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DESPITE al] Indian stubbormness
on the Kashmir issue and ics
designs to become a regional
Power, as most recently reflected
through its tests of Agni II and
Trishul missiles, the Pakistan gov-
ermment seems convinced to “hope
after hope”. The extent of its craze
is evidenrt fram Forecign Minister

Sartaj Aziz's assertion thar any
change in Delhi would not affect’

the process of dialogue bertween
the rwo countries.

When India is up its hos-
tile posture, ocur talknng about
“friendly relations” thh India
secms a Ot, is it
the US-led foreign coercion that
makes us undergo furile exerdcise of
talks? In this respect, it is neces-
sary to know as to how far the
Vajpayee visit (Feb 1999) and its

were designed in Delhi and
Islamabad and 1o what extent it
was the fraudulent conjuring of

with Palkistan”™s problems. While it
continuously fails to svop India

pursuing hegemonic designs,
the sub)ect of all its pressure is

an which is merely trying o
cope the Indian cballenze. For
instance when Pakistan tested
Ghauri and Shaheen missiles in
response o India’s Agni II, the US
under secretary of State Karl
Inderfurth said “we had hoped

Palkdstan

sile test.™ A Scate
cial said that *“the fact that
Pakistan was not
mean that they were doing the
righet thing.™

While US oftu:--ls were busy

10 develop and build five types of
guided missiles.

Also, India has not moved an
inch from its unfounded stance on
Kashmir. Arriving at Islamabad
from Delhi after the collapse of the
Vajpayee governnment, Indian High
Commissioner G. Parthasarathy
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said Delhi never acceptred Kashmir
as disputed territory and its known
position on the gquestion is that
“India and Pakistan have differ-
ences on the Kashmir issue.”™ “Our
interpretation of the Lahore
Declaration is that it envx.ﬁges that
the Kashmir gquestion is to be sez-
tled through bda.teral talks in the
spirit of the Simla Accord which
means that it cannot be raised at
any international forum, not even

" the United Nations.™ When asked

why Indian home minister L. K.
Advani persistently referred to
Kashmir as an integral part of
India, he argued that it was the
“known position of India.™

It seems thart the presenr govern-
ment of Pakistan and, more partc-
ularly, the Prime Minister suffer
from an intense longing to befriend
India. They are following a path

that leads only o destruction. To

work for preventing such a cata-
strophe is the duty of every patriot-
ic citizen. An objective analysis of
the situation reveals that Nawazx
Sharif and his brother Shahbaz
Sharif think thar if they are to stay
in power they have o ensure:

1. Full compliance with the
American agenda and to see salva-
tion and progress in being part of

its global ocﬂet_:-nd_\_v_oxl_‘_.ca:tding_-

to its scheme;
2. Friendship with India, at all
coct;
JD_ecrease in defence budge:.
the army and engay.ng
it in civil affairs to make its inger-
est subservient to tbat of the politi-
cal leadership; or else the army
loses popular respect and credihili-
glalong with th-e political leader-
4. Complete subju‘,-tiou of all
constiturional organs, pohuca]

Paklstan-Indla relations and the US

This is the:ir actual S-point manas-
festo. The points are inter- related
and mutually reinforcing. These
trends are manifest through the
policies and deeds of the govern-
ment over the past two years.

September 1999 marks the dead-
line for a decision on CTBT. The
rulers are ready to sign ic. All
arrangements are in this direction.
T3l that time comes, the drama of
Pakistan-India friendship will be
staged. This would dissclve the
Kashmir issue. Moreover, signing
of CTET would pracocally amount
to rolling back of the nuclear pro-
gramme. President Clinton and
Madeleine Albright have openly
stated the Pakistani Prime
Minister, has promised in
September and December 1998 10
do this and whar is being now
is ke taming of the nation for that
eventuality. The
US is also deal-
ing with India, —
but separately. The drama of

. Pakistan-India friendship is being
The

staged under the US directon.
fregquent visits of  Shahbaz Sharif
are part of the same game. Miarters
are being settled without being
t into cthe of and
advice from the foreign office,
defence establishment, cabinert,
parliament and the nation.
Vajpayee's bus trip was part of this
game-plan and the Lahore
ton is its logical coutcome.

How far does the friendship with
the US and India conform o the
national interests and the freedom
and honour of the nation? Our
rulers are sxmply blind to this
dimension. There is no argument,
nor any evidence o indicate thact
US and India have made any basic
changes in their stance. We have
been paying for the US friendship
since 1965. US bermrayed us art
every moment of trial and used
Pakistan only to further its own
interests. Our experience of India
and its leadership is even older.

So, we have to be cautious about
the US motives in the region as
well as wartchful of the Indian
designs. Dizlogue is an unportant
part of diplomacy. No one is deny-
ing this. It is also granted that



Pakistan's foreign policy should be
designed to establish fmendly rela-
tons with all natons of the world.
The difference is on not differenti-
ating berween a friend and a foe.
Every one wishes peace and securi-
ty.butnocattbaooctof;mc.and

aton and a sort of

d in a graveyard.
So, friendship with India wiil be
possible only when it is ready 1o

shun u:umacal designs against

determination as SEuaranteed
under the UN Hons.
The sequence of events reveals

and the Memorandum ‘uggests

that we are at tbc losing end. What
the informed say, therefore,
mcrits immediave and consic-

Itualsomr&hnonngthatmthc
occasion of Mr Vajpayee’s wvisit to
ILahore, not only the US ambas-
sador to Pakistan bur izs current
and former mmn o India,
Richard Celaste and Frank
Weizner, wese present.

The gquestion is what is the real

rAmerican agenda? An article by
Deputy Secretary of State Strobe
Talbort in the famous US )oumal

ton Post, etc
make the US plans abundantly
clear:

1. The uldmate American ocbjec-
tive is 2o eliminate the nuclear pro-
srarnmes of the rwo countries par-
ticularly that of Pakistan. For d:.is
the US insists on first signing the
CTBT (a reaty not yet ratified by
US, Russia and China). Then
comes its demand to stop
nuclear material under FMCT,

although even

the prelimminar-
ies of this pro-
posed treary are yet to be decided. -

It would probably take two years to

take some final shape, but the '

demand is thar Pakistan and India
immediately stop enrichment,
open their inscallations and test-
sites for inspecrtion (something
which the US and the other four

3

nuclear powers are not ready to
comply with, under NPT protec-
tioxn).

In the case of India, there are
indications thart the US will accepc
the principle of “critical minimum
deterrence,” which India is nort
ready to define, rather wants o
keep a:nbiguous- US is nmot pre-
pared to give this optiom to
Palkistan. In short, the US demand
is embodied in four poiniss nuclear
programme 1) be practically
capped; ii) be reversed to old sza-
tus; iii) delivery system be con-
(roncd- and (iv) be opened for
xnsp.caonbytthect-undetper—
suasion or under compulsion.

2. Initiation of Pak-India dia-
logue and ensuring Indian agenda
that all martters be discussed and
agreed upon withourt linking them

o Kashmar issue. The SiIrategy is to
m cooperating in various fields
without making anything public so
that these become “accepred facts”
later on.

3. As far as the Kashmir issue is
concerned, arrangements are raadoc
TO ensure:

face-saving for both pardes;

Palkistan gets neither rmore terri-
tory nor a better military pondon.

India may leave some area buzt it
should not come to Pakistan. This
is vo help Indian army to get out of
the mire without any advantage o
Palkistan;

Certain areas be merg.ed enhar

with Palkistan or with India, while
others be given semi-autonomy
administ either jointly by the

India alone or

India get out of its
bles. Though details are b-l.ng

getung :

should bertter stop helping free-
dom-fighters or else it will be
declared a terrorist state. On the
other hand, if it acts upon US
advice it misht Eet some arca, its
tussle with India would come to a
close and the resources thus saved
could then be used for economic
welfare.

FPrPsS IN THIFE

’PRIESS

India is told thar it can sawve bil-
lions that are now being spent in
Kashunic; thatr Pakistan will not get
the upper hand; cthat the Kashomariss
do not wish to stay with it buz
under the semi- auvionomous status
they will be persuaded 10 live
under Indian caonrrol.

The whole exoarcise is to enhance
US influence in the area and, with
thhe help of India, 10 Work ourt new
monitoring system against China.
Thart is why China has expressed

| comcern over Mr Vajpayec's visat.

4. Ig this whole game, Paldszan is
subjected o Two Kinds of pressure.
First is economic which has
become gquite serious because of
the govermmments” wrong policies,
corruption and mis- management.
Second is the threat of the rise of

sSeparatist movermnents and
Pakistan's threatened break up
into four or five states in the wake
of its rejection of US plans for
friendship with India and division
of Kashrnir.

This is the real US agenda. So
far, nedther Pakistan nor India has
fully agreed with it, yet both arc
being slowly pushed ino the trap.

The rcecal target of the whole
scheme is Pakistan, not India; burc
unfortunately P.kxstan s leader-
ship has no clear perception of it. It
has practically accepted forecign
demands for capping and control
of thhe only leverage i.e. the n
capability. If narionwide popular
pressure is not buaily, then there is a
great risk of signing CTEBT some-
where bDetween July and
Seprtember. This would be the first
step to the rap. Pakistan should
realize that if it stands the pres-
sure, CTTBT will become ineffecuve
after September 1999 and thhen
Pakistan, along with the whole
Muslirm Ummah and the Third
World, would be able to play an
fmportant role in any fresh parleys.
It is also most probable that the
US, Russia and China would defer
their ratificarion rtill September
and will do so only when the rest of
the 44 counrtries ratify. Therefore,
a wisely devised strategy promises
Erear dividends though at the same
. ume demands strong nerves and
unflinching commitment to our
ideals.

. (The writer is chairman of the
Innsctitwuce of Policy Srudies,

s arid forrner seniator).




