIi!i
Ukg,in.thL~ ~dian positionhas been
inflexible.Then it ~ Pakistan:sretreat to its
ownside of the LoC.Nowit is ~ero-cross-LoC
infiltration.PhysicalgeographY.nature of el~
ments involved ill the Kashmir ~truggle an~
:also real politici<withinPaldstanipoli~._.
~ingcircles, allrweoutthe pqssibilityof a zero
infiltration, AtAlmaty,declarationby General
Musharrafwas implicitlytime-boundwhen he
said we would do all that istnour control and
w~ct India to reciprocateWitha dialogue
on,Kaslu,nir.~eciprocity was n!)t vieWedby
WashingtonaS"'essential;India too demanded
zero'Cross-LoCinfiltration.Reductitlnwas nQf
enouglt, ' , ' '",' "

It is most likelythat PakistanwDlagainpro-
pose caMs on the Kashmirissue on the-b~
of reciprocity. Washington and De1hj.both must

"understand that without follo~gij1.e pOnci.
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a fiy the UStOabaqdon comple'
principle of reciprocity, in SOuti\Asia, given the
power balance that prevails, brushing aside re-
ciprocity and moving towaids a Kashmir solu-
tion will not be possible.

'---"


