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Fate of the South Asians is still decided by the ruling elite, who always have belittled them,
explains Mansoor Mamoon

the new millennium over

the West Central Pacific
atolls of Kiribati is likely to
take some four hours to radiate
South Asia, which, however,
may find to its utter dismay
that its components still largely
remain laggards in all respects

THE firc® vays of the dawn of

compared to the revolutionary
changes sweeping not only its

immediate nelghbourhood, but
also the world at large. The

region is yet to come out with
bold stride from the quagmire
of endemic poverty,
inter-state rivalry and distrust,
mass

intense

illiteracy, widespread
disparity between income
groups. and between urban and
rural areas, yawning gap in
technological innovation and
crisis in leadership, resulting
in instability, anarchy and
indiscipline with fledgling
facade of democracy remaining
continually fragile, South Asia
could not avail itself of the
ground-breaking opportunities
of the last hundred.

The last thousand years wit-
nessed unprecedented turbu-
iciice, upheavals and violent
convulsions in South Asia with
the exception, to some extent, of
the Himalayan Shangri La of
Nepal and Bhutan. In the rest of
the region, however, there had
been series of invasions, con-
quests, disintegration of em-
pires and kingdoms and colo-
nialism in its extreme form.
Finally, came the long-cher-
ished independence. First to be
free had been the jewel in the
British crown of hegemony --
the subcontinent with the tryst
with its destiny in the form of
two independent states -- India
and Pakistan -- based not on
geographical contiguity, but
purely on religious considera-
tions and then Sri Lanka ignor-
ing its ethnic divide. The
British shrewdly had sown the
seeds of discontent and distifust
which proved to be so disas-
trous and deep-rooted that their
legacies still bedevil inter-state
and intra-state relations caus-
ing huge wastage of scarce re-
sources which could have been
otherwise fruitfully and pro-
ductively utilised for changing
the lots of the teeming millions.

The emergence of
Bangladesh through a war of

liberation in 1971 proved be-
yond any shadow of doubt that

religion alone cannot be the °

sole basis of nationhood. A
South Asian analyst has thus
aptly diagnosed the ailments
that characterise South Asia:
“the imposition of alien politi-
cal philosophies and structures
without any political roots on a
divided society often creates
internal political strife that of-
ten spills across contrived fron-
tiers and develop into regional
and international conflicts.
The ruling elite of South Asia
foday. be r:wi1~mﬂitarfv oli-
garchs or party political
demigods, are the new Brah-
mins., National resources are at
the disposal of their presence of
privilege and authority, syn-
onymous with the sanctity of
the state.”

As a result, with the dawn of
the new millennium, South
Asia presents the biggest para-
dox and starkest irony in the
contemporary history. It is a
region appropriately described
as symbolising ‘poverty of plen-
ty'. Albeit with all its ingredi-
ents and resources, South Asia
is now the world's most promi-
nent poverty pocket compara-
ble only with East Africa
(SAHEL region). With a com-
bined population of nearly 1300
millions South Asia has the
collective economic strength of
a mega-market, bigger than EU,
ASEAN and NAFTA. The coun-
tries in the region have a vast
pool of world class scientists,
experts, engineers and techni-
cians. With nearly 25 per cent of
the world's fossil fuel deposit,
abundant mineral ores. over
250 million hectares of farm-
land, nearly 90 million
hectares of forest, 460 million
cubic kilometers of renewable
water resources, South Asia
should have been a serious
g:]aytr in the global economy.

uth Asia is also the citadel of
three ancient civilizations --
the Buddhist, the Hindu and the
Muslims - with their reach cul-
tural heritage which are de-
pendable inputs for in-built re-
silience and inner sirength to
adequately meet the develop-
ment challenges.

In fact, eminent economists
like Hollis Chenery and Rosen-
stein predicted in late-50s and

early-60s that South Asia had
the potentials to grow much
faster than South East Asia and
East Asia. But unfortunately
that was not to be. In reality the
reverse has taken place. While
East Asia and South East Asia
have developed with galloping
speed and have braved the re-
cent slumps, South Asia has
been progressively reduced into
an ‘aid narcotic’ and ‘arms-ad-
dict” region. To the donors the
region resembles a veritable
black hole. Whatever is poured
into it simplf evaporates leav-
ing no visible imprint on the
economies of the countries in
the region. Human develop-
ment indicator in the region is
one of the lowest in the world.
Over three hundred million
souls have no access to safe
drinking water and about half
of the populace [more than five
hundred million) live in sub-
human condition.

Notwithstanding its sorry
state affairs, South Asia is the
largest arms importer in the en-
tire third world. India and
Pakistan are now known nu-
clear powers and are poised for
the inevitable armageddon af-
ter three bitter bloody encoun-
ters if there is no proper re-
strain upon the two archene-
mies.

The underlying reason be-
hind this tragic and glaring di-
chotomy was the way the
British divided the subconti-
nent before their eventual
withdrawal and transferred
power to "a section, only differ-
ent in colour but otherwise re-
maining the same. Therefore,
ihere was a credibility gap be-
tween the grassroots B.I](F the es-
tablishment." As a result, the

' region was being continuously

rocked by violence and up-
heavals -- mass exodus of mi-
norities, frequent ethnic and
religious strife, armed con-
frontations, planned ecological
degradation and political and
economic hostilities. The dis-
mal situation is further exacer-
bated by the fact the nature cre-
ated South Asia as a single
strategic whole and relevant
pdrts remained for long as a
stnﬁle undivided geo-strategic
and economic unit, South
Asian countries, hence, could

not flourish in isolation and
through xenophobic individual
efforts. They key to their
grngress and prosperity had

een and still is cooperation
and not competition, harmony
and not hatred and hostilities,
amity and not enmity. Com-
plimentarties and commonal-
ties are the essential features of
the countries in this region. But
“cooperation in South Asia
tend to be taken as a sell out of
national interest. In each
country one elite government
jealously guards its interests
vis-a-vis other elite govern-

- ments of the region. Regional-

istm thus becomes subservient
to national politics.”

Otherwise, Nepal and
Bhutan would not have re-
mained a landlocked country
for barely a ten kilometer
stretch of Indian territor
(Austria and Switzerland wit
similar geographical location
are not so). The Tamils in Sri
Lanka would not have been en-
gaged in an unendin% civil war
with the majority Sinhalese
(multi-racial harmony prevails
in neighbouring Singapore and
Malaysia}. Bangladesh market
would not have been swam
with Indian goods and the lat-
ter's pressure for granting tran-

-sit without providing the same

facilities to the former. Insur-
gents remaining active in Indi-
a's northeastern states as well

as in Kashmir, Maoist guerillas |

operating in full vigour in
Nepal and the feud between
Bhutan and Nepal over the lat-
ter’s citizens almost becoming
the majority in the former re-
sulting in their subsequent
forcible ouster thereby creating

a human problem of great mag-
nitude. Pakistan's sliding back
to Martial law days; continued
political standoffl in
Bangladesh, not to speak of
Delhi and Islarnabad's intense
arms race to the detriment of
regional peace and stability
causing the forum of SAARC to
the limbo.

South Asia, therefore, enters
the new millennium with no
immediate prospect of a meta-
morphosis for the better. This
is not a happy augury for the
millions living in poverty and
deprivation through genera-

tions. Is there no formula for !

South Asia to initiate a new be-
ginning? To quote yet another
authority: "The most important
first step should be a model of
economic cooperation which
would bring visible signs of
prnsgerity to the peoples. Fruits
which rot in one part of the sub-
continent, while the other yarn
for them. Energy sources that
remain untapped because the
technology and resources
available are lacking in one
particular South Asian state,

raw materials that have to be |

sold cheap because the South
Asian states are competing in
the world market, are all prob-
lems calling for a fresh ap-
proach. Together, South Asian
states have a large enough do-
mestic market to absorb goods
and services at a level few re-
gions can compete. Such a
model for South Asian eco-
nomic cooperation will hope-
fully help stop the deadly arms
race and redirect the staggeri

‘amount so squandered to vit

development needs and turn
water into wealth which could
bring immediate benefit to
about 500 million people in
four countries. To achieve this
is not apparently a difficult
task. What is of utmost impor-
tance is to change the mindset
of South Asian leaders. The
leadership in South Asia, it has
been amply proved time and
again, is not eminently quali-
fied enough to lead.

And India is urgently re-
quired of setting the precedence
of confidence-building among
its smaller neighbours in this
regard. Noted Indian analyst V
G Verghese has so nicely put:
“India must take the lead and it
must not be just fair but gener-
ous in dealing with its neigh-
bours. It will gain by giving.

Many national solutions lie in

.regional cooperation which is
the wave of the future. Ulti-
mately boundaries do not mat-
ter. people do.”

The author, a SAARC Gold
Medalist, is a former Research

Scholar at =the: Institute of

South East Asian Studies and
the Commorwealth Founda-

tion for Broadcasting Develop
ment. .

CTBTing

Will Pakistan sign CTBT before India? asks C. Raja Mohan

sign the Comprehensive Test

IS Pakistan getting ready to
Ban Treaty [CTBT) ahead of

India? Media reports from Is-

lamabad indicate that the
regime of Gen.Pervez Mushar-
ral is moving in that direction.

Questions remain on the
credibility of the reports suﬁ—
gesting that Pakistan might
sign in the next few weeks. But

~it was certainly expected here

that once India began the na-
tional debate on the CTBT, Pak-
istan would inevitably follow
suit.

Islamabad’s track record on
arms control suggests it is more
right be-
hind New Delhi than getting
ahead. But India cannot rule out
the possibility of an early Pak-
istani signature on the ;

Pakistan has always tied its
podition on nuclear arms con-
trol treaties to that of India.
The theme song of Islamabad
for long has been that it will
sign any nuclear treaty New
Delhi is prepared to accept.

This clever diplomatic pos-

T is life after death. Two

months after it was given an

inglorious burial by the US
Senate, the Comprehensive Test
Ban Treaty (CTBT) is being res-
urrected in Indian policy de-
bates. Recent weeks have wit-
nessed a succession of state-
ments from the Governm ent
about its intention to begin a
broad-based process of consul-
tations on the CTBT. The aim is
evidently to evolve a new na-
tional consensus, in its sub-
stance the polar opposite of the
views prevalent across the po-
litical spectrum till as recently
as 199 8, -

The effort by the Bharatiya
Janata Party-led Government
1nvnl}res a drastic revision of
India’s nuclear posture as it has
evolved over the years. In a re-
cent interview, External Affairs
Minister Jaswant Singh spelt
out the basic tenets Dfrﬁlt BJP's
new re visionism: "Our stand on

the CTBT has been clear. In -

1996, we decided that we could
not accept the CTBT because it
was not consistent with India’s
national security interests.
Over the decades, successive
governments took necessary
steps to safeguard India's nu-
clear option. In 1996, it was
clear to all that subscription to
the CTBT would have limited
India's nuclear potential at an
unacceptably low level. After
conducting the nuclear tests of
May 1998, to validate and up-
date our technolo
;l:lsli:rcddthc credibility
Clear deterrent into the
seeable future; our scienusfgn;

. we have -
of our '

turing allowed Pakistan to pro-
claim its commitment to nu-
clear arms control, even while
leaving the onus of the first
move on India.

But in the recent years, Pak-
istan has often debated the
virtues of de-linking its posi-
tion from that of India in return
for possible diplomatic and
political gains. But in the end,
it has found it safer to follow
India than lead it.

Islamabad has often suitably
adjusted this basic nuclear
slrateﬁy. Unlike India, Pak-
istan did not reject the CTBT
when it was presented to the
United Nations in September
1996. Islamabad voted for the
Treaty, while insisting that it
would be pr?ared to sign it
when India did.

This line helped Pakistan
avoid the international oppro-
brium for rejecting the CTBT,
while retaining the basic link-
age to the Indian signature.

When' India conducted the
Pokhran-II tests in May 1998,
Pakistan followed suit, Like In-

' dia it also announced a morato-

rinm on further tests.

At the United Nations Gen-
eral Assembly in September
1998, the Nawaz Sharif Gov-
ernment adopted a line on the
CTBT similar to India’s. Like
New Delhi, Islamabad also
called for the lifting of sanc-
tions before signing the CTBT.

Worried that India might
work out a favourable separate
nuclear deal with the United
States, Mr.Sharif proclaimed
that Pakistan would expect a
similar package from Washing-
ton when it signed the CTBT,

Pakistan could conceivably
gain some political mileage
now by signing the CTBT ahead
of India. This would leave In-
dia. along with North Korea, the
last of the hold-outs.

Islamabad could also hope
that its early signature would
get it sorne badly-needed politi-
cal credit in Washington and
end the current exclusive Amer-
ican diplomatic bargaining
with India on the CTBT.

But like in India,nthe CTBT
has been demonised in Pak-

istan. There might be some do-
mestic political risk for Gen.
Musharraf in signing the CTBT
before India.

The government in Pakistan
is now clarifying that the na-
tional obligations under the
CTBT are limited to restrictions
on nuclear testing. It is trying to
inform the public opinion that
the CTBT does not affect either
the possession of nuclear
weapons or the production of
more nuclear weapons mate-

- rial.

There is concern in Pak-
istan, however, that if it gets
ahead of India on the CTBT, it
might be put at a disadvantage
if India either conducts more
nuclear tests before singing the
Treaty or simplg' rejects it.

.Pakistani officials are sug-
gesting that Islamabad will re-
serve the right to conduct more
tests if India does surprise the
world with resumed testing,

These explanations suggest
that Pakistan might be moving
towards an assessment that it
has little to lose and something
to gain by preempting India on

The effort by the BJP-led Government to fesurr;ct'the

- debate on the CTBT process could involve a drastic

revision of India’s long-held nuclear position.
Sukumar Muralidharan writes

- Hindu. November

now confident of conducting
sub-critical tests, as also other
non-explosive R&D activity
necessary for the purpose.” (The
_ 0, 1999).

For anybody who is familiar
with all facets of the Indian po-
sition during the CTBT negotia-
tions. " these locutions must

§  seem uncomfortably simplistic.

"National security” came into
the reckoning as a motivating
factor for India virtually at the
last gasp, when the draﬁ of the
CTBT had been agreed at the
Conference on Disarmament
(C.D.) in Geneva, and every na-
tion was required to state an
unambiguous position. Even so.
it was hedged around by a num-
ber of other commitments, no-
tably those towards ending re-
search on nuclear arms and
working out a time-table for the
elimination of these weapons of
mass destruction,

In March 1996, Foreign Sec-
retary Salman Haidar put In-
dia’s case before the C.D. in the

fﬁ]lﬁmng terms: “We do not be-
lieve that the acquisition of nu-
clear weapons s essential for

« National security, and we have

followed a conscious decision
in this regard. We are also con-
vinced that the existence of ny-

f

clear weapons diminishes in-
ternational security. We there-
fore, seek their complete elimi-
nation.”

Just a few months earlier,
India had put forward an im-
passioned plea before the Inter-
national Court of Justice at The
Hague, as the court deliberated
on the legality of nuclear arms:
"Use of nuclear weapons in any
armed conflict... even by way of
reprisal or retaliation... is un-
lawful... Since the production
and manufacture of nuclear
weapons can only be with the
nhﬂeclive of their use, it must
follow that... their production
and manufacture cannot under
any circumstances be consid-
ered as permitted... T he threat

of use of nuclear weapons in*

any circumstance, whether as a
means or method of warfare or
otherwise, is illegal and unlaw-
ful under intermational law.”

CLEARLY, the dialogue on

.the CTBT will also involve .an

effort by the Government to win
broad political endorsement for

the doctrine of "minimum cred-

ible deterrence”. The naysayers
in this context take their inspi-
ration from two diametrically
opposite points of the political

the CTBT.

Having never linked its po-
sitions on arms control to those
of Pakistan, India rightly in-
sists on assessing its nuclear
dialogue with the US on its own
merits.

But New Delhi needs to anal-
yse the likely diplomatic con-
sequences of a Pakistani deci-
sion to either preempt the In-
dian move on the CTBT or ride
piggyback.

New Delhi must indeed pur-
sue a resolution of the nuclear
dispute with Washington and
explore the prospects of a new
relationship.

But it should firmly reject
any attempt to push, either di-
rectly or indirectly, the Pak-
istan factor back to centre-stage
of Indo- US ties.

India must also communi-
cate to Washington that any ef-
fort to whitewash and rehabili-
tate the military dictatorship
in Pakistan after the signature
on the CTBT will be unaccept-
able to India. .

Courtesy: The Hindu of In-
dia.

spectrum. The right-wing ele-
ment insists that the Pokhran
tests have not yet validated the
range of weapons options that
India will need to explore in or-
der to establish a deterrent
force. And since the momentum
for a global nuclear test ban has
faltered on account of the Sen-
ate’s rejection of the CTBT, they
insist that India should retain
its options for a while longer.

The political parties are :,rei
to articulate clearly their posi-

tions, since they claim to be |

awaiting a formal invitation to
dialogue from the Government.
K. Natwar Singh, convener of
the Congress(l)'s foreign policy
cell, insists that it is for the
Government to state its posi-
tion first. The kind of “private
enterprise”™ practised by
Jaswant Singh in his dialogue
with Strobe Talbott has no
place in ‘evolving a policy con-
sensus, says Na Singh.

Mani Shankar Aiyar, an-
other influential foreign policy
commentator within the
Congress(l), believes that the
Government’s motives in seek-

ing accession to the CTBT are
" fundamentally flawed. Jaswant |

Singh's brief in negotiating the
terms of accession has obvi-
ously been to secure the relax-
ation of the sanctions and
technology denial regimes that
the US put in place after India’s
mnuclear tests.

By arrangement with the
Frontline of India.
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Means to an End?

Pakistan will wake up to a more promising dawn on the

first day of the 21st century if the Pakistani elite and

the right choice, says Tanvir Ahmad Khan

HE last sunset of the 20th

Century is anything but a

golden splas of
triumphal colours for
Pakistan. Its people have been
battered by harsh judgments
from wvarious quarters that it
has all but failed as a nation-
state. There are others, within
and without, who do hesitate to
describe it as ungovernable
except as a military
dictatorship.

Still others, who do not deny
its resilience in the face of very
heavy odds in its formative
years. and even concede its re-
markable growth rates over
fairly long periods of time, see a
bleak future because they find
Pakistan as a country that has
lost not only its raison d'etre
but also its national will and
resolve. They see it as a land
where the intellectual classes
are incurably cynical, given to
despair and unable to relate
themselves to any national ex-
istential focus or purpose.

A foreign diplomat said to
me recently that he knew of no
other society where journalists
and analysts quote W.B. Yeats’
“centre cannot hold™ and "The

best lack all conviction. while .

lhe worst/Are full of passionate
intensity” more {requently
than in Pakistan. What centre,
he wanted to know, has unrav-
elled for us and would ‘the
worst” that ‘are full of passion-
ate intensity’ be a reference to
those who have subverted Jin-
nah's moderately Islamic
democratic Pakistan.

It is never easy to decon-
struct a vision that is regarded
as fading away or a dream that
is dying. Then the end-of-the-

* millennium angst in Pakistan

is only partly of an intrinsic
origin: a significant part of it
flows into Pakistan from out-
side sources that seek to un-
dermine Pakistani self-esteem
and confidence in pursuit of
their own global agendas.

It does not also take into ac-
count the stoic heroism of its

teeming millions who continue:

to grapple with life’'s adversity
without any erosion of their
faith in, and commitment to,

the country they carved out of

an inhospitable subcontinent.
They may not be unable to ar-
ticulate it but they know in-
stinctively that the crisis of be-
longing is largely that of an
elite that deludes itself into
thinking that it has choices
other than Pakistan. For them,
there is the pain of backward-
ness, denial and repression but
1no confusion of identity, no
crisis ol loyalty.

This is important as many
of the doomsday scenarios are
built around the alleged failure
of national integration in the
post-colonial multi-ethnic na-
tion-state of Pakistan. On
closer examination, the real
deficit seems to reside not in the
inability of the ethnic and re-
gional groups to relate to each
other but in the internal ten-
sions and stresses of the elite
class, The elite flourished and
expanded in Pakistan's pecu-
liar approach to economic de-
velopment and then competed
acrimoniously amongst its own
segments for the spoils of eco-
nomic growth. Ethnicity, lan-
guage and even religion became
but tools in this competition
which passed for politics for
most of our history.

The peculiarity of Pak-
istan’'s development
came from its deep linkage with
the international choices made
by the emerging elite, in partic-
ular the incorporation of the
country in a sfstem of political
and military alliances that dic-
tated the economic policy as
well. The young state became,
simultaneously, a domestic en-
terprise for the creation of an
upper class that ruthlessly ap-
propriated capital accumula-
tion, and an international en-
terprise for global projects that
brought no dividend fo its peo-
ple. While the elite broadened
its power base by co-opting ele-

ments that lay beyond the

process

{:-r;%iqat feudal fiefdoms, espe-
cially in the civil and military
bureaucracy, it had no com-
punction in assigning the vast
majority to a new underclass
with little access to instrumen-
talities such as education and
health care that would alleviate
their condition.

Few people in Pakistan
worked as hard as late Dr Mah-
bubul Haq to draw attention to
the danﬁers lurking in the re-
sultant disparities but in 1963,
even: he was prepared to concede
that economic growth was “a
sordid process” and that its
essence lay "in making the
labourer produce more than he

wis allowed to consume for his
Jimmediate needs, and to invest
wwind reinvest the surplus thus
“owrdained”.

He was never comfortable in
the years that followed with the
manner in which that re-in-
vestment took place or, for that
matter, with the callous trans-
fer abroad of the capital thus
generated.

The decade-long confronta-
tion between Benazir Bhutto

and Nawaz is ble of
g analysed in many narra-

tives. But at the heart of those
narratives would be the con-

tention for a near exclusive ap-
propriation of the wealth of the
c:uuntr;lr by one segment of the
same elite at the expense of the
other. The politics of this con-
tention was couched in ethnic,
cultural and regional
metaphors but the actual inter-
ests of the people were essen-
tially irrelevant to the process.
A more enlightened elite
‘committed to long-term inter-
ests of the nation would have
seen much greater merit in a
more benign redistributive eco-

nomic culture. But all it wanted.

was to prevent the political
awareness of the people attain-
ing a critical mass that would
translate into an irresistible
demand for radical social and
political changes. Ethnic and
sectarian “strife’ provided the
easiest tools for the dissipation
of the energies of the people if

authoritarian rule did not suf- .

fice by itself.

Mr. Roedad Khan, who once
wielded power available to few
career civil servants, has re-
cently reminded us in a news-

aper article of the reasons be-

* hind the prophecy made by him

two years ago. He had forecast
that "in spite of the Mandate of
the Heaven - or perhaps because
of it - Nawaz gﬁaﬂ s destiny
(could) end in a puff of smoke”.
Even in an article splendidly
embroidered with Latin and
French quotations, the writer's
reasoning can be comprehended
in a stark Anglo-Saxon sim-
plicity. Ultimate power in
Pakistan, he tells us, continues
to reside where the coercive
power resides. This is the power
to abrogate the Constitution,
dissolve the parliament, and
sack elected governments with
impunity even if article 58-2(b)
stood repealed.

In short this coercive power
resides with the armed forces.
"Our history, Roedad Khan ob-
serves, “can be summed up in
one sentence, it is the sound of
heavy boots coming up the
stairs and the rustle of satin
slippers coming down. Will it
ever be possible to break out of
this vicious cycle of corrupt po-
litical governments followed by
military dictators, who usurped
power for power's sake ...”

This absolutist view of the

ower of Pakistan's military
as many precedents. In an ar-

ticle entitled "The Zia legacy”,
Dr Maleeha Lodhi wrote in Au-
gust 1997: * |Zia] also avoided

o

damics of change from which

the armed forces that have in the past protected it make

no human society can be quarc-
antined.

I have witnessed the total
destruction of established
power, including that of the
mili of the ancien regime,
in two Muslim states: - .

Afghanistan and Iran. Pre-
sent trends in Pakistan, fortu-
nately, carry the promise of
peaceful change.. Consider the
shl.igﬂ.lp. ameters.There is
a clear"m y' in the tradi-
tionally dominant province of
Pakistan, Punjab, that yearns
for political accommodation
with the smaller provinces. In
fact, it was critical of Nawaz
Sharif as being too Lahore-cen-
tred. It is not likely to oppose
any remedial measures that
promote equality of federating
units.

Secondly, the military still
thinks of itself as the Praeto-
rian Guard but is also anxious
to signal changes of style and
substance. Pakistan cannot
survive as a viable federation
without a nationally acceptable
federal balance and a modus
vivendi in civil-military rela-
tions. It may take time for these
realities to manifest them-
selves but we can watch the last
sundown of the millennium
without too much pessimism on
these two counts.

What is less hopeful, how-
ever, is that the economic elite
in all the provinces is still not
sensitive to the imperatives-of a
change in the ownership, en-
hancement and distribution of
wealth. This attitude is reflected
in the continued failure of a
social conscience that would
suslain a tax and investment
culture, enhaiice the capacities
of the state and promote
poverty alleviation pro-
gramimes.

At present the politicians
have an easy alibi and the
armed lorces are yet to demon-
strate that they aim at anything
other than a more efficient
management of the existing
tconomic structures. A major
determinant of the Iranian rev-
olution was the breakdown of

Ayub Khan's mistake in not
snapping his umbilical cord

with the army, retaining the
post of COAS along with that of

resident. That made him abso-
ute ruler wielding unfettered
power”. While this identifica-
‘tion of the source of absolute
power explains many past
events, it should not become a
deterministic view of our future
as that would be a denial of the

3 r:ﬂl'# ...ﬂ' -

the three-way social compact of
the state, the affluent class and
the burgeoning slum-dwellers.
[slam provided the rhetoric and
the spiritual energy for the rev-
olution.,

The last extended military
rule in Pakistan showed that an
obscurantist use of Islam #o

cover up social injustice does

not work.
Courtesy): The Dawn of Pak-

(stan. .

Who holds the height, anyway?




