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Need for a Regional Approféc'ﬁ:

By Harun ur Rashid

T —

SOUTH Asian
Assoclation for
Regional Coop-
eration (Saarc)
consists of

—

\‘-" = seven coun-
_r tries, namely,
SAAR(C Bangladesh,

Bhutan, India,

the Maldives, Nepal, Pakistan
and Sri Lanka. The 10th summit
of Saarc was held in Sri Lanka in
1998 and the 1 1th Summit was to
he held in Nepal in November
1999, This Summit has yet not
been held.

It is a good time to ask the
question: why has the momen-

tum of Saarc stalled?
Three major developments
mark the moment. First, the

postponement of the summit,
second, the helplessness of the
other member-countries to press
India to to hold the summit
and finally, the future of the
organisation.

Why are these developments
and what do they tell us? At the
Initiative of Bangladesh, a
regional institution, Saarc was
formally set up in December 1985
at its first Dhaka summit. The
summit adopted a Charter con-
taining the principles and objec-
tives of the Saare.

The region covers about 3.3 per
cent ol the surface area of the
world while the region is inhab-
ited by 21 per cent of the world's
population of over 6 billion. About
50 per cent of the world's poor live
in the region and more than 450
million people live below poverty
level (UN Development Report).
The region constitutes 1.5 per
cent of world's GDP. Thirty-two
rich individuals are reported to
have assels exceeding the total
gross products of South Asia
{around 500 billion).

All the countries shared a
common colonial experience
except Nepal that was under the
British security umbrella. During
the British rule there were few
legal barriers to trade and invest-
ment within the region and there
was considerable mobility of
traders and workers within this
area. Therelore there was a reali-
sation that a common "golden

thread" ran across the region for
mutual cooperation In every
possible human activity.

Saarc was created to remove
the tension In the region. It was
based on the concept that if one
could not put a jigsaw puzzle
together all al once, one could do
it plece by plece, starting at the
edge and moving toward the
centre. That was the reason why
Saarc adopted cooperative areas
on peripheral subfects and not on
core ones, such as trade and
security.

One of the objectives of Saarc Is
"to accelerate economic growth,
soclal progress and cultural
development in the region and to
provide all individuals the oppor-
tunity to live in dignity and to
realise its full potential.” If one
goes through the principles and
objectives ol Saarc, they are not
only lofty ideas but also usher in a
new vista ol cooperation among
the seven countries of South Asia.
[t is a manifestation of the deter-
mination of the countries in the
region to work together to allevi-
ate the sufferings of the people of
the region.

Saarc identified initially five
broad "innocent” areas of cooper-
ation, such as Agriculture, Rural
Development, Telecommunica-
tions, Meteorology and Health
and Population activities. Later
Transport, Postal Services, Scien-
tific and Technological Coopera-
tion, Sports, Arts and Culture
were added.

The first summit also decided
that decisions at all levels in
Saarc would be taken on the basis
of unanimity. Emphasise the
words "at all levels” and "unanim-
ity". The expressions were used
deliberately and its implications
have been enormous. The sum-
mit agreed that "bilateral and
contentious” issues were (o be
“excluded from the deliberations
of the association.” These formu-
lations were adopted because
both India and Pakistan had
some [nitial reservations to the
motivations of Saarc. There is a

view that India thought Saarc was
a forum "ganging up against
India” while Pakistan perceived it
as a "tool” of India’s domination in

the region

It Is widely reported that the
unwillingness of India to partici-
pate In the summit led to the
stalernate. Here the rule of "una-
nimity" of the Charter is in full
play and unless India agrees to
the summit, it cannot be held. No
one knows when It could be held.
Sri Lanka Is the Chairperson of
Saarc and Srl Lankan Foreign
Minister could not be optimistic
in recent days about the conven-
ing of the summit of Saarc.

It appears that the bottomline
is that the Indian leaders do not
wish to meet face-to-face with the
Pakistan military head of the
government who occupled politi-
cal power through "bullet” and
not through "ballot”. Further-
more Indla perceives the military
head of the government in Paki-
stan as the father of Kargil war.
Enmity runs deep between the
two countries at this point of time
and the depth of hostility can be
gauged by the fact that even the
Indian cricket players did not
wish (o play Test matches in
Pakistan. Pakistani players in
retallation are reported to be
considering not to play in Test
matches with India overseas.

The question Is: can India
frustrale the convening of the
summit?

The precise answer to this
question appears to be difficult.
One could argue that since India
agreed in Colombo in 1998 that
the summit would be held in
Nepal In 1999, India could not
now retract from the position. But
India may well argue that the time
and date of the summit need to be
decided unanimously.

It appears that one the one
hand the rule of "unanimity”
applies, on the other all bilateral
issues should be excluded from
the purview of the summit.
India’'s sentiment against Paki-
stan is considered to be a bilateral
maltter and this should not be
pushed against the holding of the
Summit. Therefore a view pre-
valls that the reported reservation
of India to the Summit is contrary
to the provisions of the Charter of
Saarc.

The helplessness of other

countries to Impress India to
agree originates from the funda-
mental fact that the region Is
asymmetrical in nature. The
territory, the resources and the
population of India are larger
than the territories, resources
and populations of other six
countries. This has placed India
arguably as the dominant eco-
nomic and political power In
Saarc.

There Is a view that Saarc has
not been moving ahead to achieve
its goals because of friction
between Indla and Pakistan,
Some belleve that If Saare cannot
deliver the goods, the five coun-
tries In South Asia without India
and Pakistan may build their
cooperative relations through a
separate Institution towards
finding solutions to their common
problems. Whalt else istodo?

But the difficulty in realisation
of the Idea s that both Nepal and
Bhutan are landlocked countries
and are surrounded by India. For
trade and communications they
need India’s agreement on transit
rights to other countries. Fur-
thermore India is a big trading
partner with many of the coun-
tries in the region. Some analysts
believe that regional institution In
South Asia without India will be a
“loothless” tiger and will not be a
viable regional organisation. Here
lles the crux of the matter and
India is well aware of it,

The Institutional set up of
Saarc Is that the highest author-
ity rests with the heads of
state/government who meet
annually at summit level to
decide policles and actions. The
Council of Foreign Ministers is
responsible for formulating and
reviewing policies while the
Standing Commilttees of Foreign
Secretaries is entrusted with the
task of overall monitoring and
coordination of programmes and
modalities of financing the
programmes Including determi-
nation ol inter-sectoral priorities.
The Technical Committees con-
sisting of officials formulate and
prepare programimes.

If the summit does not take
place then the policies and
programmes, especially the new

ones are In limbo and cannot

proceed. The engine of activities
of the Secretariat of Saarc
becomes stalled. The whole pro-
cess appears to be In jeo

and as a result the future of Saarc
Is placed In uncharted waters.
The Secretary General (Nihal
Rod:;l&n of Sri Lanka) of Saarc
visited the capitals of the mem-
ber-countries to reschedule the
next summit but the Impasse
created by India could not yet be
resolved,

In recent years Saarc has been
able to work closely with the
ESCAP (Economic and Social
Councll for Asla Pacific of the UN)
In Bangkok. It has also estab-
lished relations with ASEAN
(Assoclation of South East Asfan
Nations) and OAS (Organisation
of American States). It appears
that all the fruitful linkages are
being frustrated by the postpone-
ment of the summit.

Each country within the region
has been moving continuousl
towards greater engagement wi
its neighbours and near neigh-
bours. For example, Singapore is
concluding bilateral free trade
agreement with Australia and
New Zealand. The global ‘'mantra’
Is to set up a regional club and
each and every region has estab-
lished its trade blocs.

A stage has come that inter-
regional blocs are being set up.
Asia Pacific Economic Co-
operation Forum (APEC) Is an
Instance In point. South Asia is
lagging behind and it is feared
that the postponement of the
summit has placed Saarc in a
drift. South Asia as a region
cannot engage deeply in multilat-
eral forums and as a result the
region will be left behind and is
likely to be in isolation.

There Is a view that Saarc
dappears Lo be going nowhere as
an Institution and there is
Increasing despair at the post-
ponement of the summit. The
earlier the stalemate is resolved
the better it is for Saarc and by
extension for the people of the
region.

The author, a barrister, is
Former Bangladesh Ambassador
to the UN, Geneva

Pakistan

Forging Unity against the Military

By Zaglul Ahmed Chowdhury

TWO main
" political par-
o -~ ties In Paki-
stan - the
Pakistan
Muslim
League (PML)
and the Paki-
| stan Peoples

> party (PPP) -
have come
closer in the
recent months. These two parties
are otherwise at loggerheads
because they ruled the country in
recent years by trun in stiff rivalry
till the nation lost democracy
when army chief General Pervez
Musharraf seized power in Octo-
ber last year. The PML and the
PPP and their two leaders have
competed against each other in
national elections that followed
the end of the military govern-
ment headed by Gen. Ziaul Haq
which ended with his death in a
mysterious plane crash in 1988.

Pakistan, which has a long
history of undemocratic rule, was
back to democracy and it was
these two parties that swap
power through elections till last
year. Both Nawaz Sharif and
Benazir Bhutto became prime
ministers twice, but on both
occasions no one could complete
their terms - cut short not
because that the government
lacked majority In parliament,

but either by the presidency
which earlier enjayed the power
to dismiss the elected govern-
ment on certain serious charges
or by the military.

However, the last
happened only last time.

Pakistan practised parliamen-
tary democracy but the otherwise
ceremonial president was consti-
tutionally empowered to sack the
prime minister and the govern-
ment. This was done by a consti-
tutional amendment when Nawaz
Sharif came to power for the
second term with a more than
two-thirds majority in the
national assembly. This was then
S€en a necessity since it was
contrary to the democratic ethics
and spirit. However, the irony is
that the country has slipped back
to military rule which often
haunted it since independence in
1947.

Benazir was twice dismissed
by presidential power to sack
elected governments while Nawaz
was once by the presidency and
later by the army. These two
leaders have always been at
daggers drawn which is once
again is not unlikely in politics.
When their respective govern-
ments were removed despite
having a popular mandate, the
other was seemingly happy
because of the fact that the rival is
no more in power. They failed to

instance

realise that politicians should not
feel content about such develop-
ments when democratically
elected authority is disregarded.
As such, the PPP also was in
upbeat mood when Sharif's gov-
ernment was toppled by the
military last year.

But this euphoria evaporated
soon as the new regime came
down heavily on the politicians
regardless of their y alffilia-
tion and political leaders who
were against Sharif were also
disillusioned. The realisation
began to dawn on the need of
their coming closer not only for
restoring democracy but also to
save themselves. For, the regime
embarked upon a number of
measures to defame the politi-
cilans on corruption and other
charges and set up national
bureau of accountability (NBA)
and took other steps. Politicians
charged that the "culture of poli-
tics” Is being systematically
destroyed with a view to malign
persons engaged with public life.

The military government has
come down heavily on two main
leaders on corruption and other
charges. Sharif is languishing in
jail on a life sentence. He tried to
stop a plane carrying coup leader
Gen. Musharraf from landing in
Karachi from a trip to Colombo.
He is also serving sentences on
other corruption charges.

Benazir was’ earller convicted
for five years for corruption and
chose to stay abroad. The army
has ruled that leaders convicted
in criminal charges for more than
two years cannot lead their
respective parties. Smaller par-
ties in collusion with the PPP
formed a nd democratic alli-
ance (GDA) for restoration of
democracy in the country. The
PML was outside it but moves are
underway so that it also joins the
alliance that has been strength-
ened and pose a formidable chal-
lenge to the regime.

Gen. Musharraf said he would
restore democracy by end of 2002
as the Supreme Court ruled that
the army must return power to
elected representatives within
three years. The desire of the
political parties to come closer on
a broad agenda, of early national
elections towards a civilian gov-
ernment is seen by political ana-
lysts as a positive move by the
main parties. This may help
mount bigger pressure on the
governiment for elections earlier
than planned. However, political
parties themselves are also in a
kind of disarray. The PML is In
crisis as Sharif's opponents in the
organisations are planning differ-
ent strategy and the four such
dissident leaders including stal-
warts Mian Mohammad Azhar

bhave been suspended for anti-
party activities. The PPP is not
also much in a good shape
because its leader lives abroad
fearing that she will be arrested if
he returns to the country.

Besides, the politicians have
another handicap, as most people
believe top leaders are corrupt.
This applies to both Sharif and
Benazir. There is no denying the
fact that Gen. Musharraf rode to
power on a wave of anti-Sharif
public sentiments. Corruption by
public leaders has undoubtedly
put them in bad light. But the
euphoria is disappearing and
Gen. Musharraf admitted
recently that his popularity is on
the wane and there is a percep-
tion of despondency and discour-
agement. Political observers say
people are getting disenchanted
with the state of affair. However,
Musharraf says the failures are
being blown out of proportions.

Pakistan's politicians have not
been able to launch any strong
challenge to military during the
last 12 months. But they can
certainly cause serious headache
for the military. regime if main
parties come out of inertia and
internal differences in one hand
and forge greater alliance on the
other for early restoration of
democracy in Pakistan.

Indo-Pak

Ekram Kabir, back from Colombo

"UNLIKE other regions and
countries in the world, South
Aslan couniries are far away
from devising a cooperative
mechanism among themselves
for protecting and ensuring
rights for the minorities in the
region”, was the unanimous
consensus among the delegates
at the three-day (November 16-
18) conference on South Asjan
Diversity and Pluralism Sri
Lankan capital Colombo. But acting on the basis of
an Inherent respect for diversity, the civil soclety
can certainly make a difference.

The Colombo-based regional think-tank Inter-
national Centre for Ethnic Studies (ICES) organ-
Ised the conference which was participated by 40
delegates from Bangladesh, India, Nepal, Pakistan
and Sri Lanka. In this vital exchange of information
and perspectives: which was an opportunity (o
commence a dialogue and forge hnﬁs with other
International standards. Originally concelved of by
late Dr. Neelan Tiruchelvam who was killed last
year by a
Tamll suicide
bomber
attack, the
conference
was a [ollow
LI Ry T Sy
ambitious
project that
seeks to

rovide a

ramework
for construc-
tive coopera-
tion between
scholars and
policy mak-
ers as they
try to develop
and improve
structural
arrange-

Flam:d umma people and repatriate refugees
ndia. Moreover, tal;efvcrmncm Is yet to pull out
the army, ansar village defence force camps
?:nlf*r prepare voler list with permanent residents ¢

On the political front, 13 lac plain-land adivasis
have not been empowered even after the country's
independence long 30 years ago. In spite of the
that 90 per cent adivasis are Awamj
ers, they have never been nominated for
tion after the independence. Attitude of esh
Nationalist Party was also same. The last time an
adlvas! was elected was one Sagram Majhi from
Godagari constitu who was nominated by
Jukta Front and was elected to the then Provineia)
Assembly In 1954, There are however one Union
Parisad chalrman and 56 members, including 20
female members, from th:J)lain-lmxd adivasis. This
certainly is not an expect

India, being a place of numerous social, cultural.
religious
unified society. Every part of India is
under the same Constitution. But one has (o agree
to the fact thatin India, political parties a
lo caste inter-
ests, or Hindu
;Imultluns. or

uslim s,
or stale nlglyal-
tles, and these
are the primary
sources of
caste violence,
communal
conflict and
provincial
Insurrection.
Politics |s
caught up In
the violence ol
opposing fac-
tons by which
they are shaped
and through
which they
i prosper. In
i these circum-
M Stanced

etec:

ments that | |

will encour- l : !
age commu-

nity level Radhika Coomamaswamy's inaugural speech

coexistence
and stem collective and communal violence.

In searching answers o South Asjan commonal-
ties in regard to minorities, some specific goals
were set, and the Colombo Principles on diversity In
South Asia was adopted - an evaluation of the
current state of diversity and minority protection in
the participating countries, and consideration of
existing international instruments relevant in the
South Asjan context.

Sri Lankan Minister of Justice Batly Weerakoon
formally inaugurated the conference on November
16, putting forward the ethnic problem in Sri Lanka
- the main reason of 17-vear war in the country. He
however did not provided any suggestion except for
President Chandrika Kumaratunga's recently
proposed dralt constitution that failed to acquire
two-thirds majority in the parliament.

While speak.lnﬂn the rights of the minorities in
the region, Radhika Coomamaswamy, the director
of the ICES said: "No South Asian nation has suc-
cessfully developed a strategy that preserves and
promotes diversity to foster peace and prosperity.

The turn of the century sees existing structures

thal support diversity facing ever more strenuous
lests, and the region seems more fragmented and
factional - and tragically more violent - with each
passing year.” "Whatever we do for the minorities in
the region, there's no alternative to a constitutional
approach in respective countries," she added.

Given the obstacles in this approach, a glimmer
of hope for the purpose would be to try it under the
Saarc (South Asian Association of Regional Associ-
ation), because Saarc is only regional organisa-
tional body, opined an ICES researcher Vikram
Singh, who received nods from majority of the
participants.

Respect for diversity is an aspect of human
rights and respect for ethnic, linguistic, cultural,
national, gender and hybrid identities is indeed a
prerequisite of a democratic society. Unfortunately
in South Asia, despite being one of the most diverse
regions in the world, majoritarianism still contin-
ues to prevail in may forms, contradicting the fun-
damental principles of “inclusive democracy”
which is so very much needed for peace in the
region.

All diverse communities have a t to effective
political participation at the national. regional and
local levels, including power-shari arrange-

ments, if needed. But unfortunately, almost every
munu'?f in South Asia is facing ethnic crisis. For
example, Bangladesh's long strife in Chittagong
Hill Tracts has not been addressed even after a
peace accord between the vernment and
Parbatya Chattagram Jana ghati Samiti
(PCJSS) - an organisation of hill movement. It's an
embarrassing situation for the government
because iU's been alleged that government estab-
lishments have failed to resolve the debates
between it and PCJSS. While government's CHT
affairs ministry in its recent report claimed that 98
per cent of clauses of CHT peace accord have been
implemented, the PCJSS in a statement said that
the former is yet to rehabilitate all internally dis-

democracy
itself is a spur
to violence.

According to John Daval, an Indian human
rights and religious freedom activist, minorities
suffer at the hand of the majority. "Muslims and
Christians are the main targets of a very focused,
deeply organised and well-funded hate campaign
throughout India. Islam and Christianity are
branded as alien religions; and Hindus Bud-
dhists are constantly exhorted to give a united
‘Asian’ challenge to these faiths.” Babri Mosque
demolition in 1992 remains a testament to the fact,
and the episode has scared the psyche of the Indian
nation, and brought death, destruction and pain in
its aftermath and the wounds are yet (o heal.

“The hate campaign against Christians ques-
lions our roots, attracts the tenets of our ?anh.
target our priests and nuns, institution and social
work. Despite 20 centuries of Christianity in India,
the Sang Parivar pillories the community as a rem-
nant of the British colonial empire,” he said.

On the other hand, Sri Lanka is payving dearly for
its ethnic problems and is caught up in a cobweb. It
has lost 60.000 lives in its 17-year ethnic war. It
can conveniently be put into the ethnic basket s
the modern phraseology goes. But its vital eco-
nomic and cultural vantagepoints cannot Ix

glossed over. When deep-rooted vested interests of |

communities and peoples are disadvantaged.
chances are that such communities and groups ol
people would resort to emotional outbursts.

Nepal, with its amazing bio- and socio-cultural
diversities, are not yet successful in upholding the
rights of its indigenous people.

Ethnic dissonance in South Asia has its roots in
the policies that had been pursued since the colo-
nial and post-colonial days. At that time, the
empire-buil was based on the imperative that
required trans-border placement of ethnic groups.
Even the political map was drawn (n a manner
that left ethnic groups on both sides of the borders.
This explained why internal ethnic turmoil
crossed the border and acquired an international
dimension. Ultimately what really happened was
that the ill-perceived priorities and misdirected
policies that suited the ruling elite made ethnic
communities inalised and politicised, and
they reacted with demands from share of
resources, power and even territory.

Therefore, ethnicity is a component of the socio-
political realities of multi-ethnic states in South
Asia. Today, ethnicisation of litics and
politicisation of ethnic communities have become
quite common and have diffused mutual tolerance.
and have thus sh ed ethnic consciousness
among various communities. At this juncture, we
need tolerance more than else; we need to
respect the ethnic dimensions and make sure that
every member of a minority community of a South
Asian country doesn't feel insecure while s/he
following his/her religion, culture and right to
choose. The onus of protecting the minorities from
being abused by politics rests on the civil society.
The members of the civil society need to form a
regional alliance while upholding the rights of the
minorities in South Asia.

from| |

scenario in the country. |

raclal diversities, still remains a|

Still Time for Mending Fences
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By AMM Shahabuddin

WITH rising Incidents of violence and killings in Indian-held Kashmir and
continuous shelling across the Line of Control (LoC) on both sides, the rela-
& tions between the two new nuclear powers of Asia India and Pakistan has
-] further nose-dived, causing worldwide concern about the future of peace
/:T and stabllity in South Asia. A big question-mark hangs over there as both
e )

e —————————————— - ———

India’s ruling party BJP, had came up with a clear-cut but surprisingly, embarrassing for the
BJP itsell, solution to the boiling Kashmir issue. RSS had proposed for the division of Kashmir =
Into three parts Muslim (Kashmir Valley), Hindu (Jammu) and Buddhist (Ladakh) as pastofthe
settement of the Kashmir issue. But Advani, BJP's one of the most powerful leaders and Home
Minister, had dismissed the RSS proposal saying that the Government of India was not in favour
of tri-farcation of Kashmir. He added, “we have made it amply clear many times that we think |
the state (of Kashmir) as a whole should be thought of.” It's a very nice idea given by Advanithat
Indian government is opposed to any division of Kashmir and the state should be considered as
a whole. But the question is, how? Because when two rival parties are involved in the settlement
of the disputed territory, if one says il is half full, the other will challenge it as half-empty!

Hence if the state is considered as a whole (taking together two , one Indian and another
Pakistani), then the best workable solution will be to find out a rationale or a modus operandiof
holding a state-wide plebiscite as envisaged in the UN Security Council resolution. But a dia-
logue between India and Pakistan and also Kashmir is absolutely essential to reach an under-
standing for holding the plebiscite. But as India reluctant to sit with the present army regime of
Pakistan (for which even the annual summit of SAARC countries has been in doldrums since
November last year (and Is steadfastly opposed to holding a UN-sponsored plebiscite. the
[utures seems to be bleak as no light is seen at the end of the tunnel. It, therefore leavesonlyone
option out and that is to accept as fait accompli the status quo of the present LoC dividing the '
state in two parts, forgetting the concept of Kashmir ‘as a whole or an int part of any coun-
try." Sometime back the Chief Minister of Kashmir, Farooq Abdullah, made a similar proposal,
perhaps with the blessings of Delhi, when he said, Pakistan Is free Lo retain its part of territory,
but should stop backing Muslim insurgency and allow us o live in peace. But even if the two
rival parties go for accepting such a fait aﬂcumpan{;. will it be accepled by the Kashmiri people &
who had been agitating for over a decade to have their right of self-determination? Kashmir is t
not a paternal property, either of India or Pakistan, that they should divide it among themselves 5
according to their convenience. The voice of the Kashmiri people cannot be bought and sold. It %

wields its own force.

There is still time for India to give up its present negative attitude to sit with Pakistan's Gen
Musharral together with the representatives of Kashmirl militants, as it did e a couple of
months back to hold talks with the representatives of Hijbul Mujahedin in Delhi. The door for

rhaps still open for the resumption of such a dialogue. The future peace and

the UN. A ceasefire came into existence on 1st January, 1947, establishing a ceasefire line in
J&K, under an agreement between the two countries signed in Karachi under the auspices of
UN Commission for India and Pakistan. This later led to the creation of UN Military Observers
Group In India and Pakistan (UNMOGIP), still supervising the ceasefire line since then. The
most important aspect of the whole chair of events was that India accepted Maharaja's request
lor accession to India on the understanding that the question would be settled by reference to
the people (this being for the first time that the people of Kashmir was taken into consideration).
Later in 1948 India also accepted the UN proposal for plebiscite under UN auspices to ascertain
the views of the people. This for the last 50 years UN has been concerned with the dispute
between India and Pakistan over Kashmir, two-thirds of which is now in possession of India,
and the rest lies with Pakistan since the first ceasefire line was established in 1949.

The question of Kashmir has been hanging on the agenda of the UN as a disputed territory,
making it futile for any party India or Pakistan claim it as its integral part till the final whistle is
blown either through a plebiscite or any other solution acceptable to all three parties concerned
India, Pakistan and Kashmir.

countries seem hell-bent for a ‘show-down’, throwing to the winds all efforts
made so far an amicable settlement through a dialogue. The military
'l launched by Kashmiri Mujahedin in 1989 has today assumed an alarming
£ proportion against the Indian army and Park-military forces stationed in
Jammu and Kashmir. India alleges that their army is fighting the militants,
trained in Pakistan, who Intrude into Indian Kashmir to destabilise the area.
Pakistan always denles such allegations, saying they only extend diplomatic and political Sup-
port. But, as such arguments and counter-arguments raise storms over the political horizon,
the poor Kashmiri people continue to suffer. They get only lip-sympathies from political leaders
who, using their trump card of Kashmir, stabilise their own position in their respective coun-
tries. That is the greatest tragedy of Kashmir story.

The leaders would hardly hesitate to push their countries on the brink of war. The renowned
Indian columnist, Khushwant Singh, in a speech at a recent seminar held in Karachi, appre-
hended that the two countries have been closer to (another) war, adding "we have fought three
wars and have been preparing for the fourth one which will be the final one because there will be
nothing left of either of you or us (perhaps an oblique reference to both countries being nuclear
powers).” He also stressed the need for a dlalogue not between two, but three (India, Pakistan
and Kashmir).

Itis, therefore, quite natural on the part of world leaders to express their great concern at the
fast down-hill slide in the relations between the two Asian nuclear powers which may pose a
threat not only to the peace and stability in South Asia, but may be a threat to the international
peace. With this background In mind, President Clinton, President Putin and some European
and Aslan leaders, including Prime Minister Shelkh Hasina, had openly advised the arch-rivals
to come to terms in the over-all interest not only of the Kashmirl people, but for some 1 billion
people of South Asla.

President Clinton during his last visit to the subcontinent in March held talks with both
Indian Prime Minister Vajpayee and Pakistan Chief Executive Gen Pervez Musharral, stressing
the need for a dlalogue to ease the situation. President Putin during his recent visit to Delhi was
more open and clear when he sald that the fact that the Kashmir issue has remained unsolved
lor five decades has led to tensions between India and Paklstan. He also stressed the need for
solving the issue on a bilateral basis.

Bangladesh Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina during her recent visit (o America In a speech
there cautioned that the danger of a nuclear conflict between India and Pakistan poses threat to

Rule of Maharajas 1846-1947

in this context, it may be recalled that the people of Kashmir had the least volce In shaping
thelr destiny since the days of Maharaja Golab Singh who purchased Kashmir, along with its
people as ‘chattel’, from the British in 1846 for a paltry sum of Rs 75 lakh. In fact. it was a token
gift from the British to the Maharafa, for his ‘collaboration’ against the Sikhs. The nightmare for
the Kashmiris ended in 1947 when India and Pakistan emerged as two independent countries
under Indian Independence Act, 1947, which granted option to the rulers of the so-called

princely states', like Kashmir, Hyderabad, Junagarh and Manvader. As the population of the  gecurit d such Lalis.ispe : s B 4
. y and stabllity ol South Asla and urged the international community to help reduce the whetl ndia forsakes its nt policy of see all, hear
laﬁlblll;:nm Elﬂwii wU;:s Hindus in majority, India had no pmble{n Lo take care of them. .But the tension. y ;i :}?:g:g;;g;flﬁo ":'S'h aﬁézmﬁsp?gk Uplil!llhe‘:-g!éi from where they had bee,‘:?,ﬁc_y India shouldn't %
. g:?ng Mui{lc::, Afterldmil]h-ﬁ;]wmﬂf:}gas rulied ?Y a T}fﬂd‘li Md&ﬂf?lﬂ- majority ?xf.lmPUlﬂ‘LU" In this connection, the recent statement by the US Assistant Secretary of State Karl forget that it hag&l)cen recognised by America as a huge stabilising force in Asia. Hence any |
. . y-dallying cOLpie D1 MONNS Since the wo countries became inde-  ngyyrfarth on Indo-Pak situation is worth mentoning. He said In a recent interview with VoA wrong or negative step on the part n!);ndia that would encourage destabilisation of South Asia

that terrorist (western nomenclature for Kashmir militants) violence in Kashmir had (ncreased to the world leaders who are expecting more con- i

ent, Mahara : ~ ' , .
pend ja Harl Slnﬁl; decided Lo accede to Indla and sought India's assistance to drive region, would definitely send a wrong signal

oul the invading tribesmen. backed by Pakistan. e
' ' recently and talks between Indla and Pakistan cannot be productive when a gun isbeing held to  structive and positive things from India to s 1en its ambition (o become a permanent |
Pﬂﬁsﬁuﬂ 1948 India took the issue to the UN Security Courncil for laking action against - the head of the other party. He also emphasised that Indo-Pak dialogue was absolutely essential — member of [hcll)_?N Securlty%’:ouncll when it ‘-_J;‘"nﬁ: its permanent membership from lﬁ;_;t_ y _
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