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In other words, th . not act statesman- ing issues. The governments may like it or
like. Manyan ction was won.on the slogan not, the stand-off has to be ended. The dia-
of intense confrontation between the two. logue has to be resumed.
There were efforts at making peace but Now, a dialogue is a political process.
there were .also wars. At times

I no peace, no war was the offi-
ci.y policy. The situation
began to change during the
last decade or more. A peace
movement began building up
in both the countries. Political
governments perceived sub-
stantial change in the political
climate. New Delhi and
Islamabad concluded that they
would gain in political terms
by moving towards normaliza-
tion of relations. Prime
Ministers Gujral and Nawaz
Sharif set the tone'but it fell to
Prime Minister Vajpayee to
hold a summit meeting with

.his Pakistani counterpart.
The military leadership, the

ultimate physical protector of civil govern-
ments in Pakistan, viewed the steps taken by
Nawaz Sharif with suspicion. Then, Kargil
happened. The strife between the civil and
military in Pakistan deepened. Nawaz Sharif
was deposed and General Musharraf
assumed power. However, the logic of the
need for dialogue for peace persisted and
resulted in the Agra summit meeting. The
change in Pakistan from Nawaz Sharif to
Musharraf did not come in the way of dia-
logue.

The unannounced agreement at Agra was
substantial enough to bring the o~ents of

peace and dialogue into action. As ~ult,
the follow-vp of the Agra summi~_~
delayed, and as if that was.not enough to
achieve their nefarious objective, they
mounted an attack ~ the Indian parliament,
striking a mighty blow at the prestige of the
Vajpayee government. Very drastic meas-
ures were taken to repair the political dam-
age caused by the attack.
It ,

the world, the Indian public and especially
the Kashmiris oj its sincerity in establishing

Ia state of permanent peace in the subconti-
nent and, simultaneously not putting the -
Indian leadership in a bad light in India and
its own in too good a light in Pakistan.

At the moment the political climate in
India favours a dialogue. Rhetoric apart, all
political parties, except a section of the BjP,
want India to talk to Pakistan. So does the
international community. Four Indian states
are going for tions in October. Prime
Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee, a cre-
ated the perception that he is a man of
peace, would like to handle the coming dia-
logue with Pakistan to improve the electoral
position of his party. It is for Pakistan to use

the occasion to extract out of India as much Ias it can in the effort to secure a final settle- I
ment of all outstanding issues. I
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the stand-offhas t be ended, The dialogue check-posts should~0. More buses and trams shoul,

has to be resumed, .-. be allowed to run. Let newspa-
pers cross the borders freely.
These measures will immense-

ly strengthen both the govermnents to make
the inevitable give-and-take inherent in any
final settlement acceptable on both sides.

India and Pakistan should implement the
accords already reached such as those of
Siachin Glacier and Wuller Barrage. There
was almost total agreement in 1989 on thel
draft of a no-war pact, - call it a non-aggres-'
sion pact c:*,a friendship treaty - which
should be worked upon afresh. Then, there is
the list of eight points agreed upon at Agra
for further discussion.

No settlement is possible on the dispute
of supreme importance unless consultation
is started with the people of the former
state of Jammu and Kashmir on both sides
of the dividing line.. 'Pl1e two governments
should remove the restrictions on the move-
ment of the people pf Kashmir. They should
be given passports to visit the other coun.
try. Above all, they should be allowed to
cross the Line of Control on Srinagar.
MuZaffarabad road.

Politicians enter it in a sophisticated manner
in the way experienced businessmen pro-
ceed to strike a business deal. For non-polit-
ical persons, it is a crude "give and take" ses-
sion. The ultimate aim of the dialogue is to
strengthen one's p'olitical position for staying
in power and winning next election. A dia-
loguecan be just a formality sllOuld there be
no political gain nor an economic or security
dividend forthcoming. Even the failure of a
dialogue has to be of a kind that Tt can be
claimed as a victory.

It is a game of creating reasonably
favourable perception for one's side of the
polity but it should not be too lopsided as it
turned out at Agra. Mush'!ITaf came out as a

!aI-wimIer leaving Vajpayee a distant..sec-
Qij,~reby creating difficulties for the lat-
ter in pursuing the matter further. In order
that the results of a dialogue are endorsed by
the people and parliament, both the inter-
locutors have to come out as wimIers.

Pakistan's strategy should be to convince
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