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Nixon to China, Bush to India

HIRTY years of lectures on
T non-proliferation and

sanctions have done noth-
ing to stop, slow down or make
India's nuclear program safer.

There has been remarkably little
discussion in the United States of
whatis perhaps the major strategic
initiative of the Bush second term.
The administration is pursuing an
objective, which, if successful,
could bear some similarities to
Nixon's opening to Chinain 1973:a
proposed nuclear agreement with
India. This might sound like an
esoteric issue for policy wonks, but
itis abig deal. If successful, it could
well alter the strategic landscape,
bringing India firmly and irrevoca-
bly onto the world stage as a major
player, normalizing its furtive
nuclear status and anchoring its
partnership with the United States.
But the policy, which is currently in
some trouble, has to succeed. And
for that to happen, strategists on
both sides will have to prevail over
ideologues.

The Bush administration has
been farsighted on this issue, With
Chinarising and Burope and Japan
declining, it sees India as a natural
partner. It also recognized that 30

years of lectures on non-
proliferation and sanctions have
done nothing to stop, slow down or
make safer India's nuclear pro-
gram. Most important, it recog-
nized that India was a rising and
responsible global power -- India
has never sold or traded nuclear
technology -- that could not be
treated like a rogue state. So the
administration has proposed
reversing three decades of (failed)
American policy, and aims to make
Indiaamemberofthe nuclearclub,
The - benefits for the United
States -- and much of the world --
are real. This agreement would
bring a rising power into the global
tent, makingitnotanoutsider buta
stakeholder, and givingitan incen-
tive to help create and shape inter-
national norms and rules. For
example, India is becoming more
worried about a nuclear Iran for
this reason, and not because it is
being pressured to do so by the
United States. When India was
being treated like an outlaw, it had
nointerest in playing the sheriff.
Of course, some non-
proliferation ideologues in
Washington view the administra-
tion's shift with great skepticism.
For them, it rewards India for going
nuclear and sets a bad precedent.
But the truth about nuclear weap-
ons is that there has always been an
exception for* major powers --
Britgin, France, Russia, China. The
only real question is, does India
belong in that group? Also, what is
the alternative policy toward India
that has any chance of changing its
status -- more lectures on non-
proliferation? Itis this logic that has
apparently persuaded Mohamed
El Baradei, the world's non-
proliferation czar, to support this

dealonceithasbeen negotiated.

But the agreement would yield
far bigger benefits for India. India's
nuclear program has grown in total
isolation. Now it would get inte-
grated with the world, gaining
access to materials, technology,
know-how and markets, The agree-
mentwould open up new worlds of
science and energy. It is not an
accident that Jacques Chirac is
arriving in India this week, hoping
to begin nuclear cooperation with
it, if the US-India negotiations
succeed.

But India has mlany more
ideologues, who are fighting
against its forward-looking prime
minister, Manmohan Singh. First
there is the Foreign Service bureau-
cracy, which seems stuck in the
19508 -- using stale concepts like
nonalignment, colonialism and
Third World solidarity. (No, this is
not a joke, they really do think this
way.) Add to them India's nuclear
scientists, who have gotten very
comfortable in their cloistered
world. Asinany protected industry,
the scientists don't want to be
exposed to international transpar-
ency, largely for fear that it would
reveal that their products and

processes actually are not cutting-
edge. Then there are India's com-
munists, who are in some ways
stuck in the 1850s, when Karl Marx
was writing his tracts on class
conflict, for whom reflexive anti-
Americanism is still a guiding
principle.

There are technical issues that
divide the Indian and American
negotiating teams, largely relating
to the separation of India's civilian
and nuclear facilities. But these
details can be sorted out. The
administration's point man on this
issue, Under Secretary of State
Nicholas Burns, an excellent diplo-
mat, will visit India this week in the
hope and expectation of being able
to resolve the differences. "We're 90
percent of the way there,” Burns
told me last week. "We've gat just
10 percent to go. This has been a
uniquely complicated negotiation
between two equal parties. But we
are committed to it. And as long as
both of us show flexibiljty in the
details, I'm confident that we will
come to an agreement." Many in
India are worried about American
pressure to take a stand against
Iran. I asked Burns about any "link-
age." "We're well beyond all that,”

said Burns. "India joined with the
majority of the board of the Atomic
Energy Agency (to censure [ran),
including a majority of nonaligned
countries -- like Brazil, Egypt and
Sri Lanka -- to vote as it did. And we
are all now focused on a diplomatic
path to address Iran's violations of
itstreaty obligations.”

Indians at the highest level -
Burns' counterpart, Shyam Saran,
isan equally able diplomat -- speak
with a similar sense of strategic
vision. But on both sides, strate-

gists battle their own ayatollahs. It -

might be worth remembering all
the costs that the USand Chinahad
to deal with in 1973. For the US,
there was the sell-out of Taiwan
and the reversal of decades of
American policy. On the Chinese
side, there was the abandonment
of the basic ideology and strategic
posture of the communist revolu-
tion. And yet, bath sides saw the
benefits and moved forward. And
lookathowitchanged the world.

(c) 2006, Mewswsek Inc. All rights reserved.
Reprinted by armngament.

Faraad Zakatla is Editor of Nawsweek
Intamational.

Coal policy an exercise in excellence

AKM SHAMSUDDIN

ERSION 3 of the draft

Bangladesh Coal Policy is

being compiled now after
taking into cognizance the out-
come of the workshop held on
February 8. Members of eivil soci-
ety, academia, coal industry inves-
tors; businessmen, industry asso-
ciations; and chambersi of com-
merce participated in the work-
“shop. Salient features of the policy
were also revealed to the press on
February 19. Version 3 will soon be
submitted to the Energy Division,
and distributed to other ministries
for analysis and comments. A
second workshop will then take
place involving government offi-
cials only. Version 4 will then be
compiled for final analysis by the
Energy Division and its agencies.
Thus the final draft that will be
given to the authorities will actu-
ally beVersion 5.

The process that the draft policy
has and is going through is trans-
parent, participatory in nature, and
stakeholder driven. It is not known
if any government policy, ever in
the past, followed such a profes-
sional and open approach. I, there-
fore, call the draft policy an exercise
in excellence not just for rhetoric
butforcause,

Not just the process, but the
content of the draft is also rich in
many respects. It incorpordtes
innovative features like market-
driven variable royalty provision,
export volume tagged to local
market exploitation, respect for
opinion of the people living in the
coal zone, protection against envi-
ronmental hazards, development

of a coal fund, capacity building,
and many similaraspects,

Criticism from some

quarters

News has recently appeared in a
Dhaka daily that some people have
found flaws in the draft coal policy.
Although the comments of
Barclays Capital were general in
natu EQ of Asia Epg
Cnrgihrftﬁ)rf (r\Eé]ﬁgxpir:ssrgg
concern that the policy is going to
be "over regulated," "too restric-
tive,” "not sufficiently driven by
market forces," etc. Barclays
Capital praised aspects like "decla-
ration of a coal zone," "provision of
open pit mining," and "mine site
power stations.” But the AEC chief
finds problems with mandatory
mine site power plants, he dislikes
tagging export to local market
development, variable royalty
provision, and payment in taka for
domesticsales.

I am not surprised at these
reactions, because the potential
investors did not expect such a
professional approach on the part
of the government of Bangladesh.
They were hoping for a literal walk-
over, perhaps exploiting the inept
bureau of mines. Our country has
been at the receiving end when it
came to contact negotiations
because of lack of expertise in this
area. The good news is the much
needed expertise is slowly but
surely developing and that is what
some outside investors are scared
of. A look at the proposed provi-
sions vis-a-vis the concerns of the
AEC chiefwill clear thisaspect,

Provision of mandatory
coal mine site power

plants

The draft coal policy mandates that
the coal mine operators will con-
struct amine-mouth power station
of capacity based on mine size
within two years of commercial
operation of the mine, The mine
operator can use this for captive
power, stand-by power and sell as
IPP This proyision serves anumber
of purposes. This way the domestic
utilization of coal will go up,
thereby ensuring quick develop-
ment of the sector. It will hasten
power supply in the power starved
west zone and lower electricity
transmission losses, The operation
of the mining companies will
remain uninterrupted because of
power outages, and the cost of
power generation will stabilize
because of payments to be made in
taka. It is a win-win situation for
both the country and the mine
operator.

Tagging coal export to
development of local

market

Based on the experience of the oil
and gas sector, the draft coal policy
proposes a number of energy
security measures. In that context
the policy states: "Exports are to be
regulated by linking with the coal
that is utilized locally by the inves-
tor. A higher local coal use will
allow a higher level of export of
coal.” This is an excellent proposi-
tion. The mine operator will be
allowed to export more coal based
onthelocal demand he can muster.
This is agdin a win-win situation
both forthe countryand the opera-
tor. All major countries of the world
have energy security policies. The

United States of America, despite
the fact that the country has huge
domestic deposits of oil and gas,
depends mostly on imports as part
of energy security policy.
Bangladesh lost out with its gas
resources; it cannotafford to do the
same again. It seems natural that
we should have our own energy
security policy too.

Variable royalty payment .
provision

In the case of export of coal, the
draft policy proposes a two part
royalty payment to the government
by the operator -- a variable and a
fixed part. The fixed part is a flat 6
percent and the variable part is
based on the difference between
the export price and a base price of
$25 per ton, but not less than zero.
For domestic use the royalty is a
fixed percentage of sales. When the
price of energy goes up in the inter-
national market, the mine opera-
tors make windfall gains. It is only
natural that the government, as
owner of theasset, willaskfora part
of it. If the international price
remains at the base level, the oper-
ator pays no extra royalty. This is a
fair basis and cannot be called too
restrictive. Moreover this is in line
with the present production shar-
ing contracts with the interna-
tional gas producers in
Bangladesh. Petrobanglais obliged
to purchase, under the production
sharing contract, at current inter-
national price. Then, why can'tthe
government tag royalty payments
with current international price of
coal?

Bangladesh taka is the
currency for local market

sales

The proposed policy stipulates:
“All local use coal is to be sold in
Bangladesh taka." This again is fair
and equitable. Anyone who s
familiar with the prablem of pay-
ment to the IPP and gas producers
whose contracts mention sales
prices in US dollars will find this
more practicgl. Unlike electricity or
gas, coal will be sald to a number of
distributors across the country,
and taka being the currency of the
country should naturally be the
legaltender.

We are not accustomed to hear-
ing of many good developments in
Bangladesh. In the midst of so
many negatives, the proposed coal
policyis surely a silver lining on the
horizon. Admittedly, there is noth-
ing that cannot be improved and it
is only natural that a national
policy such as this will be subjected
to scrutiny, both positive and
negative.

But our policy makers should be
alert that this praiseworthy initia-
tive does not succumb to interna-
tional trade politics. After all, the
policy draft has been prepared
entirely by local experts and with-
out World Bank, IME or ADB assis-
tance. Therefore, there may be
subtle manipulative attempt to
impose foreign consultants who
will sing their songs to the detri-
ment of our national interests. We
must guard agninst suchattempts.

As a son of the soil, I feel good
about the proposed coal policy.
Who doesn't?

AKM Shamauddin Is Chalman of E-Zona Limited
and a past presidentof FICCL

Cambodia, the art of the possible

VERGHESE MATHEWS

I 10Ra country that often gets bad press,

sometimes of its own making, Cambodia

demonstrated in the last fortnight the old
adage that in politics, anything Is possible, and
that in the practice of politics that there are no
permanent friends or enemies, only permanent
interests.

In a heady week in Phnom Penh, proposals
and counter-proposals moved with the prover-
bial speed of summer lightning -- apologies were
rendered, apologies were accepted, royal pardon
was sought and readily granted, prison gates
were opened, and an embattled prodigal party
leader found the confidence to return to the
embrace ofhis loyal supporters,

Detractors, who only a month earlier had
noisily condemned Cambodia going the
Myanmar way, were among those most taken by
surprise by the sudden turn of events. The politi-
cians kept their negotiating cards close to their
chests as they deftly worked at face-saving
devicesand fall-back positions. -

In the end, the sought-for compromise was

notat all complicated or cumbersome -- ifoppa-
sition leader Sam Rainsy would publicly state
that his oft-repeated allegations against Prime
Minister Hun Sen and National Assembly leader
Prince Norodom Ranariddh were without any
basis whatsoever, the plaintiffs would withdraw
their respective suits.
. Rainsy promptly dispatched the apology
letters, and on receipt, Hun Sen, as head of gov-
‘ernment, formally requested head of state King
Norodom Sihamoni to grant a royal pardon,
which he did on February 5. Rainsy, on his return
to Phnom Penh from self-imposed exile on
February 10, was all smiles and allhope.

Rainsy, a former finance minister, fled to
France a year ago after his parliamentary immu-
nity was revoked. He was then sentenced in
absentia to 18 months in prison for criminal
defamation of Hun Sén and his junior coalition
partner, Prince Norodom Ranariddh, a former
political ally of Rainsy.

Rainsy, whose political party carries his name,
told the waiting media that he was happy to have
reached the compromise with the two leaders,
and was eager to put their decade-long dispute
behind them and jointly work for the good of the
country. Another priority was for him to go
around the country meeting his people and
spreading the reconciliation message.

The sudden end of the crisis that had been
smouldering since the 2003 general election also
caught most Sam Rainsy Party supporters by
surprise. Some, tired of the long standoff, wel-

¢ “eomed Rainsy's return and looked forward to.

him playing his legitimate role as leader of the
opposition. However, there were, as could have
been expected, other party members who felt
that Rainsy had given in too much to Hun Sen,
evenifit may have been forstrategic reasons.

Hun Sen, Ranariddh, and Rainsy have all
made politically correct statements the past
fortnight and public reaction from published
news reports and the more down-to-earth
Internet comments range from cautious opti-
mism to more skepticism that this unnatural
state of affairs canbesustained.

The majority, used to political acrobatics and
one-upmanship, are waiting, it would appear, for
further developments before deciding whether
celebrations arein order.

Detractors and the international media
explain the uncharacteristic developments as
resulting from international pressure before an
important meeting of donor countries in March.

There can be no doubt that the donor meeting
and the annual aid of about $600 million are
extremely important for post-conilict Cambodia
=- one of the poorest countries in the world, with
anannual percapitaincome ofonly $320.

While donor unhappiness is of concern to the
government, it is difficult to believe that was the
major motivating factor for the recent detente.
Hun Sen is not that easily cowed. The catalyst
was nearer home -- the three parties saw a con-
vergence of interests to end the protracted
impasse.

Hun Sen, Cambodian Prime Minister.

Rainsy who did well in the last elections was,
however, not as nimble in the horse-trading that
followed, and was soon sidelined by the other
two more experienced players. His subsequent
self-imposed exile for a year whittled away his
support at home and wearied some of his Inm—
national friends.

In addition, new aspirants appeared ln_ h!s
party, among them human-rights activist Kem
Sokha, who was seen as more predictable than
Rainsy and givenlessto rhetoric. :

Moreover, Kem Sokha lmpommﬂy had the
support of the powerful and generous US-based
International Republican Institute, with its
unigue style of promating democmcy in
Cambodid. The defining moment for Rainsywaa
when Kem Sokha baldly went to prison I'_uz_ hI_s_ -
beliefs, while Rainsywas safelyinFrance, =~

It was clear to Rainsy then that if he dld‘. not
return quickly to take control of hispnny he
might as well continue staying in Paris, A more

charitable explanation is that Rainsy hasa visinn it

for Cambodia, the fulfillment of which requires
his presence in the country to prepare his party
forpollsin 2008,

Hun Sen is comfortable and in charge. He can
afford to be magnanimous. Neither Rainsy nor
Ranariddh are threats. However, he is a realist
and recognizes that a Rainsy in self-chosen
wildernessisaconstantirritant.

Moreover, some critics suggest that a reorg‘a
nized and revitalized Sam Rainsy Party under
Kem Sokha could reduce Hun Sen's comfortable

‘majority in parliament in 2008, and if Ranariddh

were unable then to secure sufﬂcient seats to
provide the two-thirds majority needed toforma
government, Hun Sen would have to negotiate
with the Sam Rainsy Party.

Hun Sen, however, is set to quickly elear this
decade-old impediment. Rainsy, following his
return to Phnom Penh, declared that he would
support the removal of the two-thirds require-
ment forasimple majority. [n whatwould appear
to bea quid pro quo, Hun Sen responded that his
party would remove the archaic law in which
defamation wasacriminal offense.

For Ranariddh, the one year Rainsy has been
away saw his party's fortunes tilt slightly
upwards for a change, thanks to Hun Sen. The
relationship between his party, FUNCINPEC
party, and Hun Sen's Cambodian People's Party
is now stronger and the comfort level higher
Still, there are no permanent friends in this busi-
ness and his party will need to perform well in
2008 ifitis to be taken seriously.

There are many possible permutations for
2008, but the pressing question now is whether
the ongoing politically correct "artificial® atmo-
sphere will give way to more constructive
engagement among the three major parties. This
will certainly not be easy and history is against
thepossibility.

However, Cambodia i5 an amazingly resilient
country, a proud nation that refuses to be down
despite all the calamities that has befallen it.
There have been times, infrequent as they may
have been, when private quarrels submerged
and national interest came to the forefront. Such
an opportunity now presents itself, at a time
when there is a growing maturity in Cambodian
politics.

The key lies with the Cambaodian politicians
who, as was mentioned at the start, have always
known that politics is the art of the possible,
Friends of Cambodia hope that they will grasp
theopportunity.

Verghese Mathews, Singapore's High Commissioner to Bangladesh
and a Visiting Resaarch Fellow al the Institute of Scutheast Asian
Studies, was the former Singapore Ambassador to Cambodia.

Forcmg the gates

for the demonic act of the
cartoons caricaturing our beloved

HERE can be no
approbation strong enough

Prophet (pbuh). The Muslim
reaction is only a reflection of the
deep-rooted suspicion that other
religions have ganged up in a well-
thought out conspiracy, the
disrespect for our Prophet (pbuh)
meantasadeliberate provocation.
An idiot of an Italian minister
wore the despicable cartoononaT-
shirt, very correctly (and swiftly)
the Italian PM and his cabinet
sacked him. Before enrdged pro-
testors could overwhelm and burn
the Italian consulate in Ben Ghazi,
Libyan internal security forces
killed eleven (including some
foreignersamongthe Libyans).
The erowds mouthing Muslim
angeralloverthe world are genuine
in their anguish over the desecra-
tion. Disparate (and desperate)
_politi*ians acting on their own

Can anyone among those in aulhority hear the growing murmur from the streets turning into a roar" A Iot now

depends upon the real friends of the president, those who have his ears and can tell him, without losing their heads,
that his detractors have taken a religious issue and are intelligently converting it into an anti-Musharraf campaign,
helped no end by some on his own team who must qualify as morons for not understanding the gravity of the

situation.

individual agendas have converted
what should have been peaceful
protest into unrestrained violence,
agent provocateurs seizing the
opportunity for their own moti-
varted interests.

At times the violence was acci-
dental, as when a private security
guard at abank branch on the Mall
Road in Lahore fired into unruly
crowds intent on damaging the
premises, and killed two protes-
tors, that bloody sight turned the
crowd into an unruly mob, a tiger
becamea "man eater.”

One can understand the mob
venting its anger at western inter-
ests, what about the elements
within the crowds acting on their
aims and objectives? The seething
anger has been intelligently
exploited in Pakistan into an anti-
government challenge. Following
the mishandling of the protests in
Islamabad and Lahore, one
expected that Peshawar being
MMA territory, the protest would

be disciplined and peaceful, that it
turned violent was a major sur-
prise,

Credit has to be given to the
authorities in Karachi for keeping
the protest, except for a few stray
incidents, generally peaceful. If
the situation could be handled ina
normally volatile city like Karachi
without provoking trouble, it could
have been so done in other cities as
well, What the government has to
do is to realize the gravity of the
situation inflaming religious senti-
ments and keep assorted macho
spokesmen, bent on making a
prime-time display to the presi-
dent of their "loyal" commitment
to him, from provoking the masses
by bravadostatements.

Regretfully by doing so they are
undercutting the foundations of
the president's goodwillamong the
masses, goodwill built over the
years by the many tangible things
he has done for Pakistan. Forthem
it doesn't really matter, they have

served other masters in the past,
and barring those very closely
identified with Gen Musharraf, will
happily (and loyally) serve other
mastersin the future.

There is uncanny resemblance
at places to previous disturbances
that have brought down regimes in
Pakistan. A sugar crisis started in
1968 out of nowhere, simultaneous
agitation in (then) East Pakistanled
by the Awami League fulminated
against the concept of the
Federation, "gherao and jelao"
movements alfected industrial
units throughout (then) West
Pakistan. By the beginning of 1969,
Ayub Khan had had enough and
made no protest when the Martial
Lawmeanttobeimposed by himin
factdeposed him.

Similarly, the April 9, 1977 dis-
turbances on the Mall Road in
Lahore fueled the fire that swept
through the land that eventually
brought down Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto
less than three months later. The

exploiting of religious sentiment
that took place in 1977 (PNA's
Nizam-e-Mustafa movement) is
now being repeated in 2006. As a
political animal par-excellence,
Bhutto recognized the dangers to
his PM-ship and backtracked very
smartly, almost bringing it off by
compromising and entering into
an agreement with PNA. The
Pakistan Army unfortunately had
otherplans.

Besides the political reasons, in
1969 and 1977 Pakistan was also
immersed in economic problems,
Politically we may need some
mending today, economically
Pakistan is on a high and the boom
isnoteasing off. Geo-paolitically we
are in an extremely stable condi-
tion, itwould be a tragedy if all this
thrown is (o the wolves. Make no
mistake, they are at the doorstep.

No pne likes military rule for an
extended period, resorted to for the
"salvation of the country,” it must
remain in place for the shortest

possible time before giving way to
democracy. This is the norm,
unfortunately the norm cannot be
applied to Pakistan given the geo-
political, political and economic
crises we are straight-jacketed in.
Most crises are of the making of our
rulers, they usually escape
accountability, so do their advisors
who continue to mislead the public
in semi-retired life in both the print
and electronic media.

Have we taken to task those who
made money for themselves out of
theill-conceived nationalization of
the early 1970s? Have we taken
those bureaucrats to task who
looted the nationalized units after
the political government fell in
19772 Have we taken to task those
who made money out of the privat-
ization of the nationalized units
(and other public sectorunits) after
the palitical forces came back into
theseatof powerin 19887

While continued wearing of the
uniform does take the shine off and
Musharraf's rule, imperfect as it
may have been, it has been very
successful for Pakistan. His suc-
cesses easily overcome in public
perception the known failures. In
Musharral's defence, these mis-
takes have not been of intent but
compromises made because of
"special interest groups" that be-
devilanydemocratic government.

His detractors say he does not
want to give up power, unfortu-
nately the Nelson Mandelas of l.?}te

world are few and far between, are
in factararity. Which ruler givesup
power voluntarily, particularly a
military one? That aberration
aside, Musharraf has been very
good for Pakistan, particularly
when you take into account the
mess we had got ourselves into
between 1988 and 1999 politically
and economically. Have people
gotsuch shortmemories?

His has been the most benign of
military rules, martial law was
never declared and the trappings of
military rule have not been in
evidence. People have not been
dragged off to military courts or
subjected to summary punish-
ment by military justice. His eco-
nomic performance has been
outstanding even if his political
initiatives have produced a mixed
bag. His greatest performance has
been on the geo-political field.
Pakistan now has a place in the sun.
You had to mingle among the world
elite in Davos to believe he now
COMes across as a superstar, and
that Pakistan is taken as a major
playerinthe region.

We have our internal travails,
the FATA situation keeps on sim-
mering even though it is now
mostly under control. Balochistan
cannot be compared to East
Pakistan in 1971. In East Pakistan,
the rebellion was widespread and
involved the whole of the province.
In Balochistan, the trouble extends
to two districts (out of 26), Bugti's

own tribe is divided. Well-armed,
well-trained hard-core guerilla
group have set off bomb blasts far
and wide to disrupt the socio-
economic infra-structure such as
electricity, gas, etc throughout the
province. One way well ask why is
life normal in all the cities of
Balochistan if Bugti has wide-
spread support among the Baloch?
With lack of public support, how
longbefore theyare caught?

There is a saying that those
whom the gods want to destroy
they first make them mad, itwould
bemore correct to say that they first
make them stone-deaf. Can any-
one among those in authority hear
the growing murmur from the
streets turning into a roar? A lot
now depends upon the real friends
of the president, those whao have
his ears and can tell him, without
losing their heads, that his detrac-
tors have taken a religious issue
and are intelligently converting it
into an anti-Musharraf campaign,
helped no end by, some on his own
team who must qualify a5 morons
for not understanding the gravity
of the situation. The situation is
presently tailor-made for spinning
out of control, the president must
act immediately to defuse the
situation before it deteriorates
further, to his detriment and that of
the country.

[kram Sahgal, a former Major of Pakistan Army. is
aan‘-1i analystand columnist. 1
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