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To build democracy, let's

restore it first

Shouldn't Gen Moeen's views be tested
in wider public discourse?

HERE is an element of surprise with a tinge of shock at what

Army Chief Lt Gen Moeen U Ahmed said in his keynote

speech at a regional conference of International Political
Science Association on Monday. One gets the impression that he
may have gone far beyond the purview of a serving CAS to air his
views on the entire gamut of political issues, some of which are con-
troversial and debatable in nature.

He dilated on the political future of the country, structure of the
polity, need for 'our own' brand of democracy, presidential and
parliamentary systems of government and a balance of power
between the president and the prime minister. We are baffled as
many of these concepts are mentioned in passing without any
elaboration. We wonder, how are we to interpret his expansive

His observations cannot but trigger speculation and spin the
rumour mill which may not contribute to stability, especially atatime
when the country is looking forward to free, fair and credible elec-
tions. Itis an emergency the country is going through when funda-
mental rights are suspended, an emergency that in public percep-
tion has been brought about to aid the process of democratic

The General is for a reinvented, homegrown democracy. But
democracy is a time-tested system. Least that we would like to
believe the generalis talking about so-called 'guided democracy' or
Gen Ayub's 'democracy’ suited to the genius of the people' et cet-

The truth is, democracy is not flawed, the fault lies with its practice
or implementation. That's why to correct the imbalances a whole
range of reform agenda is on the table. There is also a palpable con-
sensus over these to render elective democracy devoid of corruption
and criminalisation. The catalogue of reforms being taken up by the
government includes updating electoral roll with voter identity cards,
transparent ballot boxes, registration of political parties, upping of the
election campaign expenses and their monitoring, declaration of
assets and other particulars by candidates, keeping the corrupt and
bank defaulters out of the electoral race and setting up of speedy

The overarching fact for maligning democracy has been that our
elections were distorted and the elected government indulged in
abuse of power and different forms of malpractice. If these two
maladies can be eliminated by reforms as we are all striving to do
then the stigma that democracy has unfairly acquired will be

Gen Moeen has spoken of things of far reaching implications.
No individual or group can singly take decision on these. The need
is for an open debate on the ideas thrown open by him which can-
not take place in an emergency. Only when emergency is lifted
such a public discourse can be held where the validity of his
thoughts can be really tested. To build democracy, let us restore it

Distorted history of 1971

Setting it right is a moral imperative

T is good news that the government has decided to eliminate
the distortions of the history of our liberation war from all school
and college textbooks. We believe this is a crucially important
task that must be accomplished to place the facts and figures of the
liberation war before the nation in a neutral and objective manner.
Distortion of history amounts to intellectual dishonesty which
can only confuse the new generation of people. And there is no
doubt that they cannot grow up as worthy citizens without a proper
sense of history. It's a matter of great regret that the political party or
parties responsible for distorting the history of the liberation war
could not place the glorious war above petty partisan interests. In
their rather boorish attempt to present a highly politicised account
ofthe war, they either undermined or unduly highlighted the roles of

What is most objectionable here is that the parties wanted to
have more than their due share of glory or tried to hide embarrass-

The liberation war is a collective possession of the nation which paid
such a huge price for freedom during those nine excruciating months.
The leaders and organisers ofthe war  should remain above any con-
troversy, and lies and falsehoods should never creep in as we remem-

The new generation of people and the posterity have every right
to know the history of the liberation war in its most
form. Itis a source of inspiration to the people, irrespective of their
political affiliations. The debt that we owe to the freedom fighters
would transform into a moral burden if we fail to write their history
impartially. Those who fought for the liberation of this land were
men and women having great courage and patriotism. We must
acknowledge their contributions through writing history based on

undistorted

Finally, it is indeed not possible to establish lies that have no
basis, lies that can only demean their exponents. Let the liberation
war remain untouched by all such things.

Brig Gen
SHAHEDUL ANAM KHAN
ndc, psc (Retd)

T HAT is a very pertinent and
relevant question that
South Asians should ask
themselves. It has been sixty years
since the region was decolonised.
The Brits are no longer there to be
blamed for all our failings. Hardly
do we stop to ponder why the
region was colonised in the first
place. It was a land of gold and the
colonisers from the West seeking
greener pastures by setting up new
colonies found a divided subconti-
nent, not yet become a country,
much less a nation, easy to con-
sume. And there were always
some locals too willing to act as
turncoats against their own people.
That was a world order then,
dictated by the West and sup-
ported by their industrial and tech-
nological achievements of the
time. Itis stillaland of gold. Look at
the interest that large and medium
powers are showing in the region.
Unfortunately, we have been
thrust into a new world order. The
hazards of globalisation with selec-
tive employment of the principles
of market economy bodes badly for
the least developed countries, and
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The underlying thought that drives the initiative, to not only imagining but also
creating a new South Asia, is that there is need to craft a win win situation for all
in whatever policy that is formulated by the implementers of the dream, the
respective governments. There is a consensus that being the largest country
India must not shy away from taking unilateral policy decisions; it is for India to

show the way.

unless the least developed coun-
tries and regions put their acts
together they will face a new kind of
colonisation, but the effects and
the anguish and the pains will be
no different than what our forefa-
thers had endured under the old
colonisers. For Saarc countries the
dangeris even more grave.

And what is the order that pre-
vails in the globe today? The cur-
rent world order is characterised by
a unipolar world, with the USSR in
1991 under Gorbachov compelled
by circumstances to abdicate its
global role, as a balancing if not a
global power, thereby allowing a
free hand to the US to dominate the
world through, what has now come
to be established as the policy of
preemption.

The end of the Cold War era
promised a transformed world and
a New World Order that has now
given way to New World Disorder
where international law is inter-
preted to suit the interest of the
great powers. Ethics have been
thrown out of the window to give
way to serve the narrow national
interests of larger nations, and
where threat of use of force has
become the major foreign policy

instrument. Islam has replaced
communism as the major threat to
the West.

Linked with the West are the
international lending institutions,
whose policies, dictated too by the
West particularly the US, have
done more harm than good, whose
prescription for "good governance"
is obligatory on the part of the
recipient countries to follow. And
their definition of good governance
means following their advice of
structural adjustments and other
prescriptions that are not only anti-
poor, they generally go against the
interest of the developing coun-
tries.

The greatest harm done to the
globe and which has the potential
to destroy the world eventually is
global warming to which the West
is the biggest contributor. In this
regard the biggest defaulter is the
US, which contributes almost 25
percent to GHG effect. Yet it
refuses to sign the Kyoto Protocol,
and in fact has disassociated with it
entirely, under pressure from its
corporate bodies motivated by its
unbridled consumerist culture.

The world has changed since
9/11, for what happened in

September 2001, and how the US
and its allies have chosen to pur-
sue their foreign policies since,
focusing against one ideology as
their threat. The so-called war on
terrorism has been used to validate
all manner of illegal actions by the
US, both at home and abroad. The
countries of South Asia have
unwittingly become US partner on
President Bush's war on terror that
has thrust the world into terrible
uncertainties.

The current global environment
demands a new South Asia that will
truly be for the people and by the
people of the region.

A new South Asia we had ven-
tured upon a quarter of a century
ago, through the instrument of
Saarc. But we have been disap-
pointed by its progress, hamstrung
by the negative fallout of Indo-Pak
strategic equation. After all, a
group can progress only as fast as
the slowest member in the team.
And it was not the smaller coun-
tries of the region but the two
bigger ones that really were the
deadweights on the association.

Its proactive role, led by the
largest country in Saarc was what
was needed to stem the deleteri-

ous consequences of globalisation
from which, as an erudite South
Asian diplomat said very recently,
only a few countries are benefiting
while the rest of us are being
globalised.

It will be difficult to answer in one
word the degree of difficulty to
achieve a new South Asia. But
many in the region have started to
"imagine" a new South Asia,
started to dream about what might
become if the region were to de-
link from old mindset and shed the
baggage of history and com-
menced jointly towards establish-
ing new and prosperous region.

To this end a platform has been
created to enhance cooperation
between the countries of the region
by accentuating the points of
convergence, through involvement
of its citizens. And this is to be done
by utilising the existing networks
and alliances and region wide
initiatives and campaigns. The
initiative is as inspiring as is its
name -- Insa, which stands for
"Imagine a new South Asia."

The new forum will in many
ways supplement the efforts of
Saarc in providing socio-economic
security to the people of the region.
And, as Mr. | K Gujral said in the
inaugural session of Insa's seminal
meeting to determine its future
work plan, held in New Delhi
between the 27 and 30 March
2007, it should be an instrument to
enhance the performance of "unof-
ficial" Saarc, one of the two posi-
tive fallouts of the regional organi-
sation.

Formed as it was, preceding the

14th Saarc summit, fulfilling the
goals of Insa is dependent upon
how well the citizens' initiative is
organised in completing the
research agenda that are based on
four themes namely, economic
management, natural resources
and sustainable environment,
human rights, democracy and
governance, and last but not the
least, peace and justice.

The underlying thought that
drives the initiative, to not only
imagining but also creating a new
South Asia, is that there is need to
craft a win win situation for all in
whatever policy that is formulated
by the implementers of the dream,
the respective governments.

There is a consensus that being
the largest country India must not
shy away from taking unilateral
policy decisions; it is for India to
show the way. The Indian prime
minister's announcement at the
14th Saarc summit in New Delhion
April 3, to allow access of duty-free
goods from other Saarc countries
without reciprocity is a very good
beginning.

One came away from the Insa
meeting with the very encouraging
thoughts. The people of South Asia
are sharing their dreams of the
future. So long it has been a case
of having different dreams while
sharing the same bed.

People's mindset is beginning to
change, so will South Asia, we
hope.

The author is Editor Defence & Strategic Affairs,
The Daily Star.

Overcoming the Crisis
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MB NAaQvi

writes from Karachi

HETHER or not the
Musharraf regime is
facing a crisis, does not

concern one either way. The real
concern is the crisis facing the
common citizens of Pakistan and,
to an extent, Pakistan itself. The
crisis the people face is a regime
that is not delivering what the
people want: they want rule of law
and an improvement of the living
conditions of the common people,
while keeping all the human free-
doms intact. The crisis facing
Pakistan is one with many dimen-
sions -- seen from the point of view
of common people.

The symptoms of the crisis are
many: there is a progressive
breakdown of law and order in
many parts of the country; growing
crime rate almost everywhere;
high inflation rate, over and above
the accumulated overhang of past
inflation rates, is making the life of
common people miserable. The
macro-economic indicators that
the regime claims to have brought
back into robust health are now
again becoming what they were
when the present regime took
over.

Apart from fiscal deficit, current
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It must be clearly understood that it is for the common people of Pakistan to rid the
country of the crises that faces it. Those who are for the Talibanisation of Pakistan
should stand up and own the commitment. They should fight the next election
along with the Q League and the General-President President Pervez Musharraf.

account deficit is rising danger-
ously; deficit in international trade
is over a third of all export earnings
and looks like approaching half of
all exports as a trend. The period
of relief from rescheduled foreign
debts (of Paris Club) is ending;
Islamabad is going to be back in
the days when debt-servicing
liability had become too big to be
paid year after year. And so on.

The life of the common people
is miserable. The "disappear-
ances," and the brutal way the
regime reacts to popular expres-
sions of dissent have recently
been demonstrated, including its
tolerance deficit over freedom of
the media and also other freedoms
ofthe people.

The president claims, against
all the allegations of the relatives
of the disappeared, that they have
gone to join the Taliban, as if the
Taliban existed as a separate state
somewhere else. Why can't the
omni-present secret agencies find
them? Is Taliban foreign territory
forthem?

The fact of the matter is that the
state has been hijacked by politi-
cal phenomena known as Mullah-
Military Alliance. This collusion is
intact, despite the profuse talk of
war against terrorism. In fact, the
concrete evidence of heavy casu-
alties in clashes with militants and

Taliban are elaborate political
acting: whenever western pres-
sure becomes excessive, a fight
with militants is staged. Does it
show that there is no Military-
Mullah Alliance?

The hard evidence from the
structure of today's politics in Fata
and elsewhere is that the Mullahs
are ruling harmoniously with the
military regime in Balochistan and
Frontier. There has been no fric-
tion between them, all the hard
statements of Qazi Hussain
Ahmed notwithstanding.

The way the fanatics from the
Lal Masjid seminaries were
treated by the government is a
clear indication that the police can
be brutal against the lawyers and
can vandalise a media conglomer-
ate, but is unable to tackle
Madrasa students. The press has
given detailed reports on how the
government feels so crestfallen
and paralysed when faced with
Islamic fanatics in the very heart of
the capital.

The political face of the crisis is
that the government is clearly
unpopular, and most of the aware
citizenry as well as common peo-
ple are becoming alienated from it.
It is not doing what the people
want. All it is interested in is pro-
moting globalised free trade,
carrying out the WTO, IMF, World

Bank prescription of all economic
ills and pursuing a purposeless
arms race with India when it is
abundantly clear that there is
going to be no war with India.

The government should
remember its own words: atomic
weapons are a deterrent against
war. It is supposed to continue to
believe in that dictum. Why then is
the conventional military expendi-
ture not coming down? Insofar as
the more than merely creeping
Talibanisation of Pakistan is con-
cerned, it is now manifest that it is
advancing quite rapidly -- even as
the state apparatus is increasingly
inefficientand vulnerable.

The Talibanisation is not a
threat to the military, which
appears to have much tolerance
forit. It is a threat to the freedoms
of the common citizens. The MMA
and the Taliban, and all the other
extremist organizations, aim at
one thing: to establish a system of
governance that would be like
what the Taliban had established
in Kabul after 1996.

It would be a Caliphate, and one
of the venerable leaders of the
religious parties might become the
next absolute ruler, or maybe
another general would lead
Pakistan into becoming another
Sudan: The "Amirul Momineen"
will simultaneously be head of the

executive, the government, the
head of the judiciary, the head of
the military and the head of reli-
gion; absolute obedience would
be required from all and sundry.

This would be a blow to the
normal expectations of the citi-
zens to enjoy all human rights,
including the right to gainful
employment and some old age
pension system. The regime, as it
happens, comprises essentially
an unavowed partnership
between the fanatical religious
elements and the military.

The civilian part of the govern-
ment is under occupation by this
combination. The common people
have to struggle to undo it. The
people are entitled to look up to the
political parties. Unfortunately,
political parties are badly divided
and there is little hope of their
uniting on the necessary one
point: to bring back an ordinary
democracy without any ideological
qualifications or debates and
power, in all senses of the words,
gets transferred to the people
through their freely elected repre-
sentatives.

The parties, therefore, have to
fight the next election with just one
aim: restoration of an ordinary
democracy that is neutral in all
ideological debates. There would
be time and occasion later for
ideological debates to be con-
ducted non-violently and politically
at the mass level before another
general election that can be
brought forward at an early date
after democracy has been
restored.

But this is not the time to quarrel
over ideology. The unity should be
unconditional: there would be no

ideological commitment of any
party that gets elected; this will not
be just another election; it is,
should be, intended only to effect
transfer of power from the army to
the people. Its specific purpose is
to elect the true representatives of
the people who can then later
organize democratic party politics.

People can then engage in a
wide ranging ideological debate.
Otherwise the parties will fight
their separate battles over ideol-
ogy and lose. Power will stay
where it is. As it is, the chances
are not too bright of overcoming
the resistance from the Military-
Mullah combo. If parties remain
disunited, the chances of suc-
cess diminish.

It must be clearly understood
thatitis for the common people of
Pakistan to rid the country of the
crises that faces it. Those who
are for the Talibanisation of
Pakistan should stand up and
own the commitment. They
should fight the next election
along with the Q League and the
General-President President
Pervez Musharraf.

Let others fight the battle for a
democracy that carries no adjec-
tive. Power is for the people, and
not for the military or the mullahs.
The goal is clear: human free-
doms, as comprehensive as had
been made clear by two charters
on human rights passed by the
UN, one of which was not
favoured by leading western
powers but is a required reading
for all Pakistanis.

MB Naqviis aleading Pakistani columnist.

European Union at 50
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CHAKLADER MAHBOOB-UL ALAM
writes from Madrid
M period of Europe's
turbulent history has
been more violent than the first
half of the twentieth century, when
rivalry between two of its most
powerful nation states, France
and Germany, caused two world-
wide conflagrations which killed
tens of millions of its inhabitants
and devastated its economies.

In order to build a bridge
between France and Germany
and to lessen the risk of another
Franco-German war, in May 1950,
a French economist and civil
servant called Jean Monnet and

the then French foreign minister,
Robert Schuman, put forward the

OST probably, no other
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Of course, this is not the first time that the EU is facing problems. It has
had problems before and some of them were quite serious. However, in the
past, the members' common quest for peace and prosperity, has always
forced them to negotiate until reaching agreements which may not have
been entirely satisfactory for everyone, but this willingness to negotiate
has saved the union time and again from breaking apart or disappearing.

idea of setting up a new economic
framework for Western Europe.
An independent supranational
authority, the European Coal and
Steel Community (ECSC) was set
up in 1951 by France, West
Germany, ltaly, Belgium, the
Netherlands, and Luxembourg to
administer a common market for
coal and steel, two essential items
for the purpose of waging pro-
longed warfare. For three years,
from 1952 to 1955, Monnet served
as the ECSC's first president.
Today's European Union owes
a debt of gratitude to Monnet. He
was a visionary leader. He did not
believe in petty rivalries among
nation states. As far back as in

1940 he had made a proposal to
Churchill to create a Franco-
British union, an idea which even
today seems impossible. Since
1955, from his position as the
president of the Action Committee
for the United States of Europe, he
worked relentlessly for the cre-
ation of an economic common
market and an "ever closer union
among the European peoples,"
which would make any future war
among them virtually impossible.
It was largely as a result of
Monnet's unflinching faith in the
European project and his hard
work that, fifty years ago, on
March 25, 1957, the six members
of the ECSC signed a treaty in

Rome establishing the European
Economic Community (EEC). This
was a momentous event. It was
the first time in Europe that six
rival nation states voluntarily
surrendered part of their sover-
eignty to a supranational institu-
tion for the sake of peace and
prosperity.

Now, as we celebrate the 50th
anniversary of the signing of the
Treaty of Rome, we hear a lot of
sceptical remarks about the
union's performance and its
future. Are they justified?

The union's critics tend to forget
that the Treaty of Rome had well-
defined objectives. The goals
were to end centuries of distrust

between France and Germany
which had so often proved
destructive, to remove tariff barri-
ers, to free commercial exchange
and to assure mobility of labour,
capital and entrepreneurship
among its six members.

In my opinion, all this has been
achieved and more. Fifty years
ago, when the Treaty of Rome was
signed, no one in his wildest
imagination could envision a
union of 27 members. Today's
Europe represents an unprece-
dented and unimagined combina-
tion of peace, economic growth,
public welfare, increased leisure
and ever-lengthening life expec-
tancy. Here, the long-cherished
utopian idea of having a supra-
national entity with pooled sover-
eignty, a shared currency, respect
for international institutions, and a
commitment to religious freedom,
democracy and tolerance has
been putinto practice with consid-
erable success.

Memories of the two World
Wars have faded in European
minds and no one today expects
an armed conflict among the
major European powers. Most
citizens of Western Europe tend to

take peace for granted. This has
been the single most important
contribution of the EU to the
Europeans.

The EU's single market frame-
work has been responsible for
ending cartels and monopolies,
introducing competition, pushing
privatizations and generally pro-
moting the market over heavily
managed capitalism. Spain's
transformation from a poor agri-
cultural country to one of Europe's
most developed nations has been
almost miraculous. More than
$190 billion -- an astronomic
figure -- has been devoted to
Spain by the EU to develop its
economy and infrastructure since
1986 when Spain joined the EU. In
2006, GDP in the EU grew by
2.9%. 12 million new jobs have
been created over the last 8 years
in the euro area. True, productivity
growth is still lower than in the US,
butit has started picking up.

The EU's phenomenal success
in its capacity to attract so many
new members with diverse politi-
cal and economic backgrounds
(11 from the former Soviet bloc)
has also been the cause of some
of its current problems like how to

deal with the tensions created by
the Irag war or how to address the
issue of the American missile
shield. While the Czech Republic
is willing to accept the US offer to
build a radar base in its territory
and Poland wants the deployment
of interceptor missiles on its soil,
most old members of the EU
consider this policy as a clear
provocation to Russia. Looking
back, one wonders whether it was
a good policy for the EU to expand
so far and so fast.

The most vexing issue that is
confronting the union today is how
to agree on a new constitution
which would streamline its current
cumbersome decision making
process. One can not deny the
fact that a sense of crisis has
gripped the union after the rejec-
tion of the draft constitution by the
French and Dutch voters in the
summer of 2005.

Of course, this is not the first
time that the EU is facing prob-
lems. It has had problems before
and some of them were quite
serious. However, in the past, the
members' common quest for
peace and prosperity, has always
forced them to negotiate until

reaching agreements which may
not have been entirely satisfactory
for everyone, but this willingness
to negotiate has saved the union
time and again from breaking
apart or disappearing.

Fifty years after the signing of
the Treaty of Rome, the European
Union is not only alive but still
expanding. Croatia and
Macedonia may enter the union in
the next decade. Leaving aside
Turkey, there are others like
Serbia, Montenegro and soon-to-
become independent Kosovo
waiting in the queue to join the EU.

However, as the EU grows in size,
political integration of all its mem-
bers into a United States of Europe
will become more and more difficult.
But looking at the union's achieve-
ments so far, the Europeans have
every reason to celebrate its 50th
birthday with modest pride and quiet
satisfaction.

The writer is a columnist for The Daily Star.
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