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T
he visitingIndianparliamenlari- ,b . had forgotten~ $;ut Kashmirbut..1 ..
ansprovidedsomeofus,notnor- ShlreenM Mazar. Indianleadershipfailedto usethiswind,
mally in the loop of Track-D, an . . . of opportunity to improve their relations
opportunity to see what the so- ~e writerISDI~ctorG~neralofthe with Pakistan as well as be responsive to ' "

called people-to-peoplecontact was all InstituteofStrategicStudl~S,Islamabadthe Kashmiripeoplein OccupiedKashmir.
about. And, frankly,there was little to smnews80@hotmall.com It is also strange how Indianshave a
commend it in terms of substantive steps foIWard to move in the convenient amnesia over the history of partition -especially the
direction of real peace. The first maJor characteristic of such ex- part relating to the Princely States within British India. The for-
changes seems to be an effort to "preach to the converted"! Those mula whereby the Rulers of these states were to decide their fu-
who do not fall in line are given a variety of labels -I was told I be- ture was readily accepted by India and implemented by force in
longed to the "MajidNizami group", whatever that may mean but the case of Hyderabad (where the Muslim Ruler had opted for in-'
I know it will be of no comfort to Mr Nizami! dependence) and Junagadh (where the Muslim ruler had opted

More disturbing is the other dominating feature regarding this for Pakistan). India grabbed the two states militarily on the
"people-to-people" exercise: the agenda is by and large defined by grounds of geographical contiguity and Hindu maJority popula.
the Indians. Also, at least in the case of the parliamentarians, it tions of both the states. Only in the case of Kashmir no prin"M.IJ
wascleartbat theyhadbeenbriefedbytheirgovernmentandwere pIeswere followed. '

inPdldstanto projecta certainIndianviewpoint!Wheretheir basic '~ The Indians also either deliberatelychooseto ignore,or are '
premiseswere challenged,they becameaggressiveand showeda reallyunaWareof, PresidentMush3rraf'sfour-pointproposal,for
totallackof abilityto acceptthe alternativeperspective. improvementof relations, includinga most flexibleapproachto

Fbr instance, it is now common place to hear from supporters Kashmir -that is, both sides putting aside their traditional posi-
of"'Ilack D" and "people-to-people" lobbyists that Pakistanis and tions on Kashmir and seeking a solution through dialogue and
Indiansare culturallyone -speaking the same languageand so compromise. "
on. This is a myth. There may be cultural affiliations between the AnyhO

,

W,it was proposed to the Indian parliamentarians that

t
elite of Lahore and Delhi, but which common language exists oth- the following stepS could be taken to move towards lowering of
erwise between South Indians, West Bengal Indians, and so on tensions between the two states:
and Pakistanis? The gap qetween spoken Urdu and Hindi is also * First, start of the composite dialogue, including on Kashmir. I
widening with much of the Hindi TV news coming from Delhi * Second, as a CBM,th~ Indian forces going back to the bar.
being incomprehensible to many Pakistanis. Also, watching In- racks in Indian Occupied Kashmir and the Mt.\iahideendeclaring

l!
'

dian movies or listening to Indian music does not create a com- ' a ceasefire. . I
mon cultural affinity. After all, many are passionate devotees of * Restoration of the LoC that both Pakistan and India agreed
We$!rn music and literature also. Even the Bengalis of East Pak- to at Simla in 1972 - since the status quo has been destroyed by
istan could not overcome their politically independent identity to Indian incursions into Siachin, Chor Bat La and the Qamar Sec.
seek culturalone-nesswiththeWestBengalisof Indiabymerging tor across the 1972 LoC. ,

in with that Indian state instead of struggling for and creating an * International monitoring of the LoC.
independent state of Bangladesh. * Requesting the UN to establish a register of Kashmiris so J

Finally, for the generation born after 1947, there is no famil- that there is a record of who would be allowed to exercise the I
ial bonding with British India either -except for those with fam- righ~ of self-determination at a future date -in whatever fashion. .
iliesin India or those whomigrated from what have become In- I
dian provinces. All in all, just as the Pashtun feels more culturally The Indians were simply not prepared to even discuss any
in tune to Mghanistan, and 'B'alochs may feel linkages to neigh- of these proposals for fear of giving even a personal view-
bouring Iran, so some in northern India and PakistaniPurijab point. When the issue was raised about how even at the
may feel a cultural bonding but one can hardly describe it as a people-to-people level substantive action can be taken to improve
cultural one-ness with India given the diversity of both countries mutual understanding, and a proposal-cum-offer was put forward

- whichwerecreatedat the sametimein August1947from invitingan Indianscholarto come-to the InstituteofStrategicJ
BritishIndia. , Studies Islamabad as the ISSI's guest and do ajoint research

Linked to this myth of cultural one-ness, is the absurdity of paper with a scholar from the Institute, there was an embarrassed
the notion of India and Pakistan being likened to a big brother silence and the offer was sidetracked.
and small brother! Somehow the sense of family and brotherhood All this leads one to conclude that, at least on the part of the
hardly defines the Pakistan-India relationship. A more realistic Indians, all these people-to-people delegations are not,geared for
approach would be to see each other as neighbouring states, in moving in a substantive direction in terms of peace. Instead, the
the same way that Iran and Mghanistan are neighbours of Pak- effort is simply to play on the Pakistahis' political and emotive
istan -but neighbourslockedin a contlictualsituation. vulnerabilitiesand try and put the wholeonusofthe contlictua1

The point of raising the ~dity of the emotive approach to environment prevailing in the subcontinellt on Pakistan!The par"
peace is that it \9Itl-no1]et very far -and, in fact, has not gotten liamentarians even had the audacity to complain tbat the foreign ,
very far. A far better approach would be to begin with the premise minister -who was in town for a day when they C3lTIe -could not

that Pakistan and India ~uring states anywhere find time to meet them! This is despite the fact that Pakistan gave
and are locked in a debilitadllg contlictual relationship which official acknowledgment to them by having the ActingPresident
needs to be worked out thrOugh lowering of tensions and resolu- host a dinner for them (but that too was not to their satisfaction

tion of prevailing confu~al]y fOre j"'I1Ip{ But telling that -since they felt he should have given a public statement also andto the Indians seems umatise them -or at least it trauma. spent more time with them!)! Earlier, in Lahore, the Speaker of
tised the parliamentarians who. were simply not prepared to ac- the Plnyab Assembly had also hosted a dinner for them. '
cept that the cultural..bonding may not 'exist between the maJor- In contrast, when our parliamentarians visitedIndia, there was;
ityofPakistanisandIndians. ' a deliberatepolicyat theofficiallevelto givethemno accessorI

Another interesting feature of such contact groups from both acknowledgement. And while the Pakistani delegation had tI:
sides seems to be that they spend most of their time stating self- government party members, the Indian delegation hadno 8.1 ,

servingplatitudesanddismissingthe'felevanceof.thegovern- representation-andnowomaneither! J'~
ments of both states -but especiallythe PakiStanigovernment, But then it is clear that the Indians feel they can ride
since the Pakistanis in these groups, by and large, tend to accept roughShod over the Pakistanis. Perhaps the fault lies partly witl
the Indian agenda and lead. But the more relevant point here is us also, since many on our side of the people-to-people move
that such an approachserves no positivePJ1l1lOse-b~ sati. ment are pre cent the Inili!>nagenda!lPdmmework
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That is why, for a few minutes it was very heartening to, hear continue to insist that exchanges take place across the LoC (0 '

the leader of the Indian parliamentarian group declare that one groups like the parliamentariaris) with passport check posts and
should move towards substantive proposals to evaluate "where do so on along the LoC. The advocates of such an approach also de-
we go from here". However, on being presented with substantive clare their lack of respect for "legalities, international norms",
proposals, no one on the Indian side was prepared to discuss these etc. But it is precisely these that define international relations and
or give alternative proposals -the pretext being that "we do not. such proposals bolster the Indian view that,the LoC should be-
havethe mandateto discusssuch proposals."Asif anymandateis comethe internationalborder betweenPakistanand India.
neededwhen people in their individualcapacitiessuggest some Perhaps the clearest message to cvrneLi.'J.fPughfromthe Ini
proposalsfor conflictresolutionor loweringof tensions. dian parliamentarianswas their clear distin~on betweengovj

So what were these proposals? Well, they were related to emment and state. So none of them would say or do~ .
Kashmirsince the Indianswere trying to pass on the message undermine the latter despite their differenceswiththefd",
that Kashmirwas too controversialan issue and should be put Thisis a lesson our politicalelite haveyet to imbibe. ,
asidewhileother facets of cooperationwere explored.Theyhad ..".--
to ~ reminded that from 1972 (post-Simla)till 1989 Pakistan The views expressed by the writer are her own,... ...............


