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Was Postponemt of Saarc Summit Justified?

the seven-member South

Asian Association for
Regional Cooperation (SAARC)
has been stponed at the
request of India on the plea of
army takeover in Pakistan and
an apprehension of
destabilisation of regional
situation vis-a-vis the
declaration and objective of the
association. The summit -- an
annual extravaganza was to be
held in Kathmandu from
November 26-28.

The SAARC was said to be
the brainchild of General Ziaur
Rahman, the late president of
Bangladesh. Indira Gandhi, the
then prime minister of India,
not only gave it a go-ahead sig-
nal but also inaugurated the
first official meeting of the for-
eign ministers of the member-
countries in New Delhi in
August 1983. The Declaration
orl ‘rgﬁtonat ::nnJJeratiun' was
adopted there and its Integrated
Frmi,'ramme of Action was for-
mally launched. In her inaugu-
ral speech Indira Gandhi had
stated: "We seven, who are

THE scheduled summit of

in Bangladesh. Neither did it

India has not done justice to the regional association by asking to postpone its
Kathmandu summit, says Mansoor Mamoon

gathered here, are close geo-
graphical neighbours. The same
rrlllonuuun governs our lllrvet':l We
share experiences, ations,
challenges. A.lthuug?lsp there are
similarities, we are different.
Each country has its individual
personality, distinctive percep-
tion and erent political sys-’
tem” st 1, 195].

India admitted that SAARC
is very much possible notwith-
standing different political sys-
tems among its seven compo-
nent countries. SAARC offi-
cially began its journey
through its first summit in
Dhaka in December 1985 with
General Ershad holding
in Bangladesh. The then flndian
Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi
represented his country at the
sumimit.

On both occasions India did
not raise the issue of rule

time, was under

articipation of
General Ziaul ue, who was
then in power in Pakistan and
with whom India was also at
loggerheads. Nepal, at that
e Panchayet
System or guided democracy
with the King in full control of
governance. Bhutan was and
still is med by monarchy in
recent fimes the monarch has,
however, assumed a somewhat
benevolent role but the
Himalatyan Sangri La is still far
from a Lalnlgﬁl emocratic plu-
ralism. Yet India ap ed nei-
ther least pertu at the au-
tocratic rule nor showed an iota
of concern at the lack of ab-
sence of democratic polity and
plurality in Its immediate
neighbours.

t also did not raise the bo-
gey of regionally conflicting sit-
uation. There {8 also no prece-
dence pf postponing SAARC -

object to the

summit in the past due to the
opposition of any member-
country. The postponement at
the behest of India is very much
against the set objective and
rinciples as enunciated in the
AARC charter. The objective of
SAARC states, in clear terms:
“Regional cooperation shall be
based on respect for the princi-
ples of sover uality, terri-
torial integrity, political inde-
pendence, non-interference in
the internal affairs of other
states and mutual benefit.”

India has, therefore, flouted
the spirit of SAARC delvin
in the internal affairs o
Pakistan raising objection to
the recent change of guards in
Islamabad.

In the SAARC charter de-
vised first at
Conference of the Council of
Foreign Ministers on August 1,
1983; and subsequently

the Delhi .

ori1 Lanka Looks to India for New Dates

- R

Rl Lanka is looking to
S India to propose fresh

dates for convening the
summit of the heads of seven
South Asian countries that has
been deferred indefinitely, the
foreign minister, Mr
Lakshman Kadirgamar said.

The annual summit of the
South Asian Association for
Regional Cooperation (SAARC)
was to be hosted by Nepal from
November 26-28, but the meet-
ing was deferred on Saturday at
India’s behest. India sought a
postponement after the mili-
tary took over the reigns in
Pakistan.

SAARC is unable to decide
on the future course of action,
the state-owned Daily News
sald, quoting the foreign minis-
ter. "We are not able to stop the
move to postpone the summit,”
Mr Kadirgamar said. “The
problem at the moment is to
determine what to do next."

The Indian minister of state
for external affairs, Mr Ajit
Kumar Panja, who was in

Colombo last week to attend the
funeral of a senior minister,
had met Mr Kadirgamar to ex-
press New Delhi's position. "He
said they cannot sit down with
Pakistan at this moment,” Mr
Kadirgamar has been quoted as
saying.

The Kathmandu summit
would have brought Pakistan'’s
new Chief Executive, Gen
Pervez Musharraf, and Indian
Premier, Atal Behari Vajpayee,
face to face for the first time.
Pakistan has described the de-
ferral of the summit as a viola-
tion of the SAARC charter,

Sri Lanka, which currently
chairs the regional grouping,
announced that the meeting
had been put off indefinitely,
stating that provisions under
the SAARC charter did not al-
low for the summit to  take

lace as planned. "According to
AARC principles, all coun-
tries must participate in the
summit. If one party decides
not to come, we cannot go

ahead,” the foreign minister
said.

Though the SAARC chair-
erson, Ms Chapdrika
umaratunga, had earlier said

that the summit would not be

deferred, Sri Lanka agreed to

India’s request at a time when
President Kumaratunga is seek-
ing a second term in office at
next month's presidential
polls. -

In the past too, disagree-
ments between SAARC's two
large members, India and
Pakistan, have effectively side-
lined several key issues con-
cerning the region. Some
smaller states have frequently
expressed frustration at this
trend, saying lhcﬁ are fre-
quently reduced to being mere
bystanders.

In March this year, differ-
ences between Pakistan and
India dominated proceedings of
the SAARC Council of
Ministers meeting held in Sri
Lanka’s hill capital, Nuwara
Eliyva. The meeting's agenda

anjitha Balasubramanyam writes from Colombo

could move forward only after
Pakistan's then foreign minis-
ter, Mr Sartaj Aziz, and his
Indian counterpart, Mr
Jaswant Singh. thrashed out
differences and jointly an-
nounced various confidence-

bui measures to be imple-
ittt

In its 14-year-long exis-
tence, SAARC's annual sum-
mits have been cancelled on
two prior occasions in 1990 and
1992, owing to strained rela-
tions between its two large
member-nations.

The regional grouping
brings together Bangladesh,
Bhutan, India, the Maldives,
Nepal, Pakistan and Sri Lanka.
The Kathmandu summit was
set to address important social
and economic issues, including
implementation of a free trade
arrangement between member
states.

Courtesy: The Dawn of
Pakistan.

‘adopted at the first summit in

Dhaka stipulated that “the

heads of state and governments

shall meet once a year or more
often as and when considered
necessa by the member
states”. rg'o far the SAARC has
not missed a single summit.
The '92 summit, held in Dhaka,
was delayed.

SAARC principles further
state, “Decisions at all levels
should be taken on the basis of
unanimity” and "bilateral and
contentious issues shall be ex-
cluded from deliberations”.

The postponement of this
year's summit was not decided
unanimously but was thrust
upon by New Deli which, con-
trary to the principles of the as-
sociation, has raised bilateral
and contentious issues to pre-
vent the holding of the summit.

SAARC was designed as a
forum of collective cooperation
on South Asian regional plank.
The idea was to bring the
member-states closer together
and mruu&h putting economic
issues on the top of the agenda
l:n.l.r{1 the political hatchets that
might be standing as a stum-
bling block on the regional cho-
sen. The priority before SAARC
was to ameliorate the condition
of over one billion people inhab-
Itatin% the region with nearly
half of them bracketed as li
below the poverty line. Sout
Asia widely regarded as the
Iarglest poverty pocket in the
world was a region without re-

onalism for over two decades

fore the inception of SAARC.
Albeit slow progress, the asso-
clation has made certain com-
mendable dpru ess, especially
in the fields of trade and com-
merce through evolving and
adopting £ A (South Asian
Preferential trading arrange-
ment) and SAFTA (South Asian
Free Trade reement). But
through its belligerent attitude
to s Pakistan, India appears
to have put a brake on the on-
ward march. .

When SAARC was conceived
it was agreed that India will not
dominate the grouping and
would follow the example of
Indonesia in respect of ASEAN
(Association of South East

_Asian Nations). Despite army

rule, Myanmar was accepted in
the fold of ASEAN.

Indo-Pak conflict has bedev-
illed the smooth safling of

SAARC in the past also. But
that has not sop holding of
the summit in the past. S

time, however, it has created an
im . The new military ruler
in Pakistan immediately after
takeover pulled out troops from
the common borders of the two
countries by way of de-escala-
tion and had proposed dialogue
to diffuse tension. India doesn't
seems to reciprocate in the
same vein. In so doing it has
placed its own interest above
regional interest. In the final
analysis it will not auger well
for SAARC.,

Pakistan has reacted Y
to this decision. Pakistan’'s for-
eign minister Sattar has said
this decision will have wider
ramifications at both regional
and international levels. The fu-
ture of SAARC is, therefore,
fraught with danger. The asso-
ciation t well become the
casualty of Indo-Pak rivalry and
conflict resulting in further es-
calation of tension between
these two Erincipal actors of
SAARC with its concomitant
fallout spreading in the region.

SAARC could have acted as a
safety valve and should have
been used profitably to bring
both India and Pakistan on one
platform. And through in-
creased economic cooperation
the member-states can hope to

rosper collectively and leave

ehind their political differ-
ences. This was the essence
and spirit of SAARC.

India has unfortunately
caused the derailment of the lo-
comotive of South Asian band-
wagon of cooperation albeit for
the time-being. It will take time
to repair the track and start the
journey afresh. In the mean-
time, SAARC is bound to re-
main in limbo with the s of
more animosity between India
and Pakistan. Rest of the five
countries cannot afford to bask
in indifference in such a per-
ilous and acrimonious situation
in the region.

The writer, a SAARC gold
medallist, is a former Research
Fellow of the Institute of South-

east Asian Studies, Singapore
and the Commonweal'th
Foundation. 1

A Fixed Term for the Lok Sabha?

to the joint sitting of the
two Houses of Parliament on
October 25, said the government
would examine replacing the
present system of no-confidence
motion with one of constructive
vole of no-confidence and a
[ixed term for the Lok Sabha
and Vidhan Sabhas, in order to

revent political instability,
oth at the Centre and in the
States.

The National Democratic

Alliance had in its election
manifesto promised measures
for ensuring a fixed term (five
vears] for all electoral bodies
including legislatures. The NDA
having won the election, the
Government promptly included
this item in tﬁc President’s ad-
dress. The sole beneficiary of a
fixed term without any possi-
bility of dissolution of the
Lower House will be the ruling
coalition {tself.

The Law mission of In-
dia, in its 170" report submit-
ted in May, recommended in-
serting a new rule. In terms of
the rule, once a no-confidence
motion is voted upon, no fresh
motion expressing want of con-
tidence in the Council of Minis-
ters shall be permitted to be
moved for two years and a mo-
tion of no-conlidence shall be
accompanied by a separate mo-
tion expressing confidence in
another leader and both the
motions shall be discussed and
voted upon simultaneously. Un-
less the motion expressing ¢on-
fidence in another leader is
passed by a majority, the no-
confidence motion shall not be
given ellect to, even if it is
passed by a majority. The Law
Commission, however, did not
recommend a fixed term for the

i
LE

HE President, K. R.
Narayanan, in his address

Lok Sabha and the Vidhan
Sabhas.

The essence of parliamen-
tary democracy is accountabil-
ity of the Government to the
Lower House which comprises
directly-elected r:rrcsentauves
of the people. Article 75(3) of the
Constitution mandates that the
Council of Ministers be collec-
tiw:lﬁ responsible to the House
of the People. Alladi Krish-
naswamy lyer pointed out in
the Constituent Assembly that
the Council of Ministers would
be answerable to the House in
regard to the Budget, all legisla-
tion and, indeed, for every mat-
ter connected with the adminis-
tration of the country. The im-
plication of collective respon-
sibility is that the Council of
Ministers can continue in office
only so long as it enjoys the
confidence of the Lok Sabha.
After the House has expressed
lack of confidence by adopting a
motion, the Council cannot
continue except as a caretaker
Government. The NDA pro-
posal raises two questions: (i)
whether parliamen democ-
racy is part of the basic struc-
ture of the Constitution? and
(ii) if so. whether the Constitu-
tion permits a fixed term for the
Lok Sabha and the Vidhan
Sabhas? In the Kesavananda
Bharati vs. the State of Kerala
case, the Supreme Court did not
exhaustively lay down -what
constituted the basic structure
but some judges gave a few illis-
trations of basic features which
cannot be amended or abro-

reality, says P.P. Rao

gated even by an amendment
made under Article 368. While
all of them considered democ-
racy a basic feature, Mr. Justice
P. Jaganmohan Reddy, clarified
that parliamentary democracy
was part of the basic structure.
Mr. N. A. Palkhivala, who had
argued for the theory of basic
structure in the Kesavananda
Bharati case, himself suggested
to the court a set of basic fea-
tures which included the par-
liamentary form of pgovern-
ment. Commenting on the
judgment, the former Chief

Justice, Mr. K. Subba Rao, said

“‘responsible government
through parliamentary execu-
tive” was part of the basic struc-
ture of the Constitution. Re-
cently, in the P. V. Narasimha
Rao vs. State (CBI) case (1998],
Mr. Justice S. C. Agrawal, who
presided over a Bench, categori-
cally said parliamentary
democracy was part of the basic
structure of the Constitution.
The principle of collective re-
sponsibility of the Council of
Ministers to the Lower House
being indispensable to parlia-
menm_lljy de,mnﬂrail})'. which is a
basic feature of the Constitu-
tion, it will be difficult to
amend the Constitution so as to
di:u away with this basic princi-
e.
P When a majority of MPs or
MLAs ress no- confidence in
the Council of Ministers with-
out expressing confidence in
another leader, the inference is
that they have decided to appeal
to the people to install a new

government after a fresh elec-
tion, This right of the House to
go to the people and the power of
the people to elect a new House
and, through the new House, to
replace the existing Council of
Ministers cannot be taken
away. A fixed term of five years
without any provision for dis-

solution can lead to dictator-
ship with the continuance of an
unpopular government. Democ-
racy and dictatorship cannot
co-exist. The provision for dis-
solution of the House is a safetfv
valve in the Constitution. It
imparts a sense of responsibil-

ity to the Ministers as well as
MPs. Without the power to ad-

vise the dissolution of the
House no Prime Minister can
function effectively. Prof. M.P.

Jain says: “Dissolution has
been characterised as a “big
stick” which the government
wields to keep its majority in
the House intact. The power can
also be used to discipline the
Opposition. In a multi-party
system when parliamentary
government is unstable, suc-

cessive dissolutions of Lok
Sabha may help in consolida-
tion of parties and ultimate
evolution of fewer parties by
eliminating the lesser ones.”
The representatives of the peo-

ple must have the basic right to
throw out a government which
has forfeited their confidence.

A fixed term will be against the
scheme of our Constitution.
Such an amendment will be
vulnerable to challenge on the
ground of violation of its basic

What the people in India need is agood, cleﬁﬁ, efficient and responsible
government which can translate the'dféams of the Constitution-makers into * '

structure. The Law Commis-
sion’s proposal does not have
the effect of allowing the House
to continue for the full term. It
does not prevent a Prime Minis-
ter, who has won the confidence
of the House. from advising the
President to dissolve it when he
finds that the parties support-
ing him are not allowing the
government to function effec-
tively as a cohesive team or
when he finds that the minis-
ters are all corrupt and uncon-
trollable, each enjoying the
support of a sizeable section of
MPs. Therefore, to equate the
Commission recommendation
with the proposal to have a
fixed term of five years for the
Lok Sabha or the Assemblies
will not be correct. :
The object of the Commis-
sion in recommending an em-
bargo on frequent no-confi-
dence motions and that only
one motion be permitted within
a span of two years in under-
standable. However, having re-
gard to the important Constitu-
tional functions entrusted to
Parliament and the Assemblies,
the stipulated gap of two years

between one no-confidenze
motion and the next appears
too long. Parliament cannot be
equated with a panchayat
samiti or a zilla parishad where
such a provision will have a
salutary effect. A one-year gap
between two successive na-
confidence motions may be
more appropriate. What the
people need is a good, clean,
efficient and responsible gov-

ernment which can’translate

he dreams of the Constitution-
akers into reality; not some
hotch-potch government,
somehow continuing in office
for five years. The cost of allow-
ing an intolerable government
to remain in power will bhe
much more to the country than
the cost of a mid-term election
to the Lok Sabha. Collective re-
sponsibility of the Cabinet to
e House means accountability
to the people. Such a vital prin-
ciple cannot be given the go-hy
in a democratic set-up. The elec-

‘torate cannot be denuded of its

basic right to install a better
government at any point of
time, dislodging the one that
might have outlived its utility.
In the prevailing atmosphere of
institutionalised corruption,
criminalised politics and caste
and community-based policies,
no government can be allowed
to continue in office against the
interests and will of the people.

The desire to avoid frequent
mid-term elections should not
result in their suffering an un-
desirable government for five
years at a stretch. The remedy
ought not to be worse than the
disease. Political stability con-
ducive to development and
rapid socio-economic progress
of the nation are the need of the
hour, and not stability cf a tac-
tical power-sharing arrange-
ment among a large number of
parties based on compromises,
:xpe%;:ncy and aslel:ctnral strat-
egy. The proposal is anti- le
and ill-a vislgd. e

The writer is a senior advocate
and former president of the
Supreme Court Bar Associa-
tion, India.

Courtesy: The Hindu of India.

Albatross around Pakistan's Neck

AR too many issues of

principle and fact are

involved in the post-Oct 12
situation and there is very little
agreement on any of these.
Indeed, one has to discuss
elementary things like the
criteria by which to judge these
matters, especially the role of
the army in the national af-
fairs.

A majority agrees that fre-
quent military takeovers are
undesirable and are to be
avoided. In the short run, how-
ever, the die has been cast: a
takeover has actually taken

lace. It will inevitably have
ar-reaching consequences,
many of them adverse in the
short run. But the generals
moved in to oust Nawaz Sharif
for strictly short-term reasons
in the context of an on-goi
struggle between two ccntn:alzz%
power and influence.

The third democratic order
— the first being 1947 to 1958,
the second from 1971 to 1977
and the third from 1986 to 1999
— having ended, one can only
make pleas to the only cogniz-
able authority in the land —
Gen. Parvez Musharraf, the
Chief Executive of the present
set-up — about the ad-
verse fallout, The larger and

M.B. Naqvi writes on some home truths for the new set-up in Pakistan

historical consequences of Oc-
tober 12 change being profound,
the importance of astute and
thoughtful handling of political
matters by the generals needs to
be underscored. The state of the
republic being what it is in all
sectors — law and order, peo-
ple’s directionlessness and dis-
illusionment, dominance of re-
ligious, sectarian and ethno-
linguistic particularisms, not
to mention the near collapse of
the economy — keeping the citi-
zens in susll_:lmuc for long about
the future has to be avoided. If
this takeover by the army is not
to lead to something much
worse, the army has to observe
restraint and circumspection in
deciding on the course for the
future.

The most unexceptionable
part of Gen Mush s Oct 12

speech was his Prnmlsc: not to

curtail the om of expres-
sion and of the press. It is only
through this fundamental free-
dom that a dispirited, confused
and directionless people. often
moving in sorry circles, can be
expected eventually to work out
sensible proposals and con-
structive ideas. The only re-

deeming feature of the recent
past was the ability of the press
to reflect diverse opinions,
good, bad and indifferent. That
provided a forum through
which some kind of a consensus
could have been arrived at, if
only political elements were

left free to debate and discuss
issues.

3 Pakistanis are under ex-

trao pressures. Needless
to say, how difficult India-Pak-
istan relations are, especially
after the May 1998 nuclear ex-
losions and the Kargil affair.
ey have the albatross of
Afghanistan tied around their
necks. Superficially it was a
famous victory; Pakistan has
in fact acquired a most influen-
tial position in Afghanistan.
But that carried a price tag.
More to the point, a tricky situ-
ation was created after the
Americans had served on Tal-
iban an ultimatum to hand over
Osama bin Laden. Pressure is
on Pekistan to ensure that the
Taliban do that.

It is a serious matter and it is
easily understandable why the
CE had to put aside other
pressing matters and visit

Saudi Arabia and the UAE, the
other two states, besides Pak-
istan, that have recognized the
Taliban regime. It is now clear
that the present Afghan situa-
tion is untenable and a satisfac-
tory solution of Afghanistan
problem is vital for Pakistan.
Where the freedom of expres-
sion is concerned, the new gov-
ernment and the CE have to
guard against siren songs that
can be expected from many an
interested party. They would be
told that it is easy to manipu-
late popular opininn and sup-
port by cleverly guiding tlgl:
media and making the top gen-
eral a popular figure pitching in
to do great and good things. As
the history of martial laws
shows, treading this primrose
path leads to much trouble — for
the as well as the man on
the horseback. This is in fact a
most mischievous advice that
‘men of ence’ would ren-
der the CE. All anyone can sa
is: look where had suc
‘advisers’ taken Ayub Khan.
Remember the propaganda
of the controlled democracy in
the 1950s by President Iskander
Mirza and his sycophants.

What happened to him? Re-
member the basic democracy of
Ayub Khan and the sustained,
regimented propaganda blitz
about ‘national reconstruction’,
basic democracy and the
‘decade of development’ by ex-
perts like Qudratullah Shahab
and Altaf Gauhar. There were
many reasons why Ayub Khan
had ten years of a more or less
secure rule. But the prop da
itself backfired: those who lived
through the po(fular agitation
of late 1968 and 1969 will tes-
tify that it was a veritable re-
volt t the much venerated
and ever-projected dictator and
he had to make a sorry sight of
himself. One also remembers
how humiliated and reviled
Gen. Agha Muhammad Yahya
Khan was after his East -
istan misadventure.

Pakistanis have had the ex-
perience of a civilian authori-
tarian who made use of the fa-
cade of d : Zulfikar Ali
Bhutto. No one could have
started his rule with greater ad-
vantages than Bhutto did. And

t six years down the road and
e faced a raging and tearing
popular campaign. His regi-

mentation of the press and its
obedient projection of his
‘achievements’ marked a quan-
tum jump on what all his e
cessors had done. He sufiered a
tragic fate at the nands of his
own protege. The last military
dictator, Gen. Zia. tried to outdo
all his predecessors in control-
ling the press. And control he
did. But, apart from the MRD
movement and its so uel,
he had on his hands a most dif-
ficult situation politically.,

In the immediately preced-
in% democratic experiment —
delective and corruption-laden
as it was — the saving grace was
the free press that made its

resence felt in spite of Mian

awaz Sharif and Mushahid
Hussain's attempts — some of
them incredibly crude and
abrasive — to intimidate it.

+ Gen. Musharraf has given
three statements: he
favours a free press and indeed
has gone on to add that he
woiild like to see private radio
stations and TV channels. Sec-
ondly, the economy has to be
given top priority.

Courtesy: The Dawn of
Pakistan.

N on 12 October 1999
General Pervez Musha-
rraf of Pakistan took

The Man on
Horseback

General Musharraf in Pakistan may
not be in his hurry, but can he chart
a course of what his predecessors

e
L

over as the country's new
maslter, it reminded of an old
fashioned world where the ba-
ton-waving military brass
wielded power over political sa-
vants.

Not long ago, the great na-
tional liberation leaders of the
decolonised states were over-
whelmed by an inexorable wave
of military takeover and with
their ignominous record of
failures they yielded ground 'to
the generals. By the middle of
sixties a third of the world's

1 states came under military rule.

In spite of their dazzles and
fury, for a period, they gradu-
ally disappeared from the scene
leaving Hrhind“.the seats of

| power’ citas"éned. for the civil-

Jans. - _

~Yet there 'is something
talgic about military rule in
Pakistan — a country of coup
culture. Except in 1951 all coups
in Pakistan were successful
with the people's spontaneous
support. We were told by
Mushahid Hussain, the re-
doubtable information minis-
ter of Sharif government that
the 'fool's should have learnt
from Pakistan how to stage a
cuuﬁ’. In a discussion meeting
in the fall of 1991 in Dhaka he
was commenting in zest on the
failed coup of communist hard-
liners in Soviet Union a few
days earlier. It is not thus sur-
prising that General Musharraf
enjoys wide Eubllc support for
his action, whether it was right
or wrong,

It was indeed a spectacle
many would relish to recall in
Pakistan. A trimmed six footer
in his ceremonial regalia Ayub
Khan, the country's first mili-
tary ruler made an instant im-
Fressiun on his people craving
or such a halo-ed figure against
the backdrop of a motley collec-
tion of squabbling politicians.
Ever since he strutted on the
country's political centre stage
almost like a monarch without
any one raising finger against
his authority till his disastrous
Indo-Pak war in 1965.

He hobnobbed with the West
to splash the country with US
military hardware, infuse mas-
sive foreign investment to the
country's economy and run
Pakistan on capitalistic road to
reap immediate dividend. The
country received the touches of
modernisations, shiny auto-
mobiles and a measure of sol-
vency under Ayub. It is a differ-
ent thing that he bungled it all
at the end.

It was however General Ziaul
Huq who came closest to the
role model most Pakistanis
were willing to approve. Unlike
Ayub he adhered to an ideology
of sort and left a legacy that
still persists. At home he gave
Pakistan a disciplined internal
order, zealously safeguarded the
nation’s security interests ex-
ternally and was widely
mourned after his death. Ayub
was in a way hounded out but
for Zia it was: "Home the
brought the warrior dead”. Bo
are remembered in Pakistan
with a bit of nostalgia.

Can General Musharraf re-
live the days of any of them or
he will opt for something dif-
ferent? ile people are still
trying to size up the general and
fathom his intention the more
ﬁertinent question is whether

e can sail his archaic ship
against the current of an uni-
versal democratic trend.
Musharraf's initial gestures, it
seems, have been able to assuage
the anxiety of the international
community whose sharp
reactions to Pakistan's
turnabout were obvious, But
those reactions are getting
gradually muted.

After early hesitation and
some disappointments at the
democracy's setback, the
Americans who matter most for
Pakistan, seem to have swun
quite firmly behin
Musharraf's regime dispute
making public protestations

envisioned? asks M

nos-

Abdul Hafiz

=
et

that the coup

was not a
'‘business as usual'. America's
strategic interests have quickly
outweighed her displeasure at

the toppling of Pakistan's
elected government. Despite
what all happened in Pakistan,
sald Karl Inderfurth, US
Assistant Secret of States
f?]r Sml;th Asia: "We have no
choice but to sta ed" with
it and “cannot i:lnkgafwa}r be-
cause Pakistan is important.”
At a press briefing after the
coup William Milam, the US
Ambassador to Pakistan de-
scribed Musharraf as a man of
rectitude, sincerity and patrio-
tism and seemed prepared to
give new regime the time to

rove its ability to turn

akistan around. After having
seciired the US’ blessings
Pakistan's worries are substan-
tially reduced with regard to her

“subsequent handling of IMF

and World Bank on whom the
country would be dependent for
some time,

Happilg for Musharraf,
Saudi Arabia, Pakistan's tradi-
tional patron has also made
supportive noises. With the
United States which is at the
worst lukewarm in its criticism
of Pakistan's military takeover
and the oil-rich gulf states ap-
parently behind him, General
Musharraf can now afford to
shrug off stray criticism includ-
ing that from lncreasingll_}lr
marginalised Britis
Commonwealth. The harshest
response has so far been from
the Commonwealth which has
suspended Pakistan from its
forthcoming meeting in
Durban. But Pakistan's new
rulers remain unnerved and
mﬁ,‘jﬂ to give its delegation a
timeiframe for the restriction of
demucracg.

After having secured both
his domestic and external
front, what the Pakistan's new
strongman is now up to? Who
will he be like? An Ayub Khan
— whose charisma he doesn't
have? As a Muhajir he does not
have Ayub's built in advantage.
A Ziaul Hug whose dogma and
puritanism doesn't posses?
Which way will he propel
Pakistan? Modern secular
statehood as suggested by his
inclination for Kamal Ataturk?
Or a Talibanisation of Pakistan
as suggested by his use of
Afghan Mujahideen in Kargil
operation? Can he chart a
course for Pakistan indepen-
dent of what his predecessors
envision? This is a complex set
of questions which needs to be
assured to understand equally
complex persona of General
Musharral.

But one thing has become
absolutely clear: his setting is
for a long haul. He has persis-
tently avoided giving a time

frame for return to a dtmg-
cratic order in Pakistan. In the

meantime he is digging deep
and has undertaken projects
like those of the country's ecn-
nomic rehabilitation, weeding
out corruption and ensuring ac-
countability which all are un-
suited for a transitional gov-
ernment. Few commentators
have many illusions that
things could change fast and as
a result the regime is likely to
be inextricably involved in an
exercise that would take years.
Also remperamentally,
Musharraf does not seem to he
in a hurry.

Whatever may be the dura-
tion of the military's honey-
moon with the public in
Pakistan the crucial question
still remains: can Musharraf
deliver? Is a commando soldier
of Musharraf's artillery back-
ground in any way equal to the
task of restructuring a polity?
Can he put on rail the country’s
ravaged economy? Can he after
all, restore the nation's confi-
dence in its destiny? There is
already a National Security
Council — an experts' body in
place to advise and assist the
general to run the show. But ul-
timately it is the general's own
ingenuity, style and judgments
that will make the dillerence.




