South Asia——

ILITARY generals in
Pakistan ave once
again taken the country

‘to the brink of an . Adven-
‘turism has always been second
nature to the country's military
brass and it has been, even in
the past. left to its outflanked
civilian leadership to bail a
cornered country out of a mess
entirely of the army’s making.

In 1971, the Pakistani Arm
had suffered defeat on bot
fronts against India, the coun-
try had disintegrated and the
nation had been left humiliated
and stupefied. India was occu-
pying more than 5,000 square
miles of Pakistani territory af-
ter the war, there were more
than 90,000 prisoners of war in
Indian camps and nearly
200,000 Pakistani nationals
were there in the surcharged
atmosphere of newly indepen-
dent Bangladesh.

Zulfigar Ali Bhutto came
away from Shimla with a face-
saving agreement largely be-
cause Indira Gandhi allowed
him to. She could have driven
home a lasting deal from a Bo-
sition of immense strength, but
she left Bhutto off the hook
largely because of a misplaced
sense of magnanimity and
compassion for a fallen foe,
Bhutto never kept his word
thereafter and India is today
still feeling the effects of that
treachery.

History was virtually re-
peated at Lahore 28 years later.
Jaswant Singh, India's foreign
minister and a man not usually
E[ven Lo inlemgerate language,

as described Pakistan's action
as amounting to treachery. In-
dian Prime Minister Atal Be-
hari Vajpayee, he said, had gone
in good faith on the much bal-
lyhooed bus ride to Pakistan
only to be betrayed in his trust
by a Pakistani leadership
ch plotted a subversive op-
eration behind the facade of
bonhomie and goodwill expres-
sions.

If Pakistan has now come
rushing to make peace with In-
dia, it is because it is now feel-
ing the ill-effects of a "botched
up operation", as Jaswant
Singh chose to describe it.
Pakistan has flatly denied it
has anything to do with the in-
cursions and Foreign Minister
Sartaj Aziz speciously sug-
gested in New Delhi that it
could be a result of stepped up
activity by Kashmiri "freedom
fighters” who get no more than
diplomatic and moral support
from Islamabad.

DHAKA FRIDAY, JUNE 18, 1999 4 The Duily Star

The Wheel of History?

Pakistan and India should think practically, and should opt
for a solution, making the present.Line of Control as the de
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Kashmir between the Indian and Pakistan controlled zones.

The tell-tale transcript of

the conversation between mili-
tary generals, Gen Pervez

Musharraf, Chiel of the Army
Staff, and Lt Gen Mohammed
Aziz, Chief of General Staff,
bears out the Pakistani Army's
overlordship of the state of af-
fairs in the country and its writ
to the government not to give
away anything on the military
front.

The release of the tapes is
nothing short of an intelligence
coup. Tapping of satellite tele-
phone conversation through
transponder channels is not an
unusual practice for intelli-
gence agencies worldwide and
the Indians are also are adept at
it. But where the Pakistanis
have bungled is in their indis-
cretion in carrying on such
sensitive long-cistance conver-

sation thruuﬁh such an open
telephone link-up.

Its public release must have
required sanction from the very
top but it was nicely timed to
embarrass the Pakistanis on
the eve of the talks. This was
the first time that any Indian

overnment has gone on the of-
ensive in the media to commu-
nicate its point of view to the
world. instead of the usually
mealy-mouthed, defensive reac-
tions which evoke more con-
tempt than credulity.

The Pakistani Army evi-
dently did not reckon the strong
military reaction from India to
the provocations. That is why
Sartaj Aziz has been terming
the Indian air strikes as an
“overreaction" and has sought
"partial de-escalation,” with the
stopping of airstrikes being the

een them, says Tarun Basu
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Indian shell that landed in Bresil, a border village
near the northern town of Skardu near the Line of Control in disputed Kashmir, 13 June 1999. Continuous
heavy Indian shelling forced thousands of villagers to move to safer places. The rival armies have been
engaged in fierce artillery duels and clashes along the 720 kilometers (446-mile) demarcation line in

— AFP Photo

first step.

The objective of the Pak-
istani military planners was
siinple: one, choke the artery
that links Kashmir with Leh in
Buddhist-dominated Ladakh
region of the state:; two, invest
Rargil and Drass to leverage the
entire Kashmir question before
the political leadership at-
tempts any giveaway, three, use
the intrusions in strategic areas
like Shoruk valley, Batalik and
Turtuk to leverage Indian posi-
tions in the Siachen glacier and
four, launch incursions in
other sectors as a diversion to
infiltrate through a familiar
infiltration route along the
Mushkoh canal.

Having failed in their
strategic objectives and also
getting no international sup-

port 1n their persistent bid to
internationalise the Kashmir
issue, Pakistan is now looking
for a face-saving solution. The
transcript of the May 26 con-
versation between the two gen-

als shows Pakistah'g objec-
ve where Aziz is quoted as Say-

ing "as lar as internationalisa-
tion is concerned, this is the
fastest this has happened". He
referred to the BBC reports on
Indian airstrikes and U.N. Sec-
ret General Kofi Annan's
appeal to both countries.

The proof of Pakistani Army
involvement was further com-
pounded by remarks of Aziz to
Musharraf that there was no
fear of escalation "as the scruff
of their (militants') neck is in
our hands. Whenever you want.
we could regulate it." This is
why Eﬂrha s Aziz confidently
felt that the chances of the
fighting escalating were not
very strong.”

With the failure of the talks
between the foreign ministers,
the situation nevertheless re-
mains unpredictable and could
spin out of diplomatic control.

at India is in for a long haul,
there is no doubt about, Air
poundin a%ainst deeply en-
trenched fighters, armr:cf with
deadly Stinger missiles, may

achieve only limited objective .

at high cost. The other alterna-
tive is hand-to-hand combat
which again can be long-drawn
and highly self-inflicting.
There is the danger of the con-
flict turning into another
Siachen, a low-intensity con-
flict which slowly disappears
from the front pages — and even
from the nation's consciousness
— but keeps bleeding human
and material resources on a
steady basis.
. The only hope is Pakistan
realises it has been forced into a
military and diplomatic cul-de-
sac and initiates quietly a re-
treat operation without fanfare.
The term "safe passage.” which
unwarrantedly landed Defence
Minister George Fernandes in
so much cqnitroversy, may be a
euphemism for a withdrawal,
but if the two countries were not
to be drawn into further escala-
tion with unpredictable conse-
quences, this is the best and
most pragmatic way out. There-
after the two countries can sit
and thrash out the most practi-
cal solution — one that is pri-
vately accepted but publicly is
anathema — that of makir:g the
present Line of Control as the de
jure boundary between the two.
— India Abroad News Service

the Indian electronic me-

dia have invented a mar-
vellously evocative word for the
currert occupants'"of' the
bunkers in il: they are'call-
them "ghusbaithyas® {liter-

y "intruders’). . =~

But whatever the legal status
of these individuals, it is clear
the Indian authorities are hav-
ing a lot of trouble evicting
~them from their mountain re-
doubts. While their exploits
might provide some solace to
Pakistanis still smarting from
the hammering their cricket
team received from the Indians
in the recent World Cup en-
counter, the fact is that their
continuing presence across the
Line of Control is raising the
stakes in the unending con-
frontation between India and
Pakistan.

As you read this, our Forei
Minister will be in New Delhi
and back in an attempt to
defuse the situation. But given
the heady rhetoric and the
sound of sabres rattling in both
capitals, it is difficult to see
what will be achieved through
these talks. Basically, Pakistan
is saying that we are only pro-
viding the fighters in Kashmir
‘moral and political' support,
while the Indians accuse Islam-
abad of not only arming and
training the "ghusbaithyas', but
also sending Pakistani soldiers
across the LoC. The truth, as

THE Hindi broadcasters on

always, probably lies some-
where in between these two po-
sitions, |

Television in both countries
is overflowing with crocodile
tears as newscasters solemnly
inform us of the plight of

Passions and Paranoia

Both India and Pakistan have pretended to be greatly
concerned about the fate of the Kashmiris, but in reality all
they have ever cared for is the land, says Irfan Hussain

Kashmiri civilians ‘on both
sides of the Line of Confrol sep-
arating the two armies. Day E’n
and day out, we are told abount
the devastation shelling is pro-
ducing among civilians. Obvi-
ously, PTV makes no mention
of the casualties our shells are
causing while Doordarshan and
Zee TV are equally silent on the
mayhem the Indian Bofor guns
are dealing out to the villagers
on our side of the LoC.

This approach is the one
constant tactor in this conflict
=auce iterupted over a half cen-
tury ago: both sides have pre-
tended to be atly concerned
about the fate of the Kashmiris,
while in reality all they have
ever cared for is the land. As a
consequence, they are both
prepared to fight until the last
Kashmiri. Had they an iota of
genuine feeling for the people
caught up in this debilitating
and draining conlflict, the
would have asked them wha
they wanted. Instead, both In-
dia and Pakistan cling stub-
bornly and blindly to their re-
spective positions, repeating
them like mantras that have
lost all their original meaning.
but continue to be mumbled like
incantations against evil spir-
its.

Having mortgaged our past,
present I;%d futgreg to the Igash-
mir conflict, generations of
leaders and successive govern-
ments in New Delhi and Islam-
abad are now locked rigidly

into their:tespective positiors.

. Powerful vested interests mili-

]

tate against any flexibility. In-
stead of moulding public opin-
ion to accept change in South
Asia when the world is in flux,
opportunistic politicians in
both countries have used
Kashmir as a stick to beat their
opponents with. The result is
that whenever there is a crisis,
leaders respond with a series of
knee-jerk reactions }:hal are as
unimaginative as t are pre-
dictahl% = .

Whoever planned the current
escalation apparently forgot
that India is currently {and. it
Seems in recent years, perpetu-
ally) in election mode. This
puts the caretaker BJP govern-
ment under pressure not to ap-
pear soft on Kashmir. As it is,
Mr Vajpayee is taking flak for
his famous bus ride to Lahore,
and his Defence Minister has
not helped the BJP cause by his
conflicting signals. Congress is
in the enviable position of crit-
icising the government from
the sidelines for not having
been aware of the “intrusion’
initially, and then not re-
%nnding effectively enough.

e danger is that in order to
limit the political damage it
has suffered, the BJP might
choose to escalate further.

In Pakistan, Nawaz Sharif's
government is apparently in
the comfortable position of
denying any cumpﬂcity while
offering to have sent Sartaj

Aziz to New Dethi’ «* +°

Benazir Bhutto is advocating
prudence from her self-imposed
exile; while she was in power,
she made the most bellicose
noises over Kashmir and has
repeatedly accused this gov-
ernment (wrongly, alas) of
wanting to reduce the defence
budget. While abroad, she talks
of peace and co-operation in
South Asia because that is what
her Western audiences want to
hear. At home, the opposition is
willy-nilly supporting the gov-

ernmernt ,
Bul this endless domestic

" point scoring obscures the real

dangers posed by this posturing
and muscle flexing. Given the
potential the current crisis has
of spiralling into the unknown
territory of nuclear conflict,
one would have expected a little
more sense of responsibility in
New Delhi and Islamabad. But
alas, it is politics as usual.
Judging from the macho talk
emanating from both capitals,
one would imagine that the nu-
clear tests simply did not take
place last year. Do we really
warnt such immature people to
have their itchy fingers on the
atomic trigger? o
However, we cannot afford to
say "a plague on both their
houses”, and wash our hands of
the whole affair. The people of
the two countries share a sub-
continent; ultimately, it is their
lives, their- land and their des-
tinies on the line here. Already,

three generations have been
blighted by this mindless con-
flict. But if we have suffered,
the people of Kashmir have suf-
fered even more through this
unending confrontation. We
have to stop blaming each other
and get-on with solving this
problem once and for all. Lead-
ers and opinion makers in both
countries have to grasp the
simple fact that neither side
can get what it wants through
force now that nuclear arms
have entered the equation. If
they consult the people of
Kashmir instead of the defence
and foreign policy establish-
ments, they will come to the
conclusion that a resolution is
not impossible, given political
will and a degree of humanity.
Unfortunately, both com-
modities are in short supply in
the two capitals. According to
an Indian opinion poll, 72 per
cent of Kashmiris interviewed
in Indian-econtrolled Kashmir
wanted independence. If the
Hindu and Buddhist areas of the
state go to India. we keep Azad
Kashmir, and the Vale (that
beautiful bone of contention) is
declared independent, we could
have the contours of an agree-
ment. Both sides would have
something to appease public
opinion, and the Kashmiris
would have something to show
for their long struggle. Open
borders would reduce the pain
of partition. This is not a new
proposal, but unfortunately, it
has not been sufficiently de-
bated because reason and logic
are counstantly being overtaken
by passions and paranoia.
Courtesy: The Dawn of Pal-
istan.

OUTED as the biggest

achievement of Prime

Minister Atal Behari
Vajpayee's government, the
Lahore Declaration could
become its biggest embarrass-
ment if the bitter battle for the
snowy peaks in Jammu and
Kashmir's Kargil sector drags
on.

As Indian troops continue to
take casualties in ng to evict
what New Delhi calls Pakistan-
backed armed intruders who
have crossed the military bor-
der, called the Line of gnntml
(LoC), between the two countries
and occupied Indian territory
in the mountainous region, the
Lahore Declaration has in-
creasingly come under attack
here in recent days. Diplomatic
observers are now saying that it
is this widespread criticism of
the Declaration that has
prompted the government to
seenﬂnglcﬁ drag its feet in initi-
ating a dialogue with Pakistan
that the latter has proposed.
New Delhi's reluctance to
quickly agree to a date for the
visit of Pakistan Foreign Min-
ister Sartaj Aziz to dei%lnae the
situation on the borders should
be seen in this context. "It is a
clear case of once bitten twice
-ahyﬁ';mhnhdm.

S ad suggested Ma
7, for Aziz's visit, hﬁgc India sais
the date was not convenient.
New Delhi, it would appear,
would let Islamabad sweat it out

i a little longer before agreeing to

recelve Aziz. Official sources,

Once Bitten, Twice Shy

Was Vajpayee 'taken for a ride' by Pakistan? P. Jayaram

however, reject any criticism of
the Lahore Declaration, saying
it was signed for a strategic pur-
pose of improving relations be-
tween the two countries, reflect-
ing the desire of the people of

the two nations at that time .

They compared it to the Shimla
Agreement signed by the two
countries in December 1972
which demarcated the Line of
Control (LoC) and sought to im-
prove bilateral understanding.
But Pakistan had since consis-
tently tried to internationalise
the Kashmir problem and aided
and abetted insurgency there in
vic;ljatiun of the agreement, they
said. .

"That does not invalidate
the purpose for which it was
signed. If one side infringes on
the agreement, that does not
mean one should lose sight of
the strategic purpose for which
it was signed,” said one source,

Vajpayee's famous bus jour-

ney across the border to meet
his Pakistani counterpart,
Nawaz Sharif, in Febru had
'been hailed internationally for
its symbolism in attempting to
break down barriers of a hostile
relationship. But with Kargil
eruptingulntu hostilities, Vaj-
payee's bus diplomacy has come
under heavy fire from the oppo-

—_—

has a possible answer

sition and drawn cynical com-

. ments from hawks in the In-

‘bus ride to

dian establishment for whom
Pakistan is a country that could
never be trusted.

‘It was hyped as a historic
ore, Actually he
(Vajpayee) was taken for a ride,"
sneered Congress party leader
K. Natwar Singh during a tele-
vision debate that brought out
the dilemma of how to deal with
a "hostile neighbour." The
mood of the participants, cut-
ting across political lines, was
that you cannot make friends
with a distrustful neighbour
like Pakistan.

Natwar Singh, who is the
foreign policy adviser to
Congress party president Sonia
Gandhi, said he knew the psy-
che of the Pakistani establish-
ment, having served as envoy to
Islamabad in the late seventies
and early eighties. There was no
doubting the antagonism of the
Pakistani establishment to-
wards India, he said. He scoffed
at suggestions, made first by De-
fence Minister George Fernan-
des, that Sharif r]:-:ﬁ:ahly was
not aware of the %order incur-
sions into India as the Pak-
istani Army acted indepen-
dently of the government.
Make no mistake about it,"

warned Singh, "when it comes
to India, the Pakistani estab-
lishment is one on the issue'.
He said even if the Defence Min-
ister were privy to any intelli-
gence secrels regarding any
cracks in the ruling institu-
tions, it was extremely injudi-
cious of him to make them pub-
lic as it would only induce them
to close ranks.

Though the government has
been put on the defensive with
an aggressive Congress party
keen to make political capital
of its discomfiture, Vajpayee's
supporters say the boot fits the
Congress foot better. They say
the Lahore Declaration is no
more a failure than the Shimla
Agreement, signed by the then
Congress government. Arun
Shourie, a member of the Rajya
Sabha [Ui:)per House of Far[lia-
ment) belonging to Vajpayee's
Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP),
described the Congress' criti-
cism of Vajpayee for signing the
Lahore Declaration as "idiotic
and perverse" and noted that
Pakistan had repeatedly vio-
lated the Shimla Agreement.

He said Pakistan had sys-
tematically violated the terms
of that agreement — the two
countries would resolve al] dif-

ferences through negotiations,

not interfere in the internal af-
fairs of each other, shall respect
each other's territorial in-
legrity and the LoC as existed on
December 17, 1971 and that nei-
ther shall seek to alter it uni-
laterally. |

"Does il mean that the
Congress was naive in signing
the Shimla Agreement?”
Shourie asked and noted that
the purpose of the agreement
was to make it the benchmark
against which the conduct of
each side was judged. To
Singh's response that the
Congress never let its guard
down vis-a-vis Pakistan even
after signing the Shimla
Agreement, Shourie asked him
to explain the insurgency in
Punjab that left 21,000 people
dead and the secessionist
movement in Jammu and
Kashmir which had claimed
over 20,000 lives, both of which
New Delhi had attributed to
Pakistan's aiding and abetting
of separatist insurgency, a
charge of course denied by Is-
lamabad. Writing in the Asian
Age, M.J. Akbar, former
Congress lawmaker and editor
in chief of the [JH.]IIJEI'. said just
as China used India's first
Prime Minister Jawaharlal
Nehru's enormous goodwill for
its own end before launching
ag ression against India in
1962, "Pakistan has fooled Vaj-
ayee in the manner that China
ooled Nehru," he said.

— India Abroad News Service
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Himalayan Hopes

Nepali Congress is more than mere a political party. Brig
(Rtd) M Abdul Hafiz writes on Nepal's past, present and
future

HE parliamentary election of Nepal, the

strategic Himalayan Kingdom, conducted

in two phases on May 3 and 17 was
peacefully over. Neither the country's election
commission nor the international observer
groups reported gross irregularity. Maoist ex-
tremists who boycotted the poll and wanted to
disrupt it remained under control. The turnout
of the electorate was reported to be well over 60
per cent.

In contrast to the results of the mid-term poll
in 1994 which gave the nation a hung parlia-
ment the people this time made choices from’two
main political parties — Nepali Congress [NC)
and United Marxists Leninists (UML). In a lower
house of 205 the NC captured 110 seats — a clear
majority and good though for a stable govern-
ment, a public cry in Nepal for several years. Al-
ready a 16-member cabinet headed by Krishna
Prashad Bhattarai as Prime Minister was re-
cently sworn in by the king.

The election of 1999 in Nepal is the fourth
parliamtntag election in the history of the
country and the third one in a row after the pop-
ular movements of 1990 which reinstated
democracy in the country. Nepal, as a result, be-
came a constitutional monarchy with a multi-
party parliament. Since then there has at least
been half-a-dozen governments in the country.
Not only the first elected government in 1990
was formed by the NC under Girija Prashad
Koirala, the NC was partner or instrumental in
some way or other also in the subsequent gov-
ernments after 1994 mid-term election most of
which were coalition in nature. But for an inter-
nal bickering within the NC its government
could not complete its term.

The NC is in fact, much more than a political
party. It had been the catalyst of the events and
changes that shaped the political history of the
country. The NC spearheaded the anti-Rana rev-
olution in 1950-51 which terminated more than
a century of autocratic rule by a class of heredi-
Prime Ministers. From 1846 to 1951 Nepal
was in effect ruled by the Ranas who pursued the
policy of cooperation with the British.

The NC revolution of the late 40s also led to
the restoration of monarchy. It brought back to
throne king Tribhuban who was earlier deposed
by the Ranas. India which binds Nepal with
treaty obligations since 1950 had also been curi-
ously enamoured of monarchy in Nepal perhaﬁs
because the king in a traditional society like
that of Nepal was seen as a pillar of stability.
And the stability was the first thing India
wanted to ensure in the strategically sensitive
area of the Himalaya. So in 1951 India also was
instrumental in restoring to his throne King
Tribhuban who fled to India after he had been
deposed by the Rana in favour of his two years
old grandson.

e Indian rulers were also peculiarly sup-
portive of the populist elements in Nepal like the
NC which enjoyed following at least initially
among about 3 million settlers of Indian origin
in the Terrai region of the south. Although India
sustained Nepali monarchy she also gave tacit
support to politicians and parties which were
India-oriented in their outlook and opposed to
the absolutism of the king.

+ king Tribhuban was succeeded in 195

The monarchy which was looked upon as the
symbol of Nepal's nationalism started to wield
considerable influence over the polity when

Ma-
hendra, an ultra-nationalist. As the NC sbtgppcd
up agitation for representative democracy in the
country, king Mahendra grud%ingly held Nepal's
first ever general election in 1959 which deliv-
ered over-whelming victory to the NC headed by
BP Koirala.

The clash between the monarchy and the
politicians continued. However, in December
1960, Mahendra felt strong enough to engineer
what later came to be known as 'a royal coup'.
The first popularly elected government of the NC
Leader BP Koirala was dismissed. party-based
democracy was abolished and the king intro-
duced a pyramidal panchayet raj — based on lo-
cal self-government units — with himself at its

apex.
The Koirala ministry was dubbed pro-Indian
and the coup acquired legitimacy as a national-

ist enterprise. This followed a long period for the
NC to go into hybernation. The only exception to
the monarchy's unchallenged primary during

the period was, perhaps. the referendum on po-
litical system in May 1980. The referendum gave
a narrow mandate for the panchayet to continue.
It was thus clear that the monarchy's influence
wa?l waning. And there were writings on the
wall.

And again in 1990 when the winds of changes
were blowing both across the world and the
South Asian region — the NC, in its true tradi-
tion, took the lead and together with the left
mounted pressure on the king for democratic re-
forms. After a 49-day struggle in which 500 peo-
ple were killed the king gave in. Much of what
Nepal is today politically owes a great deal to the
sustained struggle carried out by the NC. Its own
particular proclivity notwithstanding, the NC is
a movement reform and political outfit — all
rolled in one. .

The NC's triumphant records of the decades
dim however in significance before what it could
achieve in governance. As elsewhere in South
Asia the party tended to thrive on rhetorics
rather than addressing the hard issues of the
polity. As a result, the people were euphoric in
1990 when the democracy ushered in; after nine
years they are disappointed as the interests of
the commonmen are repeatedly ignored.

According to Sher Bahadar Deuba, an NC
prime minister in one of the coalitions it was
wrong to expect miracles in a short span of 10
years. But at the same time there are widespread
disenchantment and apathy among the Nepalese
public caused by the failures of the political par-
ties to deliver during the last nine S.

The NC is once again destined to steer the

“course of Himalayan Kingdom — this time into

the next millennium. The party is duly man-
dated for it. Either the slogans of "save the
democracy” and "democracy is in danger” or in-
voking the ghost of erstwhile party-less system
will not ensure its place in the history. The
changes in politics brought about by NC once en-
deared the party to its numerous followers. Now
it is the change of the people’s fate which awaits
some adept handling by the hands strengthened
by the election. »
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Alternative Form of
. Government

Will eyelicdl change of guard in India help? ask Pulak “™"
Mishra and Ramakanta Prusty

HE collapse of the BJP-led
dispensation at the Centre
puls a question-mark over
the very viability of coalition
governments. The irresponsi-
ble attitude of the coalition
partners and the attempis of
the Opposition to pull down a
government which had just be-
gun moving towards bringing
about economic and social sta-
bility, have been criticised
severely. Given that the econ-
omy has slowed down, spend-
ing a huge sum on elections
({taking into account both offi-
cial and unofficial expenditure)
is certainly going to push it
deeper into a crisis, [rom which
recovery may take years.
Looking at the present polit-
ical milieu of numerous (mostly
small) political parties with
diverse regional- and party-
specific interests, will elections
be a solution to instability for,

government

view also.

Anyway, if indeed elections
really help the economy grow,
there would be no need for poli-
cies or planners. Stability
is what leads to
economic growth, though there
is, of course, the contrarian
While one political
party or a small coalition form-
ing the government does end
the problem of frequent elec-
tions, they have
problems. For instance, many
political pundits point to West
Bengal. which has had a stable
single-coalition
led by the CPI(M) for a record 23
years. But, excepl for land re-
forms (resulting in significant
agricultural development), the
Left Front Government has not
been able to significantly im-
prove the State's economy in
general, and the industrial sec-
tor in particular.

Part of the problem is also

has absolule majority. and
there is the fear of losing in the
next term, which makes the
party in power concentrate
more on developmental activi-
ties, and leaving them little
room for complacency. The
biggest problem in the country's
political environment is the
multi-party system that has
been giving rise to one weak
coalition government after
another.

The past experience and the
recent political drama al the
Centre are proof enough of the
unsustainable and unpre-
dictable future of coalition gov-
ernment. There is no reason
why a two-party or three-party
system should not be preferred
to the chaotic set-up now.
Though -this suggestion may
seem difficult to implement in a
vast democracy like India,

of

their own

government,

most probably, there will be
another hung Lok Sabha, which
means a coalition. Frequent
elections. with no party getting
a clear majority, and an Oppo-
sition sans a constructive ap-
proach leave the ruling coali-
tion little time and scope to
think about the nation and its
future. Worse, an unstable po-
litical atmosphere discourages
investors (both domestic and
foreign) and makes them reluc-
tanl to invest.

Many economists think that
the election expenditure will be
demand-creating and, thereby,
help the economy through a
Keynesian system. But this
does not seem pragmatic. No
doubl a sudden rise in the pur-
chasing power raises the short-
tern demand for goods and
services, or that the huge sums
to be injected into the economy
as election expenditure are
likely to lead to an increase in
demand. Bul if there is no
matching supply, inflation
could be fuelled which, at such
4 juncture, will do no good.

o

In the meantime: No lack of courteousness

because of the negligible role
played by the Opposition in
putting pressure on the Gov-
ernment to implement the
policies announced. The indus-
trial situation can also be
blamed on the “irresponsible
trade unionism'. This, along
with the inadequate infrastruc-
ture facilities, led to a low level
of factor productivities and,
thereby, low profitability of the
manulacturing units, espe-
cially when compared to the in-
dustrialised States. All this has
affected the ability and will-
ingness of major entrepreneurs
to invest in the State, and
slowed down the investment
flow from outside the country.
The stability of the West
Bengal Government has really
not helped. What, then. is the
answer? A simple and perhaps
more effective, suggestion
would be to call for a cyclical
change in government, that

would offer stable regimes for a
single tenure or two. But cycli-
cal government can work only
if the party that comes to power

where many political parties
exist, with diverse interests, it
is not entirely impossible ei-
ther.

What is needed is an
amendment in the Constitution
that would restrict the number
of political parties to a maxi-
mum of two three. Once this
idea takes concrete shape, there
can be a regular cycle of gov-
ernment. It would perhaps be
far more productive than the
highly unstable coalitions
and/or regimes that rule for
more than two terms without
much results. It is, therefore,
neither instability nor stabil-
ity, but only a cycle that can
save the government and the
country.

(Pulak Mishra is with the
Indian Institute of Manage-
ment, Ahmedabad. Ramakanta
Prusty is with the S. K, Patel In-
stitute of Management and
Computer Studies, Gandhina-
gar.)
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