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Deconstructing Milosevic's
“Sacred Rights” to Kosovo

by Chaklader Mahboob-ul Alam

The NATO, in my opinion has committed, at least three errors. First of all, it seriously undere-
stimated the level of Milosevic’s insanity and resolve. Second, the allies should have maintained the
threat of ground offensive from the very beginning. Third, given the fact that public opinion in Yu-
goslavia is completely controlled by Milosevic, the NATO should have installed powerful radio and
television transmitters in Serbo-Croat language, close to the Serbian border with a view to

VER since Slodoman Milo-
_Esevlc (a Serb from

Montenegro) came to
power in Serbia (one of the six
constituent republics of former
Yugoslavia) in 1989, so many
intellectuals, historians,
journalists and political
strategists have written so
much and so brilliantly on
Kosovo, (which is variously de-
scribed as a crisis, a problem, a
tangle etc.) that | hesitated a
long time to give my opinion on
this subject. I am not a histo-
rian, nor an intellectual and
definitely not an expert on geo-
political strategies. But I am go-
ing to examine the issue from
an ordinary citizen's point of
view, who has had considerable
contact with the Slav people of
different nationalities, includ-
ing that of the United States
and does not much understand
leaders who take political deci-
sions, affecting the lives of mil-
lions of human beings, in the
closing years of the twentieth
century, based on self-serving
interpretation of medieval his-
tnr{dand ancestral hatred.

y earliest recollection of
the Slav people dates back to I
think, 1961 or 1962, when a se-
vere earthquake destroyed
towns and villages in Yu-
goslavia (meaning land of the
South Slavs). My English men-
tor, Frank Harcourt-Munnin
together with several Britis
charities organised relief oper-
ations to alleviate the immedi-
ate sufferings of the earthquake
victims. In that connection, he
visiled the country several
times and came in contact with
a good number of local people
there, particularly in Skopje
(now capital of the independent
republic of Macedonia). In one
of his trips to Yugoslavia, he
brought back to England a stu-
dent, called Boshko. He came
from a small town in southern
Macedonia (then part of Yu-
oslavia), very close to Pella
part of Greek Macedonia),
where Alexander, the Macedo-
nian conqueror was born in 356
B.C.

Later we came to know other
members of Boshko's family.
Since we belonged to more or
less the same age group, Boshko
and | became good friends. It is
- from him that 1 first came to
know about the ethnie, cultural
and religious complexities of
Yugoslavia, which was com-
posed of six republics (Slovenia.,
Croatia, Bosnia-Herzegovina,
Macedonia, Montenegro and of
course, Serbia), five languages
(Serbo-Croat, Macedonian, Al-
banian, Slovenian and Hungar-
ian] three religions (Orthodox
Christianity, Roman Catholi-
cism and Islam) and two alpha-
bets (Cyrillic and Latin). He also
told me that Yugoslavia was
formed out of the remnants of
two empires — the Ottoman and
the Austro — Hungarian. Al-
though he himself was of Mace-
donian Slav origin, I did not
find any animosity in him
against other ethnic groups. It
is from him that I came to know
that there were significant Mus-
lim (close to 30 per cent of the
total population of Macedonia)
minorities in his area and al-
though they lived in separate
neighbourhoods, there was
considerable social contact
among the diflerent communi-
ties.

All this has unfortunately
changed. The Federation of Yu-
goslavia no longer exists. The
country has been violently torn
asunder by wars. Why? If we

have to look for one single in-

dividual who bears the respon-
sibility for the destabilisation
of the region, then I am afraid,
we must point our finger to
Milosevic. While Joseph Tito
(whose father was Croat and
mother Slovenian) had a decen-
tralised government, held dewn
ethnic antagonism by auto-

‘Serb nationalism over every-

thing else and thereby accentu-
ated the ethnic differences.

When in 1989, he was elected
as the President of Serbia, the
first thing he did was to abolish
the autonomous status of
Kosovo (90 per cent of whose
population is of Muslim Alba-
nian nriﬁln} and to prohibit the
use of their language. Sensing
what was coming, Slovenia,
which has a homogeneous pop-
ulation and hardly any Serbs,
declared its independence in
1951 and got away with it. Croa-
tia, which had a significant
Serb minority also declared its
independence in June 1991. The
country was invaded by the
armies of Milosevic. The idea
was fo retain Croatia under the
domination of the Serbs and if
that failed then, to wrest con-
trol of Krajina, eastern Slavo-
nia and Baranja, which had
substantial Serb minorities
and make them parts of Milo-
sevic's dreamland called
Greater Serbia.

The Croats, after some ini-
tial setbacks fought back, de-
feated Milosevic, became inde-
pendent and paid back Milose-
vic for the aggression by
forcibly evicting more than
200,000 Serbs from their coun-
try, some whom were sent to
Kosovo by Milosevic for reset-
tlement there. Macedonia also
separated from the federation
in 1991 and declared its inde-
pendernce. Milosevic launched a
murderous campaign of ethnic
cleansing (this time against the
Serbo-Croat speaking Muslims
and Croats) in Bosnia-Herze-
govina.

We all know what happened
there (the mass killings in Se-
brenica, the siege of Sarajevo.
the deportation of two million
civilians, the systematic raping
of thousands of Muslim women,
etc). When the whole world
looked on, (Where were the left-
ist demonstrators and pacifists
then, who are protesting
against NATO intervention to-
day?) Milosevic's stooges com-
mitted the most heinous crimes
against humanity. It was only
the intervention of the United
States, which stopped the
killings. In any case, this is not
the subject of this letter. The net

result of Milosevic's grand de-

sign is that at present of the six
constituent republics of Yu-
goslavia, there are only two left
in the federation (Serbia and
Montenegro) and I have serious
doubts as to whether Montene-
gro will remain in the federa-

tion after the end of the war.

Let us go back to Kosovo and
examine the validity of Milose-
vic's “sacred rights” to this ter-
rﬂngy* In the official lprnpa-
ganda coming out of Belgrade,
the theory that is propagated
(many Serbs unfortunately
consider it as the Biblical truth)
is that Kosovo is the cradle of
Serb civilisation and that the
Albanians are mere usurpers.
Therefore, the Serbs have a di-
vine right to that land and that
authorises them to get rid of the
two million or so Albano-Koso-
vars. who for generations have

been living there. No such the-
ory has been expounded in Eu-
rope since the holocaust of the
Jews in Nazi Germany. This is
true that the Battle of Kosovo in
1389, in which the Serbian
army was defeated by the invad-
ing Ottoman Turks is a land-
mark in the history of Serb na-
tionalism, because it led to the
subsequent conquest of the
whole of Serbia by the Turks.
This is also true that in the
middle ages a sizeable dis-
placement of the Serb popula-
tion from Kosovo took place as
a result of Ottoman imperial
strategy. Three questions may
be raised now: Can one adopt a
policy of ethnic cleansing based
on events that took place many

winning the propaganda war inside Serbia.

allowed to manage their affairs,

speak their language and recog-
nised as one nF tl?g eight pulitgi-
cal units (Serbia, Croatia,.
Slovenia, Montenegro. Mace-
donia, Bosnia-Herzegovina,
Voivodina and Kosove) with
equal status in the Federal Gov-
ernment. Tito's death in 1980
changed all that. It was Milose-
vic who exploited the already
existing anti-Albanian feelings
among the Serbs to capture
power. In 1989, Milosevic abol-
ished the autonomous status of
the province, put the entire re-
gion under military occupation,
introduced an apartheid sys-
tem, started a vigorous cam-
paign of ethnic cleansing (with
the objective of emptyin

Kosovo of all the inhabitants o
Albanian origin} and revived
the theory of Greater Serbia. We
are painfully aware of what has
haﬁpened since 1989 and what
is happening now. | was afraid
that in Kosovo, Milosevic will

. be allowed to get away with it

again. Luckily under coaxing
from the United States. the

NATO has reacted and started a
bombing campaign in Yu-
goslavia,

If before the start of the
bombing campaign, | watched
the European reactions to the
happenings in the Balkans with
a sense of helplessness and
dismay, now I am absolutely
flabbergasted. Rarely have 1
been a witness to so much dou-
ble talk and hypocrisy. In order
not to bore the reader with too
much detail, | shall deal with
these tugh:s briefly on a point
by point basis.

According to many critics,
the bombing is an illegal act be-
cause it has not been authorised
by the United Nations. They
seem to ignore that a bombing

resolution would always meet

with a Russian veto in the Secu-
rity Council (until and unless
the UN charter is amended).
Does this mean to say that since
no action can be taken without
UN approval, world should
stand by and watch how Milo-
sevic continues with mass
killings, violations and depor-
tations? If that is so, does this
not mean that the interna-
tional community is indirectly
suEpﬂning Milosevic's policy?
“Oh, no", they reply, * what we
should do is to negotiate with
Milosevic". But the reality of
the situatlion is that the western
nations have negotiated long
and hard without any success.
Not many people like war. But if
it is thrust on you, do you have
any option but to fight back?
Unfortunately, war is and has
always been a part of the human
condition. This, I am afraid, is
the only Ianguage people like
Milosevic understand. Actually
I would go so far as to say that if
the West had reacted decisively
against Milosevic in 1989, there
would not be 8o much
bloodletting and suffering in
the Balkans as we are
witnessing today . It could also
have avoided the mass killings
and deportations in Croatia
and Bosnia.

There have been leftist (I al-
ways thought that the left al-
ways fought for justice and hu-
man rights!) demonstrations in
European cities against the
bombings because of civilian
victims and destruction of the
infrastructure in Yugoslavia.
They also say that the bomb-
ings have merely provoked
Milosevic to take further re-
pressive measures against the
Kosovars. 1 think everyone re-
grets civilian deaths and collat-
eral damages. But since when
has it been morally justifiable
and politically correct not to
take any action against a mass
killer of hundreds of thousands
of innocent victims (whose only
“crime” was to have been born
in a different ethnic group) be-

cans (for some it is the empire
of the evil and will remain so
no matter what they do). The

have been accused of having ul}I
terior motives for taking action
against Milosevic. The argu-
ment runs as follows; if the
Americans did not do anything
in Rwanda or Gualemala or
Palestine to stop the killings
and depc-tations there. why
have they ali of a sudden de-
cided to lervene in Europe?
"Well”, soie of them say, "the
answer i3 very simple, they
want to destroy the economic
recovery of Europe and the
Euro.” None of them stops to
think that this has not been a
unilateral action. The US is
only one of the nineteen west-
ern nations (most of them Eu-
rﬂ?ean} of this alliance who
belatedly but finally decided to
do something about the Milose-
vic problem. Some others say,
“the Americans want to inter-
fere in European affairs to
maintain their global hege-

mun}\:“.

These Europeans seem to
forget that the Americans were
invited twice before to
“interfere” in the European
conflicts which engulfed the
whole world. Why were they
welcome then and not now?
Would Europe be what it is today
without the very significant
human and material sacrifices
of the Americans in these two
wars? Even if we admit that the
reason behind US intervention
is to maintain its world leader-
ship position, does it really
matter to the Kosovars? If their
European neighbours could not
take the initiative, they are
only too glad that someone
from across the ocean has come
to save their lives. Again, what
sort of argument is this that
since you did not or could not
come to the aid of the victimns in
other parts of the world you
have no right to help the Koso-
vars ?

The NATO, in my opinion
has committed, at least three
errors. First of all, it seriously
underestimated the level of
Milosevic's insanity and re-
solve, Second. the allies should
have maintained the threat of

round offensive from the very
ginning. Third, given the fact
that public opinion in Yu-
goslavia is completely con-
trolled by Milosevic, the NATO
should have installed powerful
radio and television transmit-
ters in Serbo-Croat language,
close to the Serbian border with
a view to winning the propa-
ganda war inside Serbia. This is
especially true if the NATO (for
whatever reasons) is not pre-
pared to light a ground war in
Kosovo.

There is no doubt that every-
one wants an early end to the
war, but not at any price. It
should not be ended even in the
manner the Bosnian war was
ended. This time the NATO
must ensure that a durable

ace is achieved. We do not

now if and when and under
what conditions the hundreds
of thousands of Kosovo refugees
will be able to go back to their
homes in Kosovo. But one thing
is clear in my mind i.e. if Milo-
sevic is not ousted from power
and if a western democratic sys-
tem is not established in Ser-
bia, he will soon go against the
people of Montenegro because of
their somewhat neutral stand
in this conflict, start another
campaign of ethnic cleansing
against the Hungarians of
Voivodina and the Muslims of
Sandzak. If he is allowed to get
away with it, who knows what
is going to happen in Macedo-
nia. (whose role in this conflict,
to put it mildly, has not been
very clear), where almost thirty
ﬁerr_ent of the population is

uslim. While concluding this
war, the NATO should also bear
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thq Birth of Bangladesh chapter of JN Dixit’s Liberation and
Beyond, the focus is on the broad objectives and

military campaign against Pakistan, and their politi
The author narrates how the successful strate
compartmentalise the Pakistani forces,
capacity led to a decisive victory for

characteristics of the India’s
cal and democratic dimension.
gy to outflank, encircle and
thereby drastically reducing their fighting
the Indian Army and led to the formal birth
of Bangladesh. Also, he relates how India dealt with the foreign policy aspects as
sh's cause and manoeuvred at the United
from the major powers, except the Soviet
immediate political negotiations to end the conflict.

g extracts from the book through exclusive contract
ed (UPL), publisher of its Bangladesh edition.
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Liberation and Beyond .non

War and the Birth of
Bangladesh

A

number of descriptive and analyti;:al books have been
written about the 1971 war between India and Pakistan
which lasted just about a fortnight. These have ranged

from political analyses to military descriptions. While the
commander of Pakistani forces in East Pakistan on 1970-71.

General Niazi, has come out with his account after a
27 years in 1998, his Indian counterpart, Lt. Gener

ap of nearly
J S Aurora,

has yet to give his version of the military campaign. It would not

be appropriate for me to comment on the milita

operations,

because | had no direct involvement in it. [ was on y an indirect

witness to the higher political

governed this campaign. I woul

rocesses and decisions. which
, therefore, focus on the

political

events attendant on this third conflict between India and

Pakistan. and then describe the dramatic events leading to the

formal establishment of Bangladesh as an lndedpendent country.
c

First a summary of the broad objectives an
the military campaign as [ recall them. The

was to give full operational

haracteristics of
primary objective

support to the freedom fighters of

Bangladesh for a decisive defeat of the Pakistan army ensuring
its departure from East Pakistan and the transformation of East
Pakistan into a free regublic of Bangladesh.

A consequential o

jective was to make sure that Pakistan

does not take advantage of the conflict situation to intrude into
Jammu and Kashmir and capture it. Another goal was to counter
as decisively as feasible a possible invasion from Sindh and Pun-

jab leading to Pakistan

acquiring Indian territory in the western

sector. India also proposed to take tactical and procedural politi-
cal initiatives at various important world capitals and at the

United Nations. This was necessary

Lo prevent any bilateral or

broad political move by the international community aimed at
rendering the Indian response to Pakistan abortive. This was cer-
tain to delay the creation of Bangladesh, The higher political di-
rection for military operations to meet these objectives was given
by Prime Minister Indira Gandhi with the assistance of her Prin-
cipal Secretary. P. N. Haksar, and Chairman of the Policy Plan-

ning Committee. D. P. Dhar. Operational and detailed

was given b
shaw. and t

guidance

the then Chief of the Army Staff, General Manek-
e Air and Navy Chiefs, Air Chief Marshal P.C. Lal

and Admiral Nanda, The theatre commander in the eastern sec-
tor was Lt. General Aurora and in the western sector, Lt. General

K P Candeth.

The broad strategy adopted by the Army High Command in the
eastern sector was to bypass the forces which Niazi had concen-
trated al major urban centres all over East Pakistan. The strategy
was that of outflanking, encirclement and compartmentalisation
of the Pakistani forces, drastically reducing their fighting capac-
ity. In the western sector the strategy was one of pre-emptive and

aggressive self-defence.

The strate
fully achieve
sively defeated with India

worked and all the objectives set by India were
. The Pakistani forces in East Pakistan were deci-

taking 93.000 prisoners of war, the
© largest number of soldiers taken

prisoner in world history, and

only comparable with the Russian army capturing the entire
corps of Field Marshal Von Paoli at the battle of St ingrad. The
Pakistani prisoners included all the generals serving in East
Pakistan. On the western front, India pushed back the Pakistani
forces from Jammu and Kashmir from the Rann of Kutch. India
had captured strategic locations in Jammu and Kashmir and
about 5,000 square kilometres of Pakistan territory in southern
Punjab and Sind, when it declared a unilateral ceasefire in the
weslern sector on December 16, 1971. This is the compressed
summary of the military campaign.

It is the political and diplomatic dimension of the campaign
that is of more abiding interest. While the Prime Minister and
Defence Minister Jagjivan Ram dealt with the situation in India
the foreign policy aspects and manoeuvres at the UN were han-
died by India's practical and phlegmatic Foreign Minister, Sardar
Swaran Singh, and Foreign Secretary TN Kaul with the assis-
tance of the Indian Ambassador at the UN Samer Sen.
~As war broke out there were urgent and insistent messages
irom all the major powers asking India to stop military opera-
lions and agree to a ceasefire, and proposing immediate com-
mencement of political negotiations. The Soviet Union was the
only exception. While urging a cessation of the military conflict.
the Soviet Union emphasised that this could be possible only af-
ter Yahya Khan had released Sheikh Mujibur Rahman and
showed meaningful responsiveness to the aspirations of the peo-
ple of East Pakistan. As mentioned in the earlier chapter, con-
sideration of the developments in East Pakistan/ Bangladesh
shifted from the UN General Assembly to the Security Council as
soon as war broke out. Neither India nor Pakistan was a member
of the Security Council in December, 1971. The Council meeting
was summoned procedurally by the President of the Security
Council and the Secretary General of the UN. but, basically, at the
initiative of the US. The main purpose of the Security Council
coming into session was to pass some sor! of a cnl!ecti?:re resolu-
tion mandating India and Pakistan to stop the war and begin a
political discussion. In all 35 statements were made by perma-
nent representatives of the member countries and by India and
Pakistan between December 4 and 21.

Interestingly except for statements by the Polish representa-
tive. most of the statements were made by the American, British,
French, Chinese and Soviet representatives. Of course, state-
ments were also made by India's Ambassador to the UN, Samar
Sen and his Pakistani counterpart, Aga Shahi. The five perma-

- nent members of the Council were represented by very distin-

guished individuals. For the US, it was rge Bush who later be-

came the US President; France was represented by Kosciusko
Morizet, later to become Secretary General of the French Foreign
Ministry; China's spokesman was Huang Hua, a future foreign
minister of his country while Russia and Britain were repre-
sented by Jacob Malik and Sir Collin Crow. respectively. Aga
Shahi eventually took over as Foreign Minister for Pakistan and
Samar Sen, bringing history to full circle, became India’s second
and long serving High Commissioner to Bangladesh. The main
trends in the Security Council discussions were as follows:
Pakistan accused India of deliberately creating a separatist
movement in East Pakistan and giving it open military support.
India’s statements concentrated on the unavoidability of its sup-
port to the liberation struggle of Bangladesh because of political
and socio-economic reasons related to the influx of refugees into
India. The Americans. the French and the British supported by
most non-permanent members of the Security Council tempo-
rised, took an impartial stance, urged an immediate ceasefire and
resumption of a political dialogue. None of these members ad-
dressed the basic cause of the crisis, namely, the non-fulfilment
of the legitimate Enlitical verdict given by the people of
Bangladesh. Even when suggesting a discontinuation of war and
resumption of a political dialogue they were ambiguous and dila-
tory about what the objective of such a dialogue should be. The
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Soviet Union and partially Poland in their statements touched
upon the merits of the issue and the crux of the problem.

About 17 resolutions were introduced in the UN on the
Bangladesh crisis — four in the General Assembly and 13 in the
Security Council — between December 4 and 7. Thirleen more
resolutions were introduced in the Security Council between De-
cember 12 and 21. The resolutions moved by the USA, the USSR
and Poland were the most significant. The US consistently de-
manded an immediate end to all Indo-Pakistan hostilities, called
for an immediate withdrawal of Indian and Pakistani forces
from each other's territories, appealed to both countries to create
an atmosphere conducive to the return of Bangladesh refugees to
their country, and use the Secretary General's good offices lor this
purpose. There was not a single reference to the political aspira-
tions of Bangladesh or the manner in which these should be ful-
filled in any of th US resclutions. The Russian resolutions in
contrast were brief and to the point. These called for a political
settlement in East Pakistan which the USSR believed would au-
tomatically end the military hostilities, and urged Pakistan to
direct its armed forces to stop all violence towards the people of
East Pakistan. The draft resolution introduced by China was
condemnatory of India, and called upon India to withdraw its
armed forces from Pakistani territory. It suggested that all states
should support Pakistan in its just struggle to resist Indian ag-
gression. The other resolutions moved by France, UK, and the
non-permanent members of the Security Council conformed to
the contents of the US resolutions.

T e

ﬁilling spree of

The most significant resolution moved in the Security Council
was one proposed by Poland, (draft resolution No. $-10,453) on
December 14, 1971. The Polish resolution sought the stipulation
on behalf of the Security Council that power would be peacefully
transferred to the lawfully elected representatives of the people of
East Pakistan led by Sheikh Mujibur Rahman, who should be re-
leased immediately. The resolution conditioned a ceasefire on
this. As a follow up, Poland wanted the withdrawal of-Pakistani
arnted forces to pre-set locations in East Pakistan from where
they should be sent back to West Pakistan. The repatriation of
Pakistani forces and West Pakistan civilians and the return of
refugees was to be managed under the supervision of the United
Nations. The resolution suggested that once these conditions were
fulfilled, the Indian forces should immediately withdraw from
Pakistan territory. It also suggested that neither country sl_muld
retain any territory captured by it during the milit conflict.

The Soviet Union, as far as I recall, cast vetoes in favour of In-
dia about seven times between December 4 and 16 against US and

other West-sponsored resolutions.
’ Continued on Sunday...

cause of collateral damages? To

centuries ago? How far back in '

cralic means (not that I support
his method) and followed a pol-
ic% of national unity among
ethnic diversity, Milosevic de-
stroyed national unity by try-
ing to impose the superiority of

history one should go to justify
a current action? Is there an ac-
ceptable limit?

During the days of Tito
(1945- 1980), the Kosovars were

say the least this is hypocrisy
With this rationale no one
should have done anything
against Hitler.

There have also been a lot of

_criticism against the Ameri-

in mind that Tudjman (Croatia)
is anxiously waiting for the
outcome of the conflict to see
whether the West gives him an
opportunity to dismember
Bosnia along ethnic lines.
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' Pak Budget Blinded by Blinkers

by Benazir Bhutto

Pakistan's last financial plan of the millennium reflected Pakistan's Emhuppy pu.st, an inability
to grasp that dole outs will not do nor fudging of the figures. What Pakistan needs is to grasp that
the Cold War is over and with it the days of lavish Western subsidized expenditure.

N June 12, 1999, the
Oregime led by Nawaz
Sharif announeed
Pakistan's budget. Despite the
sound of artillery guns
thundering in the background
as fighting in the Kashmir area
continued, the nation was in-
formed that there was no need
for any fresh laxes.

The people of Pakistan took
this witﬁea pinch of salt. Last
year, against the backdrop of
six nuclear detonations and the
imposition of sanctions, the
Nawaz regime had announced a
tax-free budpget. [t was after this
deceptive announcement, that a
series of harsh taxes were im-
posed. That the regime failed to
collect the new taxes it imposed
is another matter [revenues col-
lection remain frozen at the
PPP level of Rs300 billion).

Three vears into its term, the
Nawaz regime is clueless about
the country's economic direc-
tion. Even as Indian soldiers
pound at Pakistani positions,
Pakistan has cut its defence
budget in real terms. Such a
large chunk goes into the debts
the regime has piled up, that it
can do very little else. Total

I _debt now accounts for one hun-

dred per cent of GDP, up double
from three years back. Even
seizing the foreign currency de-
posits of Pakistanis has had lit-
tle effect on the balance of
payments.

The priorities of this cash-
strap nation appear skewed.
Instead of poverty alleviation

rogrammes, billions of rupees
Eave been earmarked for build-
ing yet another costly motor-
way in a country where people
can hardly afford bread leave
alone cars. The critics of the
PML call it kickback eco-

nomics.

-

To keep itself intact in a
country where every twelve
hours a person commits suicide
because he can no longer afford
to live, !ullipnFs are to be given
out in the form of housing
loans. Comparable to its early
programme of handing out
cabs, the state funds the pur-
chase through patruna%f. The
loans are never paid back. The
debt piles up. Cronies of the
regime receive their cut of the
import of cabs or the chase
of material for the housing.
Kickback economics.

Foreign investment, which

had risen to 22 per cent of GDP
under the previous market-
friendly government, has fallen
by one third. The purchasing
ower of ordinary Pakistanis
as fallen with it. Today.
bazaars and businesses no
longer hum with activity. The
stock market, which boasted 15
new issues yearly under the
People's Party Government,
failed to re%rlster a single new
issue in the last year.
A deep recession has brought
loom to this country of one
gundr&d and forty million peo-
ple. A gloom which can only in-
crease in light of the figures re-
leased for manufacturing, im-
port, foreign trade and com-

modities.

The budget sweetener has
been reserved for cabinet min-
isters. The Accountability
Chief, who runs a car import
business, will benefit from tax
breaks in the motor sector.
small-scale business people
who run petrol pumps and
travel agencies will have to
tighten their belts.

Unable to please the interna-
tional financial institutions
.and the people at the same

“time. the regime decided to run

with the hare and hunt with t*=
hounds. To do that, it presented
a "Budget” without the structure
of expenditure. Matters pertain-
ing to poverty alleviation were
dﬂ%ﬂﬁfd to. In a country where
nearly 50 per cent of the popu-
lation is under the age of 15, the
question of illiteracy was
brushed under the carpet.

Pakistan's last financial
lan of the millennium re-
ected Pakistan's unhappy

past, an inability to grasp that
dole outs will not do nor fudg-
ing of the figures. What Pak-
istan needs is to grasp that the
Cold War is over and with it the
days of lavish Western subsi-
dized expenditure.

Progress can and will come
when the blinkers are taken off.
Blinkers that blind the leader-
ship to the reality that markets,
not conflicts, can take the
country into the future with
pride, hope and dignity.
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