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to ch likejoint patrolling,Pak- proposal has recentl~ been a?vanc~d ThewriterworksforIslamabad'V3JpayeeS'l!1VltatiOnto Musharraf to dissatisfactionWiththe ~ ei!°rts
~deas fit case for attack on byno less than an IndianforeIgn Min- .PolicyResearchInstitute Agra Sunumt. Unfortunatelythe Agra and regularlycalledon the mternati.onal

" 1Sta;na wasdonebytheUSin ister.OnMay24ththe IndianForeign " '- Summitbecamethe victimof con- communitytoimpressonPakistahto
similarbasISas ost recentone is re- MinisterYashwantSinhaproposeda plcheema@Jpnpak,org certed effortsof the BJPhardliners undertakeevenmorestringentmea"
Iraq! and the:Sharing intelliglfice- joint mechanismwithPakistanto share severely damaged by the Indian inter- who successfully wrecked it. Once sures. But when Pakistansuggested to
volviDgaro~her a well thought out intelligence to fight militants - pre- pretation of the clausedealingwiththe again the failureof Agra initiated a pe- have neutral internationalobserversor
all reflect, eled to attain evasion and sumably Islamicmilitants operating in resolution of Kashmir. On his return riod of vilification campaign against UN observers to monitor theLoC in
s~tegy:;: of the real issues or ap- the Indian HeldKashmir(IHK), from Lahore, an Indian reporter re- PresidentMusharrafwhowas Miledas order to findoutwhatlevelof crOSS"bor-
sIde :-~e ~aking continuous efforts Whileon the face of it the proposal' 'minded the Indian Prime Ministerthat the 'Great son of Delhi'; only a few der infiltrationwas takingplace, the ,In-
~ear malisationwith a cleverlyhid- mayappear usefulbut couldit reallybe he had agreedto resolvealldisputesin- weeks earlier. dian flatly refused the presence of a
dorn~ective mechanismindulging in viewedas feasiblein viewof the adver- cludingKashmir.TowhichMrVajpayee Duringthe next few months Indian third party. For a Pakistaniit is not all
a~~e~e propaganda against Pakistan. sarial relations experienced in the re- responded that he only"meant Azad strategy revolvedaround blaming Pak- that surprising or even somewhat in-
Thismeans that ostensiblyyou appear cent past especially during the BJP's Kashmir.The entire world interpreted istan for almost all the incidents tdgumg that why the IndianSseek the
to be makingefforts but in real ~~ ~e ~ India.Giventhe state ~f rela- the,inclusionof Kashmirin the decla- whetherrelatingto terroristactsor ~e- helpof.athird.partyor thirdp~es to
to seek out a permanentsolutionISill- tlOnships that have been expenenced ratiOnas an agreement to resolve the velopmentsthat were the product of m-pressunse Pakistanbut are unwillingto
tended, between the two governments d~g warn Kashmir dispute, At no stage he ,ternal dynamics. The loss of various have third party verifying the alleged

Boththe Americansand the Soviets last few years.,to ascertain the practi- specified that by the ,inclusion of the state elections, inabilityto resolve the cross-borderinfiltrations.Thepresence
have practicedsuch double-e~ed pur- cability of this latest propos~ on~ Kas~ disputein the final.declaration, Bab?-M3&jidissu~'in.abilityto~ue~ceof a third party islikelr to ~se the
suits rn.!tnerpast!u\t-el68e1SClrutinyoftheIQ[lne6fls~ !undeI"t~8<shorU:r~Vlew!6f\J$,."he.oJjly'roeantAzaw~ashmin'(I(! ,,!,~n PakiBtanto modify'Its Kashmir policy grosslyexaggeratedbldianclaims;ofthe
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\durmgJthe,CoidiWax,aune!i td~ttam,JI1Ismoe1ffl98J S~E!~t()i!q" : -', aVlllg~strucki,tli~!;Jjjlf8iqmOEI~BiJP.Staiwalts::lDput..the'blame;fbr~"" i,nGi'lrenrthe$obmbehtedifice ofills-
the much-desireddisarmament,Clearly Indian moves. 0 e need not dwelltoo ' blowto Lahoreiiedaration that' everyadversedevelopmentonPakistan. truSt'DetWeenthe tWB'cduntries,which
revealedthat both sides Wantedto ap- heavilyupon the threats issued by the, was univers3.llyhailedas a pos- Followingthe attack on Indian parlia- was further strengthened duririg the
pear in indulgingin peacepursuitwhile Indian deputy Prime Minister Mr LK itive development,the 'Indians did not ment on 13th'Dec 2001, the Indians massive troops concentrations on the
both wanted agreement on their own Advani soon after India exploded the remain satisfied.AtLahorethe Indians once again decided to wavetheir.stick borders, it is somewhat amazing to
terms. There is nothing wrong in this bomb, However, it needs to be hign- had promised that they woUldsupport and moved large number of for~es Q,Il suggest the sharing of the most sensi-
type of policy, Both used to give de- lighted here that the first country that Pakistan's applicationfor the member- Pakistan's borders forcingthe Pakista- tive intelligence information,Even or-
tailed disarmament proposals but al- was subjected to threats followingthe ship of Indian Ocean RimAssociation nis to respond ~ somewhat similar dinary information is shared when a
most all of these proposals conmined enhanced Indian capabilities was Pak- for RegionalCooperationbut when the manner.AlthoughIndia,blamedPakistan certain levelof trust existsbetweenthe
what I call 'a joker clause', Joker clause istan, time came India opposed it rather than for the attackon its parliamentbut their two parties. The proposal is not just
means that the party A which has ad- Most Pakistanisview that Pakistan supporting it as was promised. Be- own court awarded death sentences to unrealistic but downright ludicrous. ..
vanced the p~opos~knowsit well that has been the focal point of BJP's ag- sides, the supporters of the BJP at- Indians in cormection with the attack ThePakistaniForeignMinister'sasser-
~heparty B ISunlikely to accept the gressive policies.However,one has to tacked the bus'that was plying from which implied that the attack was tion that such type of intelligence is
Joker,clause but party A would insist admit that BJP's policy towards Pak- Delhito Lahore.Another development plannedand eXecutedby the Indians- only possible if there exists enough
tha~elth~rto accept the wh?lepackage istan has been, in fact, a mixture of that also caused considerable damage may be IlliigruntledIndians but never- trust certainly appears rational ,and
or ere ISno d~al,Withthis appro~ch peaceful .overtures and punitive was the Kargilborder clash. Allthese thelessIndians.Twicethe twocountries much more realistic than his counter-
~hd the Amencans and the SoYIets threats, At times peace overtures were developments took place within few came very close to war during the ten part's proposal. Manysteps needs to

le m~y good proposals effectively. m~e but most of the times the Indian months of the signing of the Lahore months of eyeball-to-eyeballconfronta- be undertaken before the minimum
~g from the ColdWar sword stIckwere beingwavedsomewhatcon- Declaration. tion. Realisationof the futilityof coer- requisite levelof trust is establishedin-

~O~Sill~~ou~ of ~he,~ericans and tin~ously.Once the Pakistanis also ac- Theyear 200 saw a ceasefire initia- civediplomacyalongwithconcertedex- cluding return of the High Commis-
pre t?Vle : caPltalisill~on the p~ qmred the nuclear weapon status, the tive undertaken by the Hizb-ul-Mu- ternal pressureseventuallyresultedinto sioners, resumption of communication
In~~Ices, e current rulin~ group ill BJP attitude towards Pakistan became jahideen but was soon cut short. Soon the muCh-awaitedwithdrawalof forces links,eaSingofvisa facilities,increased
the a~emed to h,avegone far ahead of relativelymore realistic, another carrot appeared on the scene fromthe borders. activities of Track 11diplomacy along
were fr~~e m~ttlOner methQd~ that" In F~bruary 1999 Vajp,ayeevisited when Vajpayee announced Ramazan It needs to be pointed out that withpeople to peoplecontact,effective
disarmamue~ y emp~ed td;kill th~ ~ahore ill res~onse to Pakistaniinvita- ceasefire. Pakistan once again re- throughout the periods of tension the application of CaMs etc. These mea-
multaneo~~ propos, as well as Sl- t~on and amid bouts of optimism sponded rather positively and an- BJP continuously accused Pakistan of sures could indeed create an' atmo-
dent purs s y appearmg to be an ar- sIgn~dthe Lahore Declaration, which nounced not only maximum restraint encouraging cross border terrorism. sphere conduciveto a meaningfuldia-
what can u~rbof peace, It only ?ffers was illdeed ~e,d as a positive devel- but followingthe extensionof ceasefire Despite Musharraf regime's tough ac- logue. Unrealistic proposals or
PropOsal:'ameest;,be termed as Jok~r opme~t: But It did ~ot take long when withdrewa sizableportion of ~tstroops tions against manyterrorist outfitsand statements aimed to score. points

, anmg that they are nel- the spmt that was all'edat Lahorewas from the border. The congenial atmo- excellent performance within the in- should be avoided.
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Time for reconciliation
, ' , f~~,--~v-dA-/"

By Talat Masood 'rJf--. ~owVv- Z-~' () :>
activities are feasible propositions, a~ part of
a structured peace process provided the
political will for it exists on both sides. India
may be ready for normalization of relations
in which trade, commerce and cultural activ-
ities are taken up first as the composite dia-
logue moves forward.

Opinion in Pakistan on the question of
moving fast on economic and cultural
exchanges without corresponding progress
on Kashmir is evenly divided. Studies con-
ducted by eminent economists and business
houses have come to the conclusion that it is
in Pakistan interests more than India's to
engage in normal commercial activity with
each other. However, there is another group
in both India and Pakistan to whom econom-
ic consi~er~tions occupy a low priority as
compared to the political aspect of relations.

In any case, the inability to resolve
Kashmir in the near future
should not stand in the way of
making progress on other
issues, which have their own
importance. Cooperation in
any area that benefits the peo-
ple of both countries will sure-
ly: contribute towards reduc-
ing hostility and the proposal
for a nuclear free-zone in the
present circumstances is too
ambitious and, therefore, a
non-starter.

To expect that India and
Pakistan will give up their
nuclear capability or stop its
further development and
agree to denuclearization of
South Asian is far-fetched.

issue of Kashmir re!11ains wide and not easi- India is already working on its ambitious
lybridgeable:Irrdia remains' inflexible on "'nuclear doctrine based-"on the triad-. And
Kashmir and merely shows willingness for then there is the Chiila factor in the Indian
peaceful coexistence with Pakist~ provided nuclear calculus. For Pakistan's. military
it stops "cross border infiltration". planners reliance on the nuclear deterrence
Meanwhile, it attempts to manage the turbu- to offset India's conventional superiority and
lent state through improved governance and growing military power is a central part of it
tight secttrity. Pakistan naturally wants to military strategy.
move fast on the question of Kashmir and There is, nonetheless, an urgent n~edf£
maintain pressure on India to engage in sub- nuclear dialogue aimed at crea

~
',a a nuc~

stantive negotiations on its future status risk re~uction regime and nucJ . ar sect e1:
because this

,

is where the problem lies. and stability. The nuclear issu crnldl'~e
Ironically, each .~try's top' leadership be tackled as a part.of the int~ae1f'P~-, a-

~ th~t~~e ~e
""
er side~~t~ in th~" process or kept outof it and d ,eaIt~ se\?
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EXTERNAL factors and domes-
tic imperatives have brought about
a sudden but welcome shift in
India's policy towards Pakistan -
from confrontation to talking
peace. After the terrorist attack on
the parliament' India applied
intense political and military pres-
sure for nearly 16 months to
achieve its political and strategic
objectives of trying to isolate and
compel Pakistan to stop support to
the Kashmiri fr~edom struggle.
lThe IJJ,~tr1!..2f "cross~border terrorism"
hail partial success as it drew international
support and sympathy from the US and
other major powers and put Pakistan on the
defensive and compelled it to
exercise, more effective con-

trol on movement of militants. )
India taking advantage of 9/11
was also able to reducing the
centrality of the freedom

, struggle in Kashmir to an issue
of terrorism.

For a while, it worked and
even allowed New Delhi to
proceed with the state, elec-
tions in Kashmir, creating
some real and part illusionary
effect of progress on the
domestic front. But the con-
frontationa,I policy had run its
course and reached a stage
where it was becoming coun-
terproductive for India to pur-
sue it any further. The world powers realiz-
ing that theprobleffi of cros5'bordet infiltra-
tion was as much of a symptom as the cause

, and that Kashmir could become a flashpoint
of a future conventional or even a nuclear

, conflict between India and P~stan, were
insisting on India to shift to diplomatic and
political means of conciliation and settle-
ment. The foremost, of course, was the U.S.
role in nudging India and Pakistan to creat-
ing conditions for reducing tension so that a
place dialogue could commence.

Secondly, New Delhi had' f'.~~~.~_1 .l.utt
significant:ip.creas~~c1r "

.,.,!-",,!-u.'."-~- ,-,~""",,~

acter of India was changing and a reap-
praisal was necessary.

Besides, saner elements in both countries
seem to be realizing that the existing pattern
of relationship is' fraught with serious dan-
gers and that neither a limited war nor mili-
tancy would resolve the Kashmir dispute.
Also, occasional sabre-rattling apart, nuclear
capabilities of both states was also a major
factor in deterring military adventurism.
Above all, it goes to the credit of Prime
Minister Vajpayee that despite setbacks to
his earlier peace initiatives, he has spown a
commendable capacity for persistence ina
stfltesman-like approach to Indo-Pakistan
issues and problem. ,

Recent diplomatic ~s by Indian
and Pakistani leaders are encouraging, yet
deep down there exists extreme mistrust
between the two sides. The gulf on the core

Ironically, .each country's top leadership
thinks that what the other side wants in the
context of Kashmir would destabilize its
society. No wonder then that both countries
perceive each other as potential destabilizers.
This is where poli~ical acumen and wisdom
not only of In~ian and Pakistani lead~rship,
but also of the international community and
particularly of the US, should come into play.
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