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jehad, PM télls Pak

PRESS TRUST OF INDIA _ -
NEW DELHI, Juty 24 ¢ (O
%

IN a firm message to Pakistan,
Prime Minister Atal Behari Vaj-
payee today blunitly told Istamabad
that killings of mnocent people in
Jammu and Kashmir cannot be
“glorified” as Jehad’ butvoiced In-
dia’s readiness to engage in “quiet,
serious diplomacy” for a relation-
ship of peace, friendship and coop-
eration. :

Vajpayee, in identical state-
ments in both Houses of Parlia-
ment, blamed Pakistan for its re-
fusal to end cross-border

terrorism, saying this was the
“main hurdle” in the creation of 2
conducive atmosphere. )

“We cannot ignore the fact of
terrotism and violence in the state,
which is exported from across the
borders. We cannot accept that the
insurgeny in J and K today, with its
foreign mercenaries and generous
assistance from abroad, is anything

' | but terrorism,” he said.

| The Prime Minister, who gave
an overview of the Agra summit,
made it clear that India would con-
tinue to seek dialogue and recon-

ciliation with Pakistan.
A structured discussion on the

W NEW DELMI: PRIME Minister
Atal BehariVajpayee on Tuesday
rejected the Opposition demand for
the resignation of Financa Minister
Yashwant Sinha over the UTHi-
asco. Rasponding 1o queries from
BJP MPs at the Parliamentary
Party meeting here onthe UTL fi-
asco, specially the fate of smaliin-
vestors, he said all stepswere be-
ing taken to revive the UTi and 'the
question of his {Sinha's) resigna-
tion does not arise” as he hasnot
done anything for which he ghould
resign, party spokesmanV K Mal-
hotra told reporters.

summit would be held in the Lok
Sabha and the Rajya Sabha en-
abling members to seek clarifica-
tion from the Government.

New Delhi, Vajpayee said, will
persist with its efforts to convince
Pakistan that bilateral cooperation
“should not be held hostage to the
resolution of any one issue”.

Debunking reports that the
talks had been a failure, he said
“though we could not conclude a -
y 4 CONTINUED ON PAGE 2
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“Lack of structire
derailed summt’

£ wm
NILOVAROY CHAUDHURY A7\ 9 A
STATESMA o /

NEW DELH]I, July 24. — Foreign ministry officials have their
own perception of why the summit-level thiks had failed and
Pakistan managed to walk away with the honours.

According to some senior officials, despite India inviting Pakis-
tani President General Pervez Musharraf over for talks, the gov-
ernment allowed Pakistan to set the agenda by its refusal to es-
pouse a structured agenda through pre-summit official-level
talks which could have laid out a structure.

“It was not only the decision to send the DGMOs (directors-gen-
eral of military operations) which they refused,” an official said.
“We should have insisted on some kind of official structure prior
to the talks.”

“We have had many summits in the past, but there has been
solid work beforehand, and drafts readied, making those a suc-
cess,” a senior official said.

“It’s all very well to expect personal chemistry between the lead-
ers to make decisions, but you cannot have foreign service profes-
sionals just dotting the Is and crossing the Ts,” a senior official
said. “The reason the summit failed was because the govern-
ment, on both sides, failed to utilise the structure at their com-
mand” in the form of the foreign service officials drafting out pos-
sible areas of agreement.“There were just not enough officials to
provide necessary inputs,” the official said. “After all,” an official
said, “you need to have some form of structure by which you can
set the agenda for broad areas of agreement, That is what makes
a summit a success.”

Another area where the political leadership erred, some officials
felt, was in not correctly assessing the other party. “India mis-
takenly assumed that it could do business with Gen Musharraf,”
an official said, while Pakistan mistakenly assumed that India
“had extended the invitation from a position of weakness.”

The ceasefire having failed to make the desited impact, Paki-
stan thought that the “weary armed forces” combating insurgen-
¢y in J&K had forced the government to invite Gen Musharraf in
a bid to make peace. Both impressions were soon dispelled, mak-
ing it difficult to agree to any joint statements.

The government has been widely criticised by Opposition par-
ties after the summit-level meeting failed to come up with a mu-
tually-agreed joint dotument, for.going into the summit “without
adequate preparation” and a section of the foreign o ‘
racy is trying to exonerate itself from the blam
»f the way the summit was conducted.




~Rivals and other countries

pushed PM into summit’
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OUR BUREAU

New Delhi, July 23: As Prime
Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee br-
aced to ride the summit storm Hk-
ely to strike Parliament tomorrow,
the BJP dealt a blow from within
by claiming that the invitation to
Pervez Musharraf was sent on the
Opposition’s “insistence”.

Stating this, BJP spokesman
VK. Malhotra added that “other
countries” too played a role in get-
ting the Pakistani leader called to
India for talks. The Left parties
have been insisting that the US
was instrumental in forcing the
government to invite Musharraf.

Malhotra said the “Opposition
and other countries also wanted
talks to be held”. Pressed whether
he meant that Vajpayee was forced
by the Oppositian to call the gen-
eral, Malhotra asserted “No, they
insisted.”

the governmenas Vajpayee is ex-

pected to make'd statément in Par-
liament tomorrow on why the
talks with Musharraf collapsed.

Asked who, the NDA govern-
ment or the Opposition, was re-
sponsible for framing foreign poli-
cy, Malhotra said: “Let there be a
national consensus(en whether to
continue the talks or not).” The
Prime Minister should talk to all
Opposition parties and then de-
cide, he said, adding: “All want the
dialogue to continue.”

Leaving the government open
to ridicule that-the Oppes
was doing the th forit, the
spokesman said: “The Opposition

. - thecou
g L
talks tab

BJP dumps
Agraon
Opposition

M\

parties should also come forward
and say whether the Prime Minis-
ter should accept Musharraf’s in-
vitation (to visit Islamabad).”
Delhi signalled it was not total-
ly breaking away from the talks
process by agreeing to keep con-
tact with Pakistan alivé onthe of-
ficial level but going slow on V4.
payee’s return visit to Islamabad.
Foreign secretary Chokila Iyer
will meet her Pakistani counter-
part Inamul Haq on the sidelines
of the two-day Saarc meeting in
Colombo beginning August 8.
Though reports from Islam-

" abad suggested that Pakistan had

sent separate formal invites to Va-
jpayee and foreign minister
Jaswant Singh, officials here de-
nied receiving any. Foreign min-
istry spokesperson Nirupama Rao
said a final decision on the timing
of the visit would be taken only

: -after the invites landed. - ,
His remarkif 865 embarrgss ;jné

-summit ties the

were taken up by US
assistant secretary of state Chri-
stina Rocca — on a “famjliarisa-
tion visit” to South Asia — at a
meeting with Singh.

Rocca put at rest speculation
that the US wouldbe
diate between ’
She made it clear’
been no change inA
stated policy on either
Rocca’s remarks are being seen as
assurance from the Bush adminis-
tration that it will not actively in-
terfere in improving ties between
ries but only occasional-

them back to the




~Omar’s shift to
30 VY7 By Shujaat Bukhari )4 \?’

SRINAGAR, JULY 23, The shifting of the Union Minister
of State for Commerce, Mr. Omar Abdullah, to the
External Affairs Ministry is a strong indicator of the
Government’s intention to strengthen its position
on the Kashmir issue.

Since Mr. Abdullah is the only member from Jam-
mu and Kashmir in the Council of Ministers and
happens to be the grandson of the late Sheikh Mo-
hammad Abdullah, his main job will be that of an
image-builder on Kashmir. The Prime Minister, Mr.
A. B. Vajpayee’s decision, especially in the wake of
the setback at Agra, conveys a lot about the Govern-
ment’s plans on the future strategy vis-a-vis Kash-
mir. Focussing on the centrality of Kashmir at the
summit and after, the Pakistan President, Gen. Per-
vez Musharraf, succeeded in making it an issue
which had been pushed to the background by the
earlier bold initiatives of Mr. Vajpayee which includ-
ed the unilateral ceasefire as also his invitation to
the General. While it did not make much impact at
the ground level, the ceasefire yielded good results
internationally and was termed a bold step by pow-
ers such as the United States. With these gains hav-

1
|

o -
MEA significant
L g
ing been sidelined, a damage control exercise would
be in order.

With Mr. Omar Abdullah moving to the MEA, New
Delhi is planning to reshape its Kashmir policy. He
will be in the forefront of advocating India’s stand
on Kashmir and countering Pakistan’s claim, partic-
ularly in Muslim countries. An articulate politician
as he has turned out to be, he was recently chosen by
the Prime Minister for his team to Malaysia and Iran.

A report said the Malaysian President, Dr. Ma-
hathir Mohammad, was surprised to see him and
was quoted as saying, ‘‘we were thinking that there
was strife in Kashmir and were not expecting a Kash-
miri Muslim in the Indian Government.” Similarly,
when Mr. Vajpayee went to meet Iran’s spiritual
leader, Ayatollah Khamenei, only Mr. Omar accom-
panied him.

Later, he was sent to Libya as part of India’s cam-
paign in Muslim countries. Officials who know Mr.
Omar closely in Delhi are impressed with his style of
functioning. ‘‘His shift to the MEA will help the Gov-
ernment to a great extent in its stand on Kashmir,
especially in Muslim countries,” said Mr. Tahir Mo-
hiuddin, editor of the mass circulated Urdit weekly
Chatian.

.
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HT Correspondent
New Delhi, July 23

ON HER maiden visit to India,
the United States Assistant Sec-
retary for South Asia, Christina
B Recea, today ruled out any
change in the stated position of
Washington on mediation in the
Indo-Pak dispute. The US, she
said, is not going to offer its ser-
vices for bringing about a resolu-
tion unless both sides want it.
She effectively closed the specu-
lation created over a recent
remark by Secretary of State
Colin Powell, which was inter-
preted as a departure from the
time-tested US line.

Dressed in casual clothes,
Rocca, a former CIA official who
was closely involved in Afgha-
nistan during the Mujahideen-
Soviet war, said she washereon a
familiarisation trip. She called
on External Affairs Minister
Jaswant Singh, her counterparts
in the Ministry of External
Affairs, and made a significant
call on the Ministries of Power
and Finance. Sources said Rocca
raised the issue of the Enron-
Indian Government standoff
that was creating obstacles to
greater flow of US investment to
India.

She hoped the Government
would intervene to ensure an
amicable settlement and was
assured by Power Ministry offi-
cials that the matter was being

‘ -~

9 A tomw

AP PHOTO

Foreign Minister Jaswant Singh with US Assistant Secretary for South Asia Christina Rocca at Singh's office in New Dethi on flonday.

looked into. She confirmed that
the United States Trade Repre-
sentative, Richard B Zoellick,
would be visiting India early
next month. :

Rocca got a briefing from the
External Affairs Ministry offi-
cials on the outcome of the

recent Agra Summit between
Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vaj-
payee and Pakistani President
Pervez Musharraf. The much-
awaited US view is likely to be
known in Rocca’s forthcoming
first Press conference in New

MNelhi schedyled for tomorrow.

She is expected to visit Pakistan
next week.

Earlier in the day, an MEA
spokesperson said: “The US is
aware of our position. We have
on every occasion pointed out
that outstanding issues between
India and Pakistan must be

resolved bilgerally.”
On US jecretary Of State
Colin Powill’'s comments that

Washingtoa could lend its good
offices to hep India and Pakistan
improve their relations, she said:
“Any outside involrement in this
process does not atise.”

o US mediation without consent Foreign secy meet

on the cards

HT Correspondent
New Delki, July 23

FOREIGN SECRETARY Chokila
Iyer may hold a meeting with her
Pakistani counterpart Inam-ul-
Haque in August even as Delhi
waits for a formal invitation sent
over the weekend from Islam-
abad to Prime Minister Atal
Bihari Vajpayee and External
Affairs Minister Jaswant Singh
for further talks. -

The meeting between Iyer and
Haque may be held on the side-
lines of the scheduled Special
Session of the Saarc foreign sec-
retaries in Colombo on August 9
and 10. The summit was original-
ly scheduled for early June but
was cancelled following the
palace massacre in Kathmandu.

India is pushing for a more
structured preparatory process
ahead of another Musharraf-Vaj-
payee Summit. Had the June
event been held, it would have
afforded Delhi an opportunity to
hold discussions on an agenda.

Following the failure of the
Agra summit, Jaswant Singh
revealed that the Pakistan resis-
tance to the idea of official-level
preparations was a primary
cause for the deadlock on July 16.
Neither country could agree on
the formulations to go into a
joint declaration. The Agra sum-
mit also did not produce an

a closure to i, we will
take up the issus with noo
because the families of PoWs con-
tinue 1o maintain, based on whatev-
er evidence, that soidiers sre sillin.
Pakistan's custody,” an External
Affairs Miniistry spokespersonitold

newsmen. ‘ e

agreement on reviving Saarc.

The agenda of the Colombo
meeting is how to revive the
Saarc process. India had agreed
to participate in it last December
when the Sri Lankan Foreign
Minister had pointed out that
Saarc had lost direction follow-
ing the Indo-Pak standoff.

India agreed to send its foreign
secretary to a meeting of this
forum even before changing its
policy on having summit-level
talks with Pakistan. But now that
the summit is over, the question
haunting is whether or not a
Saarc conference would be held.

-



By C. Raja Mohan ,R? ‘/b

NEW DELHI, JULY 22. Is there a fundamental con-
tradiction between the necessity of talking in
secret with a foreign government on the one
hand and informing one’s own media about
that negotiation on the other?

As it fends off criticism on its handling of
the summit level talks with Pakistan at Agra,
the Government appears strongly convinced
that it could not have conducted sensitive ne-
gotiations with Pakistan, except in secret. But
the media believes that it has been badly let
down by the Government’s severe restriction
of information flow during two days of intense
negotiations at Agra. And in comparison, Pa-
kistani officials had kept their own media
well-informed of the state of play.

Gen. Musharraf and his media managers
are patting themselves on the back for effec-
tively shaping the popular perceptions of the
summit. India, which initiated the process, is
forced on to the political defensive.

And as partisan politics takes over the de-
bate on engaging Pakistan, India will appear
even more divided and lost in its incipient
parliamentary debate on who lost Agra.

While the Government is iterating the clas-
sical principles of diplomacy, the world has
changed a lot. Media today is far more in-
trusive than ever before and has indeed com-
plicated the business of diplomacy and
negotiation between nations. It scrutinises ev-
ery tentative idea, each trial balloon, every
proposal aimed at teasing the other side and
forces public responses from different politi-
cal formations within the country and from
across the border.

Media power is a reality that cannot be
wished away. Political leaders have come to
terms with the new media realities in the
rough and tumble of domestic politics. It is
time our diplomatic establishment too recog-
nised the new media imperative. Working
with the electronic media and the internet
could generate “force multipliers” for Indian
diplomacy. Working against them would only
produce negative outcomes.

The media does not expect every detail to be
put out during the negotfation. But the hungry
monster that it is, media expects to be fed
frequently. In any event, one would think
shaping the image of the evening TV news
bulletin and the headline in the morning
newspaper is in the interest of the Govern-
ment itself.

* % %

While India holds on to the principle of con-
fidentiality in negotiations, Pakistan is leaking
various drafts of the Agra summit talks to the
public. A leading Indian weekly has begun to
carry them on its website.

Greater transparency will, inevitably if
somewhat chaotically, be forced on the nego-
tiating process between India and Pakistan in
the coming years and months.

Instead of opposing it, the Government
needs to initiate serious reforms in its infor-
mation-sharing and media management pol-

DIPLOMATIC NOTEBOOK

icies, now widely termed as public diplomacy.

Getting the foreign policy establishment to
imbibe the virtues of public diplomacy must
be a key element of the long overdue security
sector reforms in India.

* % %

Mr. Vivek Katju will soon head out as India’s
ambassador to Myanmar. For nearly six years,
Mr. Katju has been Joint Secretary in-charge
of Pakistan, Afghanistan and Iran in the Minis-
try of External Affairs.

Even as Governments rose and fell since the
mid 1990s, continuity in policy was main-
tained by the extended tenure of some key
officials at the Foreign Office. Mr. Katju was
one of them. His tenure saw the full spectrum
of diplomatic developments between India
and Pakistan.

There was the renewal of engagement be-
tween the two nations by Mr. Inder Kumar
Gujral and Mr. Nawaz Sharif and the formal
inclusion of Jammu and Kashmir on the agen-

" Media and foreign policy

dain 1997 The nuclear tests of May 1998 were
followed by meetings between the two Prime
Ministers in New York, the bus journey to La-
hore by Mr. Vajpayee in February 1999 and the
Kargil war. Cut then to the coup by Gen. Per-
vez Musharraf, the Kandahar crisis and finally
the Agra summit.

In coping with the different shades of Pakis-
tan, Mr. Katju has acquired an awesome repu-
tation for obduracy. But many believe that
being stubborn comes with the job. In the
trenches of the daily diplomatic warfare with
Pakistan, tenacity in defending traditional po-
sitions and skepticism about “creative diplo-
macy” seem to be valued by the Foreign
Office.

Mr. Katju's successor will be Mr. Arun Singh
who recently returned from Moscow as the
political counsellor in the Indian mission
there and is the Joint Secretary dealing with
political developments in the United Nations.

EE 2 3

The new U.S. Ambassador to India, Mr.
Robert Blackwill, is arriving here this week.
His reputation as a man who wants to drive
Indo-U.S. relations forward at a rapid pace has
arrived long before him. He will be eager to
present his credentials quickly to the Indian
President and get on with the job. But what
are ‘‘credentials?”

Credentials are letters the Ambassador car-
ries from his Head of State and presents to the
chief of the host nation. The letters, which are
termed “letters of credence” request the re-
ceiving Head of State to give “full credence” to
what the ambassador will say on behalf of his
Government.

An ambassador is not formally recognised
as such by the host country until he has pre-
sented his credentials; until then he cannot
act in his official capacity outside the embas-
sy.

When nations have good relations, as India
and the U.S. do now, these become mere for-
malities. Most ambassadors begin their work
even before they officially pyﬁ#&feir cre-
dentials.




By Atul Aneja

21 As the dust begins to settle
it and post-mortem

, “media management”
entrusted to the Ministry of External
Affairs (MEA) has come in for sharp
criticism.

Ms. Nirupama Rao, newly-appointed
spokesperson for the Ministry, has been
fiercely, and many feel unfairly, attacked
for the “media fiasco” at Agra.

Is the anger against Ms, Rao justified?
Could the MEA’s external publicity
division have done better? In briefing
halls, crowded cafeterias or any other
assemblage of journalists, an end to the
discussion on this does not appear to be
in sight.

The themes agitating the media are
familiar. One revolves around Ms. Rao’s
scarce presence at the media centre at the
Mughal Sheraton hotel in Agra. The other
is her terse Government statements on
the happenings in the Jaypee Palace Hotel
where the Prime Minister, Mr. A.B.
Vajpayee, and the Pakistan President,
Gen. Pervez Musharraf, were holding
endless rounds of talks. Ms. Rao’s refusal
to take questions on the statements she
| read out has also been commented upon.

While acknowledging that the media’s

grouse may not be unfounded, official
sources observing the developments have
an explanation. Ms. Rao, they say, could
not have gone beyond her brief drawn by
senior members of the Indian delegation.
The MEA, for instance, had decided that it
would not conduct diplomacy through the
media while the talks were on. It was this
understanding that was reflected in the
statements Ms. Rao read out. In no way
could an officer of the joint Secretary
rank flout the iron-clad parameters she
had been asked to uphold before the
media.

Neither can she be blamed for not
taking questions, for the decision against
a question-and-answer session was also
taken at the top. In other words, Ms, Rao
was asked to conduct before the media a
performance rigidly choreographed by her
superiors.

For most of the day on July 16, Ms. Rao
was absent at the media centre — for
which she has been severely criticised.
But her advocates say it is unfair to blame
her. She had to be at the Jaypee Palace
hotel where expectations were high that a
joint declaration could be signed any
moment after noon.

By that afternoon there was no change
in Gen. Musharraf’s plan to leave for
Ajmer around 2 p.m., reinforcing the

/ Could MEA spokesperson have
gone beyond her brief?

expectation of a joint declaration. Ms.
Rao, therefore, had to be in the hotel to
meet the 2 p.m. deadline and also arrange
a press conference which was also
planned if the talks succeeded.

But with a breakthrough turning
elusive, the schedule for the signing
ceremony and the press conference kept
slipping. In confining herself to the hotel
till about midnight, Ms. Rao was a
prisoner of a highly dynamic and
unpredictable situation.

As for her unavailability during the
summit, sources clarified that her cellular
phone number had been widely
distributed to Indian mediapersons.

Interaction with the media became
unsavoury when Ms. Rao was heckled by
a group of angry journalists, mostly from
Pakistan. They blamed her for standing in
the way of a midnight press conference
by Gen. Musharraf at the Amar Vilas
hotel. Sources say that Ms. Rao could not
be held responsible for this as the
decision not to hold the press conference
was taken on security considerations.

While the Pakistani Government
spokesman, Mr. A.A. Gondal, has
expressed regret over the incident, no
such apology, contrary to media reports,

has come from any diplomat of the
Pakistani High Commission. /

7
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Gowvt. accused of
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"o X ‘diplomatic paralysis’

Y\ By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, JULY 21. The former External Affairs Minis-
ter and Chairman of the AICC’s Foreign Affairs de-
partment, Mr. Natwar Singh, today joined issue with
the Pakistan President, Gen. Pervez Musharraf, over
his remarks at Friday's press conference asking India
to accept the reality on Jammu and Kashmir. “He is
all the time talking of accepting reality but I am
afraid he is not doing it himself, as far as Jammu and
Kashmir is concerned the reality is that it is an in-
tegral part of India and will remain so,” Mr. Singh,
said.

Talking to The Hindu, Mr. Natwar Singh, said that
the Pakistan President’s obsession with Kashmir
prevented him from appreciating the secular, demo-
cratic ethos of the country. “The General’s constant
reference to what is happening in Kashmir as a free-
dom struggle only puts up the backs of hundreds of
millions of Indians” Mr. Singh said.

Mr. Singh was also not pleased at the manner in
which the Government went about the summit and
also its response to the developments after the con-
clusion of the summit. “The Government of India
was unable to handle him satisfactorily”, he said.

He was particularly critical at the casual manner in
which the Government approached the summit. In
" his view not only were the preparations inadequate,
the Government also did not appear clear about
what it wanted out of the summit, or the objectives
that it hoped to achieve in the discussions. “Even for

a Joint-Secretary-level bilateral meeting more prep-
arations are made’’ Mr. Singh remarked caustically.

Even at Agra, in Mr. Singh’s opinion, the Govern-
ment allowed Pakistan to have a field day, “they
were unaware of what was happening at the break-
fast meeting and when they came to know, they did
little about it”. He also asked the Government to
explain why the Prime Minister suddenly decided to
invite the General on May 23. ‘“There was no percep-
tible change in the situation on the border, terrorism
was continuing then why this 180 degrees turn?”,
Mr. Singh asked.

Mr. Singh was also critical of the Government’s
reported decision to give the Shimla Agreement a
burial. He said Pakistan’s attempt had been to by-
pass the Shimla Agreement because it makes bilater-
alism the bedrock of relations. However what
appears to have irked him more is the Indian Gov-
ernment’s readiness to bypass the agreement. ‘“The
Prime Minister must clarify on why the Government
agreed not to mention the Shimla or the Lahore Dec-
laration”, Mr. Singh asked.

He said that though there was no breakthrough at
Agra, efforts must now be made to ensure that there
was no breakdown. ‘‘The process must continue but
we should be better prepared for the next encoun-
ter.”

- Elsewhere too the party stepped up the heat on the
Government accusing it of “‘diplomatic paralysis” in
the face of the blitz launched by Gen. Musharraf, ’/




‘New Delhi remains cole
Russia, China str:

By GAUTAM DATT M e
New Dethi, July 20: India is cold
to the proposal to form New Delhi-
Moscow-Beijing strategic axis.
The tripartite alignment
already been formally rejected by
India and Russia. The proposal,
which has been circulation for last
several years now, surfaced again
‘last week when Chinese President

Yiang Zemin visited Russia and

signed a historic friendship treaty.

India and Russia have main-
tained that the relationship amorig
the three countries were guided by
separate  bilateral interactions.
Commenting on the Russia-China
treaty, an. Indian foreign ministry
official said that it was a bilateral
arrangement between the. two
sides. The official said that India
has separate strong ties with both
Russia and China.

The three sides — Russia, China
and India — have cooperated with:
each other in international arenas

has

on  several 1ssu:sy\1\e idea ‘of
Indid-Russia-China axi§ was first

.moved by former Russian. Prime.

Minjster Yevgeni Primakov when
he visited New Delhi in December
1999. While there had been lot of

media. attention to the -issue in

Moscow, India had expressed its

unwillingness to join such a formal -

arrangement. Beijing too has made

informal references to the proposal

on several occasion. Former Chi-
nese ambassador -to India Zhu
Gong had talked about the need for
Russia, Chma and India to seek
common " ground pamcularly on
the issue of cross-border terrorism.

Moreover India has stressed that
there was no need go back to Cold
War-like situation by formalising

-such axis. Russia too has empha-

sised on the bilateral -relations
among the three nations. The issue

" ‘no longer figures in the formal
talks between India and Russia
though it has been discussed time

and again by the analysts of the

.was to.

two nations. The idea of the axis
bring together more "than
two billion people of three nucledr

- armed fiations. Its bagic aim was to

challenge the US hegemony. But
in today’s context'a new alignment
seems to be taking pldce with India
laoking upto the US for coopera-
tion and trying to get an entry into

. the “friends and allies circle of the.

super ‘power. New Delhi's
endorsement of the US administra-
tion’s niuclear missile defence sys-
tem being the latest ifidication of

the Indian drift towards Washing-
ton. Even when the idea of tripar-
tite alignment was: , ana- .
lysts had expected it to remain on

paper as all the three. n ions have -
strong bilateral ex tions with

. the US. Even as Beuing has fallén
‘out with Washmgton,

th Russia
and India have im it ties with
the US. The relationy bétween
India and China too hass\:wmassed
roller coaster ride and has newver
remained-stable for long time.




FROM RADHIKA RAMAS]EHAN

New Delhi, July 20: Foreign min-
ister Jaswant Singh has apparent-
ly emerged as the BJP’s fall guy
for the Agra talks breakdown.

Party sources said the BJP na-
tional executive — which meets
next weekend —- will discuss the
summit in detail, and the exercise
may include an assessment of the
foreign ministry’s role.

Singh, never a favourite with
the Sangh parivar, came under a
cloud after the BJP got reports
suggesting that he had made
amendments in a draft of the
aborted Agra agreement in his
own hand. The draft, sent by Pak-
istan to be vetted by India, was re-

Fya

l

Abdul Sattar with the changes.

“We are now almost certain
that Pakistan will publicly exhibit
the draft copy with Singh’s hand-
written changes as proof of our
endorsement. It will also try and
use this as the basis for all future
talks,” BJP sources said.

Though a foreign ministry
spokesperson had said two days
ago that the Agra talks would not
be a benchmark for the future, the
BJP fears Pakistan may show the
document as “evidence” of India’s
ratification and use it to bolster its
thesis that an “invisible hand”
had been at work to scuttle the
summit.

The BJP also voiced its disap-

proval of the foreign ministry’s
media “mismanagement”. A team
of party officials, headed by J.P.
Mathur, called on A.B. Vajpayee
this morning to share its views on
the issue, but the Prime Minister
did not respond. “It was an utter
failure of the ministry of external
affairs,” BJP sources said. “The

Pakistan foreign minister was in

constant touch with the press but
Jaswant Singh did not even try to
brief the Indian press selectively.
He was simply inaccessible.”
Sources argued that Sushma
Swaraj was being made a “scape-
goat for no fault of hers”. “Maybe,
she was asked to give a limited
briefing at a particular point and
she did her job. Our information is

Paklstan s note-takers in the one-
to-one sessions were in constant
touch with their military
spokesman. But no such effort
was made by our MEA.”

If Singh has fallen several no-
tches in the summit scorecard, ho-
me minister L.K. Advani has come
up trumps. The BJP office-bearers
have sought an appointment to
congratulate him for the summit’s
“success” as they did Vajpayee th-
ismorning. “We equally congratu-
late Advani because he is as much,
responsible for the summit’s suc-
cess as Vajpayee,” sources said.

BJP sources claimed Advani’s
presence made “all the difference
between success and failure”. Sig-
ning an agreement would have

abels J aswant Agra ‘villain’

\turned to S(l}lg'n counterpart

amounted to failure in the BJP’s
view and, sources claimed, Ad-
vani was largely responsible for
blocking it.

Asked what Advani’s role was,
sources said: “We gather he was
the only one vigilant enough to
spot the clause Pakistan had in-
serted in the final draft, which
stated that the nine points in the
agreement were conditioned by a
forward movement on Jammu
and Kashmir. Advaniji put his foot
down on this and that was the end
of the talks.”

Sources stressed that while the
decision to call off the negotia-
tions was taken collectively by Va-
jpayee, Advani and Singh, it was
the home minister who “must

have taken the lead”.

A statement issued by the BJP
recorded the party’s “great appre-
ciation of the determination and
firmness with which the Prime
Minister put forward the centrali-
ty of India’s principal concerns,
especially the one relating to
cross-border terrorism. “We are
happy that a clear message has
gone to the entire world, and par-
ticularly to Pakistan, that India
will not compromise on the ques-
tion of cross-border terrorism and
other anti-India activities.”

Singling out aspects of the

’s ¢ athur said:

summit’s “success”,
the way the
i stood with dj
t towards Pakigtan.”

“We feel proud




|
|

i
‘t

|
\
|
|
|
|
5
|
i
|

Congress to take Govt.

%3\7/ to task on summit

By Our Special Correspondent

| NEW DELHI, JULY 20. The Congress plans to ask some
| uncomfortable questions to the Government on the

Agra summit. Though its representatives at the all-
party meet on Thursday limited themselves to point-

| ing out some obvious shortcomings, the party is now

preparing to take the Government to task.

The Congress held a strategy session this evening
for the monsoon session of Parliament starting on
Monday. Present at the meeting were Mr. Madhav-

! rao Scindia, Dr. Manmohan Singh, Mr. Arjun Singh,

Mr. Pranab Mukherjee, Mr. Priyaranjan Dasmunshi,

i and the general secretaries, Mr. Kamalnath, Mr.

Ghulam Nabi Azad and the party spokesperson, Mr.
Jaipal Reddy.

Although the Congress is unlikely to continue with

| the boycott of Patliament, it has shortlisted a host of
| issues o ich it plans to haul the Government

over the coals. High priority is for the Agra summit.
It wants the Prime Minister to give a detailed state-
ment after which it will demand a detailed discus-
sion. It will also raise the UTI fiasco, the Tehelka
issue, and the rapidly deteriorating situation in Ma-
nipur, the Government's inaction on issuing a fresh
notification on the Ayodhya imbroglio, the disin-
vestment of Air India and the telecom scam.

Seperately, the Congress sought to press home the
fillip provided by the results of the local bodies elec-
tions in Andhra Pradesh. It viewed the results as an
indication of the unmistakable shift “in favour of the
party”. "It is the beginning of the end of the TDP in
the State,” said the party spokesperson, Mr. }aipal
Reddy.

Blaming the TDP Government of dividing the
State, the Congress leaders also unhappy that
the BJP had also come a er6pper in Andhra Pradesh,
said Mr. Reddy.

s
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By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELH}, JULY 20. The Communi-
st Party of India (CPI) feels there is
confusion in the Government in
the post-Agra summit phase and
charged that a negative atmo-

. sphere was being built up, espe-

cially from within the Sangh
Parivar and the ruling National
Democratic Alliance.

Contradictory statements were
issued after the summit. While the
Minister of External Affairs, Mr.
Jaswant Singh, said that India
would build further on the sum-
mit, the Ministry of External Af-
fairs spokesperson said since
there was no agreement, New
Delhi would have to depend on
the Shimla and the Lahore ac-
cords the next time around.

Referring to these contradic-
tions, the CPI general secretary,
Mr. A.B. Bardhan, commented in
the latest issue of party organ,
New Age that “At the very least, it
reflects the confusion that pre-
vails at the Government level. It
reflects the pressure from the
hawks who have been active all
through, and are now trying to
capitalise on the inability to agree
on a draft statement at Agra. A ve-
ry negative atmosphere is being
built up, especially from within
the Sangh Parivar and the NDA
itself. Many things are being said
and written which are not ger-
mane to the issue. Motives are be-
ing questioned which can only
cause bitterness.”

The CPI warned that Pakistan
was “more than willing to esca-

-

late tension’' and attempting to |
use the media to project Islama- |

bad’s standpoint and observed
that New Delhi’s media manage-
ment was a “total flop”.

Mr. Bardhan said the Informa-

tion and Broadcasting Minister,
Mrs. Sushma Swaraj, did a “dis-
service” to the talks, deliberate or
not. /‘)/k; %,
The party charge{l the Vajpayee
Government wi inadequate
preparation ahead of the summit,
while underlining the need for In-
dia to continue dialogue with Pa-
kistan.

The party had been advocating
talks even when the BJP-led gov-
ernment had maintained it would
not hold parleys till cross-border
terrorism was halted by Islama-
bad.

~Post-summit statements reflect
re—  Govt. confusion: CPI
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«* Lahore accords
‘ STA%}SJAEWS SERVICE

. NEW DELH\\aJuly 19. - After rejecting the

draft Agra declaration, India today categorically
stated that there was no question of “reneging”

i from the Simla Agreement and the Lahore Dec-
' laration.

Even as it hoped that the dialogue would move

i forward with the twin objective of peace and

goodwill, the government said that it cannot af-

ford to ignore the previous agreements and ex-

periences that India had to face in the past.
While emphasising that there would be no re-

' neging from the two accords, the external affairs

' ministry spokesperson, Mrs Nirupama Rao,

said: “We hope the dialogue will move forward.
Our objective is peace and goodwill. But we can-
not ignore the previous agreements and experi-

* ences of the past”.
. A day after taking a strong line, India seems to

have become soft suddenly. Replying to a ques-
tion about India’s stand that a new beginning
had to be made on the basis of Shimla and La-
hore accords on the ground that no agreement
was concluded at the Vajpayee-Musharraf Agra
summit, Mrs Rao said “Agra marked the begin-
ning of a journey and commencement of a proc-
ess. We are not discounting the relevance of the
Agra meet”. On New Delhi’s proposal for a visit
to Pakistan by the Director General of Military
Operations, she said a response from Islamabad
was awaited.. “Our proposal stands”.

On the Pakistani side, President Musharrafs
visit was supported by sma'l and groups of
the 19-party Alliance for Restoration of De-
mocracy. However, Mrs Benazir Bhutto’s
Pakistan People’s Party and deposed Prim
Minister, Mr Nawaz Sharif’s Pakistan
lim League, both members of the 19-p
liance, opposed Musharraf’s visit.
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"“Next round starts ::;afres '

W Continued from Page 1

relations. However, India expressed happ}iess
General Pervez Musharraf talked about New Delhi’s desire for peace in
the subcontinent after he returned to Pakistan. “We are happy that Pres-
ident Musharraf has carried the impression back to Pakistan that there is
a great desire within India for the establishment of good neighbourly
relations,” the spokesperson said, adding that the caravan of peace will
move ahead. The-strong Indian reaction was a response to Pakistan's
assertion that the threads for the next round would be picked from the
draft joint declaration umpared in Agra. Pakistan foreign minister
Abdul Sattar had claimed in a press conference on Tuesday that the -
Agra summit wotld be a “valuable foundation” for the two ledders for
reaching a “full agreement” at a future meeting. It has been rejected
outright by India. India and Pakistan had serious disagreements on the
issues of cross-border terroti$m and Kashmir respectively, which result-
ed in an inconclusive Agra dialogue. New Delhi has dismissed the draft
declatation being emphasised by Pakistan.

New Delhi also launched a strong attack against Pakistan forelgn min-,
ister Abdul Sattar, who had described cross-border terrorism as “cross-:
Line of Control terrorism.” India said it was “astonished at the téchnical- .
ity voiced” by the Pakistan foreign minister. “We know very well that’
Pakistan understands perfectly what is meant by cross-border terrorism,
which is inclusive of encouraging and abetting infiltration and terrorism:
across LoC,” said the esperson.

India, however, sai gra summit had not been a total waste. Pak-
istan has maintaingd fhat the two sidés were close to signing the Agra.

/Nextmund

starts afresh,
notfmm@\
Agra'MEA

By Our CORRESPONDE \
1a On

New Delhi, July 18: Ind
Wednesday nullified the Agra
summit, saying the basis of the
next round of talks with Pakistan
would be the Shimla Agreement
and the Lahore .Declaration.
New Delhi made it clear that as
“no closure was reached on the
text of an agreement” in Agra,
the two sides would have to
‘begin afresh.

India’s response came a’ day
after external "affairs minister
Jaswant Singh had declared that
the Agra sumimit was not a fail-
ure. “Various proposals were
discussed (in the draft declara-
tion) but it is self-evident that'
until such proposals receive clo- -
sure and subscription by signa-
ture there is no agreement. We
will, therefore, have to begin
again,” .a MEA spo}(esperson
said.

The MEA outlmed the Shimia
Agreement and Lahore

Declaration as the “cormers .
stones” -of Indo-Pak bilateAil
# Turn to Page 2 ;
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“Govt didn’t do

homework m’/él
before summit

HT Correspondent 9 P P
Kolkata, July 18 WM

THE GOVERNMENT rushed
into the Agra summit without
any homework, said CPI(M) gen-
eral secretary Harkishan Singh
Surjeet here today. L

He also described the recent
pronouncements by :Pakistan
Foreign Minister that the sum-
mit had not failed as aag of a

conspiracy. {

Speaking at the condplence
meeting of Left Front chairman
Sailen Dasgupta at the Netaji
Indoor Stadium, Surjeet said the
summit bore out the Govern-
ment’s lack of preparation.
“They agreed to meet the Pak-
istan President without any
groundwork on which issues to
be discussed and how far to go
with them. I have never seen
such a thing in my life.”

He described Musharraf as a
clever man who came close to
getting what he wanted.

“He was ready to term Kash-
mir a ‘issue’ rather than a ‘dis-
pute’, but refused to include a
clause on cross-border terrorism.
The talks broke down when the
Indian side realised this.”

Surjeet said his party had wel-
comed the talks and the Prime
Minister’s proposed visit to Pak-
istan. “But the Pakistan Foreign
Minister’s comment that the
talks did not fail is part of a con-
spiracy — nothing but a ploy.”

Alluding to reports in Pak-
istan’s Dgwn newspaper, Surjeet
said the desire for peace is strong
on bothagides of the border and
Indo-M¥dialogue should contin-
ue. .

“When L met the PM before the
summit; he told me he was not
under any pressure to go into the
talks, I told him I would tell you
later under'whose pressure you
are working.”
He qudered why Musharraf
trusted Vajpayee so much.

Surjeet welcomed the recent
Sino-Russia pact against USA’s
National Missile Defence policy.

s 9;;&{.;,-4

nga A
ST
HE T



Pak officials brief journalists,
MEA ignores Indian media

By OuR SPECIAL {b ’3’ f?/
CORRESPONDENT \

Agra, July 16: It was a war of nerves. tension
was unbelievable. Hundreds of journalists, gathered at
the media centre kilometres away from the Jaypee
Palace Hotel where the hard bargaining was taking

place, could feel it. An agreement between Prime -

Minjster Atal Behari Vajpayee and Pakistan President
-Genéral Pervez Musharraf was reached at 1.30 pm.

This, broké down shortly after as the Indian side
insisted that cross-border terrorism should find place
in the document in so many words. The Pakistanis
who had been consistent in their relictance to include
the phrase, then said that this could be accommodated
. if India was willing to add a clause linking this to the
will of the people of Kashmir. It took hours for the
two sides to break the stalemate. President Musharraf
had to cancel his visit to Jaipur and Ajmer. Rumours
that he might stay. on for another day, or at least the
night gathered streﬂgth Finally at about 7.30 pm, the
Pakistan foreign secretary Inamul Hag made a quick
dppearance and told the journalists from his country
that the general would be leaving for Islamabad the
same night. That he would not be extending his stay.
And the Agra declaration as the joint statement was to
be turned into would be signed before he left.

But again in the absence of a time frame the journal-

 J p

ists, by now cynical about the entire process, contin-
ved with the wild speculation. It was interesting to
note that while officials from the Pakistan delegation
did visit the media centre'to exchange some informa-
tion from their journalists, not a single official from
the India found the time to make a similar appearance.

The result was that while the journalists from the
neighbouring country were told that Kashmir was on
top of the agenda, the Indian media was left com-
pletely in the dark. Any information available at the
media centre ‘was courtesy -the visitors. Mgst notice-
able was the MEA spokesperson Nirupama Rao, who
did not show her face, except fot a brief briefing on
the first day, at the media centre. She remained away,
leaving a clueless diréctor and an OSD from the exter-

_nal affairs publicity wing to handle queries from the

media. The stock answer of the two junior officials to
any question was. “I do not know, I have no idea.”
The day began with. a meeting between President

“Musharraf and a group of -editors from the Indian

media. It turned out to be a press conference with the
proceedings being telecast later. The general used the
occasion to spell out the agenda, which created a stir
in the Indian camp which was taken by surprise at
public voicing of demands. In what appeared
exercise to get the Prime. Ministet’s poj
across, the Indian side released t
remarks Mr Vajpayee had made.

—
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‘CROSS-BORDER TERRORISM IS OUR CORE CONCERN’

S
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By C. Raja Mohan

NEW DELHI, JULYy 12. Despite its disappoint-
ment over the decision by the Pakistani
President, Gen. Pervez Musharraf, to meet
Kashmiri dissidents during his visit, India
today signalled a constructive approach to
the talks this weekend in Agra.

Summing up the Indian position three
days before Gen. Musharraf arrives here,
the External Affairs Minister, Mr. Jaswant
Singh, sought to blow away the gathering
cloud of gloom over the Agra summit in the
last few days.

India was not going to let the acrimony of
the last few days over the proposed meet-
ing between Gen. Musharraf and the Hurri-
yat leaders derail its initiative to renew the
engagement with Pakistan. “I am not at all
pessimistic,” Mr. Singh insisted at a crowd-
ed press conference this afternoon. He de-
clared that the Government “will approach
the Agra summit with optimism and a posi-
tive spirit”.

At the same time Mr. Singh outlined a
tough negotiating position on Jammu and
Kashmir insisting that it was an integral
part of India, rejecting ideas for self-deter-
mination for Kashmiris and third party
mediation.

Ready for better ties

The message from India today was one of
realism. The Government was ready to
move towards a different relationship with

Pakistan; but it was not going to give away
the store on Kashmir.

To a direct question whether India was
prepared to trust Gen. Musharraf, given his
well-known role in engineering the Kargil
confrontation two years ago, Mr. Singh re-
fused to answer either “yes” or “no”.

Expressing reluctance to pass judgment
on Gen. Musharraf, the Minister said the
Kargil experience was indeed part of India’s
history. But he proclaimed India’s readin-
ess to get over the bitterness of the past and
make one more bid for “lasting peace and
amity with Pakistan’.

Questioned on Gen. Musharraf’s attempt
to make Kashmir the principal focus of the
Agra summit, Mr. Singh said India had nev-
er “shied away” from discussing the sub-
ject and was prepared for a substantive
discussjon at Agra.

But Mr. Singh insisted that there were
other issues in India-Pakistan relations as
important as Kashmir which would figure
in the Agra talks. The two countries, Mr.
Singh said, “‘will hopefully address the to-
tality of the relationship”.

Mr. Singh, who currently holds the port-
folios of External Affairs and Defence in the

Cabinet, said India had a “core concern” of

its own to be taken up with Gen. Musharraf
— cross-border terrorism. The Govern-
ment would address the issue ‘‘unambig-
uously” at Agra.

Asked about possible changes in the ne-
gotiating framework on Pakistan, Mr. Singh

answered in the negative. “India will con-
tinue to abide by the framework of the
Composite Dialogue that was agreed to by
the two countries nearly four years ago.”

The Minister rejected the argument that
India was negotiating with Pakistan either
under pressure from the United States or
weakened by the decade-long insurgency
in the State.

He dismissed Pakistan’s criticism that
India’s recent goodwill gestures to promote
people-to-people contacts were “‘peripher-

al” to the central question of Jammmy and
Kashmir. “I cannot subscribyhg view

To Agra with optimism: Jaswant__

that people can ever be periphéral” in the
relations between India and Pakistan, he
said.

Elaborating on a broad range of issues in
the bilateral relations, Mr. Singh said India
was ‘“‘disappointed” with Gen. Musharraf’s
decision to meet the Hurriyat leaders in
New Delhi on Saturday at the reception to
be hosted by the Pakistan High Commis-
sioner.

Mr. Singh defended the decision by the
ruling National Democratic Alliance to
boycott the reception in honour of Gen.
Musharraf. Representatives of the Govern-
ment would be present on the occasion as
part of the decision to “observe due proto-
col”.

CCS meets
UNI reports:

The Prime Minister, Mr. Atal Behari Vaj-
payee, today held another informal meet-
ing of the CCS to firm up the agenda for
talks with Gen. Musharraf. The meeting, at-
tended by the Union Home Minister, Mr. L.
K. Advani, and Mr. Singh and senior offi-
cials, discussed issues that are likely to be
taken up during the summit.

The meeting, fourth in a row, also delib-
erated on controversial statements made
by Gen. Musharraf and his Foreign Minis-
ter, Mr. Abdul Sattar, on Kashmir and other
issues.

More reports on Pages 13, 14 and/154




_“Tea party

By Neena Vyas \Xﬂ)

NEW DELHI, JULY 9. There is a defi-
nite possibility of some political
party leaders deciding to stay
away from the Pakistan High
Cominissioner, Mr. Ashraf Jehan-
gir Qazi’s.“tea-party” here on July
14 where members of the Hurri-
yat Conference are also expected
to be guests.

The subject came up at the all-
party meeting convened by the
Prime Minister, Mr. Atal Behari
Vajpayee, here today when the
opposition party leaders as well as
those of the ruling National Dem-
ocratic Alliance coalition made
known their strong opposition to
“‘any role for the Hurriyat” during
the coming India-Pakistan sum-
mit talks.

They sought from Mr. Vajpayee
a clarification on the issue which
has raised an unpleasant contro-
versy ahead of the summit.

They were told the Government
had already advised Pakistan not
to invite the Hurriyat leaders for
the “tea- party” to be hosted by
the Pakistan High Commissioner.

But if they do invite the Hurri-
yat (the Hurriyat leaders today
claimed they had received invita-
tions for all their executive com-
mittee members), the
Government suggested that party
leaders would have to decide for
themselves whether to attend it or
not.

However, the Congress leader,
Mr. Natwar Singh, later described
this as a “non-issue’” and a “red-
herring.” He said that he for one
would attend the party.

“H can we decide who
d or should not be invited by

It is Tor parties to decide’

Leaders of varlous political parties at an all-party meeting on the coming
Indo-Pak. summit convened by the Prime Minister, Mr. Atal Behari Vajpayee,
at his residence in New Delhi on Monday. — PT!

Mr. Qazi? If a separate meeting
had been organised between a
Hurriyat delegation and the Pa-
kistan President, that would have
been objectionable.”

The CPI(M) also felt that the is-
sue was a non-issue. ‘‘Earlier the
Union Government was even pre-
pared to allow a Hurriyat delega-
tion to visit Pakistan. So the talk of
a boycott (of Mr. Qazi’s tea-party)
is incorrect,” the party politburo
stated afterwards.

But, Mr. Vijay Kumar Malhotra,
BJP representative at today’s
meeting, said his party would stay
away to register its strong protest
against any invitation to the Hur-

riyat. In fact, it was Mr. Malhotra’s
suggestion that perhaps party
leaders consult among them-
selves and jointly decide to boy-
cott the ‘“‘tea- party’.

Several party leaders felt that
they would have to think about
attending Mr. Qazi's party for
they see the invitation to the Hur-
riyat as an unnecessary irritation
and unstatesmanlike gimmick by
Pakistan.

As for the Government, it made
it known that having let Pakistan
know its disapproval of an invita-
tion to the Hurriyat, it would not
violate the protocol. This would
mean that the Government would

be represented at the High Com-
missioner’s party.

Briefing newsmen later, Mr.
Pramod Mahajan, Minister for
Parliamentary Affairs, said: ‘“‘the
Hurriyat has no legitimacy, no lo-
cus standi. They are Indian na-
tionals and can contest elections.
If they win, they do acquire some
legitimacy.

“We think any invitation to
them would be wrong. We still
hope that wisdom would dawn on
Pakistan. The summit is between
Mr. Vajpayee and the Pakistan
President, General Pervez Mush-
arraf, not the Hurriyat. The focus
of the summit should not be lo




”6 S has no role il;y

summit: Jaswant, ,
assures Oppositi()\l

HT Correspondent A P
New Delhi, July 9 Y\ \

\
PRIME MINISTER Atal Bihari
Vajpayee today fielded External
Affairs and Defence Minister
Jaswant Singh to assure the
Opposition that India would not
make any concession to Pak-
istan on cutting down troops in
Jammu and Kashmir or rush
into a no-war pact if it did not
envisage an end to cross-border
terrorism.

Singh told the all-party meet-
ing at Vajpayee’s home that con-
trary to popular perception, the
US did not have a “direct or
indirect role” in the summit. He
ruled out India agreeing to any
proposal from Pakistan to
reduce Indian troops in Jammu
and Kashmir.

“This is not an issue to be dis-
cussed with Pakistan or with
any third country...The deter-
mination of number of Indian
troops in Jammu and Kashmir
is the sovereign right of the
Government of India,” Singh
said.

“No country has the right to
suggest or decide the number of
Indian troops, which is related
to the situation in the State in
the context of cross-border ter-
rorism,” he said.

Singh said any offer of no-
war pact from Pakistan would
make sense only if it covers dif-
ferent forms of proxy war,
namely cross-border terrorism.
“In our opinion, a no war-pact
is meaningful only if thereisan
undertaking to end all forms of

\

T ATALTO HAVE SEPARATE |
TALKS WITH OPP PARTIES

TODAY’S ALL-PARTY meeting
chaired by Prime Minister AB
Vajpayee was only the first of his
scheduled interactions with the
Opposition lgaders on his summit
with Pakistan President Perver
Musharraf.

Vajpayee is to hold separate
meetings with the leaders of the
Congress, Samajwadi Party,
CPI(M) and the CPl before his
summit with Musharraf at Agra
from June {4 10 16.

Pramod Mahajan said the
Congress had sought a separate
mesting with Vajpayee to discuss
the summit.

proxy war, which has been wit-
nessed in the region. Aiding

_and abetting terrorism is a

major issue before us.”

Asked whether India plans to
raise the issue of “nuclear con-
fidence building measures”,
Singh said: “India is keen raise
the issue since it is the first
meeting between the leaders of
the two countries after the
nuclear tests in 1998.”

CPI-ML objection: The CPI-

ML (Liberation) has taken

objection to its exclusion in

today’s all-party meeting con-

vened by the Prime Minister.

™1t is amazingly unfortunate,”.
the party said.
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pell out stand .
(v

on Hurriyat, 7 .
Opp tells Govt.-

HT Correspondents & PTI
New Delhi, July 8

THE OPPOSITION urged the
Government to clarify its stand
on the Hurriyat’s role in the
Indo-Pak summit, on a day that
the state radio in Islamabad con-
firmed that Hurriyat leaders had
been invited to meet General Per-
vez Musharraf at the Pakistan
High Commission reception.

The Prime Minister has invit-
ed 35 political leaders across the
spectrum to.a meeting tomorrow
to discuss the impending sum-
mit. However, the mood of the
Opposition parties today indicat-
ed that Atal Bihari Vajpayee will
have a lot of explaining to do.

As the leading Opposition
party, the Congress cautioned the
Government against Pakistan’s
insistence on involving the
Hurriyat in Indo-Pak talks. At
least three Congress leaders
reacted to the emerging situa-
tion, though they stressed the
need to create a conducive atmos-
phere for talks.

Party spokesman Anand Shar-
ma found it “most unfortunate”
that Pakistan should accuse Indi-
an forces of “repression” in
Jammu and Kashmir.

His senior colleague, Natwar
Singh, urged Pakistan to exer-
cise verbal restraint and act with
a sense of responsibility since
there was so much at stake. Con-
gress general secretary Ambika
Soni recalled out that her party
had consistently called for a dia-
logue with Pakistan.

The Samajwadi Party leader,
Mulayam Singh Yadav, lashed
out at the Government for the
delay in consulting political par-

ties and the lack of transparency
in its responses.

The Pakistani President, he
said, was more forthcoming
about the summit, deploring the
“hush hush” manner in which he
said the Vajpayee government
was approaching the July 15
meeting. .

Yadav, who today met a delega-
tion of Panun Kashmir leaders,
also intended to raise the issue of
the plight of the Kashmiri pan-
dits and their demands for an
annual pilgrimage to the
Sharadapeeth in Pakistan-occu-
pied Kashmir. Most displaced
Kashmiris are BJP supporters.

The Left parties said the Gov-
ernment had not done “enough
ground work” for the summit.
The BJP’s ally, the Samata Party,
cautioned the Government
against agreeing to any Pak-
istani proposal for withdrawal of
troops from Kargil and Siachen.

The BJP itself took strong
exception to President Mushar-
raf’s invitation to Hurriyat lead-
ers to attend a reception. The
Pakistani move, BJP chief Jana
Krishnamurthy said, did not
send the right message and could
have been avoided.

However, Krishnamurthy as
well as other BJP leaders like
Madan Lal Khurana stressed
that the summit should be con-
sidered a success if it paved the
way for regular contact between
the two countries or led to trade
or cultural agreements.

Khurana said Vajpayee would
not make any compromise that
would violate the integrity of
Jammu and Kashmir.

\
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NEW DELHI 6 JULY
HURRIYAT issue has now
affected the very atmosphere
of the Vajpayee-Musharraf
summit with both India and
Pakistan adopting harsh positions.
India on Friday night sent in a
strongly worded diplofhatic mes-
sage to Pakistan abouk its deep
objections to Pervez Musharraf
meeting the Hurriyat in Dethi. In a
sharp reaction, Pakistan lashed out
at what it called Indian “atrocities”
in Kashmir.

Friday’s exchanges has added
to fears regarding the possible suc-
cess of the summit in Agra on the
15th. The statements were only a
confirmation of the posioned
atmosphere that had dimmed the
prospects of the summmit.

Pakistan’s statements also
came in the wake of an Indian
statement that “violence contin-
ues to be fomented in"Jammu &
Kashmir from beyond our bor-
ders. This must cease.”

The Indian objections to the
proposed meeting was conveyed
to the highest level in the foreign
office, making it the second time
that India has formally communi-
cated its objections. Pakistan had
agreed to abide by Didia’s senti-
ments, but dearly domestic pres-
sure caused a turnaround.

After saying that Pakistan
would invite the Hurriyat to the
high commissioner’s tea-party, the
Pakistan foreign office issued a
statement condemning what it
said was a recent sharp increase in
abuse of civilians, including
women, by Indian forces in
Kashmir.

The statement said there had
been a “recent sharp increase in
incidents of rape and molestation
of women”. “Indian forces have
also resorted to unprovoked firing
at demonstrators  protesting
against official connivance at these
criminal acts,” it said.

_ Pakistan said: “Despite warn-
ings from global human rights

. groups, India forcibly uses civil-
L

\

ians, induding minors, for detec-
tion of mines in occupied Kashmir
in flagrant violation of interna-
tional humanitarian norms.”

Wl

)

the India-Pakistan

indrani Bagchi

NEW DELH! 6 JULY
ANNOUNCING A second set of
proactive confidence building
measures (CBMs) to strengthen
the ceasefire on the LoC, India
once again widened the canvas for
dialogue

beyond Kashmir.

Prime Minister Atal Behari
Vajpayee announced that director
general of military operations
(DGMO) Lt Gen G.S. Sihota would
soon travel to Pakistan to
“strengthen and stabilise” peace
along the LoC and the Actual
Ground Position Line {AGPL).
Recalling a bilateral commitment
made in Lahore on nuclear CBMs,
Mr Vajpayee also proposed setting
up of an official expert level dia-
logue between India and Pakistan.

India’s move is designed to
find favour with an international
community sitting on the razor’s
edge about the lack of nudear

. wswwnund Ur THE INDIAN POLITICAL THEATRE

h Hurriyat not welcome, India t
Atal wants nuke issues on talks agenda

# .
Vajpayee: High on peace
safety and risk-reduction dialogues
between India and Pakistan. The
US has been pushing both coun-
tries to work on reducing the dan-
gers of unauthorised or accidental
nuclear war.

Therefore, Pakistan’s holding
the nuclear issue hostage to
Kashmir will seem churlish by any
standards, and international pres-
sure, if any, will be focused on
Pakistan, since it is the prospect of
capricious nukes that has the
world on edge.

Notwithstanding Gen
Musharraf’s single-point agenda of
meeting the Hurriyat when he
arrives here for a summit, India’s
moves are evidence that India, at
least, wants to move beyond this.

This is probably the reason
why the Pakistan foreign office has
been unusually quiet about India’s
measures, the spokesman even
refraining from responding to
questions on the subject.

Besides, by discussing nuclear
CBMs, India is also putting the
Lahore Declaration back on the
table. Pervez Musharraf’s dislike of
the Lahore and Shimla Agreement
is well-known, but as a result of

Priday’s initiative, thete is little
chance that the MoU, signed in
1999, cannot be resurrected.

On the LoC, India’s move is
intended to formalise the ceasefire,
which has been the only measure
of success of the non-initiation of
combat operations {Nico) initiative -
by the Indian government. Once
again, the Lahore Declaration
enjoined on both countries to
undertake CBMs and “undertake
consultative mechanisms”.

This would include expanding
the current hotline links between
the two DGMOs to include air and
navy as well, sector level commu-
nications and even joint monitor-
ing or patrolling of the bprder.

Beyond NJ9842 northwards,
where India occupies the heights
of the Saltoro range on the
Siachen Glacdier, the AGPL
has been the bone of contention
between India and Pakistan
since 1984.

‘Guest should respect host’s sentiments’

Our Political Bureau

NEW DELHI 6 JULY
UNION HOME minister LXK
Advani, on Friday, asked Pakistani
President General Pervez
Musharraf not to be unmindful of
the Indian sentiments by insisting
on meeting the Hurriyat leaders
during his stay in New Delhi
on July 14.

“The guests should not disre-
gard the sentiments of the hosts,”
was how Mr Advani put his views
across at a function organised here
on Friday evening to celebrate the
birth centenary of the Bharatiya
Jan Sangh founder, Dr Shyama
Prasad Mukherjee.

Although he did not say it in
so many words, the message to
Pakistan was loud and clear. It
indicated a hardening of stance on
the part of the Vajpayee govern-
ment as it found the invitation
extended by Gen. Musharraf to

the APHC objectionable.

Analysts observing the run-up
to the summit cautioned against
viewing Mr Advani’s remarks as
reflective of a hawkish posture.
Highly-placed sources in the gov-
ernmen} said the Union home
minfster had discussed the latest
developments at length with
Prime Minister Atal Behari
Vajpayee, and that the latter also
thoroughly disapproved the
General's action. ’

The Prime Minister, it is learnt,
was left under no iltusion that,
as a result of the pre-summit
manoeuvres by Pakistan, the
atmosphere had become very viti-
ated and that it will be futile to
expect the summit to achieve any-

thing tangible.
It is also believed by the Indian
circles that the Pakistani

President’s invitation for the tea-
party to be hosted by him in the

Musaf: about it

Indian Capitaf may not finally
have the Hurriyat leaders in the
guest-list. The idea, they point out,
may have been limited to restoring
the sagging credibility of the
Hurriyat conference and to condey

~
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a message to the separatists that
Pakistan remained steadfast to
their sentiments.

Be that as it may, Pakistan’s
insistence on General Musharraf
meeting the Hurriyat here has left
a bitter taste in the mouth in New
Delhi, with senior government
sources labelling Musharraf’s
action “graceless”, and “lacking in
courtesy to the host.”

Senior government sources on
Friday insisted that notwithstand-
ing Musharraf’s harping on the
Hurriyat issue, India was resolute
in not allowing any space at all to
the Hurriyat in the Indo-Pak sum-
mit or on any subsequent dialogue
on Kashmir.

“That is non-negotiable,” they
pointed out.

India’s official position too
hardened, and the foreign office

.

moved from calling it a "non-//«;good guys” to the global commu-
—PTI

issue” 10 an “extraneous” one. /

ells Pak

Benazir warns of
backlash after -
Agra summit -

New Delhi

6 JULY
K7 FORMER  PAK-
i ISTANI  premier
Benazir Bhutto said
India was making a
“colossal mistake” if
it believed that
President Pervez

3 <! Musharraf ~ was

Be-nazir ging to play peace
card at the Agra summit and
warned of a “backlash” after it as
he lacked mandate to represent
the country.

“This entire visit is geared to
take pressure off Afghanistan,” Ms
Bhutto told Karan Thapar on
BBC’s Hardtalk Pakistan’ pro-
gramme. Ms Bhutto, who is in
exile in London, said “New Delhi
is making a colossal mistake if it
believed that General Musharraf is
going to play a peace card to sus-
tain himself in power.”

She said when Prime Minister
Atal Behari Vajpayee undertook
the Lahore initiative in February
1999, there was a backlash.
“Musharraf can go to New Delhi
but there will be a backlash,” the
former premier said. Cautioning
India that any agreement reached
during the summit would be
“with a dictator,” Ms Bhutto said
Musharraf lacked the mandate to
represent the country.

The 48-year-old Ms Bhutto
said even the Pakistan army could
turn around tomorrow and con-
tent that Musharraf was a retired
man and he had no mandate.
“Key elements within our popula-
tion will say that too,” she said.

Stating that Musharraf’s visit
to India was a “tactical move” by
him, Ms Bhutto said army gener-
als in power in Pakistan were
under pressure on .two counts,
one being sanctions against
Afghanistan. The other, she said,
was to give an impression of

ty to stick to power.
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‘Talks under US pressure.y

1 STATESMAN NEWS SERVICE G

PATNA, July 5. - The VaJpayee-Mu harraf
summit was taking place “under from
USA,” the Samajwadi Party chief, M ayam
Singh Yadav, said here today.

When pomted out that General Musharraf had
denied Amencan
Mr Yadav said: “The denial too has been issued
under the American pressure.”

Mr Yadav told reporters that the Samajwadi

Party was opposed to any third party interven-
tion on the Kashmir issue. “The issue should be
settled through the talks strictly between India
and Pakistan,” he added.

But he said: “If any third party bridges the gap
between India and Pakistan it is welcome.”

The SP supremo re-iterated his allegation that

ressure behind the summit,

Mr Laloo Yadav pht a spanner “in my way of be- '
coming the Prime Minister in 1996. Mr.Laloo
Yadav had admitted it at a rally in Patna.” ;
Asked about Mr Laloo Yadav’s refusal to join '
the third front, Mr Mulayam Singh Yadav said:
“We had asked Mr Laloo Yadav to snap ties with
the Congress and to join the Front. We have said
only those who maintain equidistance from the
Congress and the BJP can join the front.”.

Sikhs’ plea on Nanak birthplafoe

The Delhi Sikh Gurdwara Management
Committee today demanded that the Prime
Minister take up with Gen Pervez Musharraf
the issue of declaring Nankana Sahib, the birth
place of Guru Nanak Dev, a holy city on the line
of Vatican, adds PTI from New Delhi. -

TV



‘Musharraf ready to give
peace with India’a shot

Focus to be on Kashmir, but Pak  Self-confidence must not be

will discuss other issues too <
The Times of India News Service

NEW DELHI: Pakistan’s chief executive Gener
Pervez Musharraf has accepted Prime Minister Ata
Behari Vajpayee’s invitation to visit India. The letter
of acceptance was handed over to foreign secretary
Chokila Iyer by Pakistan’s high commissioner Ashraf
Jehangir Qazi on Tuesday. e
“I accept your invitation to me and my
wife to visit India with great pleasure,”
Gen Musharraf said in his reply to the
Prime Minister. Echoing Mr Vajpayee’s
call to walk the high road of peace, Gen B
Musharraf wrote, “Pakistan has always §-
sought to establish a tension-free and B
cooperative relationship with India so
that our people are able to devote their
resources and energies to the task of eco-
nomic and social development.”
Welcoming General Musharraf’s
acceptance of India’s invitation, an
external affairs ministry spokesman said
the dates would be finalised after mutu-
al consultations. In an interview to BBC,

misconstrued as weakness: PM

MANALTI: Terming his invitation to Pakistan’s chief
executive General Pervez Musharraf as a “well-
thought out” initiative towards achieving peace,
Prime Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee on Tuesday
asserted that the move was a demonstration of
India’s self-confidence and should not be construed
= as India’s weakness.

“The invitation for talks should not
be considered as weakness but a
demonstration of India’s self-confi-
dence,” Mr Vajpayee told reporters. On
Pakistan’s demand that Hurriyat
Conference leaders should be allowed
to meet General Musharraf during his
visit, the Prime Minister said represen-
W tatives of the conglomerate should first
il talk to the Centre’s interlocutor, K.C.
{ Pant. “Hurriyat leaders were released
from jail to enable them to talk to the
Indian government. Mr Pant is in
Jammu and Kashmir for talks with var-
ious groups and they should come for-
ward for parleys with him,” he said.

the Pakistani leader had said the talks -
. would be held by June-end or early July.

i Unlike Mr Vajpayee’s invitation Jetter, the tone of

which was that of an elder statesman with a vision of
peace, the General’s letter was in keeping with the
down-to-earth and practical reply of a man in uni-
form. It is as warm as a Pakistani general can be. At
places though, he has tried to match Mr Vajpayee, an
instance being, “At the beginning of the new century,
our two countries must do their utmost to overcome
the legacy of distrust and hostility in order to build a
brighter future for our people. We wish to see a sta-
ble and prosperous India at peace with its neigh-
bours.”

However, there is a slight dig here. The general says
he wants to see India at peace with its neighbours, which
means that New Dethi has had problems not just with
Pakistan but all its neighbours. But with an eye on hard-
line domestic opinion, the general has also put
Pakistan’s case in a nutshell, saying, “The root cause of
tension between our two countries is the unresolved
Jammu and Kashmir dispute. I therefore look forward
to sincere and can-
did discussions with
you to resolve the
issue of Kashmir in
accordance  with
the wishes of the
Kashmiri people.
We are ready to
discuss all other
outstanding issues
between our two
countries as well.”
This has been
Pakistan’s position

A.B. Vajpayee

“I'd like to visit my
old home in Delhi’

| ISLAMABAD: Pakistan’s chief execu-

| tive General Pervez Musharraf would
) Tike to visit his old home in Delhi if he
{ gets an opportunity to do so.

“I would like to—if afforded the
opportunity. It is not a primary issue,
1 but if I get an opportunity, I would like

4 to go and see it,” the General said when

adding, “Doosron ki bari baad mein
aayegi *(Others will get their turn later).

Claiming that he had taken major opposition par-
ties into confidence on his move, Mr Vajpayee said
his invitation to General Musharraf was a new ini-
tiative. The Prime Minister, whose week-long holi-
day at Prini will end on Wednesday, drove six km to
the Mountaineering Training Institute here to mect
mediapersons. The rest seems to have done him a
world of good, for he looked relaxed and cheerful
while answering questions on a variety of subjects.

Mr Vajpayee stated that New Delhi had always
favoured a political solution to the Kashmir issue as
it did not consider it a religious matter. Recalling
that General Musharraf had stated on several occa-
sions that he was prepared to talk to India at any
time, in any place and at any level, the Prime
Minister said other countries were also in favour of
India and Pakistan resuming discussions.

On the government’s decision to end the ceasefire
in Jammu and Kashmir, he said it was done in order
to improve the environment in the Valley as the
truce had not
yielded the
expected results.

Speaking about
tlie Indian politi-
cal scene, Mr
Vajpayee denied
reports about the
possibility of
Trinamul
Congress  chief
Mamata Banerjee
rejoining the
NDA. He also

consistently.
Kashmir remains
the core issue, but
Pakistan is ready to
discuss all other
issues as well.

E8 asked in a BBC interview whether he
would like to look up his old home in
Delhi. General Musharraf said he doé# |

not have many memories of his stay in
Delhi, where he was born, since he was
too young at the time. 1) ‘

said that he would
fill up the vacan-
cies in his cabinet
before the mon-

soon session oOf
parliament. 7y
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Indo-Bangla

BY OUR CORRESPONDENT

New Delhi, June 22: The first meeting of th%\ndo—Bangladesh
joint boundary working groups will be held in Dhaka between
July 2 and 4.

The two sides had finalised the terms and reference of the
groups during official-level talks in New Delhi on June 12-13.
The JBWGs have been asked to complete their work and sub-
mit a final report to their respective foreign secretaries by April
2002.

The two working groups will speed up work on demarcating
the 6.5-km border and will also address the issue of enclaves
and territories in adverse possession.

The Indian delegation will be lead by external affairs joint
secretary Meera Shankar and Bangladesh will be represented
by joint secretary in the home ministry Jainbul Hug.

The dates for the talks were proposed by Dhaka which were
accepted by New Delhi. The recent engagements between
India and Bangladesh are aimed at drawing a road map for a
speedy solution to the three-decade-old border dispute.

The India-Bangladesh border flared up in April when the
worst ever border clashes were witnessed resulting in the
ghastly killing of 16 Border Security Force Personnel.

In the first round of talks held in New Delhi, the two sides
had acknowledged that out of the around 4,000-km boundary
only around 6.5 km needs to be demarcated. The officials had
also agreed to maintain status quo.

Both sides have selected the teams drawn from various
departments for the talks.

e main issue of discussion will be pending matters relat-
ing to the 1974 land and boundary agreement between the two
nations. The two sides had set uptwo joint working groups —
one to address the issue of demarcation of the remaining 6.5
km of the over 4,000-km India-Bangladesh border and the
other to deal with the question of adverse side — in December
last year when Bangladesh foreign secretary C.M. Shafi Sami
had visited India. As per claims made by New Delhi, there are
111 Indian enclaves in Bangladesh and 5! Bangladeshi
enclaves in the Indian territory.

2 JWYG sess

Indﬁ\Chma experts to

meet over border 1ssue

By OUR CORRESPONDENT

New Delhi, June 22: India and China
will take a step forward towards
resolving the complex border issue
when expert groups from both sides
meet in New Delhi on June 28.

The India-China experts group on
border issues would hold its ninth
meeting to speed up the process of
clarifying the Line of Actual Control.
The two sides had exchanged maps of
the middle sector at the last meeting
which took place in Beijing in Novem-
ber last year.

“The meeting will continue the
process of clarification of the Line of
Actual Control in the middle sector,”
a spokesperson of the ministry of
external affairs said. The decision to
exchange maps followed an under-
standing to accelerate the process of
clarification of the over 4,000-km long
boundary.

The expert groups, comprising
senior officials of the ministries of
defence and external affairs, were
established after the two countries
signed an agreement in 1993 to main-
tain peace and tranquillity along the
border during then Prime Minister

P.V. Narasimha Rao’s China visit.

The two sides have stressed on the
need to speed up the exercise. During
a meeting between external affairs
minister Jaswant Singh and Chinese
foreign minister Tang Jiaxuan in New
Delhi in July last year both sides had
decided to first delineate the less dis-
puted middle sector. The middle sec-
tor is a small area of around 500 km
along Himachal Pradesh and
Uttaranchal.

Unlike the India-Pakistan Line of
Control in Jammu and Kashmir,
which has been delineated, there is no
agreement between India and China
on the LAC alignment. It is believed
that the clarification of the LAC is the
first key step towards a resolution of
the vexed Sino-Indian boundary dis-
pute which has impaired bilateral
relations to a large extent.

“The early clarification of the LAC
will allow the two nations to imple-
ment the agreements of 1993 and 1996 ;
to maintain peace and tranquilli
along the India-China border,” /an
official source said, The Indiap side
was represented by officials
ministry of external affai
ministry of defence.
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President congratulates Musharraf

AFP PHOTO
Soldiers take rest in Srmagar on Thursday after a night-long operation
against Lashkar militants,

[ —

Udayan Namboodiri
New Delhi, June 21 §§

INDIA TODAY became the first
country to officially congratulate
General Pervez Musharraf on
appointing himself President of
Pakistan. Late this evening,
President K R Narayanan sent a

letter to Musharraf extending

his best wishes and hoping his
visit next month will improve
ties between the two countries.

New Delhi’s step is expected to
help Musharraf scrape some
credibility for himself when he is
threatened with international
isolation.

The Commonwealth, Britain
and the United States have
attacked Musharraf for making
himself President, abolishing
elected provineial assemblies and
not announcing a clear roadmap
for return to democracy.

India had sent a clear diplo-
matic message of its support for
Musharraf’s ascendancy-as Pres-
ident yesterday, when it asked its
acting high commissioner Sud-
hir Vyas to attend Musharraf’s
swearing-in ceremony.

That New Delhi had advance
information about Musharraf’s
intentions is clear from the con-
tents of the telephonic discus-

O

| lengeable before the Supreme

w34 QN b
‘Musharraf mov can
be challenged in

TWO FORMER Chief Justices
of the Supreme Court of Pak-
istan have termed the eleva-
tion of Gen Pervez Musharraf
to the President’s office as an
extra-constitutional act chal-

Court.

The two chief justices said
courts could declare this eleva-
tion as unconstitutional if

-political parties challenge the
miflitary Government’s move.

But they were of the view
that the incumbent Chief Jus-
tice of the Suptemé Court Jus-
tice Irshad Hasan Khan has
himself acted extra constitu-
tionally by administering the
oath of Gen Musharraf.

HTC, Islamabad

sion Prime Minister Atal Bihari
Vajpayee had yesterday morning
with Musharraf.

Around 10.30 am, Vajpayee
called up Musharraf ostensibly
to thank him for the good wishes
he had communicated to him on
the eve of his knee-reptacement
surgery.

Lashkar top gun shot
dead in encounter

HT Correspondent
Srinagar, June 21

SECURITY FORCES gunned
down the chief commander of
Lashkar-e-Tayyeba and a senior
associate in Budgam district
late on Wednesday night.

Officials said Rashtriya
Rifles troops laid siege to a
house at Gopalpora (Wathora)
in Chadoora belt of central
Kashmir. When the forces and a
special operation group (SOG)
zeroed in on the house, the mil-
itants started firing.

Acting on a tip-off, the troops
had cordoned off a few suspect-
ed houses in the village last
evening. Even as the cordon
was being laid, militants hiding
inside one of the houses started
firing. They were armed with
AK-47 rifles and grenades.

One of the grenades exploded
near a posse of securitymen,
injuring five of them, including
amajor. Troops retaliated and a
fierce encounter followed.

Authorities summoned a
reinforcement of troops. Secu-
rity forces destroyed the mili-

tant hideout after a gunbattle
that lasted three hours.

Two bodies were recovered
from the debris of the house.
The dead were identified as
Omer Abdullah Makki and
Mohd Asghar alias Abu Annas,
Pakistani cadres of the Lashkar.

Budgam SP Sunil Dutt said
Makki was the operation chief
and Asghar the district com-
mander for Budgam. The owner
of the house, where the mili-
tants were hiding, and his
daughter were taken into cus-
tody by the SOG.

“This is a major success for
security forces as it has led to a
total void in hierarchy of let
and is a big blow to their opera-
tions in the Valley,” a defence
spokesperson said.

Makki is the second Lashkar
operation chief to be killed by
security forces in the last two
months. In April, a special oper-
ation group Kkilled Lashkar
chief Salahuddin .Security
forces also shot dead the
Lashkar’s fidayeen commander
at Buchpora on the outskirts of
Srinagar early this month.
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‘India asks Iran to
ensure safety of
dlplomatlc staif

BY OUR CORRESPONDENT

New Delhi, June 18: India on
Monday asked the Iranian govern-
ment to ensure the safety of its
diplomatic staff in the Zahidan
province bordering Pakistan where
a blast ripped apart the Indian con-
sulate complex on Thursday night.

A spokesperson for the Indian
foreign office said that India had
got in touch with the Iranian
authorities to ensure the safety of
the staff and property of the Indian
consulate.

“We are in touch with the Iranian
government and urged them to
ensure security of the consulate
staff. They are investigating the
matter,” the spokesperson for the
ministry of external affairs said.

The blast took place in the Zahi-
dan consulate on Thursday.

The Indian officials said that no
one was injured the in the explo-
sion but there was damage to the
property.

The walls and furniture of the
consulate office were damaged.
Officials said that consulate in
Zahidan, headed by Mr V.K.
Mahajan, was small and had a staff

~—~a g -

only four to five persons.

The consulate staff escaped
unhurt as the explosion took place
in the evening, officials were
reported to have said.

Asked whether the Pakistanis
were involved in the blast, the
spokesperson said the matter is
still under investigation.

Zahidan is located next to the
Iran-Pakistan border in Southeast
Iran. Officials said that a number
of Sikh families live in the city.

Meanwhile, the Indian govern-
ment is tight-lipped about the
explosion and are waiting for the
investigation reports from the Iran-
ian authorities.

The explosion comes in the wake
of unearthing of a plot hatched by
Osama Bin Laden to blow up the
US embassy in New Delhi. The
officials, however, said that it was
too early to link the two incidents.

Recently, the relations between
India and Iran have been on an
upswing. The two nations have
denounced the Taliban regime for
promoting international terrorism
while Iran has condemnéd the Tal-

iban for issuing dictaty against |
non-Muslims. / t




~7J&K an integral partoic India"
Jaswant views
not personal,

want Singh’s statement that Jammu
and Kashmir is an integral part of In-
dia was not merely “his personal

_ view”, but a reiteration of “the provi-

sions of the Constitution of India,”
the foreign ministry spokesperson,
Mrs Nirupama Rao, said today.

She was reacting to Gen Pervez
Musharraf’s comment that the exter-
nal affairs minister’s statement was
“just a view and not a position”. The

. Pakistan Chief Executive, during

Face the Nation programme on Paki-
stan TV last night, had regretted Mr
Singh’s comment andi :
hoped that Indiai
would not take that!
stand at the summit, !
On India’s. intended | _
stand on the dialogue,
Mrs Rao said: “Our approach is de-

‘fined by realism, and we've the high

. road to walk together.”

On Gen Musharrafs comment that
he would come to India with an “open
mind”, she said: “How can we gauge
how open a mind is until it is
opened?” The Chief Executive had
iterated that Kashmir was the “core
igsue” between the two countries and
hoped the summit would focus on it
and not on other issues.
Counter-insurgent killed: Chair-
man of the J&K People’s Patriotic

Front and a top counter-insurgent,

Nabi Azad, was shot dead by Hizbul

» Editorial: History
{esson, page 8
B More reports on

- Anantnag.

MEA"
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Mujahideen near his Shelipora camp, |
Anantnag district, this afternoon, |
UNI reports from Srinagar.

Fifteen militants, mostly foreign- |
ers, were among 19 people killed, and |

“geven ultras were arrested in the |

past 24 hours. Among the slain ul-
tras, three were Lashkar-e-Taiyaba
men who were killed in an encounter
at Bandipora, north Kashmir, late |
iast night. ‘

Three rifles, a rocket launcher, 20
grenades, a 60 mm bomb and a wire-
less set were found on them. A child
was injured in a mine blast at Ker-
nah, northern sector, last evening.

Officials said Azad was shot in front
S of his heavily, guarded

camp around 1245
.m. He died on way to
J hospital. The militants
managed to escape be-
fore his guards could
retaliate. Pro-Pakistani Hizbul Myja-
hideen has claimed responsibility for
the attack.

Azad was the first person to form a
counter-insurgent group Muslim Mu-
jahideen in south Kashmir. Trained
as a militant, he,was associated with
the Hizbul till 1994 when he had sur-
rendered and started working with
the security forces against the mili-

" tants. The Muslilm Mujahideen was

responsible for eliminating several

top militants in south Kashmir.
Azad unsucessfully contested Par-

liament and Assembly polls from

HE 51 ATESMAD
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INDIA’S ENERGY DIPLOMACY

INDIA'S POLITICAL SIGNAL to the Iranian au-
thorities about a shift in its energy diplomacy
concerning Pakistan may have prepared the
ground for a quicker finalisation of an important
gas pipeline project that Teheran and New Delhi
had already agreed upon in principle. The project
will entail the supplies of huge quantities of Ira-
nian natural gas to meet india’s energy hunger.
Outwardly, the most economical way of linking
Iran with India for this purpose is to lay a land-
based pipeline through Pakistan. With India now
dropping its objections to importing Iranian gas
through Pakistani territory, the project can be de-
signed accordingly. Yet, even as the officials of
India and Iran have agreed at their latest meeting
in New Delhi to commission a detailed project
report {or the on-land pipeline configuration, the
two sides have also kept alive the alternative pro-
posal of an under-sea link that would skirt the
territorial waters of Pakistan. However, it appears
that the separate proposals tor the on-land route
and the under-sea connection would be evaluat-
ed entirely on the basis of economic consider-
ations in a normative fashion. New Delhi’s
concerns about the safety of a proposed pipeline
across Pakistan have until recently centred entire-
ly on unmitigated doubts over Islamabad's com-
mitment to guarantee the uninterrupted passage
of gas supplies to India. The deep and historical
mistrust between India and Pakistan was the ob-
vious foul factor.

In a larger diplomatic ambience, New Delhi’s
decision to soften its stand on Islamabad should
add a friendly note to the bilateral mood ahead of
the prospective summit between the Prime Min-
ister, Mr. Atal Behari Vajpayee, and Pakistan's
Chief Executive, Gen. Pervez Musharraf. Howev-
er, New Dethi’s move is not directly linked to the
planned summit at all. The Vajpayee administra-
tion has sought to wriggle out of the Pakistan
puzzle by persuading lran to treat the pipeline

project as an exclusive bilateral matter between
Teheran and New Delhi. The idea is that lfan, in
its status as the gas exporter, will undertake to
render assured supplies to India, the importer,
without New Delhi having to get involved in mat-
ters concerning the safety and integrity of the
pipeline. It will now be Iran’s outlook to interact
suitably with Pakistan if an on-land route, which
will likely fall under Islamabad’s jurisdiction, is
finally chosen. Islamabad, which will stand to
gain in prestige and transit fee in this scenario,
has all along maintained that Pakistan can be
counted upon to play fair in regard to an interna-
tional project.

Now, irrespective of the political complexion
of the final choice of a pipeline’s pathway in sev-
eral months’ time, the latest understanding be-
tween New Delhi and Teheran should open the
way for some new possibilities in economic diplo-
macy involving Pakistan as also India and fran. A

~ common market involving the three is not an idea

being peddled at this time. Yet, the India-Iran
equation, now based on a congruence of interests
as identified during Mr. Vajpayee’s recent visit to
Teheran, can be free of a potential political irrita-
nt of the India-Pakistan genre arising out of a
commercial deal. This still leaves India and Iran
without a shared world view, although the two are
deeply apprehensive about the regional reach of
Afghanistan’s Taliban and its suspected access to
Pakistan for sustenance. In this sense, there is
more to India-Iran ties than the new practice of
energy diplomacy. Teheran, still sought to be held
by the U.S. at an arm’s length, is obviously keen to
enhance cooperation with India in exploring the
possibilities for a multipolar global political order.
New Delhi, on the other hand, will be keen that
Iran plays an India-friendly role in the Islamic
arena of inter-state politics. It remains to be seen
whether India’s energy diplomacy will have apj
positive impact on the Islamic world.
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.CPI(M) condemns
‘@aggression on . |
Y yPalestineqy, \J
© By z)ur Special Correspondent

i NEW DELHI, JUNE 7. The Communist
Party of India (Marxist) today
strongly condemned ‘increasing’
¢ Israeli acts of aggression on Pal-
estine territories and asked the
Vajpayee Government to uphold
the traditional consensus of In-
- dia's support to , the Palestine
cause. 9 W,

In a statement issued here, the
© CPI-M politburo said the Govern-
i ment of Israel had declared all
. Palestine territories closed mili-
. tary areas preventing any entry or
exit. "“This effectively seals all Pal-
estine contact with the outside

world,” the party said. Vs
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 Jaswant Singh |

w_;prrives in
R A {

) \2&5 Moscow

Moscow, JUNE 3 The External irs
Minister, Mr. Jaswant Singh, ar-
rived here today on a four-day
visit 1o discuss closer military
cooperation with Moscow. Mr.
Singh, who also holds the De-
fence portiolio, is scheduled to
co-chair the first session of Indo-
Russian joint commission on mil-
itary cooperation during his stay
here.

From Russian side, the Vice
Premier, Mr. Ilya KlebaNov, will
Co-chair the joint commission.

The commission was set up in
October last year in New Delhi at
a summit between the Russian
President, Mr. Vladimir Putin and
the Prime Minister, Mr. Atal Be-
hari Vajpayee. Mr. Singh is sched-
uled to hold talks with the Russian
Defence Minister, Mr. Sergei lva-
Nov and the Foreign Minister, Mr.
Igor Ivanov on key international
issues including the situation in
West Asia and India’s stand on
the U.S. national missile defence
plans. — PTI

‘PM may consult
Opposition
before talks’

NEW DELMI, JUNE 3. The Prime Min-
ister, Mr. Atal Behari Vajpayee,
may hold discussions with the
leaders of the major -Opposition
parties to elicit their views before
meeting the Pakistani Chief Exec-
utive, Gen. Pervez Musharraf.

The Unien Minister for Parlia-
mentary Affairs, Mr. Pramod Ma-
hajan, said this in an interview to
Star News tonight.

“If the talks are a right step, let
us discuss together what we
should discuss, and if he (the
Prime Minister) thinks fit, he can
talk with Opposition leaders be-
fore he meets the Pakistan mi
itary chief,” he said. — PTI /
NUSHUSSEUSRISS> .




No change

in Views

for s

STATESMAN NEWS SERVICE

NEW DELHI, May 28. - In-
dia’s position on fundamentals,
such as the place of Kashmir in
the nation and Pakistan’s role
in terrorism, remained unal-
tered today despite the over-
ture for summit level talks on
core issues with Pakistan.

“We are not in a game of defin-
ing the bottomline. The Prime
Minister’s letter is self-explan-
atory. We are ready to speak to
Pakistan with open arms,” ex-
ternal affairs and defence min-
ister Jaswant Singh told a
packed-to-capacity press con-
ference here.

It was for Pakistan to define
what it wants for a long- term
relationship he said, in what is
seen as an indication that In-
dia was not about to follow
Pakistan in talking of condi-
tions or expectations before the
expected visit of General
Pervez Musharraf,

In a foretaste of the diplomat-
ic wordplay ahead of the sum-
mit, Mr Singh said the govern-
ment intends to address the is-
sue with “realism”. Since it is a
long road, the two nations have
to walk together with the best
of intentions to demonstrate
their moves with “perseverance
of peace rather than impatien-
ce”.

On being asked pointedly what
made India, which always has
been demanding of Pakistan to
create a conducive atmosphere
for a dialogue, decide to call off
the ceasefire and invite Mush-
arraf at the same time, Mr Sin-
gh's reply was: “The event was
the atmosphere”.

He contended that India’s
peace initiative started in 1999
and not after the implementa-
tion of Non-initiation of combat
opération, as the unilateral

zeasefire declared ahead of

if Mr Pant visited him at home.

20

was officially
termed. .

On calling it off, he said, the
terrorist organibations were
given a sufficient'six months to
recognise the imperatives of
peace, dialogue and coopera-
tion to shun violence but they
glid not; “Therefore that phase
is over.

He said the there are tweo
tracks on which the govern-
ment was working.

Terrorism would be handled
as an internal affair which the
State and the union home min-
istry would address firmly as
part of track one. In track two,
the international affair would
be addressed, which involves a
dialogue with Pakistan.

As part of preparatory moves,
the foreign secretaries of India
and Pakistan will meet on the
sidelines of the SAARC meet-
ing next month in Colombo.

India began preparing for
General Musharrafs visit
much before the invitation was
extended, Mr Singh said. Other
aspects are to be attended to.
As for the visit, he said, it
would depend on the “conve-
nience of the calender of both
the governments”.

He described as a “non-issue”
the demand from Pakistan for
the All Party Hurriyat Confer-
ence to be involved in the dia-
logue.

“Musharraf’s visit is at the in-
vitation of the prime minjster
and he will be coming to meet
the prime minister. From
where all these additionalities
are coming, is beyond my com-
prehension”, he said.

Kashmiri secessionist leader.
Mr Shabir Shah in a volte face
today said he would not formal-
ly talk to Mr KC Pant during
his visit to the valley but did
not reject an informal meeting

s



India rules out

ganging up with
US against Chﬁﬁ

HT Correspondent & 9/# PW

Agencies

New Delhi, May 28 Ay~ 0{
INDIA HAS ruled out the poss&;
bility of a strategic alliance wit
the United States aimed at curb-
ing China’s influence in Asia.

External Affairs minister
Jaswant Singh told a press con-
ference today that India’s rela-
tions with the US was “not
hyphenated”.

Reports from Washington
quoting a statement by an official
in the Bush administration how-
ever said that the US was keen on
developing India as an ally
against China. Singh brushed
aside the suggestion, saying:
“India is not a tool to be used
against any third country.”

On India’s support for Presi-
dent George Bush’s Ballistic Mis-
sile Defence plan, Jaswant said
the Clinton administration had
also supported the idea but had
postponed a decision on it
because of the elections.

He clarified that India has only
lent conditional support to the
New Strategic Framework
announced by President Bush
because it signals a departure
from the Cold War era through a
process of dialogue.

“In totality, the New Strategic

Framework is to be supported in
India’s interests and we want to
be part of the dialogue. Inherent
in the Framework are concepts
already proposed by India like
No First Use, Deep Cuts and de-
Alerts,” the minister said.
CPI slams Govt “surrender”:
The CPI has opposed the Govern-
ment’s moves to privatise the
defence sector and condemned
its “surrender” to the US-crafted
National Missile Defence by
endorsing it.

The party wrapped up its
three-day national council meet-
ing by urging a united struggle to
force the Government to with-
draw its “harmful” policy of pri-
vatising defence and to stop the
US “diabolical” plan of imperi-
alist globalisation.

Warning that opening the
defence industry to private play-
ers and foreign investment would
endanger the country’s security
and defence, the CPI also appre-
hended diversion of supplies to
subversive militant elements. It
recalled the influence the mili-
tary-industrial complex exer-
cised over Governments in cer-
tain countries and suspected a
similar trend in India.

The CPI also attacked the NMD
ag the “new Star Wars plan” and

}/Ze “new armed wing of the poli-
cies of imperialist globalisation”,

DELHI OPENS ARMS TO
AFGHAN MINORITIES

INDIA IS willing to give “temporary
shelter” to all opponents of the
Taliban regime in Afghanistan
including members of the minority
Sikh and Hindu communities.

Hindus and Sikhs in
Afghanistan have been asked 10
wear badges on their clothes that
will set them apart from the rest of
the population. India is already
home to thousands of Afghan
refugees, External Affairs Minister
Jaswant Singh chserved at a press
conference today. The develop-
ments in Afghanistan had “deeply
troubled” India and the interna-
tional community, he said.

New Dethi has backed resolu-
tions imposing sanctions on
Afghanistan for practising funda-
mentalism and discriminating
against women. “What we are wit-
nessing in Afghanistan today, par-
ticularly the creation of Taliban, is
a terrible legacy of the Cold War
between the then USSR and USA.
Pakistan has played a most impor-
tant role and the US had also
played its role,” Singh said.

HTC, New Delhi

which would allow the US to
attack other countries without
fear of retaliation.

The defence system, according
to the party, was part of the
process to undermine giobal and
regional peace by creating greater
instability, insecurity and uncer-
tainty and more conflicts and
wars. It would destroy the existing
international arms control and
disarmament regime and trigger
a wave of instability around the
world, the Left party warned.

Expressing its “indignation”
at the Government’s “surrender”
on an issue which even the US’
own allies have not been in a
hurry to welcome, the CPI said
this stand was a reversal of the
country’s position on non-align-
ment and its spirit of peace,
progress, disarmament and
development.

India’s support to the NMD
and its “anti-China strategic
position” would hamper coopera-
tion and development of the two
countries and disturb peace and
tranquillity in the region and the
world, the CPI said. It con-
demned the US categorisation of
“rogue states” against whom the
NMD would be used, and flayed
the Government for accepting
such a classification even if it
includes countries with which
India has friendly relations.
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By C. Raja Mohan

NEW DELH!, MAY 28. India today re-
iterated its commitment to peace
and reconciliation with Pakistan
but insisted that it would not al-
low Islamabad to unilaterally de-
fine the terms of a renewed
political engagement between the
two nations.

At a crowded press conference
here today, the External Affairs
Minister, Mr. Jaswant Singh, said
India was reluctant to “‘enter into
any contention with Pakistan be-
fore Gen. Pervez Musharraf’s visit
here.”

But pressed by reporters to
clarify India’s “bottom line” on
the Kashmir dispute, Mr. Singh
referred to the 1994 Parliament
proclamation that the State of
Jammu and Kashmir was ‘an in-
tegral part of India.’

This reaffirmation of the tradi-
tional Indian position was said to
be in response to the Pakistan
Foreign Minister, Mr. Abdul Sat-
tar’s emphasis on 'self-determi-
nation’ for the people of Jammu
and Kashmir and a ‘plebiscite’ to
facilitate it.

“The Government is a servant
of the Parliament, and the Parlia-
ment has said the whole of Jam-
mu and Kashmir is an integral
part of India. That stand remains
unaltered,” Mr. Singh said. He al-
so dismissed the demand for a
plebiscite in Jammu and Kashmir.

On Islamabad’s formulation
that Kashmir was the ‘core issue’
in the dialogue, Mr. Singh said
that was Pakistan’s ‘interpreta-
tion’. He added that “India does
not believe in a denominational
definition of nationalism.” The
State of Jammu and Kashmir, Mr.
Singh declared, “is at the core of
the nationhood of India.”

Mr. Singh also threw cold water
on Gen. Musharraf's apparent
plans to meet in New Delhi a del-
egation of the Hurriyat, which Pa-
kistan claims is the legitimate
representative of the people of
J&K. Declaring that the demand
for a meeting between the two
was a ‘non-issue’, Mr. Singh said
Gen. Musharraf “is coming to In-

The External Affairs Minister,
Mr. Jaswant Singh, at a
press conference in
New Delhi on Monday.

—- Photo: R.V. Moorthy

dia at the invitation of the Prime
Minister and to meet him,” in a
pointed reference to the main
purpose of the visit.

“From where these additional-
ities do crop up, is beyond my
comprehension,” Mr. Singh said.
The polite but firm message to Is-
lamabad is that Gen. Musharraf
will be treated as an esteemed
guest and will be expected to be-
have like one. Mr. Singh was also
conveying to Pakistan that its ef-
forts to make the Kashmir issue
the sole focus of Gen. Musharraf’s
visit were unacceptable.

While it was Islamabad’s pre-
rogative to focus on any issue it
might want to, Mr. Singh was sug-
gesting that Pakistan must make
up its mind “on what kind of a
relationship it wants with India
and the rest of the world™.

While rejecting Pakistan's at-
tempts to shape the contours of
Gen. Musharraf’s visit, Mr. Singh
was careful not let his verbal spar-
ring with Mr. Sattar cloud the new
Indian message on “walking the
high road” with Pakistan.

Very courteous in his referenc-
es to Gen. Musharraf, Mr. Singh
suggested India had put the bit-
terness of the Kargil episode be-
hind and was ready to receive a
man whom it saw as the architect
of that aggression two years ago.

Stressing the importance of
‘moving beyond the confines of

PAK. CANNOT DEFINE TERMS UNILATERAL%_ISJJAS‘WAN{ 0.

on J&K una

history,” Mr. Singh averred that
“unless we address the challenge
of tomorrow, we will cause great

damage to the people of the two
nations.”

Mr. Singh also referred to the
Indian assessment that Gen.
Musharraf is here to stay and In-
dia is ready to do business with
him. Despite continuing opposi-
tion to the military overthrow of
civilian regimes, Mr. Singh said
India had decided to engage Gen.
Musharraf.

Approach with ‘realism’

India would approach the ta{

with Gen. Musharraf with ‘real-
ism’, Mr. Singh said and pointed
to the ‘long road ahead.’ Lawering
expectations from the General's

visit, he counselled “‘patience and |

perseverance’’ in the search for
reconciliation with Pakistan.

Mr. Singh stoutly defended the

decision to engage Gen. Mushar-

raf, but was unwilling to be drawn

into a discussion on why India re- -
versed its post-Kargil position

that it would not engage Pakistan
without an end to cross-border
terrorism.

Pakistan silent;
Shabir Shah’s stance: Page 11

V'r/Creatir*\_étrust* my mission: Pant’ i

By Vinay Kumar

SRINAGAR, MAY 28. The Centre’s interlocutor, Mr. K.C.
Pant, arrived here today on a six-day visit to Jammu
and Kashmir, expressing the hope that his efforts
would ultimately lead to a political settlement of the
complex Kashmir problem.

“The main thrust of my visit is to try to undesstand
the aspirations, problems and difficulties of the peo-
ple of Kashmir and see how we can make progress
towards restoration of peace and normalcy in the
State,” Mr. Pant said while addressing a press con-
ference here.

“} am not here to score any debating points. I am
trying to see if I can be of any help towards finding a
solution to the Kashmir issue which is a complex and
long-pending one. It is my purpose to involve all
those who are desirous of restoring peace in the
State,” Mr. Pant said.

To a query, Mr. Pant said he would meet the Jam-

WiF L

mu and Kashmir Democratic Freedom Party leader,
Mr. Shabir Shah, who had initially responded posi-
tively. “My objective is to create a climate of trust
and it has to involve all sections of the people. There
are all shades of opinion and my approach is one of
understanding all opinions and I am prepared to
listen to all of them.” :

To another question, he said many people were
saying that ceasefire had become “ineffective.”Re-
ferring to the lack of response from the Hurriyat, he
said it should view things in totality and take a deci-
sion.

Mr. Pant began his visit with detailed discussions
with the Jammu and Kashmir Governor, Mr. G.C.
Saxena, and later held m gs with the represer”
tives of the trading angAfusiness community. Jx th.
evening, he was bt}
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ed by senior officers ofthe g&:- |
the prevailing situatioy jg#the |
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.+ Govt. decision wise: Gujral

NEW DELHI, MAY 27. The former Prime Minister, Mr.
1.K. Gujral, has said the decision to invite the Pakis-
tan Chief Executive, Gen. Pervez Musharraf for bilat-
eral talks “is a wise and prudent step” towards
better relations between the two countries.

Cautioning against being euphoric about it Mr.
Gujral said normalising relations between the two
nations would be a stow process. “All previous Gov-
ernments have been trying to establish friendly ties
with Pakistan. But its response was not good. Some
military elements have been creating problems. The
visit of Gen. Musharraf will show if there is any qual-
itative shift in Islamabad’s thinking,” he told UNL

Civil societies in both countries want peace but
fundamentalist elements in Pakistan have so far had
an upper hand. "Their internal instability eliminat-
ed the democratic process and made the voice of
fundamentalist forces stronger.”

Within India, Mr. Gujral said, the Vajpayee Gov-
ernment should now tranquailise the situation in
Jammu and Kashmir so that our external position
could be controlled. He expressed satisfaction over
the initiative of the Centre’s negotiator, Mr. K.C.
Pant, to open dialogue with Kashmiri leaders. There
were certain shortcomings in the Jammu and Kash-
mir Assembly resolution on autonomy, over which

T

the Pant initiative must evolve a common platfor
with Kashmiri leaders, he said.

However, the Government should have launche
the Pant peace process right after declaration of a
unilateral ceasefire in November last vear.

India should emphasise that the secular character
of Kashmir be preserved. There could be no bifurca-
tion or trifurcation as had been suggested by some
elements, he added.

He said New Dethi should not limit the forthcom-
ing talks to Pakistan’s interference in Kashmir but
extend it to the composite dialogue process (CDP).
The CDP, agreed upon between Mr. Vajpayee and
Mr. Sharif in New York in September 1998, includes
an eight-point agenda on: peace and security, Jam-
mu and Kashmir, the Siachen dispute, the Wulla
Barrage, the Sir Creek, terrorism and drugs, eco-
nomic and commercial cooperation and exchange
at cultural levels.

Mr. Gujral denounced the Hurriyat Conference for
claiming to be a true and sole representative of the
Kashmiri people.

“What are their basic credentials? They did not
win even a municipality election. Self recognition
means nothing. The international talks are held be-
tween two countries,” he said, suggesting that the
keep their views within the Pant peace process.
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/ MEA will decide on cricket t/ eam’s

vt Pakistan tour: Uma

:Ii:W DELHIL: Sports minister
Uma Bharti has
made ¢ known
her displeasure
at the “unilater-
al  announce-
B ment” by the
Board for
i Control of
L1 Cricket in
India’s (BCCI)

UmaBharti  that the Indian
team may play in Pakistan during
the Asian Test Championship and
said such a decision could enly be
taken by the ministry of external

affairs,

The sports mmlstry’s

ure has been conveyed by
secretary to BCCI presi-
dent A.C. Muthiah.

“They (the BCCI) should not
take so much fberty in making
such announcements,” she told
reporters. “To play in Pakistan,
the BCCI has first to give a writ-
ten proposal to the sports min-
istry which, in turn, will forward
it to the ministry of extern
affairs. The final decision
with the MEA,” Ms
said. Py
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Looking for

new friends

$ INDIA coy about using
the “C” word? After having
attracted considerable flak
for going public about
China's “threat” to India after
the May 1998 nuclear tests, the
Vajpayee Government doesn’t
use the word China publicly. In
a letter addressed to the then
J.S. President, Mr. Bill Clinton,
after the nuclear tests, lndia
had referred to the threat from
China. Embarrassingly enough.
Mr. Clinton, who later paid a
much-trumpeted visit to India,
promptly released Mr.
Vajpayee’s letter to the press.
Of late, India has launched «
major diplomatic initiative in
Southeast Asia. The Prime
Minister, Mr. Atal Behari
Vajpayee, himself has visited
Vietnam, Indonesia and
Malaysia between January and
May this year, and more visits
are planned in coming months
Engagement at other levels, too,
has been continuing. New Delhi

links... India’s security

Government's rediscovery of
South East Asia stems from its
self-perception of being a
“major power' after the nuclear
tests of May 1998. Not content
with Pokhran-il, the BjP-led
Government is redefining
India’s relations with the rest of
the world, especially the United
States.

The Vajpayee Government
believes that India must play a
“greater role” outside its
immediate neighbourhood. In
the ASEAN Regional Forum's
Annual Security Outlook 2000,
the Government argued:
“India’s security concerns
extend beyond the conventional
geographical definition of Sotith
Asia”. “Given its size,
geographical location, trade

environment ranges from the
Persian Gulf to the Straits of ¢
Malacca across the Indian Q/(
Ocean, including the Central

Asian region in the North West,

While publicly downplaying the China angle in
India’s diplomacy, New Delhi is actively waving
its flag in Southeast Asia, writes Amit Baruah.

has been lobbying both ASEAN
and individual South East Asian
nations for a separate ASEAN-
india summit-level interaction,
a proposal on which the
regional grouping is still to
decide.Remember, too, the
launch of the Mekong-Ganga
Cooperation (MGC) at
Vientiane, Laos, in November
2000 by India, Cambodia, laos,
Vietnam, Thailand and
Myanmar.

While not much has been
heard about MGC since it
Jaunch, it does reflect India’s
desire to play a greater vole in
south East Asia. Interestingly.
China was the only Mekong
country which was left our of
this inter-river grouping. This
exclusion did not go unnoticed.

Myanmar, a country in which
the strategic interests of India
and China seem to collide, has
also been given priority in the
approach of the Vajpayee
Government. High-level
engagement with the military
junta is no longer taboo. In fact,
it is being encouraged.

There appears to be littie
doubt that the Vajpayee

r

China in the North East and
South East Asia...”

Referring to Sino-Indian
relations, the India section in
the ARF Outlook said that the
border arcas had remained
largely peaceful. “However,
China’s military modernisation
— in particular nuclear and
missile, its support to Pakistan,
growing defence links with
India’s Bay of Bengal littoral
neighbours, possible presence
in the Indian Ocean,
upgradation of defence assets...
and doubts about the long-term
stability of the region abutting
India, necessitate its
consideration as an abiding
security concern,” the report
said. This report, which is not
for public circulation, has
chapters contributed by
individual ARF nations and
makes India’s security concerns
crystal clear. There is no
ambiguity about what India
perceives China to be doing.

However, for public
consumption, senior
representatives of the Vajpayee
Government say that India
wants good relations with China
and even points to the security
dialogue between the two

Ry
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countries. “‘It (the China factor)
is central to our engagement
vith several countries in South
East Asia. But, if you ask the
Government, such a concern
will be promptly denied,” one
Indian official told this
correspondent recently.

India’s concerns have fitted in
nicely with those expressed by
the Bush administration. The
“encounter” between the
External Affairs Minister, Mr.
Jaswant Singh, and Mr. George
W. Bush at the White House
came in the midst of the spy
plane incident involving China.
The new chemistry between
India and the U.S. as
exemplified in the “discussions”
on the NMD reveal a new
convergence between New
Delhi and Washington on the
need to “contain'' Beijing.

Wwhile publicly downplaying
the China angle in India’s
diplomacy, New Delhi is
actively waving its flag in South
Last Asia, a region which China
regards as crucial to its security.

From the current American
point of view, China has been
selected as enemy number one
for the foreseeable future.
American security “concerns’
are shifting to the Pacific and
China is certainly the focus of
such "concerns®. For many
ASFAN countries, the American
presence in the region has been
seen as a counterpoise to this
massive neighbour. Today, India
believes that it can offer a

"counter pole" to Chinese
influence.

However, India is no match
for the Chinese economy and
Beijing's readiness to pump
money into the region. After
completing his South Asia
minus India visit, the Chinese
Premier, Mr. Zhu Rongji, visited
Thailand. The Thai Defence
Minister, Mr. Chavalit
Yongchaiyudh, was quoted as
saying that China had agreed to
underwrite the construction of a
$4 billion railway link between
Thailand and China. In the
Mekong countries, too, China
has and remains willing to fund
projects — a strategic strength
that India currently doesn't
have. To take the case of
Myanmar; China has forged
strategic links through
investment and infrastructure
projects and only recently India
has been able to make an entry
in the infrastructure area.

Whatever be the competitive
aspects of the India-China
relationship, outstanding
bilateral issues make it
imperative that New Delhi
continue to engage Beijing to
settle these questions. India,
while building new equations
with the U.S. and the rest of the
world, must engage China
meaningfully. Formal dialogue
cannot substitute for trust and
understanding. It cannot afford

|
|
|
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|
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|

to look at China or South East |

Asia through an American
prism.
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PM invites M
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for ta

e A

sharraf |

, calls off tf'ﬁée

Pakistan says it will react positively to offer

NEW DELHI: Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee
has decided to invite Pakistan military ruler, Gen
Pervez Musharraf, for discussions in New Delhi even
as the government called off the six-month-long
ceasefire in Jammu and Kashmir.

“In pursuance of the Lahore deciaration and the
Shimnla agreement, the prime minister has decided to
invite Gen Musharraf to visit India at his early con-
venience”, minister for external affairs and defence,
Jaswant Singh, announced after an hour-long meeting
of the cabinet committee on security.

Pakistan said it would react positively to Mr
Vajpayee’s invitation, In the first
reaction to the invitation to Gen
Musharraf, Pakistan’s foreign sec-
retary Inamul Huq said “if and
when the invitation is officially
received, Pakistan will respond pos-

Citively to it.”

A Tormal invitation will be deliv-
ered shortly, Mr Singh said adding
that the six-month phase of non-ini-
tiation of combat operations by the

security forces against terrorists in | A B, Vajpayee

THE GOODWILL GAMBIT

six months has been the relative peace along the Line
of Control on account of the restraint exercised by
both sides. In this regard, the government has decid-
ed that it will continue to observe maximum restraint,
Mr Singh said.

The process of dialogue initiated by Mr Vajpayee
through its interlocutor K.C. Pant will continae unhin-
dered, he said adding that “our invitation to all sec-
tions in Jammu and Kashmir to join this dialogue is
reiterated.” Before the meeting of the cabinet com-
mittee on security, the prime minister had taken key
Jeaders including Sonia Gandhi, Chandrababu Naidu,
Bal Thackeray and George
Fernandes into confidence. Home
minister LK. Advani had briefed
Jammu and Kashmir chief minister
Farooq Abdullah, official sources
said. Among those present at the
meeting which was chaired by Mr
Vajpayee were Mr Advani, Mr
Jaswant Singh, finance minister

£ / Yashwant Sinha, K.C. Pant, nation-
&f & al security adviser Brajesh Mishra,
army chief S. Padamanabhan and

Jammu and Kashmir “is now over.”
“These terrorist groups have hindered the restora-
tion of peace in Jammu and Kashmir and have inflict-
ed misery upon the people there. Hereafter, the secu-
rity forces shall take such action against terrorists as
they judge best,” Mr Singh said. Asked if the decision
to invite Gen Musharraf to India was a negation of
India’s stand on Pakistan-backed terrorism, Mr Singh
said India’s fight against terrorism will continue with-
out any let-up. Mr Singh said India is yet again offering
the hand of friendship, reconciliation, cooperation and
peace to Pakistan in the hope that this opportunity will
be positively and purposefully utilised by Islamabad.

He said the security forces will, in the process, con-
tinue to exercise,maximum care and ensure that no
harassment is gffused to the civilian population.

The migisier said a gratifying feature of these last

Gen. Musharraf ;
some other top officials.

Meanwhile, Hurriyat conference chairman, Abdul
Gani Bhat, reacted cautiously to Mr Vajpayee’s invi-
tation to Gen Musharraf for talks on Kashmir saying
“Jet us wait and watch.” He said that he still believed
that tripartite talks could produce better results by
including Kashmir which is the principal party. When
asked whether the Hurriyat welcomed Mr Vajpayee’s
initiative, Mr Bhat said, “I have reacted and have
nothing more tosay.” Regarding the calling off of the
ceasefire, he said “ceasefire or no ceasefire, the situa-
tion will never change and as a matter of fact the
ceasefire never existed.”

The BJP described the step as a “bold one in line
with the mood of the people.” “I congratulate the
government for taking this bold decision as itisin line

with the mood of the people,” party ident Jana
Krishnamurthy said. Agencies)
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? NEW DELHI, May 23. - India

today condemned the Taliban |

- order enforcing distinctive

| clothing and distinguishing S

| marks for persons of religious
' minorities and pressed for in-
| ternational pressure on the Ta-
* liban to resent such discrimina-
" tory orders.

j Terming as these acts “repre-

: hensible”, India said
| edicts have no place in civilised

societies and the international
| community has rightly de-
* plored it.”

; The external affairs ministry

: gaid that it was an example of
‘ Taliban’s “obscurantist and
. racist ideology, which is alien
to Afghan traditions”.

India believes any attempt to
justify such edicts on religious
grounds were reprehensible,
the ministry spokesman said.
G-15 meeting: The sixth G-15
meet will be held in Jakarta
from 25-31 May. The Vice-Pres-
ident, Mr Krishan Kant will
! lead the Indian delegation.

“such |

Sikh women come out of a gurdwara in Kabul on Wednesday. The Taliban
has ordered all non-Muslim men to sport a yellow piece of cloth on their shirt
pockets and women to wrap their heads with yellow cloth. - AP/PTI

The main summit meeting
will be held on 30-31 May and
the secretary, MEA, Mr RS
Kalha, will represent Mr Atal
Behari Vajpayee. The theme of
the meeting is “Challenges of
harnessing the potential of the
digital era for development’.

The meetmg will focus on
trade and development, new
global economy and harnessing
the potential new digital era for
development, future directions
on trade, finance and develop-
ment and energising G-15 and
G-8 interactions.
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indujas also ‘fixed’ Brajesh-

meeting with G-8 Ministers

W\

LONRON, MAY 10. The intermediary
role bf the Hinduja brothers in the

By Hasan Suroor Y\Q A

Vajpayee Government’'s diplo-
matic campaign over India’s nu-
clear tests in the summer of 1998
is further highlighted in a leaked
letter showing Mr. G.P. Hinduja's
intervention with Downing Street
to get the Prime Minister, Mr. Atal
Behari Vajpayee's Principal Sec-
retary, Mr. Brajesh Mishra, to
meet the GG-8 Foreign Ministers in
London in June 1998.

This happened after the broth-
ers accompanied Mr. Mishra to
10, Downing Street on june 4 to
hand over Mr. Vajpayee's letter to
the British Prime Minister, Mr.
Tony Blair.

On June 9, Mr. G.P. Hinduja
wrote to Mr. Blair's Chief of Staff,
Mr. Jonathan Powell, suggesting
that “‘Mr. Brajesh Mishra might
be invited to meet the G-8 Foreign
Ministers and discuss with them
how India can respond to their
concerns (over India's nuclear
tests). The Prime Minister, Mr.
Vajpayee, has agreed that he
should do so, provided only that
China is not present — given her
nuclear links with Pakistan.” He
thanked Mr. Powell for ‘going out
of your way to help each other
gain a better understanding of the
other’s position.”

This was a reference to Mr. Mis-
hra's meeting with Mr. Blair.
Downing Street has clarified that
the Hinduja brothers were pre-
sent at that meeting on behalf of
the Government of India and
“they had not been there at our
invitation.”

The disclosure of the Hindujas’
active role in setting up meetings
here on behalf of the Government

s e e

of India, independently of the In-
dian High Commission, is likely to
embarrass the Vajpayee Govern-
ment at a time when they are be-
ing investigated by the CBI in the
Bofors case. Observers said it
would take some of the sheen off
the BJP's moral high ground over
the Hindujas whom it has always
projected as benefactors of the
Congress.

The letter was released by the
Tory MP, Mr. Andrew Tyrie, along
with a set of leaked correspond-
ence, refuelling speculation over
the brothers’ close links with
Downing Street. He demanded
that Mr. Blair disclose the full ex-
tent of his relationship with the
Indian businessmen, and accused
him of “concealing”’ the letters
from Sir Anthony Hammond who
inquired into the Hindujas' deal-
ings with politicians following al-
legations that Mr. S.P. Hinduja
was given a British passport
as a favour for his family's one
million pound contribution to the
Millennium Dome.

The letters, exchanged between
June 1998 and September 2000,
indicate a degree of intimacy
which surprised observers. In his
correspondence, Mr. Blair consis-
tently addressed Mr. Gopichand
Hinduja as “Dear G.P.” and
signed off with “Yours ever, To-
ny.

In a letter to “G.P.” on july 26,
1999 — the period when India
and Pakistan were engaged in a
bloody conflict in
Kargil — Mr. Blair expresses his
happiness over India's decision to
stop air strikes against Pakistani
infiltrators and urges him convey
to “your interlocutors in both
countries’ Britain’s desire to en-
courage India and Pakistan to

solve the Kashmir problem in a |
way that “reflects the views of the |
people living in Kashmir.”

In another letter, he acknowl-
edges Mr. G.P. Hinduja's commu-
nication welcoming the
appointment of Mr. Keith Vaz as a .
Minister and expresses his *‘grat-
itude to the Hinduja family” for ;
their help in promoting multi-ra-
cialism in Britain. Observers said
the letter was significant in the
context of the persistent specula- .
tion that Mr. Vaz owed his minis- |
terial position to the Hindujas
and, in return, he obliged them
whenever they needed his help —
including British citizenship for
Mr. S.P. Hinduja.

Mr. Blair, who has been criti-
cised for “hobnobbing” with the
Hindujas despite “MI6 warnings”
that they were being investigated
in a corruption scandal, denied
that he had committed any im-
propriety. “If you have any com-
plaints about my propriety or
anyone else’s, you should make to
the proper authorities in the
proper way'’, he told a Tory MP in
the Commons.

Shabir Shah's_—
office attacked

SRINAGAR, MAY 10. Militants today
attacked the headquarters of the
Jammu and Kashmir Democratic
Freedom Party (DFP) of Mr. Sha-
bir Shah at Rajbagh in the City
this afternoon. Activists of a less-
er-known militant outfit, Al-Ha-
mas, lobbed a hand grenade
towards Mr. Shah’s office. How-
ever, the grenade after hitting the
main board of the DFP headquar-
ters exploded on the roadside
without causing any damage.UNI
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History is not black and white: Especially the mz'stalces of war

aswant s three errors -

W3- % \d\S By A.G. NOORANI

is an appeal to the brooding spirit

of the law, to the intelligence of a
future day when a later decision may
possibly correct the error into which the
dissenting judge believes the court to
have been betrayed,” the Chief Justice of
the US Supreme Court, Charles Evans
Hughes, once remarked. Minister for
External Affairs Jaswant Singh in his
lecture on India’s security and foreign
policy at Patna on April 31, deserves
attention.

India, he said, is paying the price for
three major foreign policy blunders com-
mitted in the last 54 years. The first, in his
view, was reference of the Kashmir issue
to the United Nations Security Council on
December 31, 1947. The second was its fail-
ure to get the border with China delineat-
ed. The last was India’s stand on the Soviet
intervention in Afghanistan in December
1979. Succeeding generadtions would have
to suffer for these three foreign policy
blunders, he lamented.

Opinions on those decisions will differ.
But a revisionist view of history is
always refreshing, especially when it
comes from a foreign minister. The three
decisions do merit close analysis. Howev-
er, some factors must be borne in mind in
any retrospeet.

One is the context, the actual setting,
bearing in mind Namier’s warning “do
not argue with history”. Another is the
availability of . other options. Moreover,
the aftermath must not be overlooked in
any assessment of “the price”. Related to
the impact is the contemporary rele-
vance; the lesson to be drawn “from the
blunder”. This is particularly true about
the China decision which is why it is dis-
cussed last.

The Kashmir blunder is part of con-
ventional wisdom. Jawaharlal Nehru
himself “was later deeply to regret it”,
his biographer S. Gopal avers. But, he
adds, that the reference to the UN was
“expressly coupled with full military
preparations to move the war, if neces-
sary, into Pakistan”. The British govern-
ment feared just that, as the American
envoy reported to his government. Inspi-
ration for the reference came from
Mountbatten who first proposed on
December 8 a joint Indo-Pak reference.

Some questions are in order. Would
Mountbatten have made the suggestion
without prior clearance with London?
And what was there to prevent London
from moving the UN to prevent a “threat
to the peace’ specially since the prime
i f India and Pakistan kept
arges against each other to the
#sh PM, as if- he was an, umpire?

(4 A DISSENT in a court of last resort

|

LIGHT AND ENLIGHTENMENT: K.R. Narayanan, A.B. Vajpayee and Jaswant Singh

Pakistan could have filed its own com-
plaint, as it did eventually. In either
event, India would have lost the high
ground of the complainant.

In that clime, neither the ceasefire on
New Year’s Day 1949 nor the agreement
on July 27, 1949, delineating the ceasefire
line, would have been possible without
mediation. India agreed to a ceasefire
only after it had cleared the Valley and
more of the invaders. It decided not to
recover the rest of the state because the
gains had to be balanced against an all-
out war and external intervention.
Nehru’s secret memo to Sheikh Abdullah
from Sonamarg on August 25, 1952 poured
scorn on the UN's capacity to prevent
him from pursuing any policy he wished
in respect of Kashmir (“Whatever the
UN might say”).

As for Afghanistan, Indira Gandhi won
the Lok Sabha polls on January 7, 1980
but assumed power only on January
14. The caretaker Charan Singh govern-
ment properly asked her to define
the stand India should take in the UN

‘General Assembly during this week.

Draft instructions were prepared at
her instance by T.N. Kaul and G.
Parthasarathi, known for their pro-Sovi-
et bias. The then Secretary (East) in the
MEA, Eric Gonsalves, told Dennis Kux,
“Ministry officials tried to soften the lan-
guage, but were able only to gain accep-
tance for a few changes.”

On January 12, India’s Permanent Rep-
resentative to the UN, Brajesh C. Mishra,

made his famous statement. It recalled,'

the Soviet plea of an Afghan * requestf’ to

intervene and assurances of withdrawal:
“We have no reason to doubt assurances
particularly from a friendly country like
the Soviet Union with whom we have
many close ties.” President Carter was
“livid” when he heard of it. It revived
memories of India’s stand when the
USSR invaded Hungary (1956) and
Czechoslovakia (1968).

Apologists make two points. There was
no other option and Indira Gandhi made
plain her disapproval in private. Neither
point is valid. Sound alternative had been
crafted by professionals. Prime Minister
Charan Singh was out electioneering
when late in the night on December 27,
1979, the Soviet ambassador, Yuri
Vorontsov, met Foreign Secretary Ram D.
Sathe and informed him of the Afghan
“request’ and the Soviet action. The next
day the MEA issued a statement record-
ing the Soviet intimation, but expressing
support for Afghanistan’s independence.
It expressed the hope that no “external

power (read US) will take steps which -

might aggravate the situation”. The offi-
cial spokesman was explicit on one point:
“I do not know who invited the Soviets.”
On December 31, India made two sepa-
rate moves. Eric Gonsalves called in US
ambassador Robert Goheen to express
India’s concern over the reported lifting
of embargo on the supply of arms by the
US to Pakistan. The same day Charan
Singh told the Soviet ambassador that he
hoped the Soviet troops would withdraw
from Afghanistan as soon as possible.
An official statement recorded: “The
Prime Minister pointed out that the pres-

™E HlNDUS'T AN TTE8
b mAY 72

‘w-

ence of Soviet troops in Atfghanistan
would have far-reaching adverse conse-
quences for this region and for this rea-
son expressed the hope that the Coviet
troops would withdraw from Atghar.isten
as soon as possible in accordaiice wit!
the message conveyed by the Soviet
leadership.”

Not once did Indira Gandhi publiciy
and specifically ask for the withdrawal of
Soviet troops as Charan Singh did. She
went out of her way publicly and repeat-
edly to support the Soviet casc that it was
there legitimately on the invitation of the
Afghan government — in an interview

‘with Barbara Walters of ABC cu January

10, 1980, and later.

Given her public support, Soviet For-
eign Minister Andrei Gromyko could
take in his stride the PM’s stand in her
talks with him iii Delhi, on February 12,
that she found the Soviet action “unac-
ceptable”.

An enlightened appreciation of the
national interest would have served.
both, the interests of peace and the cause
of friendship. In all of Asia, India was the
only friend Russia had. if india had
pulled its weight it could -~ and in the
light of archival disclosures, svould have
made a big difference; not by a simplistic
public stand but through a coherent poli
cy which would have preven‘ed the U¢
arming of Pakistan as a frontline State —
while assuring it and Pakistan that it
would respect Pakistan’s security —
ensured Soviet withdrawal by boasting
the morale of dissent in the Kremlin anc
yet retained Soviet friendship.

It was a cabal of three —- KGB chie:
Yuri Andropov, Defence Minister Dmiri
Ustinov and Gromyko — who presen:zc
the Politburo “with a fait accompli” at its
meeting on December 12, 1979, a Supre me
Soviet inquiry reported in 19y A it ng
opponent of the action, the PM, Alexei
Kosygin, was hospitalised.

India could have been an active partic-
ipant in diplomatic efforts to secure Sovi-
et withdrawal without being hostile to
the USSR. However, neither Indi a Gand- -
hi nor her advisors were :moticnaily
prepared for the kind of adjustaients
which this entailed.

On January 17, a chastened Grouriyho
reported to the Politburo “the interna
tional situation around Afghanistan has
taken a turn for the worse” -— despite
India’s support. Its opposition wouid have
induced withdrawal. Instead, the USSR
stayed put. Afghanistan was iuined. And
India and Pakistan embarkec on an arms
race aided by their respective friends.
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FROM PRANAY SHARMA

by reports that it had sought the
help of the Hinduja brothers, ac-
cused in the Bofors case, to meet
British Prime Minister Tony
Blair, the government put up a
brave front and said it was only
“meeting a national cause”.

Leading British newspapers
reported yesterday that the Hin-
duja brothers accompanied Prime
Minister Atal Bihari’s Vajpayee’s
principal secretary Bra-
jesh Mishra to a meeting
with Blair in London in
July 1998.

Launching a dam-
age-control  exercise,
foreign ministry
spokesman R.S. Jassal
said today: “The Hindu-
jas offered to facilitate
some meeting. That
offer was naturally ac-
cepted.”

Jassal said Mishra
was touring several im-
portant capitals after the nuclear
tests of May 1998 to clarify India’s
position. It was important for
Delhi to justify its stand, especial-
ly to the Permanent Five coun-
tries and Britain was one of them,
he added.

Asked why the government
needed to turn to the Hinduja
brothers, Jassal said: “There was
a certain urgency in establishing
such contact.” He claimed that
even in the past, the government

“thas sought help from business
"1 houses and industrialists to estab-

lish contact with important coun-
tries.

The spokesman, however, re-
fused to confirm that the Hindujas
were present at the meeting, say-
ing he was not aware of the de-
tails,

The Congress, which has been
at the receiving end of the Bofors
case, demanded that the Vajpayee
regime take the nation into confi-
dence on the issue. Party

New Delhi, May 8: Embarrassed .

Brajesh Mishra

~Centre bullds
‘national cause\
shield for M1shr\a

spokesman S. Jaipal Reddy said:
“We don’t know the facts but the
government owes an explanation

to the nation on the sequence of

events that led to the meeting.”

Asked if no effort was made by |
the Indian high commission, the
foreign office or the Prime Minis-
ter’s Office to fix up the meeting
other than depending on a busi-
ness house which was under in-
vestigation in a defence scam, Jas-
sal replied: “These things are not
mutually exclusive.” He argued
that at the time of the
meeting, chargesheets
were not issued against
them.

In private, foreign
ministry officials said

the countries which had
taken a tough lineon the

even recalled its high
commissioner to
Delhi.

“It was necessary for
us to get in touch with

the British government at the

highest-level possible and explain
Delhi’s rationale behind the
tests.”

But there was no one in the In-
dian high commaission in London
who had a good rapport with the
Labour government. Former Indi-

an envoy L.M. Singhvi had been

close to the Tories but after him,
no effort was made to cultivate the
Labour which came to power.
Using the help of the Hindujas was
the only option left, South Block
argues.

Despite the brave front, some
diplomats have started raising
questions in private whether it

was prudent of the National De-
mocratic Alliance government to
seek the help of the Hindujas.

Since the ruling coalition had

turned the Bofors scam into an im-
portant political plank, it should
have shown more caution in en-
gaging the Hindujas, for the
meeting.
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By C. Raja Mohan

| NEW DELHI, MAY 7, Pointing to the negative impact of

. tensions on India’s security environment,

" the Cohngress today cautioned the Government

against lending uncritical support to the U.S. plans

" to build national missile defences.

In drawing attention to the long term implications

. of India drawing too close to the U.S. on NMD, the
. Congress may be reflecting some of the unease ina
| section of the Indian strategic community at the fu-
' ture of Sino-Indian relations.

|
|

i

The Congress believes India must strive to im-
prove its relations with the U.S,; but the party insists
the Government should do nothing to queer the

. pitch for Sino-Indian relations, which have been
! normalised with some difficulty after overcoming
-~ the chill of May 1998 when India conducted puclear
. tests.

If India begins to align itself with the U.S. on glob-
al security issues, there is some concern here that
China may embrace Pakistan even more tightly than

- before.

When the Chinese Prime Minister Mr. Zhu Rongji
begins his travels through the sub-continent later

. this week, some indications might emerge on how
| Beijing and Islamabad view India’s enthusiastic re-
. sponse to the NMD.

Mr. K. Natwar Singh, who chairs the Congress’
foreign affairs department, today called on the Gov-

- eynment to “convince us that U.S. President George

Bush’s new nuclear and missile doctrine is in the

interest W country”’.

//ﬁon’t antagonise China

o on NMD, says Cong.

“If a national consensus emerges in favour of
NMD”, Mr. Singh added, “the Congress will not
stand in the way’’. He accused the Government of
not consulting either its allies or opposition parties
in its "'unseemly rush” to welcome the U.S. plans.

Mr. Singh, along with his colleague Mr. Jairam
Ramesh, who runs the party’s economic cell, was
expanding on the Congress critique of the Govern-
ment’s response to the NMD at a press conference
here today.

The Congress’ decision to underscore the implica-
tions for India’ relations with China may be of some
significance, Mr. Ramesh insisted that “India should
not fall into the trap of believing it would gain from a
Sino-U.S. conflict in Asia”.

Mr. Ramesh demanded that India look at the rela-
tions with China from its own perspective and not
from that of the U.S. It is widely believed that the
U.S. plans for NMD are directed against China, and
this could further strain Sino-U.S. relations in the
coming years.

Mr. Ramesh also pointed to some economic im-
plications of the unfolding tensions between u.s.
and China. He said the Bush administration might
pow seek to delay China's entry into the World
Trade Organisation. “This might hurt India more
than the U.S.”. He was referring to the reality that
Beijing and New Delhi were competitors in trade
and target the same markets. Left outside WTO, ac-

cording to Mr. Ramesh, China will be under less of
compulsion to abide by any rules. /
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HT Correspondent .
New Delhi, May 4§ _ € P v
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INDIA AND Russia today dis-
cussed threadbare the interna-
tional ramifications of United
States President George Bush's
new security policy. Russia’s for-
eign minister, Igor Ivanov, and
India’s external affairs minister
Jaswant Singh agreed during
their talks today that the two
countries need to be in close con-
sultation with each other as the
US proposals concerned global
security.

In his first public reaction
today to the US proposal, made
during a joint press conference,
the Indian minister said he was
against the unilateral abrogation
of the 1972 Anti Ballistic Missile
treaty. He reminded his guests
that India's welcome to the US
plan was a qualified one
"Between mutually agreed deci-
sions and mutually assured
destruction we prefer the for-
mer,” he said.

Ivanov made it clear he had no
objections to India's optimism
regarding Washington's new
nuclear plans. "Our approaches
mostly coincide,” he said. He said
he was looking forward to meet-
ing the delegation of experts that
the US President has promised to
send to explain the US plan in
detail. "But we will not just lis-
ten. We have something to say."

lvanov's statements were con-
trary to expectations that Russia
would react adversely to India's
embrace of Bush's missile-based
nuclear doctrine. Along with a
press conference he had held
about Bush's plan just before
leaving for India, his statements
indicate Moscow has taken note
that Bush had stated Russia was
not a strategic adversary of the
US.

Prior to his meeting with
Singh, Ivanov had called on
Prime Minister Vajpayee and
gave him a letter from President
Vladimir Putin, which proposed
specific steps to improve bilater-
al co-operation.

Russia has welcomed a greater
participation by India in its eco-
nomic recovery and hopes for
more joint ventures.

A summit level meeting was
proposed for November in
Moscow and India confirmed
that Vajpayee would be accepting
the offer.

On the question of a New
Delhi-Moscow-Beijing axis. the
two foreign ministers said the
idea harked back to Cold War-era
formations which were no longer
desirable. Ivanov said all three
countries were working with
each other on a bilateral basis.
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By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MAY 4. The Left parties
today reacted sharply to the Vaj-
pavee Government’s '‘uncritical”
endorsement of the U.S. National
Missile Defence programme
charging it with “mortgaging”” In-
dia’s right to strategic autonomy
and demanding immediate fe-
consfderation. (1/ (’

separate statements, the CPI
) and the CPI, said the Govern-
ent had done away with the
onsensus approach on inde-
endent foreign policy and re-
versed its basis of peace, nuclear
disarmament and promotion of
friendship and cooperation with
all, particularly the countries
neighbours.

““The alacrity in hailing Mr. (Ge-
orge) Bush reflects servile confir-
mism of the worst order. Clearly,
the Vajpayee Government is
mortgaging India’s right to strate-
gic autonomy and an independ-
ent foreign policy. This only
contirms the fact that India under
this government seeks to emerge
as a U.S. surrogate in South Asia,"”
the CPI{M) politburo said.

It said the “more loyal than the

king” approach of the Vajpayee ment came to power.

Left attacks Go
NMD endorsemg

i

government was reflectiVe of In-
dia seeking a strategic depend-
ence on U.S. imperialism and
charged that New Delhi had jetti-
soned the consensual approach
towards an independent foreign
policy. “India’s acquiesce to im-
perialist global interests comes
when even some of the closest al-

‘¥Vies of the U.S. have chosen to be
more circumspect,” it said adding
even within the U.S, the issue
was ‘‘deeply divisive”’ and that the
impetus for the NMD had come
from the arms lobby which had
earlier promoted the “Star Wars”
programme.

The CPI said that by endorsing
the NMD, on which the U.S. allies
in Europe and Asia had expressed
reservations, the Vajpayee Gov-
ernment was dragging the coun-
try into an “aggressive drive
which will unleash new and mul-
ti-sided nuclear arms race’".

On the External Affairs Ministry
reaction, it said the use of phrases
such as detachment from *“‘adver-
sarial legacy of the Cold War”’ was
a continuation of the downslide
in foreign policy affairs whichad
begun since the Vajpayee Ggvern-

- - e



“In praise of diplo

By C. Raja Mohan {9 \07

NEW DELHI, MAY 6. Was it a political blunder? Or
a stroke of diplomatic genius? Whichever way
you look at it, India’s swift and effusive wel-
come to American proposals on national mis-
sile defence (NMD) last week was certainly
uncharacteristic of the Foreign Office.

The South Block is not known to react rap-
idly to international developments. And when
it does, the thumb rule is to err on the side of
understatement.

Intellectual exuberance, rational or other-
wise, is generally frowned upon by foreign of-
fices everywhere. Professional diplomats are
encouraged to cultivate scepticism and flaunt
it.

An unwillingness to be taken in by hype of
any kind, the determination to look at the
downside of every development, and a pen-
chant to examine the gift horse in the mouth
are considered virtues in a diplomat.

Diplomatic sang froid may be cminenty
sensible in normal times. But when big chang-
es are afoot, there is a tectonic movement in
geopolitics, or when a radical course correc-
tion becomes a national imperative, scepti-
cism is a huge barrier against successful
foreign policy.

Cynics cannot respond to change. Coping
with a shifting paradigm demands some in-
telfectual passion as wel as diplomatic imag-
ination that looks beyond conventional
wisdom.

it is at revolutionary moments that diplo-
macy of the run of the mill kind is separated
from statesmanship that positions a country
to take advantage of a rapidly evolving situa-
tion.

* H ok

Recall India's response to the changes that
Mikhail Gorbachev brought to Russia in the
mid to late 1980s. The failure to anticipate the
impact of glasnost and perestroika on the So-
viet political system delayed the badly-needed
adjustments in India’s foreign policy.

It appeared at times that there were more
people in New Delhi than in Moscow betting
on the survival of the Soviet Union or longing
for its return after 1991. It was the traditional-
ist framework that prevented India from even
thinking about the prospect of a collapse of
the system in Moscow; because we wanted it
to be there so badly.

Sirnilarly, India had little time for the agen-

da of reforms that Deng Xiaoping unleashed

e

on China at the end oaﬁ) Osé’ and no attempt

was made to understand ity long-term impact
on the Asian balance of poer. India’s deter-
mination to tail Moscow in dealing with China
during the 1970s and early 1980s also delayed
New Delhi's own normalisdtion of relations
with Beijing by nearly a decyde.

These were moments en an inspired
thought would have got many diplomatic
gains. But the conservatives and cynics kept
{ndia down on the beaten path and stopped it
from coming to terms with radical change in
its environment,

*okk

Despite all the flak the foreign office state-
ment on NMD has drawn, there were very few
departures from past Indian positions. India’s
support for deep cuts being proposed by Pres-
ident Bush, its call for de-alerting of nuclear
forces, and its endorsement of the talks among
major powers on NMD are reasonably straight
forward.

There was just one inspired thought in the
staternent. It was about the strategic and tech-

DIPLOMATIC NOTEBOOK

nological “inevitability”’ of the shift away from
the old nuclear order based on balance of ter-
ror to one in which there would be a place for
defensive technologies.

This is as much of an intellectual conviction
as it is an assessment of the emerging trend
away from '‘prevailing nuclear orthodoxies”.
As an “outcaste” in the old nuclear order, In-
dia has every reason to herald its demise and
welcome the construction of a more credible
global nuclear arrangement.

The current regime built around mutual
assured destruction among five nuclear weap-
on powers and non- proliferation for the rest
had no room for India in it. President Bush has
declared that the ancien regime based on the
ABM Treaty and the NPT is collapsing under
the weight of its own contradictions.

There is hardly any reason why India
should be shedding tears at the demise of the
old nuclear order. President Bush's plan
which opens the door for a rewriting of the
rules of the nuclear game offers India a chance
to be part of the nuclear solution’and not the
proliferation problem.

1t makes all sense for India to lend a helping
hand to the United States to dismantle the

current nuclear regime, which New Delhi has

i POV

tic exuberance

long called “discriminatory”. India needs to
follow this through with a set of responsible
ideas for constructing a more effective nuclear
regime.

*Ak

In responding to President Bush's proposed
transition to a different nuciear order, the For-
eign Office clearly sensed the strategic oppor-
tunity at hand. India could either seize the
moment for significant future strategic gains
or to play it safe by reacting in general inani-
ties on “weaponisation of outer space”, ctc.

India chose the former course. For New
Delhi had nothing to lose by welcoming the
ideas of President Bush, while outlining a set
of its own demands on nuclear reductions and
technological cooperation among democratic
states.

To be sure, the post-mortem will go on;
how did India react so positively and so fast.
There are also questions on how the Indian
decision to support NMD was arrived at.

That debate may indeed be healthy. But the
immediate task is to build on the statement
the Foreign Office has issued in response to
the proposals by President Bush. His spectal
envoy, Mr. Richard Armitage, will be here on
Friday to brief the Indian Government on the
details of the Bush initiative.

Kkk

For once the Indian establishment might
have got it right in sensing the importance of
responding positively to the U.S. proposals o
NMD. But the Government is being pilloried
for acting in haste. An editorial writer has ac-
cused India of “irrational exuberance” on the
NMD.

For far too long, intellectual sterility and
diplomatic passivity have passed off as "'stra
tegic thinking” in india. New Delhi could cen
tainly do with a little more passion and
exuberance in its diplomacy.

It is time for New Delhi to experiment with
new ideas on the foreign policy front. And not
just in dealing with the United States; but
across the board — from recasting positions
multilateral forums to solving long-standing,
problems say with China, Pakistan and Bau
gladesh.

Foreign policy exuberance, even if irvatio-
nal on occasions, is preferable to moribund
slogans of the past. A frequent dose of 1t
should hopefully make the next generation of
senior Indian diplomats less prone to an earhy
arterial sclerosis.



o Aticket toride

SEEMA MUSTAFA

he ministry of external

affairs issued a release

late on Wednesday

night enthusiastically
welcoming the nuclear doctrine
outlined by US President
George W. Bush. Joumalists
rushed to-the ministry to seek
clarifications  and
details, They - met = MEA
spokespefson Raminder Jassai
— more preoccupied these days
with Israeli leader Sharon than
with Bush — who could not get
further than a few well
rehearsed  lines  centering
around improved India-US rela-
tions. They met foreign secre-
tary Chokila Iyer who had little
-to say, although she greeted
them warmly and made them
feel at home.in South Block.
They met extra-Constitutional
authority Arun Singh who
rushed off saying briefing the
media was not his brief. They

finally met minister Jaswant -

Singh who pointed them in the
right direction. “US deputy sec-
retary of state Richard Armitage
is arriving here -on May 10,
meet him,” said the minister,
“he will brief you on Govern-
ment of India’s position.”

A very possible scenario. For
judging from the little bits of
information filtering out of the
ministry of external affairs, the
bureaucrats = -themselves are

unsure _about this sudden turn of

events and need to be briefed
about the pros and the cons of
the. nuclear doctrine being so

willingly accepted by India. Or -

at least the pros'as the cons
obviously do not exist insofar as
this govamment-and 1tS strange
relations with the US are con-
cermned. Till Wednesday the
word was that India was not at

all supportive of the National*

Missile Defence System. In- the
stealth of night the position had
been reversed, and Indiﬁ had
beaten all countries, even loyal
UK, to endorse a ‘m}clear' doc-
trine that-can spell nothing but
chaos and danger for the region.

Mr Jaswant Singh is‘the man
at the helm of affairs. He has
only one agenda: to cosy up
with the Americans regardiess
of who is in power in Washing-
ton, regardless.of their policies,
regardless of India. He does not
have the national interest in
mind, for in his mind national
interest i¥ synonymous-with US
interest. He does not see any
difference. If the US wants to
establish its hegemony in the
world, so be it so-long as India
is allowed to bask in the shad-
ows. If the US wants to hasten
the militarisation and.nucleari-
sation of outer space, well and
good. For if support can give
India a US smile, then'support it
should and shall be. )
- Foreign policy is being
reversed. Not through consid-
ered inputs by the bureaucrats,
but through a political agenda
signed by Mr Jaswant Singh.
And endorsed by friend and
Prime Minister Atal Behari Vaj-
payee. And executed by other
friend, Arun Singh. And the for-
eign secretary is not expected to
stand in the way. She cannot,
she is still learning the job. And

further .

LrrTLE BROTHER SYNDROME: Jaswant Singh (vight) with Colin Powell; The US could not

have a better friend in Jaswant Singh. President Bush and his advisors, to give them cved-
it, bave realised this vather eavly in the day. Hence, the one gesture that had our minister
popping a bottle of champagne with our scribes: the great, absolutely fantastic meeting with
President, Bush epitomising the success of our foreign policy! To what end?’

needs all the support she can get
from the minister who is a gen-
erous man if nobody is putting
impediments in his way. One
can just think of the tamasha if
one of the veterans who now
come under the collective “for-
mer foreign secretaries” banner
were in position today. It is dif-
ficult to imagine some of them
kow-fowing to a policy that
defies all logic and understand-
ing, and which is liberally laced
with connotations that at best
can be described as anti-India
and at worst as traitorous.
India’s relations- with her

‘neighbours are dismal. Nepal,

Bangladesh, Sri Lanka and of
course bete noire Pakistan are
simmering. One has only to
meet the diplomats of  the
respective countries to get a -

One telephone call
" from-US national
security advisor
Condoleeza Rice, and
Jaswant Singh was
dancing. He changed
Indian foreign policy
in a minute, to please
her and the
establishment she
represents. Pokharan
IT was justified by this
very government on
two grounds: one, that
it would establish
India’s sovereignty in
an increasingly nuclear
+ world and two, it
would help India
strengthen its
campaign for nuclear
disarmament. We are
committed to ridding
the world of nuclear
weapons, said the
same men even as a
shocked nation at the
time tried to digest the
full impact of the
dramatic shift
in policy

taste of not just the neighbours’
grievances but their mounting
anger and. resentment against
the policies being pursued by
the present government. There
s a certain arrogance in our
dealings with the smaller coun-
tries, in marked contrast with
the servility with which we
greet the so called developed
nations. The difference is pdlpa-
ble, and does not make for great
diplomacy.

ne telephone call from
US national security
advisor Condoleeza

Rice, and Jaswant Singh was
dancing. He changed Indian for-
eign policy in a minute, to
please her and the establishment
she represents. Pokharan II was
justified by this very govern-
ment on two grounds: one, that
it would establish India’s sover-
eignty in an increasingly
nuclear world and two, it would
help India strengthen its cam-
paign for nuclear disarmament.
We are committed to ridding
the world of nuclear weapons,
said the same men even as a
shocked nation at the time tried
to digest the full impact of the
dramatic shift in policy.

The same government, the
same Jaswant Singh has turned
foreign policy around again.
Not to get back to a nuclear free
world by dismantling all
weapons, but to help Bush

establish the supfemacy of the -

US and its complete control on
the nuclear world, and on outer
space. His policy will set off a
dangerous arms race as instead
of promoting deterrence it is
seeking to establish the princi-
ple of hitting back by ensuring
that-the opponent is left without
the means to hit back. As
nuclear experts have pointed

_out this policy has nothing to do

with the so called rogue nations,
but comes from elements in the
US establishment who were
unable to promote Reagan’s
Star Wars and have decided to
push through this even more
dangerous sequel.

India has embraced this poli-
cy. Not for reward but out of
commitment and dedication to
the US cause. Jaswant Singh is
not asking for favours, he wants
to embrace the US as he
believes ' that salvation lies

* through this path. There can be

no other explanation for the
foolhardy decision to endorse
and accept a_ policy that can

only destabilise global security.
The other explanation is that the
minister is anti-national, but
that label is meant only for cer-
tain journalists, members of the*
Opposition and others who have
not succumbed to the lures of
the - present regime. It cannot

apply to our honourable minis-"

ter, after all he is determining
the destiny of our nation.

China will have to expand its
arsenal. It will have to set up a
system of its own. At present it
has 20 missiles that have the
range to hit the US. But obvi-
ously in the new nuclear world
being set uyp by the US with
India standing on the sidelines
and applauding loudly, these
will count for nothing. Nuclear
weapons are evil. All in the
world have reached this consen-

| Take our bilateral

relations with the
countries in the world.

UK has become a great

friend with Robin
Cook having sunk his
anti-India rhetoric to
dine with Jaswant
Singh as a personal
friend. Iraq remains
out of the periphery

" ‘but Iran is very much

in. Israel is the new
friend, the Arab
nations have to take
second place. As for
the Palestinians, India
has decided to watch
them being killed in

. stoic silence. Sharon is

the new hero with
many in the Foreign -
Office speaking
highly of him, despite
the fact that he
masterminded a -
Jallianwala Bagh in
the Palestinian camps
_.of Sabra and Shatila
and his credentials
arée known

sus, the difference being that
while some insist these are a
necessary evil, others would
like to see nuclear arsenals dis-
mantled as the first step towards
a nuclear free world. The Bush
administration is going beyond
all conceivable limits in giving
teeth to a programme that will
change the definition of security
and peace as the world knows it
today. - ,

Jaswant Singh has become
completely unaccountable. For
him all roads lead to Washing-
ton in the belief that India’s
bilateral relations with other
countries. can be handled
through the prism of India-US
relations. India’s foes can be
turned into friends through a lit-
tle arm twisting by Washington,
after all Iran and Saudi Arabia
were only too glad to fall in line
-after a little resistance in the
beginning. And India’s friends
can benefit from this emerging
alliance which is quite prepared
to look after its own. A little
hiccup remains over Pakistan,
but titat our minister hopes will
soon be overcome.

. ake our bilateral relations
with the countries in the

world. UK, after initial
hostility, has become a great
friend with Robin Cook having
sunk his anti-India rhetoric to
dine with Jaswant Singh as a
personal friend. Iraq remains
out of the periphery but Iran is
very much in. Israel is the new
great friend, the Arab nations
have to take second place. As
for the Palestinians, India has
decided -to watch them being
killed in stoic silence. Sharon is
the new hero with many in the
Foreign Office speaking highly
of him, despite the fact that he
masterminded a Jallianwala
Bagh in the Palestinian camps
of Sabra and Shatila and his cre-
dentials are known. .
Russia is presently trying to
improve relations with the US,
and India has decided to
respond warmly as well. China
is the big question mark in the
horizon and with the Bush
administration determined to
increase the Histance between
Washington and Beijing, India
can be expected to follow suit. |
Otherwise it would have hesi-
tated to so quickly -endorse. a
.nuclear- programme  being |
opposed vociferously by China
at this stage. As for the neigh-
bours, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka
and Nepal barely figure in
Washington’s scheme of things.
Nor in Delhi’s which is quite
happy to follow the leader. A
pattern is emerging, it has to be
analysed and. understood for a
full understanding of Indian for-
eign policy.
In the imeanwhile the US could

. «enot have a. better friend in

Jaswant Singh. President Bush
and his advisors, to give them
credit;: have realised this rather
early in the day. Hence, the one
gesture that had our minister
popping a bottle of champagné
with our scribes: the great,
absolutely fantastic meeting
with President Bush epitomis-
ing the success of our foreign
policy! To what end?

It is very clear that the terms
are. US terms. The end is to be
determined by the US. The.
means can vary to some extent.
But in the final analysis India,
for good relations with the US,
will have to toe the well stated
bottom line. This will run
counter to Indian policy. It will
conflict with India’s pride and
sovereignty. But then look at the
positive side. New Delhi will
have Washington’s approval,
and Jaswant Singh an ever ready |
ticket to the White House,




The Times of India News Servici

WASHINGTON: How times
change. There was an era not so
long ago when India and Russia,
nee the Soviet Union, both on the
same side of the Cold War, would-
n’t be caught dead backing the
; United States militarily.

But in a tectonic shift in mind-
sets, positions, attitudes and strate-
gic imperatives, the two countries
have emerged with the most posi-
tive reactions to President George
W. Bush’s new proposals on a U.S.-
led Nuclear Missile Defence, while
opposition to the move comes
{from China and many of
. America’s European allies.

There is also widespread scepti-
cism about the proposals within a
large domestic American con-
stituency and among many politi-
cal and strategic commentators in
the US. While there has been
some surprise about Russia’s con-
ciliatory response, India’s remark-
able turnaround in welcoming
most of the Bush proposals after
years of pursuing a vigorous dis-
armament agenda has startled
many experts. Most of them said

ndia moving.away from
being ‘global nanny’,
%"?W say U.S, experts *@ \

\
By Chidanand Rajghatta )India’s foreign policy was“begin-

ning to reflect a new realism.

“It is part of a trend away from
ndia being a global nanny and
owards becoming a state that
jews these issues in terms of

Indian  security  interests,”
Stephen Cohen, a South Asia
scholar with the Brookings

Institution, said in an interview.

Michael Krepon, another
prominent arms control and dis-
armament expert with the
Stimson Center, said, “It’s evident
that the government of India has
chosen to score points with the
Bush administration in the quest
for larger stakes.”” But while
recognising the shift in Indian
security thinking, both Mr Cohen
and Mr Krepon warned about the
fallout in the neighbourhood.

“There can be no illusions, how-
ever, about the potential for
adverse effects on the sub-conti-
nent resuiting from Chinese reac-
tions to U.S. missile defence deploy-
ments. Minimising negative reper-
cussions must be part of the trans-
formation now under way from
Cold War nuclear and defence pos-
tures,” Mr Krepon said.

THE TIMES OF INDIA
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A section of PM’s foreign pohcy camp frowns on swift endorsement

~ Supportto

Bush splits
Atal aides,«

FROM PRANAY SHARMA

New Delhi, May 3: The external
affairs ministry’s swift and effu-
sive response to the US’ sweeping
security blueprint appears to have
divided Prime Minister Atal Bi-
hari Vajpayee’s foreign policy es-
tablishment, which has two of his
closest aides.

President George W. Bush’s
plan, announced yesterday, in-
volves scaling back nuclear arse-
nal and building a missile defence
system. The missile shield will in-
clude a network of installations
which, analysts say, will under-
mine a Russian treaty considered
the cornerstone of nuclear deter-
rence during the Cold War.

The ministry of external af-
fairs welcomed Bush'’s announce-
ment yesterday, describing itas an
attempt to make a “clean break
from the past”, especially the “ad-
versarial legacy of the Cold War”.
But others in the security estab-
lishment are asking whether the
foreign ministry has “jumped the
gun”, responding even before the
implications of the new policy
have started sinking in.

According to them, the ready
response might show India as a cl-
ient state of the US. But those in
favour feel it is time India stopped
being ambiguous on crucial is-
sues.

Sources say foreign minister
Jaswant Singh, who is also look-
ing after defence, and Brajesh
Mishra, Atal Bihari Vajpayee’s
principal secretary and the na-
tional security adviser, are behind
the two schools of thought.

There is little doubt that Singh
was behind the foreign ministry’s
effusive stand. “India believes that
there is a strategic and technologi-
cal inevitability in stepping away

\\r

from a world that is held hostage
by the doctrine of mutually-as-
sured-destruction (MAD) to a co-
operative, defensive transition
that is underpinned by further
cuts and a de-alert of nuclear
forces,” the ministry statement
said.

The Mishra camp feels India
should have waited a little longer
as even US allies like the UK,
which has supported most Ameri-
can initiatives, are yet to make
clear their stand. Japan and South
Korea have also not taken a stand.

As India’s response came on
the eve of Russian foreign minis-
ter Igor Ivanov’s visit, some even
wondered how Moscow, Delhi’s
“time-tested ally”, would react.
But Indian diplomats said Russia
has also expressed satisfaction
over the policy.

According to sources, much of
the prompt support has to do with
India’s perception of the emerg-
ing Asian scenario.

Some sections fear that the na-
tional missile defence might trig-
ger an arms race in South Asia,
but South Block hopes it would
lead to further isolation of China.
After failing to get officially ac-
cepted as a nuclear power — the
Nuclear non-Proliferation Treaty
restricts the number to five —
India hopes its stand would estab-
lish it as a key world player and a
responsible nuclear country.

What has made the policy ac-
ceptable to India is the US’ stress
on bringing about further cuts in
its nuclear arsenal and removing
them from a state of hair-trigger
alert. For the past few years, India
has been trying to garner support
among key world players to de-
alert nuclear weapons. The US
had opposed the move.

The main problem is the new

pS

Bush with Jaswant Singh when the foreign minister visited Washington. (PT)

policy’s linkage to the proposed
national missile defence — which,
in effect, is the Republican plan to
build a defence shield to thwart in-
coming missiles carrying nuclear
warheads from “rogue states”.

What it also does is undermine
the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty
of 1972 between the US and the for-
mer Soviet Union. Russia had ear-
lier opposed the American move,
but has softened considerably and
shown signs of accepting the
move if Washington is keen on
putting it in place only after.con-
sulting with other countries.

The Indian foreign ministry
statement also stresses on this as-
pect.

South Block officials said the
Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty is ba-
sically between two countries

and, if both are in favour of either
improving or changing it, Delhi
can hardly oppose the move.
Moreover, Delhi’s stress has
been on the US resolve to put the
missile shield in place only after
cooperation from other countries.

Immature, says Cong

The issue caused ripples in do-
mestic potitics, too, with the Con-
gress questioning the rush to wel-
come Bush’s policy.

The party dubbed the govern-
ment move “thoughtlessly prema-
ture and dangerously immature”.

Former Union minister and
AICC’s head of foreign depart-
ment K. Natwar Singh said the for-
eign ministry’s reaction would
not serve the country’s interests
in any way. “We want to empha-

sise and caution the country
that the acceptance of the package
offered by Bush constitutes a
decisive paradigm shift in
nuclear policy and breaks the
international consensus that has
existed for decades,” Natwar
Singh said.

He added that the Congress
failed to understand why India
alone has seen it fit to give a “cer-
tificate of approval and a testimo-
nial to the new nuclear policy
without any detailed study”.

“The Congress is simply un-
able to appreciate the need for
such a tearing hurry to respond -
publicly and officially on so sensi-
tive a issue,” he said, terming it as
the “most irresponsible action in
the international field since Inde-
pendence.”




FRIDAY, MAY 4, 2001

INDIA'S UNCRINICAL ACCLAMATION of the
new strategic ‘visiyn’ of the U.S. President, Mr.
George W. Bush, hgs only underlined the Vaj-
payee administration’s all too eager willingness
to jettison the right to strategic autonomy, if not
also an independent foreign policy. By acquiesc-
ing in the emerging strategic agenda of the sole

“superpower, New Delhi finds itself embarrass-
| ingly alone among all the global powers and

emerging players. Not only that. What New Delhi
has failed to accomplish is to clarify how it can
virtually adopt Mr. Bush's American agenda in
regard to nuclear security and missile defences as
India's own strategic vision. The agenda has not
so far gained a pan-U.S. political consensus, ei-
ther. Yet, the External Affairs Ministry's unmiti-
gated endorsement of Mr. Bush’s latest plans is
in sync with the Vajpayee administration’s track
record of softening on India's strategic inde-
pendence. A recent pattern of behaviour is il-
lustrative of how New Delhi is beginning to
relinquish its sense of autonomy. Witness official
India’s deafening silence on the basic issues of
international morality in respect of the latest
U.S.-China row over a spy plane or, indeed, New
Delhi’'s diplomatic passivity about the raging
conflict in West Asia involving Israel and the Pal-
estinians.

The rights and wrongs of Mr. Bush’s new
thinking, spelt out in a policy speech on what is
seen as an American national missile defence
scheme, constitute a deeply divisive issue within
the U.S. and outside it. The centrepiece will con-
sist of a unilateral scale-down of the U.S.” nuclear
arsenal and a parallel boost to the development
and deployment of a space-age shield against
mass-destructive warheads. The only novel as-
pect of Mr. Bush's ideas, which have been in fo-
cus for several months now, is his offer to consult
the U.S.’ allies and friends, ranging from the U.K.
ce in Europe to India and Japan in Asia.
ews of China and Russia, too, will be

sought, but Washington has bracketed them sep-
arately as the other countries concerned with its
plans. New Delhi’s alacrity in hailing Mr. Bush
has much to do with its own spiralling sense of
being a valued interlocutor of the new adminis-
tration in Washington. Discernible for some
time, too, are the signs, not always subtle, that
the Vajpayee administration will like to cement
ties with the U.S. to try and keep both China and
Russia guessing about India’s own options on the
wider international stage. Official India’s efforts
to convince the U.S. of a need to isolate Pakistan
cannot also be missed in this connection. Of
course, New Delhi may have intended to send
out signals about the freedom of its foreign policy
manoeuvres in the present post-Cold War con-
text. However, the objective reality can hardly be
concealed: a move towards some form of strate-
gic dependence on the U.S.

The External Affairs Ministry’s commenda-
tion of the evolving Bush blueprint on a new
global strategic architecture is regrettably bereft
of any substantive references to India’s own his-
toric role in seeking to shape the global disarma-
ment outlook. For obvious rteasons, Rajiv
Gandhi’s efforts at advocating international nu-
clear disarmament did not advance the cause it-
self during his time. Yet, the sparks and fumes of
the international debate on this issue were in
some measure catalysed by India over the past
decades. Noteworthy now is New Delhi’s accept-
ance of the “strategic and technological inevi-
tability” that the world should give up the
theories of mutual assured destruction and em-
brace the idea of defensive protection from nu-
clear weapons. This theory, though, is still very
much debatable, given that the required know-
how has not yet been proven. So, arguable still is
whether Mr. Bush’s unilateral pledge of a re-
duced nuclear arsenal could lead to a “multilat-
eral compact that resuits in an elimy ation of all
nuclear weapons globally”".



/ Learning to Grow;

The noise being made in New Delhi over the Pakistan nz?‘l/y exercise
with Bangladesh and Myanmar does not do credit to a nuclear
weapoOns state, with ambitions to a permanent seat in the United
Natjons Security Council. For one thing, India does similar exercises
with the neighbours of both these countries and second, such exercises
dg/not in any way detract from Indian security. If the Indian reaction
trays a certain nervousness, it is because it brings out the persistent
oblem of New Delhi’s handling of its smaller neighbours. There is no
oubt that in trying to treat its smaller neighbours well, the decks are
tacked against India. The problem is structural — India is bigger than
all of them, barring China which in any case does not see itself as being
part of South Asia. Second, all of them neighbour India and none have
boundaries with each other. Looming even larger is India’s cultural
pull. At the benign level this generates the kind of resentment that
many people in the world, including Indians, feel about the United
States. But seen through another kind of prism, India and many things
Indian become a threat that must be neutralised, if not destroyed.
‘While the overwhelming mass of neighbours do not feel this way, there
are elements in Pakistan, and to a lesser extent in Bangladesh and
Nepal, whose animus towards India defines their politics. Though this
. appears as somewhat of a paradox, giant India’s responses to its
| neighbours are tinged heavily by concerns related to security. This is
\ what took India into East Pakistan in 1971, to Sri Lanka in 1987 and

what triggered the blockade of Nepal in 1988-89. Recent evidence
from Nepal and Bangladesh confirms that our.neighbouring ceuntries
e being used by forces hostile to India. (m D
Having said this, it is also clear that a wannabe superpower §
has little choice but to deal with the situation as it exists, and Yo do so
.. \with finesse. The ‘baddies’ must be neutralised, and the ‘good guys’
“~must triumph. One reason why New Delhi has not been able to do this
is because it has simply not invested the intellectual and managerial
effort this requires. The best and the brightest in our civil services
would rather be handling non-jobs in Brussels, San Francisco and
Geneva, rather than dealing with Kathmandu and Dhaka. Robert
Frost said that good fences make good neighbours. But making fences
that do not threaten anyone, but promote everyone’s security, is hard
work. Towards this end, India is not without assets. Growing economic
clout, prowess in information technology and a vibrant culture make
India a desired destination. What the government has to do is find ways
of converting these into good feelings towards the country.
New Delhi’s handling of its neighbours has fluctuated between
coddling, neglect and hostility. Problems are allowed to fester till
they break out into sores. It took the Boraibari fiasco to get the
ministry of external affairs to invite the Bangladeshis for talks. It
took decades for New Delhi to learn how to deal with ethnically and
linguistically different states within India, and in most cases that too
was done after resentment gave rise to political forces that could not be
ignored. Perhaps a similar approach could be followed in dealing with
India’s smaller, albeit at times difficult, neighbours.
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HT Correspondent Q\t
New Delhi, May 2‘\

INDIA HAS joir;’;d the US in
going where no nuclear power
has gone before. In a statement
by the Ministry of External
Affairs on Wednesday, India gave
a qualified endorsement of Pres-
ident George W. Bush's decision
to shift the US's nuclear strategy
away from deterrence towards
missile defence.

Bush announced the US's
intention to push ahead with a
national missile defence, even it
meant terminating the 1972 Anti-
Ballistic Missile treaty, in a
speech in Virginia early on
Wednesday. He also promised
unilateral cuts in the US nuclear
arsenal: America would erect a
shield while simultaneously
blunting its sword.

US National Security Advisor
Condoleezza Rice contacted For-
eign Minister Jaswant Singh on
Tuesday night to inform him of
Bush's speech.

MEA today described the US
President's speech as "highly sig-
nificant and far-reaching,”
adding that Bush sought "to
transform the strategic parame-
ters on which the Cold War's
security architecture was built."

New Delhi went on to endorse
the stance. "India lauds the
desire of the US to make a clean
break with the past,” especially
from the "adversarial legacy of
the Cold War".

However, India's support had
qualifications. Abandoning
deterrence would have to result
in a world of reduced nuclear
threat. "India believes there is a
strategic and technological
inevitability in stepping away
from a world that is held hostage
by the doctrine of MAD (mutual
assured destruction) to a cooper-
ative defensive transition that is
underpinned by further cuts and
a de-alert of nuclear forces.”
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.India not surprised by -

'V\ U.S. line on Pak.

By C. Raja Mohan

NEW DELHI, MAY 1. India is not sur-
prised by Washington’s relut-
tance 1o designate the
Lashkar-e-Taiba a terrorist orga-
nisation or put Pakistan in the
dock as a state sponsor of terror-
ism.

There was no expectation here
that the U.S. Government would
go the full distance against Pakis-
tan and terrorist organisations
such as the Lashkar and the Jaish-
e-Mohammed in its annual report
on international terrorism.

Asked whether India was disap-
pointed by the U.S. decision to
hold back on naming terrorists
and its sponsors in the subconti-
nent, a Foreign Office spokesman
said, “the formulation of the re-
port speaks for itself.”

The U.S. has not formally desig-
nated the Lashkar and the Jaish
foreign terrorist organisations but
put them on a kind of watch list. It

had some blunt remarks about
Pakistan’s support to internation-
al terrorist activity.

Yet it is natural to have expect-
ed that the Republicans, with
their strong ideological aversion
to international terrorism, would
call a spade a spade.

The guarded U.S. approach to-
wards the Lashkar and Pakistan
may reflect the political predilec-

A gentle rebuke: Page 13 |

- e

tions of the Clinton administra-
tion rather than those of the
current dispensation in Washing-
ton, diplomatic observers say.

It is understood here that many
of the conclusions of the report
were clinched during the last days
of the Clinton administration,
and the Republicans have had lit-
tle time or scope to change the
framework of the report.

The counter-terrorism experts

in the U.S. have been pressing |

hard toc name the LeT as a terror-

ist urganisation and call Pakis- |

tan’s  bluff on supporting
international terrorism.

But the ‘‘professionals™ in the
State Department, who are un-
willing to face the political conse-
quences of stating the truth on
Pakistan and terrorism, have won
this round narrowly, observers
here say.

Once it is fully staffed and be- ‘

comes familiar with the subconti-
nent, the new administration is
bound to review all the evidence
on terrorism in the region.

Though international coopera-
tion in counter-terrorism is valua-
ble, New Delhi is fully conscious
of a simple fact — India will have
to fight and win the war against
terrorism on the basis of its own
capabilities and not k on oth-
ers.
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border skirmish," !

says homie official

By Bisheshwar Mishra
The Times of India News Service

NEW DELHI: A bare 6.1 km of
undemarcated section of the 4,095
km India-Bangladesh border and
“adverse  possessions”  and
“enclaves” “could have been
resolved decades ago but for the
laid-back attitude of the ministry
of external affairs (MEA),” a sen-
jor home ministry official told The
Times of India on Monday.

“The survey of the 6.1 km, which
exists in three patches, has to be
conducted by the MEA. The
tesponsibility for the survey, as
also effecting any changes in the
international boundary, 1s that of
the MEA, which has held only one
meeting for surveying in the past
three years,” he added.

As if responding to the home
ministry’s criticism, the external
affairs ministry on Monday invited
a delegation from Bangladesh to
“discuss pending issues” relating
to the border here next month. An
external affairs ministry
spokesman said all pending mat-
ters relating to the 1974 agreement
on demarcation of the boundary
were proposed to be discussed.

There are 111 exchangeable
Indian enclaves in Bangladesh,
totalling 17,158.12 acres, and simi-
larly 51 exchangeable Bangladesh
enclaves in India measuring
7,110.02 acres. This apart, there are
43 pieces of Indian land under
Bangladesh in “adverse posses-
sion” and similarly 47 pieces of

ngladesh land under India’s

adverse possession”, sources said.

The dispute regarding the unde-

marcated land springs from original

land documents. While Bangladesh
is citing a document of 1937, the
Indian side is relying on land
records of 1914 to sustain its claim.

Interestingly, the responsibility
for the boundary in Bangladesh
vests with that country’s home
ministry, but in India, the borders
are entirely under the supervision
of the MEA. The BSF is only in
charge of protecting the borders.
Auny survey or change to be effect-
ed on the international border is
the task of the MEA.

“MEA officials look forward to
postings in Geneva rather than on
the Nepal. Bhutan and Sri Lanka
desks” the home ministry official
said. According to him, whenever
some dispute arises or Bangladesh
forcefully asks why the Indira-Mujib
Accord of 1974 has not been imple-
mented, the MEA weakly responds
that “demarcation of the border has
not been completed yet”.

According to the official, there
was no reason why the border dis-
pute with Bangladesh could not
have been resolved. The Indira-
Mujib Accord clearly stipulates that
all enclaves will merge with the
country within which they are locat-
ed and the population living there
has the option of shifting out or join-
ing the country they are in. Similar
guidelines also exist to resolve the
“adverse possession”, he said.

Meanwhile, the BSF has
launched an internal inquiry into
the border skirmish. The inquiry
will review the overall operation at
both Pyrdiwah and Boraibari “to
see what happened and how it
happened”, sources in the BSF
said on Monday.
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By Atul Aneja

NEW DELHI, APRIL 27. Concerned
about the growing links between
india and Myanmar, the Pakistan
Chief Executive, Gen. Pervez
Musharraf, has decided to visit
Yangon early next month. Gen.
Musharraf is expected to reach
the Myanmarese capital on May
5. This is a rescheduled visit as the
General had earfier planned to
visit Myanmar in early January,
prior 1o the visit there by the Ex-
ternal Affairs Minister, Mr. Jas-
want Singh.

Government sources here say
that there could be a strategic
slant to the Mysharraf visit as Is-
lamabad is looking for a hold
along India’s eastern borders ever
since it lost East Pakistan to Ban-
gladesh. Not surprisingly, India
will monitor this visit closely.

Pakistan, according to sources,
is keen on establishing a “pres-
ence” in Myanmar. That can
come by negofiating “‘commer-
cial openings”, which would al-
low it to send Pakistani nationals
in the country for long durations,
analysts here say. China, suspect-
ed of viewing Myanmar as a gate-
way for acquiring influence in the
Bay of Bengal area, has mastered
the art of exploiting commercial
apportunities for promating se-
curity goals.

For instance, China positioned
its nationals in time- consuming
infrastructure projects for con-
struction of roads, railways, air-
fields and ports in Myanmar
earlier. Beijing, among others, has
developed Myanmar's Hainggyi
base, constructed a rail link from
Kalemyo to Pokakku and devel-
oped the airfields of Mandalay,
Pegu and Yangon.

Similar intent by Pakistan,
though obviously on a qualita-
tively much smaller scale, is
bound to concern India. India re-
alises that the presence of any
forces in Myanmar, which are in-
imical to its interests, can have a
negative impact on India’'s na-
tional security. Several areas of
Myanmar, such as the Hukwang
valley and the areas west of the
Chindwin river, have been used
as bases by Naga insurgents. An
assured Pakistani presence in
Yangon, therefore, can result in
contacts which can be used for
promoting insurgency along In-
dia’s northeastern frontiers fur-
ther.

Gen. Musharraf's visit is ex-
pected to lead to an expansion of
military contacts between Istama-
bad and Yangon. Pakistan, is
looking for an opening to sell its
arms. In fact, Myanmar is not a
new market for Islamabad as it
has sold two consignments of

Delhi wary of Musharraf’s
A visit to Myanmar o,

weapons and ammunition worth

$2.5 million in March-April 1999.
Pakistan, which is familiar with ;
Chinese weapons which it im- .

ports in large numbers, Is also

looking for tying up with Myan- !

mar for the supply of spare parts.

Like Pakistan, Myanmar also im- |
ports large quantities of Chinese |

military equipment.

Sources point out that of late
Pakistan has been taking greater
recourse {o arms sales as levers
for drawing diplomatic benefits.
For instance, its military sales to
Sri Lanka during the heat of a/
LTTE offensive has been a factor
in bringing it closer to Colombo.

Given Pakistan's proximity to
China, India will closely observe
the extent to which the Myanma-
rese react to Islamabad’s over-
tures during the Musharraf visit.
As of pow, the Myanmarese are
keen to ‘‘balance” their close rela-
tions with China by forging strong
ties with India.

The visit of General Maung Ave
to India and the trip by Mr. Jas-
want Singh for the inauguration
of the strategic Tamu- Kalewa
road link was interpreted here as
a manifestation of this policy. Any
deviation from this stance, during

the Musharraf visit, is expected 1o -

activate India’s security concerns.
—
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By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, APRIL 24. A day after
facing flak in Parliament for the
handling of the incidents on the
Indo-Bangladesh  border, the
Government continued to face
criticism today — this time from
the Bharatiya Janata Party.

At a meeting of its parliamen-
tary party chaired by the Prime
Minister, Mr. Atal Behari Vaj-
payee, members expressed out-
rage over the barbaric and brutal
manner in which 16 BSF jawans
were tortured and killed by the
Bangladesh Rifles and demanded
stern action.

Some party MPs insisted that
the Government take stringent
steps to assuage the feeling of an-
guish over the incident and to en-
sure that those responsible for the
mutilation of BSF jawans were
punished.

The External Affairs and De-

" BIP criticises Govt. on
W border incident

fence Minister, Mr. Jaswant
Singh, told the members that New
Delhi had lodged a protest with
Dhaka. He said the Government
had responded promptly and got
vacated Pyrdiwah which was oc-
cupied by the Bangladesh Rifles,
the party spokesman, Mr. Vijay
Kumar Malhotra, told corre-
spondents after the meeting.

Mr. Jaswant Singh reiterated
that there was no question of fail-
ure of intelligence and that the
situation on the Indo-Bangla bor-
der was normal.

He said the Bangladesh Prime
Minister, Sheikh Hasina, had spo-
ken to Mr. Vajpayee conveying
her concern and assured a full in-
vestigation into all aspects of the
incident, including mutilation of
the bodies.

Party sources said some mem-
bers were dissatisfied by the
statement on the grounds that
there should have been a tougher

Y

action by the Government,gpe—
cially in the wake of the manner
in which jawans were killed.

Interestingly, the Union Home
Minister, Mr. L.K. Advani, did not
speak, the sources said adding
that the Prime Minister inter-
vened briefly when members
drew attention to contradictory
reports on Sheikh Hasina express-
ing regret.

The members demanded ade-
quate compensation to the next
of kin of those killed. Mr. Jaswant
Singh said the Government would
keep in mind the sentiments ex-
pressed by the party MPs. On
Monday, BJP MPs in the Rajya
Sabha joined the House in crit-
icising the .Government for the
manner in which the crisis was
tackled with Mr. Shatrughan Sin-
ha wanting to know how the Gov-
ernment could give a ‘‘clean chit”
to the Dhaka even before an in-
vestigation was conducted. %
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Rattled Jaswant
loses his cool as
BJP MPs grill him

SHARAD GUPTA ,
NEW DELH!, APRIL 24 Y7/

L For the second day today, the
( government faced flak over its
| handling of the border crisis from
| its own MPs, who so drilled home
[ their dissatisfaction that External
‘ Affairs Minister Jaswant Singh,
who also holds additional charge
} of the Defence Min-
| istry, lost hiscool.

| “What do you
| want? Do you think
] India should have
| bombed Bangla-
| desh?”, he’s learnt
to have said in reac-
tion to the criticism
at a BIP Parliamen-
tary Party meeting.

Singh had earlier
explained to MPs .
the sequence of events leading to
the intrusion into Meghalaya by
personnet of the Bangladesh Ri-
fles and the logic behind India’s re-
strained response. “

Party MPs, unsatisfied with
Singh’s explanations, sought to
" know why the Government ap-

peared to have buckled down be-
fore a tiny state like Bangladesh.
“Had Bangladesh behaved in this
manner with a strong country like
the US, the reply would have been

evastating”, one MP said, making
the Minster lose his cool.

Interestingly, both Prime Min-
ister Atal Behari Vajpayee and
Home Minister L K Advani were
silent throughout the discussion.

BIP MPs also vent their spleen
on being ignored during nomina-
tions to advisory committees tovar-
jous Ministries. They complained
that most of the Tele-
com Advisory Com-
mittees had been
stuffed with Com-
munication Minister
Ram Vilas Paswan’s
own men while none
of the BJP MPs had
been consulted even
in their own con-
stituencies.

“What pains us
most is when in our
area, nominees of our adversaries
are appointed on such advisory
committees”, said a party MP. Each
Ministry was funding a large num-
ber of NGOs, several of whichwere
being run by BJP MPs’ opponents,
they complained. Vajpayee islearnt
to have assured the MPs that he
would tell Ministers to consult MPs
of the concerned constituency -
whichever party he may belong to-
before appointing members on ad-
visory committee in his area.

ot
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- Centre on

border terror
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q“ FROM OUR SPECIAL
CORRESPONDENT

N% 1hi, April 23: Loud rum-
blings\of protest are being heard
within'the Sangh parivar against
the way the Centre has handled
the brutal killing of BSF jawans
on the Indo-Bangladesh border.

Bajrang Dal convener Suren-
dra Jain, who took the lead by se-
nding a letter to Prime Minister
A.B. Vajpayee, said the governm-
ent’s “lukewarm response” could
raise doubts about its competence
in the minds of the people.

Jain urged Vajpayee not to
allow his “liberal image” to be in-
terpreted as a “sign of weakness”
and demanded that Bangladesh
should be “taught a lesson for its
misdeed”. He asked the governm-
ent to “direct Dhaka” to stop allow-
ing ISI militants to use Banglade-
sh as a base for anti-India activi-
fies.

Earlier in the day, Sangh pari-
var activists led by VHP president
Vishnu Hari Dalmiva demonstrat-
ed outside the Bangladesh High
Commission. They submitted a
memorandum to the high commis-
sioner, listing a series of demands.

Among them were punish-
ment, in accordance with interna-
tional) law, to the guilty Ba-
ngladesh Rifles personnel, a per-
sorfal apology to the families of the
Alain jawans and repatriation of

all illegal Rangladeshi migrants.

After meeting the high com-
missioner, M.E  Mohammad,
Dalmiya said; “We expressed our
strong resentment over the recent
incidents to him and demanded
proper investigation from the
Bangladesh authorities.” The

envoy reportedly assured that
“proper action” would be tak;
against those found guilty.
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Ifelhi lodges strong

Hasina govt. promises investigation into torture

protest with Dhaka”

258< - -

By Seema Guha
The Times of India News Service and PTI
NEW DELHI: India lodged a strong protest
with Bangladesh on Saturday over the tor-
ture and mutilation of Border Security
Force (BSF) personnel whose bodies were
handed over on Friday.

Foreign secretary Chokila Iyer sum-
moned Bangladesh high commissioner
Mostafa Faroque Mohammed and protest-
ed against the inhuman treatment of the
BSF men. A protest was also lodged about
the destruction of property in Pyrdiwah vil-

— lage in the Meghalaya sector of the Indo-

Bangladesh border. Property was destroyed
even after the two governments had agreed
through diplomatic channels to restore the
status quo ante. Hours before news of the
torture arrived, the § e
external  affairs
ministry was con-
gratulating itself on
restoring  peace |
within 48 hours of
the incident.

Dhaka has
promised to order
an investigation
into the torture. Ms
Iyer also spoke to
the  Bangladesh
foreign secretary
about India’s out-
rage. New Delhi
has asked for the
immediate return
of the two BSF
jawans who are | Saturday
being treated at a

Border Security Force personnel at the
cremation ceremony of their colleagues at
Prahrinagar village in Tura, Meghalaya, on

New Delhi is also convinced that the
Awami League government of Sheikh
Hasina had at no point directed the
Bangladesh Rifles to ‘provoke’ India.
However, the provocation has not been
entirely one-sided.

According to guidelines signed by India
and Bangladesh in 1975 following the 1974
Indira-Mujib pact, no new structure should
be constructed from Zero Point to 150
metres on either side. The BSF in Pyrdiwah
village had apparently done just that,
despite repeated protests from Bangladesh.
Indian officials, both in home and external
affairs, know this but are not ready publicly
to acknowledge it.

Pyrdiwah in Meghalaya is actually a

Reuters Bangladeshi
1 enclave where
Indian  villagers
have been staying,
while Boraibari vil-
lage, where the
BSF patrol was
4 ambushed, belongs
§ to India although
the residents are
Bangladeshis.
" There are a num-
ber of other such
enclaves  which
have to be
exchanged
between the two
sides.

The BDR, irri-
tated by India’s
refusal to stop con-
struction of a road

hospital in Dhaka. At the same time, India’s
high commissioner in Dhaka M.L. Tripathi
met foreign minister Abdus Samad Azad
and conveyed India’s strong feelings about
the mutilations. The minister assured him
that his government would get to the root of
the matter and find out why the BSF men

_{ had been tortured.

Although Dhaka has privately expressed

Minister Sheikh Hasina to apologise pub-
licly to New Delhi. This could be used by the
opposition to hammer home the allegation
that she is an ‘Indian stooge’. Certainly, the
ruling party does not want to give the oppo-
sition Bangladesh National Party (BNP)
and ictl?lés an opportunity to malign her
aheaddf national electinne in Tuna

regret at the incident, it is difficult for Prime -

which the BSF insists is just a corridor to
help communication between its border
outposts, arrived in the early hours of
Monday morning physically to take posses-
sion of the village and obstruct further con-
struction.

‘When the BSF in the Assam sector got
word of the BDR occupation of Pyrdiwah, a
BSF patrol was sent, probably to retaliate.
They did not have any back-up and became
easy prey to the BDR. At the local level, in
a faraway border area, the local command-
ers do pretty much what they please.

Although the BSF could be accused of
doing what the BDR had done at
Pyrdiwah, Bangladesh has to explain why
the BSF men wergtortured and their b
ies mutilated. -

&

Congress president Sonia Gandhi is flanked by s
chief mipister Ajit Jogi and Mumbai Regional Congress Committee president Murli
Deora after unveiling the statue of her late husband, former prime minister Rajiv
Gandhi, at the Cooperagé garden in South Mumbai on Saturday. Karnataka chief
minister S.M. Krishna is at éxtreme left (Report on Page 3)

culptor Lakita Kat (left), Chhattisgarh

“They were caught alive and brutally tortured’

The Times of India News Service

NEW DELHI: Several of the 15 BSF sol-
diers were apparently shot through the eye
after being “brutally tortured” while in cap-
tivity in Bangladesh, said a senior BSF offi-
cial in the capital on Saturday.

e bodies were badly charred
ed since. boiling water had been

ports, it is apparent they were caught alive
and brutally tortured..some also had ciga-
rette butt burns, a few had their limbs cut,”

said a BSF officer.

“They had left for a patrol at about 6 a.m.
on April 18 and never returned. The BSF has
demanded that the Bangladesh government
conduct a proper inquiry into the incident
and bring the culprits to book,” he added.

The BSF authorities decided not to send
the bodies back to the families because they
were in “very bad shape” and performed the
last rites with full state honours in the pres-

-ence of BSF chief Gurbachan Jagat in Tura

(Meghalay ) on Saturday afternoon.
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ONSIDER THE following beha-

viour by the overwhelming ma-

jority of our strategic community!

The then U.S. President, Mr. Bill
Clinton’s visit to India last year is hailed as
heralding a new era marked by U.S. recog-
nition of India’s ‘‘true worth and value” as
friend and potential ally. However, the
U.S. media’s coverage is only a small frac-
tion of that of its Indian counterpart to
what is supposed to be a major turning
point in U.S. foreign policy. Then comes
the new Bush administration and Mr. Do-
nald Rumsfeld, its Defence Secretary, dis-
parages the Russian-Indian nuclear
energy-related deals even referring to In-
dia as something of a ‘rogue’ state. Our
strategic community in overwhelming ma-
jority begins proclaiming its deep dismay.

Then comes another turnaround. This
same strategic community hails the ‘won-
drous’ performance of our Foreign-cum-
Defence Minister, Mr. Jaswant Singh, in
Washington when the President, Mr. Ge-
orge W. Bush, broke protocol to personally
escort him to the Oval Office. Incidentally,
the U.S. media considered the visit of Mr.
Jaswant Singh to be of so little conse-
quence that its coverage was utterly in-
significant even as it was being hailed in
the Indian media as a dramatic recogni-
tion of India’s importance in world affairs.
That major reorientations in U.S. foreign
policy do not go unnoticed or unrecog-
nised in the U.S. media, certainly not in its
most important sections fully au fait with
what is going on in Washington, is not a
fact that has been allowed to dim the eu-
phoria in which the bulk of our ‘foreign
policy establishment’ is basking. After all,
didn’t the U.S. Secretary of State, Gen. Co-
lin Powell, tell our Foreign Minister that
India had arrived at the table of world
powers!

True, other countries at this high table
such as France and Britain have average
standards of living and military-nuclear
prowess that India will never reach but are
inconsequential actors on the world stage.
Russia (despite its incredible decline over
the last decade) has a military might and
technological-scientific levels that India
will never reach, but has been and will re-
main for a long time hors de combat. Chi-
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na, mugh touted as an actual or future
world powef, is constantly on the defen-
sive vis-a-vis the U.S. despite exercising
much more influence in the U.S. than In-
dia does. On the one hand, the enormous
influence of the economic-multinational-
business lobbies in the U.S. prevented
even a more China-baiting Republican
Party from going gung-ho over the air-
plane crash issue. On the other hand, the
Chinese had to settle for less than they
hoped for by way of apology and can do
nothing to stop U.S. surveillance flights
near their borders nor hope for more than
postponement of major arms supplies to

The fundamental flaw in the assump-
tions that underlie Indian foreign policy
thinking and making today is not just an
inadequate assessment of the implications
of the enormous asymmetry of power be-
tween the .U.S and India but also the delu-
sion that India has reached some
distinctive stage of geo-political ‘maturity’
or ‘authority’ or ‘power’ whereby the U.S.
is now in some way compelled to make
adjustments in its own geo-strategic think-
ing that can only be more favourable to
India. The U.S. concern about a rising Chi-
nese power is usually taken as an addition-
al factor that makes the change in

The Indian ‘foreign policy establishment’ takes itself too
seriously. It has a grossly exaggerated sense of India’s
actual power and of its potential and promise.

Taiwan. Germany, Italy, Japan and Canada
all figure in G-8 summit meetings while
India of course doesn’t. But again, despite
being at the economic high table and each
of them having technological-military ca-
pabilities (and total GDP, not merely per
capital GDP, higher than India as indeed
does Brazil), none of them counts as any
serious counterweight to the US. or as
world players. Still, how satisfying it is to
the egos of the members of our strategic
community to be told that India is now at
some high table of major global powers!

When will our strategic community once
again begin to rail at some form of U.S.
behaviour suggesting that it still hasn’t
woken up fully to the new importance of
India? When exactly one cannot predict
but that it will again happen we can take as
certain. The basic reason for the exaggerat-
ed displays of both euphoria and dismay,
is that the Indian ‘foreign policy establish-
ment’ takes itself too seriously. It has a
grossly exaggerated sense of India’s actual
power and of its potential and promise.
This self-delusion existed before Pokhran-
11 but that event has greatly reinforced it.
But then what else can our ‘establishment’
cling onto by way of plausible evidence of
new-found Indian ‘greatness’ or ‘impor-
tance’.

‘geo-political circumstances’ so oppor-
tune for India to become a world player.
From this false understanding of the global
situation certain lessons are then drawn.

The most important of which is that the
U.S. ‘needs’ India just as India needs the
U.S. Admittedly, there may be a difference
in the nature and extent of their respective
needs (and even this much is all too rarely
admitted) but this is not of such a scale or
kind as to cause serious problems of ‘ad-
justment’. It then follows that if nonethe-
less there do emerge problems between
the U.S. and India then these do not reflect
fundamental conflicts or dilemmas but
should be treated as misperceptions, mis-
understandings or minor conflicts of in-
terest where shorter-term considerations
are being given excessive weight over more
basic and longer term commonalities of
interest. It is the job of good diplomacy to
overcome these problems.

This is an approach that assures an ex-
cessive preoccupation with the nuances of
diplomatic behaviour between Govern-
ment representatives and guarantees that
the Indian strategic community will from
time to time be surprised and alarmed by
forms, patterns and acts of U.S. foreign
policy which show rather clearly that it
does not (and sees ho need to) take India

good diplomagy
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as seriously as it takes itself. What is most
important about such an approach is not
only that it pushes India to repeatedly ‘ad-
just’ to U.S. imperatives and all too often
to accept U.S.-imposed terms on specific
issues of bilateral or mutual concern, but
that India then deludes itself that what is,
in effect, near-surrender is actually good
diplomacy and sensible exercise of nation-
al interest.

One of the most important and obvious
examples of this is the U.S." National Mis-
sile Defence (NMD) system. What about
the following story as an example of twists
and turns! We were first told post-Pok-
hran-1I that India’s bomb would promote
nuclear disarmament because it would
help chasten the behaviour and attitudes
of the NWSs, above all the U.S. It didn't as
the U.S. endorsed in principle the building
of an NMD. We are now on the verge of a
second nuclear age. If there was virtual
unanimity amongst the Indian bomb lob-
by less than six months ago (before the
Republican presidential victory in the
U.S.) that this was detrimental to the glob-
al situation and shouid be opposed, now
the ‘adjustments’ (by Indians not Amer-
icans) has begun. The new chorus has be-
gun and it will grow stronger — India
should not oppose the NMD or let it ham-
per Indo-U.S. relations, indeed we may
gain by becoming a part of U.S. plans in
this regard or in regard to regional Theatre
Missile Defences (TMDs).

Since India can do nothing to stop the
NMD/TMDs and can only irritate the U.S.
by opposing it, even if it is official policy,
keep quiet about it since India needs U.S.
goodwill. Or better still, come around to
participating in its construction. The point
of course, is that the NMD is not simply
aimed at China and Russia, it is above all
the most arrogant form of U.S. nuclear
unilateralism and dominance, the clearest
expression of how much contempt it holds
for even the strongest of the other nuclear
powers and of how determined it is to play
the ‘eo-political game’ as much as possible
on its own terms. And this is the Washing-
ton mindset that New Delhi ghinks it can
manipulate, shape and pegsdade in its own
‘national interest’!
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BY OUR CORRESPONDENT ?& c

New Delhi, April 18: India on
Wednesday cxpressed serious
concern over what it described as
“unwarranted and unprovoked”
action of the Bangladesh Ritles
which led to escalation of tension
on Indo-Bangladesh border in the
Meghalaya sector.

India lodged its strong protest
with the Bangladesh high com-
nussioner in New Delhi, Mr
Mustata Farouq Mohammed, who
was called 1o South Block. New
Delhi asked the Bangladesh gov-
ernment to convey local authori-
ties r. the “disputed area” to avoid
use of force along the border.

N

otest i

(north) in the ministry of external
affairs B.R Shankar and was
asked to ensure immediate vaca-
tion of the Pyrdiawh village held
by the Bangladesh Riffles.

An official of the Indian foreign
ministry said that Bangladesh has
been told dbout the need for
“restoration of the status quo and
exercise of utmost restraint to
defuse the tension.”

The approach of the Indian gov-
ernment has been to work togeth-
er with Bangladesh in defusing
the situation in the spirit of mutu-
al co-operation to ensure a peace-
ful atmosphere on the border, the
official said.

India and Bangladesh have

MEA summons Bq%lvglz.l\qﬁ
ntrusio

that Bangladesh should adhere to
the arrangement instead of adopt-
ing an aggressive posture.

The official of the foreign min-
istry said that two scclor-level
meetings between India’s Border
Security Force and Bangladesh
Rifles were held on April 16 and
18 which remained inconclusive,

India has around 4,000 km of
border with Bangladesh. There is
a stretch of around six to seven
kilometres which has been identi-
fied as disputed by the two sides.
In 1974, the two neighbours had
entered into an agreement to
resolve the border dispute. And.
in December 2000 a JWG was set
up for the demarcation of border

NN

Mr Fatouq Mohammed held a already set up a mechanism to and exchange of enclaves and tcy
meeting  with joint secretary resolve border dispute. India said ritories in adverse posilions/
R
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‘Hardip Puri will
be envoy to WTO

The Times of india News Service

NEW DELHLI: The ministry of ex-
ternal affairs has confirmed that
deputy high commissioner in Lon-
don Hardip Puri is being appointed
as the Indian ambassador to the
World Trade Organisation in |’
Geneva. A senior official, who did
not want to be named, said, “Puri
was selected because he was the
most competent officer available
for the job, and not because he be-
longs to this or that service.”

His clarification was on ac- |
count of reports suggesting that '
the appointment had been done
at the cost of the Indian Adminis-
trative Service that ‘traditionally’
holds the job. According to the
official, the current representa-
tiye will be retiring on the job af-
ter having ::‘(Zve here for seven

yearsorso. ). fpijv 1
Puri’s service record bears out
the official’s contention. pp )} 5~
In his 27-year-old career In the
Indian Foreign Service, he has put
in some 15 years of experience
with trade related issues, GATT .
and its successor body, the WTO,
Between 1981-1984, he was mem-
ber of the Indian delegation to the
GATT in Geneva as the first secre-
tary to the Permanent Mission of
India there, serving for a while as
the chairman of the subsidies com-

mittee.

Between 1988 and 1991, B%- _
was on deputation to the Unite
Nations Development Pro-
gramme in Geneva, working as a
specialist assisting AsiaPacific de-
veloping countries in their negoti-

ations for the U ay Ronnd of
KL b ,‘lks.
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“Polite’ foreign secretary

H BULA DEVI 912 s
- STATESMAN NEWS SERVICE

NEW DELHI, April 17. - Has
the “soft spoken, polite, cultur-
ed” first woman foreign secre-
tary, Mrs Chokila Iyer, already
been cut to size?

Her appointment seems to
be jinxed. Since the time her
name was announced, Mrs
Iyer has been in a lot of con-
troversy, not of her making.

The latest is that she won’t
handle the Gulf division. Of-
ficials said Mr KV Rajan,
who recently retired as Sec-
retary (East) and has been
appointed Adviser to the
MEA for six months, would
continue to “handle” it.

The- senior IFS official, Mr
. Rajan, handling East for long,

is an expert on Gulf. But, such
an “arrangement” would have
been unthinkable for any of
the previous foreign secreta-
ries in South Block, sources
said. The whole issue came to
light when the new foreign
secretary did not accompany
the Prime Minister during
his visit to Iran. There was
speculation on whether her
wings had been clipped.
Foreign secretaries are sup-
posed to advise the Prime Min-
ister on foreign affairs. Howev-
er during the visit to Iran, Mr
Rajan accompanied the Prime
Minister instead of Mrs Iyer.
Not only that. During one of
the initial routine briefings on
the Prime Minister’s visit, the
correspondents were told that
Mrs Iyer would give a detailed

THE STATESMAN

18 APR 2

cut to size? '8

briefing on the subject as the
trip nears. That would have
been the new foreign secretar-
y's first Press briefing. But
soon newspaper offices were
informed that the Adviser
would hold the briefing.

Some officials say, since Mr
Rajan was retiring on 31
March and the Prime Minis-
ter’s visit was scheduled from
10 April, the officials concer-
ned perhaps took it for granted
it would be Mrs Iyer briefing
the Press, little knowing that
Mr Rajan would take over as
the Adviser. Though the Ad-
viser’s post had never exis-
ted, it didn’t come as a sur-
prise either, given Mr Raja-
n’s long stint in the field of
foreign affairs, specially an
important area like Gulf.



/%ghan opp

. By Mahendra Ved Q\f
The Times of India News Service N
*NEW DELHI: The Afghan opposition on
] 1 Saturday welcomed Prime
Minister  Atal  Behari
Vajpayee’s statement during
his Iran visit that Taliban was
“ threat to peace and stabil-
ity and nrged a joint initia-
tive by India, Iran and others
in the region to help resolve
the conflict.

L The Teheran Declaration
AB.Vajpayee ochoed the strong sentiments
| expressed a week earlier in Paris and Brussels
| where the European Patliament heard
| Northern Alliance leader Ahmed Shah
{ Masoud’s offer to join an interim government
with the Taliban for a six month period after
which nationwide elections could be held as
-| part of a political reconciliation.

However, Masoud wanted the world com-
munity to ensure that there is no role for
JPakistan’s serving and retired armed forces
74 personnel, the Islamist groups who operate
4 from there in the name of jihad and for Saudi
¥ fugitive Osama Bin Laden and his fighters

AN e

o

hails PM’s Teheran parleys

drawn from 16 nationalities.

This precondition was essential as Pakistan
has been defying the UN-imposed sanctions to
help the Taliban “with food, fuel, ammunition
and weapons,” Masoud told the French lead-
ership and the European Parliament. He
warned that bolstered by this support, the
Taliban were readying for a “spring assault” in
the next two weeks, “backed by Pakistan’s air
power.”

Projecting himself as the moderate bulwark
against Taliban extremism, Masoud said: “The
shortest way to reach peace in Afghanistan is
fo stop Pakistan’s interference.” He said he
was not giving up the military course, but was
ready for a political dialogue, according to
Afghan envoy Masood Khalili, just back from
the European parleys. Masoud told the
Europeans, shocked after the devastation of
the Bamiyan Buddhas that Pakistan, while
seeking to acquire a “strategic depth” in
Afghanistan, had in fact gained “Islamic
depth” by encouraging Islamist militant
groups to fight in Kashmir and sending them
to Chechnya.

At Brussels, Masoud disputed the popular
perception that the Taliban controlled 90 per
cent of the Afghan territorv and claimad 4-s
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the ratio was actually 70-30. There were large
pockets of organised resistance in the Kapisa-
Parwan region north of Kabul, and in Badghis,
Jozjan, Samangan and Faryab. The alliance
also controlled the whole of Badakhshan in
thenorth and parts of Kunar.

There is little doubt that with the melting of
snow, Afghanistan, which witnessed major bat-
tles even durin; the winter, is heading for a mil-
itary show-down. Both sides have prepared
during this period, with the opposition setting
up “diversionary bases.” Masoud told the
Europeans that his alliance, more cohesive
than before, was confident of defending its ter-
ritory and add to it, now that Gen. Ismael
Khan was heading west in regiog between

Herat and Badghis. Shia leader Khalili,
who won and lost Bamiyan last February, is
also back in central region.

Another important leader, Abdul Rashid
Dostum, exiled in Turkey and Iran for long, is
also back in the fight to set up diversionary
bases. According to Khalili, Dostum is meeting
exiled president Burhanuddin Rabbani over
the weekend before going to the Panjsher
Valley to meet Masoud. The Dostum-Masoud
relationship has in the past fluctuated, aff

tone Ak maniobanmon aaninet the Talihan,
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Vajpayee meets

the Ayatollah,

Taliba

v\

SELDOM SEEN in public but
known by his unspoken authoti-
ty, Iran’s most powerful man mgt
Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vaj-
payee in his high-security man-
sion in the heart of Tehran today.

Ayatollah Seyed Ali
Khamenei, Supreme Leader of
the Islamic Republic, who is

Shekhar Iyer
Tehran, April 12

“revered next only to the late

Imam Khomeini, the father of
the 1979 Revolution, didn’t need
to be introduced to the visitor. As
Vajpayee stepped into his abode,
Beit-e-Rah bari, the 62-year-old
Ayatollah recounted his days in
Vajpayee’s constituency Luc-
know — one of the most impor-
tant centres of the Sha faith —
which he visited as a young cler-
ic in 1981.

The Prime Minister’s Princi-
pal Secretary Brajesh Mishra
and Minister of State Omar
Abdullah accompanied him in
his 30-minute meeting with the
spiritual leader, who wrote Role
of Muslims in the Independence
Struggle of India two decades
ago. Khamenei enquired after
Vajpayee’s health and conveyed
his best wishes to the people of
India. The Prime Minister in
turn expressed happiness at the
success of his Iran trip.

The Ayatollah visited India in
February 1981 as a member of
the Revolutionary Council. He
met Indira Gandhi in New Delhi
and also went to Hyderabad,
where he met P V Narasimha
Rao.

He was the former President of
the Islamic Republic for eight
years (1981-1989) before he
became the Supreme Leader

furious

Talibanspeak

AFGHANISTAN’S TALIBAN
militia on Thursday criti-
cised Prime Minister Atal
Bihari Vajpayee for describ-
ing them as a “threat” to
regional stability, accusing
him of “hatching conspira-
cies” to destabilise the
region. AFP, Kabul

after the death of Ayatollah
Khomeini in June 1989.

Khamenei's strength is, he was
handpicked by Ayatollah Khome-
ini as his successor as he was one
of his favourite disciples. At a
time when a section of the lead-
ership is opposed to the pace of
reforms in Iran under President
Mohammed Khatami, Khamenei
plays vital role in balancing the
various sections of the ruling
class. With the presidential elec-
tions due next month, all eyes are
on President Khatami seeking a
second term. Khamenei’'s word
will be final in any arbitration to
decide the winner.

Vajpayee’s  .talks with
Khamenei today underscored
India’s willingness to engage the
entire Islamic leadership of Iran
to underscore India’s sincerity in
the efforts to present itself as
Iran’s best friend.

Khamenei has faced terrorism
in all its fury. On June 27 1981,
there was an attempt on his life
while he was delivering a ser-
mon as a time-bomb went off. A
widely acknowledged theological
scholar, Khamenei is the best
face of Iran’s modernism as well
as the symbol of the Islamic
Revolution.
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HT Correspondent
Tehran, April 11

()

IRAN HAS shed its post-Babri
demolition fears about the safety
of Muslims in India. Iranian
President Mohammed Khatami
gave a pleasant surprise to Prime
Minister A B Vajpayee last night
by praising him for maintaining
comminal harmony in India.

During one-to-one talks,
Khatami, also told Vajpayee that
Iran was totally opposed to inter-
national terrorism in the name
of religion.-He said the Muslims
in India would have to consider
themselves as the citizens of the
country first.

Speaking during the delega-
tion-level talks, the pro-reformist
leader said different communi-
ties of India were able to live in
peace and work for progress
because of Vajpayee’s leader-
ship. Khatami referred to Vajpay-
ee’s commitment to secularism
and his constant endeavour to
address the problems of all com-
munities in India.

The Iranian leader’s compli-
ment to Vajpayee marked a sig-
nificant transition in his coun-
try’s pérception of India since
the Babri Masjid’s demolition in
1992. Iran was among the Muslim
countries that had vehemently
. protested against the destruction
of the dispute structure at Ayod-
hya. In 1993, then Prime Minister
P V Narasimha Rao had even
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Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee and Iranian President Syed Mohammad Khatami at a Press conference

in Tehran on Tuesday.

undertaken a visit to Iran to con-
vince its leaders about India’s
secularist traditions.

By praising Vajpayee’s secu-
larist credentials, Khatami con-
veyed to all concerned, particu-
larly other Muslim nations, that
Iran was opposed to any evalua-
tion of India on the basis of per-
ceived discrimination of reli-
gious minorities.

The 58-year-old cleric, who is
popular among the youth, partic-
ularly among women, has been
articulating the need for modera-
tion and justice to all sections of
the society under the Islamic dis-
pensation in his country.

Khatami, who is waging a pro-
tracted battle with hard-liners in
Iran, has been telling his coun-
trymen to avoid excesses. “Today,

mmﬁ‘mw
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a revolutionary person is one
who pays attention to the Consti-
tution and only moderation and
justice would help Iran attain its
goal,” he said. Indian officials
said Khatami’s praise of Vajpay-: -
ee and his emphasis on modera-
tion reflectioned of Iranlg deep
appreciation of the Indiah Gov-
ernment’s efforts to address the
problems of minorities. =
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HE PRIME Minister, Mr. Atal Be-

hari Vajpayee’s on-going visit to

the Islamic Republic of Iran

brings into bold relief one of the
more exciting aspects of India’s current
foreign policy — a conscious effort to en-
gage the key nations of the Islamic world.
Mr. Vajpayee’s visit to Iran follows the
fruitful trip to Saudi Arabia by the Exter-
nal Affairs Minister, Mr. Jaswant Singh, in
January — the first ever by an Indian For-
eign Minister since Independence. The
Union Home Minister, Mr. L. K. Advani,
will set out one of these days to Turkey,
which could also turn out to be a politi-
cally productive journey.

The wooing of these three significant
West Asian nations at the highest political
level in such a short time span highlights
the intensity of the current Indian politi-
cal thrust towards the Islamic world. It
also reveals the breadth of the diplomatic
blitzkrieg, for no three countries could be
as divergent ideologically as Saudi Arabia,
Iran and Turkey.

Saudi Arabia is a monarchy and deeply
conservative in its religious orientation.
Iran has a unique political system that is

atonce a ‘“‘republic” and strongly Islamic;

and it is a state created by a popular revo-
lution against a monarchy. And Turkey is
a republic that is determined to preserve
its secular character at any cost against all
attempts to Islamicise the state.

The Indian pas de deux with Iran, Tur-
key and Saudi Arabia is only one small
slice of the Indian rediscovery of the Is-
lamic world stretching from the Maghreb
on the western fringes to Indonesia and
Malaysia on the eastern edge. President
Boutefleka of Algeria was the chief guest
at this year’s Republic Day celebrations;
Mr. Vajpayee has recently been in Jakarta
and he will trave] to Kuala Lumpur in the
coming weeks. There have been an un-
ending stream of other visitors from Arab
and Islamic nations to India in the last
few months, and Mr. Jaswant Singh has
travelled to many Arab nations including
such important ones as Egypt and Syria
recently. Never before has Indj
macy seen such an expanst
ment with the Islamic world.

That this deliberate-Cultivation of the
Islamic world shgutd come from a Gov-
ernment in Nex@ Dethi widely viewed in

What India is trying to do is transcend the Pakistan
question and find ways to build mutually beneficial
political and economic relationships with

4.2

key Islamic states.

the world as inle nationalist is perhaps
one of the moye interesting ironies of In-
dia’s external telations. There is no ques-
tion that thg¢ foundation for India’s
activism in West Asia was laid during Mr.
Narasimha Rgo’s tenure as Prime Minis-
ter. Driven by/jthe imperatives of the post-
Cold War wofld and the requirements of
internal economic reform, the Rao Gov-
ernment began the reorientation of Indi-
an diplomacy towards the Islamic
nations. The Vajpayee Government, in
the last three years, has given it

contradictions within the Islamic world
and the enunciation of such simplistic
formulations that all the problems in the
region were because of intervention by
the great powers. India tended to pro-
claim one neat answer to all the security
dilemmas of the Islamic world — great
powers should just get out of the region.
From that endearing political naivete, In-
dia has now come to appreciate the im-
portance of building a credible coalition
of great powers and regional actors to en-

sure the security of the weak

a robustness that was badly WORLD VIEW local regimes against the

needed.

strong and venal.

The current outreach to the Islamic
world is marked by four important con-
ceptual shifts in Indian foreign policy.
The first is the transition from an ideolog-
ical approach to a pragmatic one. A major
determinant of India’s engagement of the
Islamic world in the past has been the
idea of third world solidarity. The under-
lying principles of the non-aligned frater-
nity anti-colonialism and
anti-imperialism — made India more
comfortable in dealing with those who
were willing to mouth anti-Western slo-
gans, and endorse thundering resolutions
against the North, read the United States
and the West. This verbal self-hypnosis of
non-alignment also meant, somewhat
unfortunately, that New Delhi had no
time for some very important countries in
West Asia. Nothing else can explain the
Indian neglect of Saudi Arabia and Tur-
key. In its ideological approach to the re-
gion, India also preferred to deal with
“secular republics” rather than ‘“‘conser-
vative shiekdoms”. This differentiation
has largely become irrelevant, as many of
the secular republics have degenerated
into authoritarian regimes while some
conservative monarchies have kept up
with the times by attempting cautious po-
litical liberalisation.

The “third worldism” of India also
meant a gross under-estimation of the

THE HINDU
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Shaking off the past ideological preju-
dice addresses only one half of India’s
problem in dealing with the Islamic
world. The other half relates to India’s
past defensiveness in relation to those es-
pousing ideological causes in West Asia,
India is beginning to appreciate that even
those who wear the most tinted religious
glasses in the Islamic world have a power-
ful streak of pragmatism that places na-
tional interest above ideology.

A second important transition in Indi-
an policy is on the economic front —
from the mercantilism of the past to the
quest for deeper economic integration. In
the past, India's commercial policy to-
wards the region had two elements — fi-
guring out the best possible deals on oil
purchases and counting the value of re-
mittances from Indian expatriate labour
in the Gulf. India is now talking about
“energy security”’ that looks beyond
buyer-seller relationships to a long-term
integration of the hydrocarbon sectors
and pipelines that calls for more enduring
energy linkages. More fundamentally, In-
dia has begun to appreciate that peace
and prosperity in the Gulf and the Sub-
continent are inextricably intertwined.

Third, while trade in energy and com-
merce in general will provide the sinews
of an enduring partnership between Iridia
and the Islamic world, New Delhi is dis-

the Islamic world

By C. Raja Mohan

covering a new common ground with the
key nations of the Islamic world on the
political front — support for political
moderation and opposition to religious
extremism. From secular Algeria and Tur-
key to deeply religious Saudi Arabia and
[ran, today one single threat looms large
in the Islamic world. It is the rise of new
religious fanaticism and extremgism that
threatens peace and regime stability in
large parts of the Islamic world. This has
provided a huge opportunity for India to
make common cause with a wide range of
Islamic countries to support political
moderation and oppose international ter-
rorism. The rise of the Taliban in the re-
cent years has sharpened the prospects
for a new political convergence between
India and as diverse a group of Islamic
nations as Turkey, Iran and Saudi Arabia.

Finally, the biggest transition has been
India’s handling of the Pakistan factor in
dealing with the Islamic world. In the
past, India was peeved and put off by
those countries that supported Pakistan
in its conflicts with India, in particular
over Kashmir. India has shunned for dec-
ades those nations which it saw as pro-
Pakistan. For example, Saudi Arabia, Tur-
key and Iran were all seen earlier as being
too close to Pakistan. But today, India is
reaching out to these nations without a
reference to the Pakistan factor.

India’s recent engagement of the Is-
lamic world has often been misrepresent-
ed as a strategy to cut Pakistan off from its
traditional allies and friends. That is far-
thest from the truth. What India is trying
to do is transcend the Pakistan question
and find ways to build mutually bene-
ficial political and economic relation-
ships with key Islamic states.

India no longer objects to the deep ties
between Pakistan on the one hand and
states such as Saudi Arabia and Turkey on
the other. But India believes there is
enough political and economic business
that it can do with these countries with-
out demanding an end to their ties with
Pakistan. This new self-assurance and
pragmatism are likely to bring significant
strategic dividends to India in its engage-
ment of the Islamic world.




)elhi open
to pipeline
through Pak

FROM OUR SPECIAL
CORRESPONDENT ™ \
v\

New Delhi, April 9: On the eve of
Atal Bihari Vajpayee’s Iran visit,
India today said all optionsfor the
proposed Indo-Iranian . gas
pipeline, including an overland
route through Pakistan, are being
explored by Delhi and Tehran.

“Cost-effectiveness and secu-
rity for long-term supply of gas
from Iran to India are the two
main aspects which are being
looked into by Delhi and Tehran
jointly,” a senior foreign ministry
official said. But he added that
the pipeline was “purely a bilater-
al agreement... and Pakistan is
not in it”.

Pakistan chief executive Per-

vez Musharraf had recenitly said
his government was willing to
allow its territory to b& used
for the proposed pipeline and
also promised to ensure the pro-
jecy’s security. The stress on bilat-
eral agreement is a hint that
Islamabad’s assurance has im-
essed neither Delhi nor
Jehran.
The two sides are planning to
"involve foreign oil companies and
probably form a consortium, thus
making Pakistan’s territorial
commitment more binding.

“Both India and Iran were in
touch with international private
firms to explore the various op-
tions and trying to educate them-
selves about them,” a foreign
ministry official said.

The two sides will also have
detailed talks on other economic
spheres. As a large delegation of
Indian businessmen will be pres-
ent at the time of the Prime Min-

‘ister’s visit, a framework
arrangement for closer coopera-

tion between the chambers of
: commerce of the two coupfries is

being talked about.
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NEW DELHI, APRIL 8. From the United Statps to
Iran! If the acme of diplomatic skill is about
managing irreconcilable contradictions land
profitably engaging two nations that are dag-
gers drawn, India will be demonstrating some
of that capability this week.

Wrapping up a visit that promises to take
India’s relations with the U.S. to a new high,
the External Affairs Minister, Mr. Jaswant
Singh, is heading straight to Iran to join the
Prime Minister, Mr. Atal Behari Vajpayee’s
party which arrives there on Tuesday.

Iran has long described the U.S. as shaitan-
e- buzurg, or the Great Satan; and "Death to
America”’ remains a popular, if somewhat
muted, slogan of the conservative forces in
Iran. Since the Islamic revolution there in
1979, Iran figured at the top of Washington’s
list of rogue states — now more politely called
the *‘states of concern’’.

Mr. Vajpayee and Mr. Singh will be perform-
ing this week the diplomatic equivalent of the
famed Indian rope trick. After proclaiming a
“natural alliance” with the U.S., India will be
declaring a ‘‘strategic partnership” — or
choose any other phrase you like — with Iran
in promoting regional stability.

Is India engaged in pointless verbal gym-
nastics with the U.S. and Iran? No. Its efforts to
create a common ground, separately, with the
two adversaries is indeed genuine. Despite the
huge divergence separating the world’s sole
superpower from the dominant power in the
Persian Gulf, it is only natural for India to pur-
sue its national interests with both.

New Delhi is not alone in attempting a com-
plex balancing act among its competing in-
terests. So are Teheran and Washington. All
three are groping for a way forward in the ex-
tremely fluid strategic environment of the Gulf
and the Subcontinent.

India is not the only one adept at diplomatic
sophistication that tries to massage the circle
into a square. An equally old civilisation, Iran
has a more formidable reputation than India
in finessing ambiguities and shifting effort-
lessly between different levels of rationality.

The U.S. will certainly not claim to be an
ancient civilisatiprf — references to which will

and the Middle East, the U.S. has more expe?;—/f

ence than anyone else in handling diverse in-
terests and the contradictions among them.

* X K

All indications are that the U.S. is reviewing
its policy towards the Gulf, and may come up
with a new line on Iran in the coming months.
Over the last couple of years, the Clinton Ad-
ministration had moved somewhat gingetly in
finding a political opening towards Iran.

The American initiative was a response to
the new direction in which the President, Syed
Mohammed Khatami, and his reformist band
have tried to steer Iran since his landslide vic-
tory four years ago.

Like the ping-pong diplomacy between the
U.S. and China three decades ago, Iran and
the U.S. have allowed wrestling matches and
an occasional game of soccer between their
teams. Diplomacy of the Track-II kind has
been active between the two countries.

While success has been elusive, neither side
has given up. For the U.S,, Iran remains the
strategic prize in the Greater Middle East. Lo-

DIPLOMATIC NOTEBOOK

cated at the confluence of the Subcontinent,
Central Asia, the Caucasus, and West Asia,
Iran is at the core of the volatile and oil rich
world.

For Khatami, a modus vivendi with the U.S.
is critical for the success of his agenda of mod-
ernising Iran and realising its full economic
and strategic potential.

LR

When it moves towards Iran, the Bush Ad-
ministration may be far more decisive. Its
leading lights take pride in being realists. At
the top of the heap in Washington today are a
number of oil men, including the U.S. Presi-
dent, Mr. George Bush, himself. If there is a
political establishment that understands the
geopolitics of energy it is the Bush Adminis-
tration.

And within the Bush team, there is no one
better placed than the Vice-President, Mr.
Dick Cheney, to argue against the futility of
continuing American sanctions against Iran.
Mr. Cheney today enjoys a political clout in
the Administration that few Vice-Presidents
ever have in the U.S. /

rom U.S. to Iran: an Indian ft)pe trick?

Lo W br

When he was the head of Haliburton, one of
the important American energy companies,
Mr. Cheney lobbied hard against American
sanctions on Iran. Referring to "‘my favourite
hobby horse”, the question of unilateral sanc-
tions, Mr. Cheney said in a speech in 1998,
“they almost never work’".

Mr. Cheney’s old friends in the National
Foreign Trade Council (NFTC), a lobbying
group for free trade, wrote a letter last week to
Congressmen urging them to review the effec-
tiveness of the current sanctions against Iran
before deciding to extend them further.

The Iran-Libya Sanctions Act of 1996, under
which the U.S. oil companies have been
barred from doing business with lIran, is
scheduled to expire on August 5, 2001.

“The diplomatic and commercial costs of
these sanctions has been high and their im-
pact on relevant Iranian policies has been
minimal,” wrote the president of the NFTC,
Mr. William A. Reinsch.

L2 23

Many Americans are convinced that the
Clinton policy of isolating both Iraq and Iran
has been a failure. The on-going review of U.S.
policy in the Gulf will certainly ask the ques-
tion: who is the principal adversary — Iraq or
Iran?

If the answer is Iraq, things might begin to
happen between Washington and Teheran.
Looking for various options on ousting the Ira-
qi leader, Mr. Saddam Hussein, from power,
Washington has been reaching out to Iraqi
dissident groups abroad.

If you are looking for straws in the wind
about the future U.S.-Iran relations, here is
one. An influential Iraqi dissident group,
based in Iran, said on Saturday it would now
welcome U.S. moves to depose Mr. Saddam
Hussein.

Mr. Mohammad Hadi of the Supreme
Council for the Islamic Revolution in Iraq said
his group was now ‘‘more realistic”’ and would
be ready for direct talks with the Bush Admin-
istration. The group is believed to have some
following among Shiite Muslims who form the
majority in Iraq.

In the past the group was opposed to coop-
eration with the U.S. But ng r. Hadi says,
“We are ready to talk with anybody in our
efforts to get rid of8addam, including the
United States”.

* 7/
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saswant in Washington amidst U.S.-China spat

By Chidanand Rajghatta
The Times of India News Service

WASHINGTON External affairs
minister Jaswant
3l Singh’s arrival in
on

for the first minis-
terial-level bilat-
eral  meetings
with the Bush ad-
ministration
. could turn out to

JaswantSingh be  fortuitously
timed because of the opportunity
it provides to define India’s space
in the geo- strateglc scheme of
things amid the ongomg US.-China

spat. Q (,V‘ A (\ \'7
India’s place i the Asian security
matrix has been the subject of ani-
mated debate in Washington in re-
cent months. There is one school of
thought, mostly in the U.S,, that is
pushing for New Delhi to be culti-
vated as a counterweight to an in-
creasingly bellicose China. Another
line of thinking believes that Amer-
ican aggressiveness is driving India,
China and Russia into an informal
security alliance. Which way the
cards fall, or whether there will be

an entirely new construct, is some-
thing this visit could lay the ground
for.

New Delhi hasYemaihed silent so
far on the on-going W.S.3China spat.
But a typical devgloping world
view is that the US. has got its
come-uppance for it{ hard line and
in-your-face patrofing of the
world’s skies and sea-

Sub-continental s
out though that India and the U.S.
had a history of cooperating against
China before Henry Kissinger put
an end to it in 1972. Between 1962
and 1971, the U.S. snooped on Chi-
na using airbases and listening
posts in India, says Sumit Ganguly,
Professor of Asian Studies at the
University of Texas in Austin. “The
two sides could resume it without
fanfare if they want to, but my sense
is the people in New Delhi are pet-
rified of offending China,” Prof
Ganguly said in an interview.

While petrified may be a strong
word, interviews with Indian offi-
cials suggest that they are indeed
chary of being drawn into the coun-
terweight business. “China is our
neighbour and we have to live with
them,” one official remarked. be-

fore launching into a lengthy dis-
quisition about the dangers of be-
ing an American lackey.

The long-held Indian view is that
a country with an independent for-
eign policy and mindset will gain no
percentage by allying with the U.S.
“Look at Britain, Japan, Aus-
tralia...you think any of them have
an independent, self-respecting for-
eign policy? Can you ever imagine
India going down that path?” One
Indian military official asked pri-
vately.

However, many American law-
makers and scholars have increas-
ingly begun to write panegyrics
about India, its democratic creden-
tials, and its promising economic
profile, while arguing for a strategic
relationship with New Delhi.
Strangely, this agenda is being
pushed far more by hard-line Re-
publicans.

In a recent opinion in the conser-
vative Washington Times, foreign
policy scholar Richard Fisher ar-
gued that the Bush administration
ought to go beyond the secondary
issues like Pakistan and Kashmir
and scrap sanctions while forging a
new relationship with India.

THE TIMES OF INDiA
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FROM PRANAY SHARMAQl

New Delhi, April 2: Barely a
year after inking the Millennium
Declaration with the US, India is
bracing itself to sign the Teheran
Declaration with America’s bete
noire, Iran, to signal their growing
closeness and intent to work to-
gether.

The declaration is likely to be
signed at the end of Prime Minis-
ter A.B. Vajpayee’s three-day visit
toIran starting April 10. The docu-
ment will sum up the visit and
draw up benchmarks — bilateral,
! regional and global — the nations
want to achieve together.

Delhi is aware of the strained
relations between Teheran and
Washington. Having built up a
good rapport with the US, it isnow
keen to develop a strategic rela-
tionship with Teheran, a key
country in the Persian Gulf.

With the Cold War having
ended and the Taliban threaten-
ing to destabilise the region, India
and Iran are Keen on a relation-
ship that will be mutually
. beneficial.

During his Iran visit, Vajpayee
is slated to hold wide-ranging
talks with President Syed Khatta-
mi and other senior members, call
on Ayatollgh Khomenei and ad-
dress the Majlis. He is also likely
visit Shiraz, the centre of old Per-
sian culture.

An important square in Shiraz
is likely to be named after
Maulana Azad. A few years ago,
iran had organised a seminar on
Azad’s contribution to Persian
language and literature. While
naming the square after him is an

‘Vajpayee carries
millennium deal
from US. to Iran

&V f\r

attempt to pay trl U i} his con-
tribution, it also aimshat establish-
ing a bond with India.

Vajpayee’s visit is significant
in that he will be the first Indian
Prime Minister to visit Iran in
nearly nine years. In the interim,
there have been senior delegation-
level exchanges, including one in
1995 by then Iranian President
Rafsanjani. But no Prime Minis-
ter has visited Iran since P.V.
Narasimha Rao in 1993.

Vajpayee is travelling to Iran
at a time when most key world
players, including several major
Western nations, are re-assessing
their policy vis-a-vis the country.
The Prime Minister’s trip has,
however, been scheduled after for-
eign minister Jaswant Singh’s
meeting with US secretary of state
Colin Powell between April 5-7. At
the Washington meeting, the West
Asia situation and how the two
sides can maintain the region’s se-
curity is likely to come up for
talks.

Iran controls the passage of
over 20 per cent of the world’s pe-
troleum traffic through the Strait
of Hormuz. It is also one of the
largest producers of natural gas in
the world and India is one of its
biggest consumers.

The two sides have been nego-
tiating on how to ferry Iranian
natural gas to India. Though one
option is to lay a pipeline through
Pakistan, Delhi is not willing.

" Other options include transport-

ing the gas through a deep-sea
Foite avpiding Pakistan’s exclu-
sivdbddngmie zone or getting i
shipp&i™roniBandar Abbas 46
liquefied ﬂ&ﬁﬂ@d'gh”sﬂ L
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:ﬁdia likes Euréﬁe, but loves the U.S.!

By C. Raja Mohan UO - \17

NEW DELHI)\ APRIL 2. Is Indian diplomacy too
preoccupied with the United States to pay
serious jttention to other key players in the
world such as Europe? This is a complaint
one often hears from European diplomats
based in New Delhi.

The External Affairs Minister, Mr. Jaswant
Singh, who will be in Europe for the next few
days en route to the U.S. will get to hear this
sentiment from his interlocutors on the Con-
tinent.

The Europeans will also be muttering
about India’s long-term intentions — wheth-
er New Delhi wants to create a “multipolar
world” with Brussels or build on what the
Prime Minister, Mr. Atal Behari Vajpayee,
had called the prospects for a “natural alli-
ance” with Washington.

The charge that it loves the U.S. more than
Europe might ring true this week as India
plays host again to Mr. Bill Clinton who is
returning tomorrow to rekindle his romance
with India. New Delhi will also be focussed on
the talks later this week in Washington be-
tween Mr. Singh and the national security
team of the U.S. President, Mr. George W.
Bush.

Mr. Clinton is no longer the headman of
the global village. But his travels in India —

thrown in between — are guaranteed satura-
tion coverage; far more than any European
head of state can expect.

Mr. Singh’s important conversations in Eu-
rope will be consigned to the inside pages of
newspapers, while his preliminary engage-
ment with the Bush administration will be on
the front pages.

The Foreign Office will certainly protest the
charge that it prefers the U.S. to Europe and
will point to the current intensive engage-
ment with Europe. In fact just this week Eu-
rope will be high on India’s diplomatic
agenda. The Foreign Secretary, Mr. Loic Hen-
nekine, is here for regular political consulta-
tions with his Indian counterpart, Ms.
Chokila Iyer.

The Foreign Office mandarins will also re-
fer to Mr. Singh’s stopover tonight in Co-
penhagen for a couple of days to promote
bilateral ties with Denmark.

From Copenhagen, Mr. Singh will travel to
Stockholm for a ministerial meeting with the
European Union troika. Sweden currently
holds the E.U. presidency. The two sides will
review progress in the relationship since the
first India-E.U. summit in Lisbon, Portugal
last June, and prepare for the next one in
India later this year.

The E.U. is certainly India’s largest trading
partner. In 1999 the trade with the E.U. was
nearly $21 billion compared to $12 billion
with the U.S. The E.U. may matter more in

economic terms; but India remains exuber-
ant about the future political relationship
with the U.S.

The Europeans will have to fight hard to
neutralise the advantages the U.S. enjoys
here — the English language, historical influ-
ence of the Anglo-Saxons, the power of the
Indian-American community, and the attrac-
tions of the American way of life.

Given its position as the sole superpower,
and the huge untapped potential of Indo-U.S.
relations, Washington is likely to remain the
number one priority for Indian foreign pol-
icy. Further, no nation can shape India’s se-
curity environment — for good or bad —
more than the U.S.

There will be no need for Mr. Singh to spell
out these basic realities to his European in-
terlocutors. But one hopes he is able to con-
vince them of the great importance India
attaches to the European connection, and
has some new ideas on deepening the rela-
tionship with Brussels.

If Europe wants to be loved in India, it
needs to get ahead of the U.S. on India’s core
security concerns — advanced technology
transfers, unambiguous condemnation of the
sources of terrorism in the subcontinent, and
a willingness to acknowledge New Delhi's
stabilising role in the Asian balance of power.
Europe cannot tail America on these issues
and yet expect a higher political reckoning in
New Delhi.
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By Nirupama Subramanian

COLOMBO, MARCH 24, The Norwegian special en
Mr. Erik Solheim, who has been trying to bring the
Kumaratunga Government and the LTTE together
for negotiations, has said in an interview to
Hindu that contrary to speculation, he was cpn-
vinced the Indian Government was fully supportive
of the peace process in Sri Lanka.

“I met the Indian Foreign Minister, Mr. Jaswant
Singh, in Delhi last week. He asked Norway to con-
tinue our efforts and told us not to stop even if there

Norweglan envoy bets on peace: Page 9 i
S — - - SR e - U |
are setbacks and difficulties. India has no hidden
agenda in Sri Lanka. We are one hundred per cent
convinced that India is doing whatever it can to con-
tribute to peace in the island,” he said on Friday
over telephone from Oslo.

He said India was willing to draw a line of dis-
tinction between the ban on the LTTE on its soil
from its participation in peace talks in Sri Lanka.
““The proscription of the LTTE in India is an entirely
internal matter for India. But, of course, India ac-
knowledges that peace can only be established if the
Government of Sri Lanka talks with the LTTE, and
that is exactly why India supports our modest ef-
forts.”

Delhi kept informed

Mr. Sotheim, who has been spearheading the Nor-
wegian facilitatory efforts in Sri Lanka since last

May, said he had kept India informed about all ma-
jor steps and “‘got useful advice from a country with
much deeper knowledge about the region than Nor-
way can ever dream of’.

Recent reports in the Sri Lankan press have in-
dicated that India had objected to the inclusion of
certain countries in an international committee to
monitor confidence-building measures to be imple-
mented before talks got under way. Mr. Solheim said
the composition of a monitoring committee, if the
need for one arose, was a matter for the Sri Lankan
government and the LTTE to decide.

But in an indication that it was a potentially tricky
issue, he added: ‘“Norway is a trusted friend of India.
I see no reason, if such a situation arose and anyone
asked us to suggest countries, why Norway should
propose countries to any such committee in the fu-
ture that would be an offence to India.”

Asked if he was convinced that the LTTE had given
up its demand for a separate state, Mr. Solheim said
the idea in trying to bring the parties to the table was
that they should themselves sort out such issues.
“The conflict in Sri Lanka has lasted very long and is
extremely complicated and can never be resolved by
Norway. The Government and the LTTE have to talk
directly and then try to find the solutions. There are
no quickfixes and talks will certainly be protracted.
But talking is much better than fighting.”

/Ifciia fully backs peace: Solheim
rY-

THE HINDU wishes its readers

A HAPPY UGADI 4
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ﬁorld leaders write toP] tb’I{M on Tahban

IT Correspondent ,
Vew Delhi, March 22 \'\"

‘

YA
VLADIMIR PUTIN, Yoshiro
Mori, Tony Blair, the King of
Bhutan and heads of several
other countries have sent let-
ters to Prime Minister Atal
Bihari Vajpayee sharing India’s
shock and abhorrence of the
destruction of the Bamiyan
Buddhas by the Taliban.
Vajpayee had written to the
heads of Governments of all
countries with a significant
Buddhist population as well as
the P-5 countries and the United
Nations Secretary-General on
March 2 to rally world opinion
against the Taliban move.

VLADIMIB PUTIN TONY BLAIR

A foreign ministry
spokesman yesterday said a
number of these head of Gov-
ernments had responded to the
senseless destruction and
thanked India for its efforts to
raise the collective voice of the
international community
against it.

Thai Priem Minister
Thaksin Shinawatra wrote
back saying his country “appre-
ciated India’s offer to transfer
all artifacts so that they can

be preserved for future
generations.”
President Putin  wrote:

“These actions once again con-
firm the Taliba’s hostility to the
world’s cultural heritage and
rejection of the universally-
upheld human values.”

Prime Minister Hung Sen of
Cambodia, United Nations Sec-
retary General Kofi Annan,
Mongolia’s President Natsagiin
Bagabandi and King Jigm
Singye Wangchuk of Bhutedn
sent similar letters.

v.-;m\
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" An officer”
too many in
4R \the MEA

H BULA DEVI
STATESMAN NEWS SERVICE

NEW DELHI, March 21. — Perhaps one should rechristen them
as additional additional secretaries. The government has sanc-
tioned one additional secretary’s post in the headquarters of the
ministry of external affairs in the South Block. But the latest
count says the office has about 12 officers in this rank.

Should that be food for thought for the expenditure reforms
commission, since every appointment of an additional secretary
requires appropriate perquisites being provided to him/her?

MEA officials say they are “surprised at the pace at which ad-
ditional secretaries, on transfer from foreign postings or promo-
tion, were being accommodated in the headquarters.” They feel
this appointment policy is creating “an administrative mess”.

Mr Raminder Singh Jassal, joint secretary (external publicity)
and ambassador-designate to Israel, however, said these posts
were “part of an internal arrangement”, not “extra creations”.

The latest IFS “History of Services” says the permissible cadre
strength in Grade II at the headquarters is one, and for missions
or posts abroad, it’s 33. MEA’s cricket squad of additional secre-
taries, complete with the 12th man, has five looking after Non-
Resident Indians; administration; United Nations; Bangladesh-
Myanmar, Sri Lanka, Maldives; and financial advise.

The sixth is functioning as the deputy director-general of Indian
Council of Cultural Relations, an autonomous body. The seventh
is a senior fellow in the Institute of Defence Studies and Analyses.
Numbers eight, nine and 10 are joint secretaries who are being
promoted to the rank of additional secretary. The promotees’
briefs are Latin America, policy planning and research, and the
southern division. Number 11 is now on leave, awaiting posting.

It is the 12th man who promises to be the “best performer”,
though. A senior additional secretary, consular general in San
Francisco, has reportedly been summoned to join headquarters
as early as possible. The reason for the haste may be the official
. s likely to take over as secretary early next year.

" What about the team’s score? Foreign service rules say an addition-
al,secretary has to handle at least two divisions. But most of these of-

cials are merely looking after the same area they were in charge of
before the promotion. There arent enough additional charges for
these additional additional secretaries, MEA sources say.
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| was in New

edfaces‘on the

red carpet greet

Mandela,

SONIA TRIKHA ‘30; ‘ ?71
NEW DELHI, MARCH 17
S India enacted its theatri-
cal rendition of the Most
Vibrant Dermocracy in the
Worldon Friday , it had a visiting
cast of two world leaders: South
African leader Nelson Mandela

and UN Secretary General Kofi

Annan,
Mandela

Delhi to ac-
the

Peace Award
2000 for his
anti-
Apartheid

struggle. The Wrong timing: (L) Annan, (R) Mandela

82-year-old

leader travelled a few thousand

miles to receive the award named

after his idol. His hosts, though,

were elsewhere, at least in mind.
 Except for President K R

Narayanan who, speaking extem-

| pore, said the award was signifi-

cant at this time because “materi-
alism and human greed has taken
over the world, more orless”.

In the aydience were Prime

. Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee,

Home Minister LK. Advani and

* Culture Minister Ananth Kumar.

The pest of the Cabinet was
missing, perhaps too busy control-

| ling the damage of the Tehelka
| fallout. And virtually the second

the ceremony was over, Advani
left. :

The Opposition was repre-
sented byitsleader Sonia Gandhi,
daughter Priyanka and son-in-law
Robert Vadra and a motley crew
of Congress MPs.

When Mandela spoke about
India as “a home away:from
home”, as the nation that had

;. taught several lessons on democ-
. racy,gevelopmem and tolerance

to “our fledgling démocracy which
isin the infant stages ... India’s sec-
ular state is an example for us”,

‘Annhan
1AL :

most of those whpri he was actu-

lend their ears.

Not  surpri§i
African officials say the former
President will use the rest of his
time during the visit tocatchup on
the rest. Narayanan has even of-
fered Mandela a holiday in far-
away Kerala.

Annan’s
visit met an-
other fate.
He missed
his call on the
Defence
Minister
since there is-
't one any
more.

The UN
Secretary
General also missed a chance to
watch the pandemonium in Par-

liament in the world’s largest

democracy. Instead, Annan, who
spent nearly two hours in Parlia-
ment House, was ushered into the
Speaker’s committee room to
meet leaders of all patties,

Annan came to India ateey say-
ing the one thing the governmens
has badly wanted him to say: the
Lahore Declaration and Simla
Agreement should form the ba-
sisof talks with Pakistan. But there
has been no time to celebrate that
given that the government itself
seems here today, gone tomor-
TOW.

Thus, Annan spent most of to-
day telling his inattentive listeners
that bilateral talks are the only re-
course for the Indo-Pak impasse.
He met Vajpayee, External Affairs
Minister Jaswant Singh and Sonia
Gandhi.

Though, Annan didn’t con-
demn Pakistan for cross-border
terrorism or even hint that the mil-
itary regime there is a stumbling
block. Instead, he said Chief Exec-
utive General Pervez Musharraf
had “assured” him of restoring

democracy by October 2002. %

NDIAN EXPRESS



Chokila takes

over as for&ei&t N

secretary *\V &Q
The Times of India News Se%lc

NE DLHI: Chokila ger took
S | et voman
foreign secretary
& on Tuesday. Her
@ predecessor Lalit
{ Mansingh will be

| taking the flight ;

out to Washing-
! 1 ton on Wednes-

——& 2 day, as India’s
Chokilalyer , -poccador to
the US..

The petite new lady in South
Block, gave an image of business as
ugual, saying: “In any job one takes
oyer there are challenges ahead. I
tiink in this job there are plenty of |
tl*m.’9 o

Y think at present there have\\
been lot of changes in the foreign

icy. Government has taken a lot
of positive steps which have helped
in creating a very positive environ-
ngent,” she told reporters. “I look
forward to carrying forward that
momentum.”

‘Ms Iyer, who was India’s ambas-
sador to Ireland, was to be trans-
ferfed to The Hague, when she was
recalled to replace Mr Mansingh.

e arrived in mid-February and ac-

inted herself with the job, work-
ing closely with Mr Mansingh. She
retires in June next vear.

THE TIMES OF INDIA
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HE ‘AMERICAN Papers’, a compl-

lation of the now-declassified per-

ceptions of the U.S. diplomats

about Pakistan as also India dur-
ing a hypersensitive period that encom-
passed the emergence of Bangladesh in
1971, reveal a highly nuanced approach by
Washington towards South Asia. For long
in the past, the late 1960s and early 1970s
in particular, successive Governments in
Islamabad saw their chequered but signif-
icant strategic links with the U.S. as Pakis-
tan’s equaliser in relation to India. The
decisive end of the Cold War by the early
1990s and the high-profile engagement in
2000 between India and the then U.S. Pres-
ident, Mr. Bill Clinton, have now altered
the strategic dynamic of Islamabad'’s rela-
tionship with Washington. However, Pa-
kistan has had no reason so far to revise its
contemporaneous view that its acquisition
of nuclear weapons since 1998 has sig-
nalled a new equaliser in its skewed equa-
tion with India. That explains, in part, why
Pakistan does not want to lose this per-
ceived new gain. Islamabad has not sought
to reciprocate New Delhi’s no-first-use of-
fer.

Given these realities in the present con-
text of strategic flux on the global scene,
the emergence of Mr. George W. Bush as
the U.S. President can be seen by Islama-
bad as a qualitative challenge and oppor-
tunity. The reasoning is that some
members of Mr. Bush’s brains trust tend to
brush aside some aspects of the recent
past, especially the major arms control
agreements of the Cold War era, as ancient
history. At a different but relevant echelon,
Pakistan continues to look for friends, not
masters (an Ayub Khan dichotomy) among
the big powers in order to counter-balance
India. These aspects will impinge on Isla-
mabad’s view of New Delhi in the run-up
to Mr. Bush’s finalisation of a definitive
policy perception about India. Yet, inevi-
tably, the intrinsic political and diplomatic
cross-currents on the India-Pakistan front
will also considerably shape Islamabad’s
outlook about New Delhi.

Pakistan’s present military-led Govern-
ment, headed by Gen. Pervez Musharraf,
has not yet formulated a recognisably co-
herent framework to engage India diplo-

matically. Yet, piecing together the
thoughts of diplomatic sources, it is obvi-
ous that Pakistan wants to deal with India
on a win-win basis and not necessarily in
terms of the old zero-sum calculations of
the Cold War era. It is, of course, easy to
characterise such a wish but diffieult to
envision its parameters. All the same, dis-
cernible indeed are the trend-lines of Pa-
kistan’s possible thought process which
must not be miscontrued as the first or
authoritative road-map by the Musharraf
Government for parleys with India.
Behind the scenes, Pakistan is quite will-
ing to recognise that there cannot be a dra-
matic breakthrough in its ties with India.

seen by Islamabad’s consgience-keepers
to favour India. Because, Ney Delhi’s stra-
tegic depth in a time-space {onfiguration
is believed there to be superlpr to that of
Pakistan’s. This aspect of the India-Pakis-
tan disconnect may preclude the possibil-
ity of an accord on nuclear CBMs ahead of,
or even as a catalyst of, progress on the
divisive political issues, which may not
necessarily bear a strategic dimension.

A conceivable dilemma of this magni-
tude can be blamed on the so- called ‘in-
verse relationship’ between India and
Pakistan (in the light of a similar concept
taken note of by scholars such as Anthony
McGrew for a period-specific equation be-

It is not just the South Asian states that would like
India to interact with them more consistently. The South
East Asian and West Asian states too are looking
at the scope for positive engagement.

Nonetheless, two aspects of Islamabad’s
broad approach are transparent. First, the
Musharraf regime has gradually come to
regard the Lahore Declaration and the re-
lated documents of 1999 as some form of a
composite vision statement for forward
movement. The often acrimonious but
somewhat incremental India-Pakistan dia-
logue makes for an intricate web indeed.
The second and no less salient pointer is
that Islamabad may wish to settle for noth-
ing less than the promise of an assured
sense of movement in parleys. This applies
to any resumption of the India-Pakistan
dialogue on a comprehensive range of is-
sues including the Kashmir dispute.

From an Indian point of view, a seem-
ingly commonsensical approach will be to
defuse the bilateral tensions over potential
nuclear brinkmanship. Confidence build-
ing measures in this sphere can be consid-
ered a sine qua non for a sense of
movement forward. Yet, this will not cer-
tainly suit Pakistan’s sense of priorities. It
requires no perspicacity to spot the logic in
play. Any mutual agreement on the no-
first-use principle or a de-alert of nuclear
weapons and their delivery systems can be

tween the U.S. and Japan). Yet, the need
for a way out of the India-Pakistan quag-
mire cannot be exaggerated. Some pro-
gress is considered possible if the two
countries could agree to set a reasonable
and mutually acceptable time-frame for
the resolution of their disputes in a com-
posite dialogue. Equally important, as
sources indicate, is the need for the two
sides to define their disagreements across
the entire spectrum with a view to ad-
dressing them.

Aside from these larger questions affect-
ing the very meaning of a dialogue proc-
ess, more immediate practical questions
remain to be resolved quickly. Ranging
from Islamabad’s view of India’s current
ceasefire process in Jammu and Kashmir,
the pragmatic puzzles extend to New Del-
hi’s attitude towards the All Party Hurriyat
Conference in regard;to its desire to inter-
act with the Musharraf regime on the Pa-
kistan turf. While wishing to re-energise a
dialogue with India in these difficult cir-
cumstances, Pakistan does appear to keep
alive two other questions on its own agen-
da without a final answer to either at this
moment. One of the posers relates to the

Wers enga/ge India — II

By P. S. Suryanarayana

modalities of associating the Kashmir
groups with any India-Pakistan dialogue.
The other pertains to Pakistan’s anxiety
that the international community, led by
the big powers, should remain a potential
pressure group for ensuring a final settle-
ment of the issues dividing Islamabad and
New Delhi.

Another key South Asian issue centres
on the political necessity of an external in-
tercession in regard to the internal affairs
of a state — Norway’'s bid to facilitate a
possible dialogue in Sri Lanka between its
Government and the separatist Liberation
Tigers of Tamil Eelam. It is an elementary
but enlightening reality that India does not
command a veto over Norway’s facilitation
or the niceties of the process that Oslo
might set in play or even the nuances of an
eventual settlement. Yet, it is a measure of
Colombo's style of engagement with New
Delhi and the primacy of India in South
Asia that the Sri Lankan President, Ms.
Chandrika Kumaratunga, has chosen to
keep the Prime Minister, Mr. A.B. Vaj-
payee, informed of the dynamics of Nor-
way’s involvement.

For St} Lanka, it is not a question of di-
plomacy of conscience. The choices before
Colombo are quite clear at this juncture.
Thanks to a recent historical experience,
India certainly is not in a mood now to
facilitate a peace process in Sri Lanka. Nor-
way, in contrast, is seen by Colombo as a
third world-friendly country with no his-
torical links with Sri Lanka. A question that
Colombo can usefully explore in informal
conjunction with India is that of a peace
architecture in Sri Lanka insofar as that
might relate to overall South Asian stability
and security. A related issue is whether the
LTTE will settle for plain devolution or a
‘devolution-plus’ package as an alternative
to separate statehood for Sri Lanka’s mi-
nority Tamils. However, it is not just the
South Asian states that would like India to
interact with them more consistently. The
South East Asian and West Asian states, in
India’s extended neighbourhood, are by
and large tracking New Delhi on their dip-
lomatic radarscreens to look for any defi
itive scope for positive engagemen

(Concluded)
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HE ASCENSION of Mr. George W.

Bush, son of a ‘victorious’ Cold-
Warrior, as the U.S. President has
inevitably induced major powers

to revise or review their foreign policies.
Not surprisingly in this milieu, even as
the U.S. is taking the initiative, some oth-
er key countries have also begun to think
about the nature and scope of their indi-
vidual engagement with New Delhi. As a
potentially important player, India is be-
ing assessed, among a host of states, in
the context of the current international
political debate on the prospects for a
new multipolar world. The Bush adminis-
tration’s anticipatory view of India, kalei-
doscopic as it might still turn out to be,
will not by itself determine all the nu-
ances of the changing global perceptions
of New Delhi. Yet, the view of India from
Washington may significantly impinge on
this exercise by the other states. A logical
input, therefore, relates to the Bush ad-
ministration’s first thoughts about India.
The U.S. obviously is seeking to move
away from much of the “'old think”, espe-

cially in regard to sensitive issues such as -

nuclear non-proliferation. This does not
necessarily imply a shift from some of the
basics as formulated in the final years of

.the Clinton presidency. The U.S.-India
‘Vision Statement’, a characteristic con-
tribution of the Clinton presidency, is still
seen in Washington as a “fact of life”’ and
“check list” for progress on the bilateral
front. However, according to U.S. officials
conversant with the current exercise in
Washington, the signpost is made up of a
simple but significant poser. What will In-
dia really make of its role in the global
arena in strategic as also political and ec-
onomic spheres? New Delhi's view of its
own destiny in the present post-Cold War
phase of international uncertainties may
largely shape the Bush administration’s
evolving impressions of India, it is au-
thoritatively indicated. It is, nonetheless,
obvious to Indian observers that New
Delhi has yet to define its global role or
even regional profile.

In the reckoning of U.S. officials, how-
ever, a certainty is that India will “‘not” be
put on the “back burner” of Mr. Bush’s
foreign policy establishment. One reason
cited is the growing political presence of
the Indian-American community on the

U.S. scene. This\quiet development is said
to be quite prongunced in ways yet to be
appreciated in India itself. Yet, the first
few snippets of the\new India-related pol-
icy — outlined by the Secretary of State,
Gen. Colin Powell, and the Defence Sec-
retary, Mr. Donald Rumsfeld — are con-
sidered inconclusive in scope despite
being quite dramatic. The cautionary line
is that “no single statement (in isolation)
is definitive at the moment” as the new
U.S. policy towards India.

Mr. Rumsfeld’s views on the enduring
worldwide dangers of atomic arms prolif-
eration, in particular his first impulse to
zero in on New Delhi as also certain al-
leged ‘‘rogue” states, need not necessarily
be interpreted in terms of the “‘old think”

gage New Delhi on a range of security and
strategic issues of global and regional
sweep, the Australian High Commission-
er to India, Mr. Rob Laurie, noted in a
conversation. An Indo-Australian strate-
gic dialogue on a structured basis is still
being studied. South Africa, too, has locus
standi on the Indian Ocean affairs. Sep-
arately, the Commonwealth and the Non-
Aligned Movement may simply pass over
the Bush administration’s preferences
about India.

The bluff has been called in respect of
the speculation that Washington might
wish to treat India as a democratic fron-
tline state to ‘contain’ China as an evolv-
ing powerhouse. The reason simply is
that Mr. Bush may not want, at the pre-

The Bush administration’s view of India will not by
itself determine global perceptions of New Delhi.
Yet, it may significantly impinge on them.

about a world order defined by a per-
ceived nuclear hegemony. In taking this
line, the U.S. officials indicate, though,
that the Bush administration may still ex-
pect India to live by its proclamatory mo-
ratorium on nuclear testing. On the
somewhat related question of Washing-
ton’s proposed missile defence system,
still a divisive issue within the U.S. and on
the international stage, the Bush admin-
istration’s notion of “friends and allies”
remains fuzzy. India’s likely place in the
U.S.’s final scheme of missile defence is,
therefore, a matter of strategic conjecture
at this stage.

Even in regard to Gen. Powell’s idea
that New Delhi could play the prime
mover to maintain long-term peace in the
Indian Ocean region, the surprise
thought still remains a puzzle. India itself
has never really articulated such a role
ambition. Australia, which has a well-
honed stake in the strategic affairs of IOR-
ARC (the Indian Ocean Region Associ-
ation for Regional Cooperation), is of the
general view that the fledgling outfit is far
from being organised to address such
larger issues of peace. On a bilateral
wavelength, Canberra could of course en-
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sent moment, to play a Cold War-style
zero-sum game in regard to India and
China, given especially the sheer com-
plexity of the ties among the three coun-
tries.

China has not proven, till recently at
least, that it can shape the world outside
its frontiers. This assessment was made
by Gerald Segal, an international strategic
affairs specialist, before China sought,
only a few months ago, a participatory say
over the means of refashioning the post-
Cold War global political order: Beijing
did so, pledging to refrain from promot-
ing the ballistic missile development pro-
grammes of any country, Pakistan
included. It is still debatable how far Chi-
na can hope to apply its version of stabil-
ity to reverse the present global disorder.
It is in this context that India remains sus-
picious of China’s nexus with Pakistan.
However, China’s direct counter-argu-
ment is that its ‘‘technical cooperation”
with Pakistan under a normal state-to-
state relationship should not be miscon-
strued by New Delhiat the behest of the
“West". K

A Chinese official said in a briefing that
Beijing “understands India’s security

powers ‘engage’ India — I
3:)

{ By P. S. Suryanarayana

concerns” and would want it to reciproc-
ate. Without addressing the present plans
of Washington for a futurist missile de-
fence network, the Chinese mandarin
drew attention to how Russia had some
time ago visualised a strategic triangle
linking Moscow wijth Beijing and New
Delhi. It is difficult to foresee the future of
such ideas, which have not even been
blueprinted properly on paper. Neverthe-
less, Russia and the European Union (and
its key constituents) will doubtless assess
India afresh in the light of its eventual
equation with the Bush administration.
China, in contrast, has already begun re-
engaging India in a larger framework that
covers as an adjunct the strategic sustain-
ability of India’s hospitality to the Dalai
Lama and now the Karmapa too.

In a unique category is India’s current
equation with Japan — a troubled but ex-
ceptional economic power and “net con-
sumer of security” in  Segal’s
conceptualisation of Tokyo's reliance on
the U.S. for defence needs. While the
Bush-New Dethi dynamic will, therefore,
be particularly relevant to Japan too, it
hopes to sustain the move towards a
“global partnership” with India. This
““partnership” is Tokyo’s second such bi-
lateral understanding, the only other one
being the Japan-U.S. consultation institu-
tionalised in reference to global issues of
mutual concern.

Japan’s Ambassador to India, Mr. Hi-
roshi Hirabayashi, identifies the imper-
atives of United Nations reforms and
energy security among the several sub-
jects for “‘global partnership” which was
agreed upon by the two countries last Au-
gust. The “partnership” does not paper
over Japan’'s ‘“‘economic measures”’ im-
posed on India owing to concerns over
New Delhi’s perceived lackadaisical atti-
tude to signing the Comprehensive Test
Ban Treaty. However, as Mr. Hirabayashi
explained, the “‘partnership” was neces-
sitated by New Delhi’s growing interna-
tional importance in strategic as also
security and economic spheres. besides
India’s adherence to democracy and its
spiritual values of relevance to Japan.
Now, although India does not boast a
“global partnership”’ with ?ther coun-

tries, its dialogue with them too spans jn-
ternational trade and strategic terzef.




‘Chokila takes over as,
foreign secretary today

Says her new job is very challenging

By OUR CORRESPONDENT b A7‘((‘1 />
New Delhi, March 11: Ms Chokila Iyer will tak
over as the first-ever woman foreign secretary o
India on Monday. She will replace Mr Lalit Many-
ingh who heads for Washington on Wednesday
take up his new assignment as India’s ambassado
to the United States.

Feeling upbeat about her new post, Ms Tyer
remarked that her job was as challenging as
another work. She was speaking to reporters at a
reception organised by the ministry of external
affairs to welcome her and bid goodbye to Mr
Mansingh.

“It is coincidental,” soft spoken Ms Iyer said
when asked whether the Vajpavee government’s
decision to appoint her had anything to do with
the observance of international women’s year.

Ms lLyer, a 1964 batch Indian foreign service offi-
cer, will join on Monday evening. She has been in
New Detlhi for the last couple weeks. The foreign
secretary-designate was briefed by various desks
about her new assignment.

Apart from being the first woman foreign secre-
tary, Ms Iyer is a tribal from Sikkim. She has a
daunting task ahead to manage the ministry

where her appointment had surprised many of her
colleagues. A senior official, Mr S.T. Devare (sec-
retary, economic relations), is said to have pro-
ceeded on leave. Mr Devare is senior to Ms Iyer
and was due to retire next month.

Ms Iyer is one of the few foreign secretaries who
had no experience of what has been described as
“important postings.” Among several posts she
held in the ministry are director (Europe-West),
joint secretary (policy planning), joint secretary
(coordination), joint secretary (Africa) and addi-
tional secretary (passport and visa). Before being
appointed the foreign secretary she was ambas-
sador to Ireland. She has also been India’s ambas-
sador to Mexico.

The new foreign secretary will have a full 14-
month tenure before she retires in June 2002. She
assumes office at a time when India is engaged in
active dialogue with all the major powers of the
world. India’s relations with the US, old ally Rus-

- sia and Asian giant China have been on upswing.

The relationship with arch rival Pakistan continue
to be in a stalemate.

The new foreign secretary will have to carry for-
ward the dialogue with the key powers of the
world.

THE ASIAN AGE
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'MEA calls novel meet to find ‘
ways to bridge gap with Bush

A\ ’\’ indrani Bagchi b\\ B

[y NEW DELHI 8 MARCH

WINDS OF change are blowin;

bags to go to Washington. The
returning ambassador from the
US, Naresh Chandra, was also

through the corridors of the min- * part of the brainstorming, along

istry of external affairs (MEA),
with a novel brainstorming ses-
sion on India-US engagement
coming up with refreshing ideas
about how to reach out to the new
boys in Washington. Thursday’s
meeting, where the MEA sought
rather than dispensed wisdom
also comes weeks before foreign
minister Jaswant Singh wings his
way to the US in his first visit
after the new Bush administra-
tion has taken office.

The strategy session was a
first of sorts. Hosted by outgoing
foreign secretary Lalit Mansingh,
it included the new incumbent,
Ms Chokila Iyer, who takes up
her responsibilities next Monday,
while Mr Mansingh packs his

“with a phalanx of former foreign
secretaries, ambassadors, strate-
gists and defence representatives.

But most importantly, for the
first time, the MEA displayed a
clear willingness to take a proac-
tive role in engaging the US,
based on the belief that in some
fundamental way, India will need
to be reintroduced to the US in

language and images that speak to
Bush rather than to Clinton.
One of the results of

Thursday’s meeting is the possi-
bility of the MEA setting up a
multi-disciplinary task force to
monitor the US — and implica-
tions for India.

While strategic issues like
China, national missile defence

(NMD), non-proliferation, terror-
ism and Asian stability obviously
took centrestage, a clearer look at
the personalities that shape the
Bush cabinet merits a magnifying
glass. The new US President is
known to be personality driven
unlike his predecessor who was
high on policy, besides having a
hang-over of his father’s admin-
istration.

The defence establishment
will probably be top on the policy
list in the early years of the new
Bush administration. The reason
for this is not only the predomi-
nance of defence hands and
strategists peppering the cabinet,
from General Powell to Donald
Rumsfeld, Dick Cheney to
Richard Haass, but also the over-
arching importance givén to
NMD and its attendsnt policy
implications.
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—Build up internationat”

pressure: Natwar Singh

By Our Special Correspondent }’\9 /T}\le Taliban Tulef had done

BANGALORE, MARCH 4. The former
Minister of State for External Af-
fairs and member of the Congress
Working Committee, Mr. K. Nat-
war Singh, has called for the boy-
cott of the Taliban regime in
Afghanistan for vandalising and
destroying the relics of Budd-
hism, including the famous Bami-
yvan  Buddhas. Speaking to
presspersons today, Mr. Natwar
Singh, who heads the External Af-
fairs Department of the AICC,
said that India should build up in-
ternational pressure against the
Taliban regime and ensure it was
boycotted in international fora.

Recalling that he had visited the
Bamiyan Buddhas in the compa-
ny of the then Prime Minister, In-
dira Gandhi, in 1969 (King Zaheer
Shah was the ruler of Afghanistan
at that time), Mr. Singh said that

obody had expected such de-
ruction in the 21st century.

what no other Myslim rulers of
Afghanistan and ‘neighbouring
countries had done in the last
1000 years. Some of them such as
Mohammed Ghazni, Babar, Nadir
Shah and Ahmed Shah Abdali had
invaded India.

Mr. Natwar Singh noted that Af-
ghanistan was part of the empire
of Ashoka and was famous for its
relics of the Gandhara school of
art. What was being destroyed by
the Taliban was the art and heri-
tage of Afghanistan.

The former Secretary for Exter-
nal Affairs attributed the rise of
fundamentalism in some of the
Islamic countries to the disinte-
gration of the erstwhile Soviet
Union. The Communist youth in
some of those countries had be-
come religious fundamentalists.

About the coming Assembly

-elections, Mr. Natwar Singh said

the Congress had good chances in

two out of the five States. /



PM asks world to
condemn Talib an

f LM Ly

HT Correspon ent
New Delhi, Marth 2

THE PRIME INISTER has
written to the heads of several
countries, urging them to con-
demn the Taliban’s destruction
of the 2,000-year-old Bamiyan
Buddha statues.

“The collective voice of
humanity should be raised
against this outrage,” Vajpayee’s
letter tells the heads of state of
the US, Russia, the UK, China,
South Korea, Sri Lanka, Bhutan,
Thailand, Laos and Myanmar,
and Umted Nations Secretary-
General Kofi Annan.

Pakistan has been left out of
the list. Islamabad is one of the
Taliban’s bgpilrs and its reac-
tion to the destruction of the stat-
ues, though negative, stops short
of condemnmg the act.

“The Taliban... he made to see
reason. We should also take up

that have influence: wﬁh the Tal-
iban so that-they wb d inter-
vene to seek the withiffawal of
the decree.”

Vajpayee goli on: tbasay that
the Taliban decreee “represents
a further obscurantist regres-
sion—an assault on centuries of
Afghan tradition and upen an
irreplaceable . civilisational
inheritance of ail mankind. We
are disturbed to see that this

demohtlon is already in
progress.””

Meanwhile, External Affairs
Minister Jaswant Singh told Par-
liament that the Government has
offered to ship the remaining
Buddhist statues and artefacts
from Afghanistan to India at its
own cost for safe-keeping.

“India would be happy to
arrange for the transfer of all
these artefacts te India where
they would be kept safely and
preserved for all mankind, in the
full knowledge and clear under-
standing that they are, in the
first place and above all, treas-
ures of the Afghan people them-
selves,” he said.

* Earlier, Singh’s announce-
ment that the Taliban had
already destroyed Buddhist stat-
ues and artefacts preserved in
Afghanistan’s museums was
greeted with cries of “shame”.

Both Houses of Parliament
adopted a unanimous resolution
condemning the Taliban's
“anti-civilisational” stand and
sought UN intervention to stop
the “senseless and destructive
act”.

The Taliban’s announcements
of intended acts of religious fun-
damentalism and terrorism
against human culture and civil-
isation were shocking, the reso-
lution said.

Strongly condemning Taliban,

THE HINBUST AN

Parhament hoped that the world
community and the UN in partic-
ular would take note of this and
prevail upon the Taliban regime
to desist from destroying the stat-
ues.

The largest of their kind in the
world, the two Buddha statues
date back to between the 2nd and
5th century BC when Buddhism
flourished in the country. The
statues were a synthesis of
Greek, Persian, Central and
South Asian arts adorned with
rich frescoes. There are images
of Buddhas in maroon robes
strolling in fields of flowers and
milk-white horses drawing the
sun-god’s golden chariot through
a dark blue sky.

While Singh called the Tal-
iban’s act “cultural vandalism,”
Deputy Chairperson Najma
Heptulla said this was the
blackest day in the history of
civilisation. Pointing out that
Islam did not preach destruction,
she recalied her visit to Bamiyan
and wondered about the fate of
other historic statues in
Afghanistan.

Pranab Mukherjee (Congress)
said words were not enough to
condemn this act of wanton
destruction. Ram. Jethmalani
said the matter was of interna-
tional concern as “the Talibban
are destroying .-signposts.- of
history”.

TR
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Aleft trade unions slam ‘anti-people’ Budget

HT Correspondent
Kolkata, February 28

N

W
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LEFT TRADE unions tod
s‘iammed Finance Minister Yash
want Sinha for curbing the
rights and interests of the work-
ihg people. Sinha, they argued,
ought to make up for the fiscal
eficit by massive disinvest-
ments, downsizing the Govern-
ment and slashing interest rates

for the Public Provident Fund

and small savings. They also
pointed to the Finance Minister’s
bid to seize the protection that
workers used to enjoy under the
Industrial Disputes Act.

Trade unions are also annoyed
with his proposals to hike diesel
and fertilizer prices. The Nation-
al Platform of Mass Organisa-
tions will launch a nationwide
protest on Friday.

“The Budget is loaded heavily
against the ordinary man. The
Finance Minister has virtually
given a free hand to employers
over lock out and lay-off. From
now on, most industrialists won’t
have to consult the Government
before announcing a lock out.
Sinha has also encouraged con-
tract labour in jobs of perennial
nature even in the core sector.
The minister also proposes to
repeal the Sick Industries Com-
panies Act (SICA) to expedite dis-
investments. The slashing of
interests in small savings would
also tell upon the development
initiative in the States,” CITU
general secretary Chittabrata
Majumdar said.

AITUC state general secretary
and former MP Gurudas Dasgup-
ta maintained that the Budget
would have a telling impact on
the middle and lower income
groups. “Although the tax slab
has been kept intact, the Finance
Minister seeks to take away the

ASHOK NATH DEY

Brokers at the Calcutta Stock exchange glued to their computer screens as Finance Minister presents his Budget proposals.

Provident Fund benefits. PF ben-
eficiaries would lose a total of Rs
1,050 crore a year under the pre-
sent proposals. There are many
more schemes involving lakhs of
employees both in the public and
private sector. The total loss
would be around Rs 4,000 crore.
The ordinary and the poor, who
deposit in post offices, would lose
another Rs 540 crore after the

interest rates for small savings
are slashed.”

Dasgupta won’t buy the argu-
ment that Sinha’s prescriptions
would generate employment. “It
can’t be. Sinha has announced a
moratorium on fresh recruit-
ments in banks by disbanding
the recruitment board. He has
plans to downsize the govern-
ment by 10 per cent. In a desper-

hx WUSTAN Tiimd
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ate bid to make for the fiscal
deficit, he has decided to sell out
27 profit making companies.”
The suspension of LTC would
also lead to loss of revenue for
the Railways, Dasgupta argued.
Pointing to the “disinvest-
ments spree”, the CITU general
secretary felt that the govern-
ment was keen to invest on the
secondary sector at the cost of

infrastructure and human
resource that the country has. “I
can cite instances where the Vol-
untary Separation Package costs
more than the cost to revive the
unit. Sinha has always harped on
productivity but has hardly done
anything for the sector. Seven
CPSUs in West Bengal and many
more in other states have been
denied allocations in ‘he plan.
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HE FOREIGN policy part of the

President, Mr. K. R. Narayanan{s

address to Parliament has not a

tracted attention in initial com
ments, perhaps because it was the least
controversial and the scope for differences
over various formulations limited. The ref-
erences had to be brief and some annota-
tion is called for to bring out the
significance of recent developments, for
instance in the context of India’s relation-
ship with big powers — the U.S., Germany
from among European Union members
and China. In particular, the mixed signals
from Washington in the midst of the tran-
sition from one administration to another,
the new dimension to the ties with Germa-
ny as represented by the current visit of its
Defence Minister, Mr. Rudolf Scharfing,
and the on-going contacts with Beijing, cli-
maxed by the recent trip to India of Mr. Li
Peng, number two in the Chinese hierar-
chy. China, according to persistent reports
from Beijing, keeps a close watch on the
evolution of India’s ties with the U.S. even
as it mulls over its equation with the Bush
administration.

New Delhi has played it cool to the stray,
discomforting pointers of the Bush admin-
istration’s India policy. The President’s ad-
dress referred to the U.S. in highly positive
terms. The draft was finalised by the Cabi-
net well before the unsavoury signals came
from Washington but, even then, the sig-
nificance of the presidential words could
not be minimised.

The address noted the “steadily growing
strength of India’s interaction with the
U.S.”, in particular the “firm foundation
for the new phase in our relationship” laid
by the exchange of top-level visits, and the
role of the Indian-American community in
changing the American perception of In-
dia. “We continue to engage,” it said,
“with the Administration of President Ge-
orge W, Bush to foster a stronger and mu-
tually beneficial bilateral relationship.”

New Delhi prefers to go by the observa-
tions of the U.S. functionary concerned
with the conduct of foreign relations, the
new Secretary of State, Mr. Colin Powell,
during his confirmation hearing by the
Senate rather than by the remarks of the
Defence Secretary, Mr. Donald Rumsfeld,

. Ties wit
s

h big powers

By K. K. Katyal

The dealings with big powers have been a fascinating
and rewarding experience — an apt subject for informed
discussion by our parliamentarians.

or the Director, Central Intelligence Agen-
cy, Mr. George Tenet. According to Mr. Po-
well, “India has to be a high priority for
foreign policy activities of the U.S.” be-
cause, as against its role in the past when
“they were trapped in another kind of
world”, it “is all opened up and it is the
soon-to-be-largest country by population,
it is a powerful country and it is a nuclear-
armed country. We have to engage more
broadly with India”. He then spoke, on the
one hand, of doing ‘'what we can to con-
strain their nuclear programme at this
time” and, on the other, of helping them
with economic development. And, in reply
to questions, he promised to review sanc-
tions and “‘to see whether this is the time
to move forward and remove the remain-
ing sanctions that are in place”.

Mr. Rumsfeld, however, threw a pebble,
so to say, in the still waters of bilateral
relations, bracketing India with North Ko-
rea and Iran, while mentioning the coun-
tries posing a threat to the security of the
U.S. and its allies. On his part, Mr. Tenet
seemed to take exception to Indo-Russian
cooperation in peaceful uses of nuclear
energy, saying Moscow sought to use trade
in sensitive technologies to promote its
ties with China, India and Iran. Somewhat
inexplicably, the question of Russian
cooperation with India in establishing nu-
clear power plants has been raked up now.
The agreement on two plants pre-dated
the prohibitory regime, put together by
nuclear powers. As for the rest, Moscow
stated categorically that it would not coun-
tenance any pressure because the pro-
posed facilities were to be covered by
safeguards.

New Delhi may tend to take a charitable
view of the dissonance in Washington —
as an unavoidable case of confusion in an

-administration which is yet to settle down,

as a situation wherein there is no check on
thoughtless utterances and coherence is
an easy casualty. However, India cannot

take for granted the continued under-
standing of its concerns that was seen to-

.wards the end of the Clinton era. A

sustained effort will be necessary to pre-
serve and build on the gains of the recent
past, while recognising that bipartisan
support, in the U.S,, to foreign policy is-
sues could not exclude variations in style,
leading to material shifts in policy.

In particuilar, New Delhi would need to
keep a close watch on the Bush adminis-
tration’s line on the nuclear issue. Those
who derived comfort from the Republican
Party’s dislike of the Comprehensive Test
Ban Treaty and envisaged an easing of
pressure on India have to revise their opin-
ion. The new administration may push its
non-proliferation agenda in other forms.

[t was, therefore, just as well that the
very presidential address, which spoke of
an improvement in Indo-U.S. relations, al-
so reiterated New Delhi’s resolve to main-
tain a credible minimum nuclear
deterrent. “Our security imperatives com-
pel us” to do so until the objective of glob-
al, comprehensive and
non-discriminatory  disarmament was
achieved, it said. That was precisely the
stand the External Affairs Minister, Mr. Jas-
want Singh, took in his protracted dialogue
with the U.S. State Department represen-
tative, Mr. Strobe Talbott, in the past. Any
fresh engagement, Washington needs to
be reminded, would have to start from that
position.

As regards Germany, the chill that set in
after Pokhran-II is a thing of the past,
thanks to the pragmatism shown by Berlin
and the painstaking efforts by diplomats
from the two sides. Germany reacted
sharply to the May 1998 nuclear tests,
making its chagrin known through various
demonstrative actions — abrupt cancella-
tion of talks with an Indian delegation after
its arrival in the country, suspension of the
development assistance and the hard line
on multilateral fora such as G-8 meetings.

QE HINDU
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That phase ended — decisively — with the
India visit of the Foreign Minister, Mr.
Joschka Fischer, last year. The normality
and the warmth of the past have been re-
stored. Development aid has been re-
sumed and entry norms kave been relaxed
for experts in information technology. The
new cordiality is reflected in the visiting
Defence Minister’s discussions on steps to
strengthen contacts between the two de-
fence establishments and to promote con-
ceptual like-mindedness.

The President’s address dwelt on the
“qualitatively higher level of India’s strate-
gic partnership with the European Union”
which, according to it, was evident from
the first-ever India-E.U. summit in Lisbon.
That may be too tall a claim, but the confi-
dence that “our warm relations with the
UK., France, Germany, Italy and other Eu-
ropean countries will continue to acquire
new dimensions’ was justified.

As regards the U.K., the steps contem-
plated by it to bar the use of British soil for
terrorist activities in India and the finality
about a major deal — India’s order for ad-
vanced jet trainers — represented a high
degree of positivism.

The address reiterated India’s commit-
ment to “friendly and good-neighbourly
ties with China, based on Panchsheel and
mutual sensitivity to each other’s con-
cerns”, with a warm reference to Mr. Li
Peng's visit. This note of satisfaction was
justified, considering that the two sides
had undone the damage caused to the bi-
lateral relations by mutual suspicions and
distrust, in the post-test phase, and were
poised to take new initiatives to strengthen
their ties and to deal with unresolved key
issues,

While the magnitude of the challenges
on subjects such as “description” of the
Line of Actual Control in the border areas
and reconciling the security concerns is
not to be under-estimated, the political
will and maturity mustered by them are a
good augury.

The dealings with big powers, as a
whole, have been a fascinating and re-
warding experience n apt subject for
informed discussiofi by our parliamentar-
ians.
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STATESMAN NEWS SERVICE

NEW DELHI, Feb. 24. —
South Block is geared up for a
new look. Besides the routine
inevitable changes, the first
ever woman foreign secretary
will take charge in mid-
March.

With Mrs Chokila lyer as-
suming office next month,
many heads are expected to
roll at the joint secretary lev-
el in important desks.

Some posts will fall vacant
automatically with a couple of
secretary level officials retir-
ing soon. A few crucial post-

outh Block sef

ings have already
ing place.

Posts about to fall vacant
include secretary l{east) Mr
KV Rajan who is dug to retire
next month. The secretary
(economic relations) Mr ST
Devere is also due for retire-
ment in June.

There will be some changes
in important desks. Joint sec-
retary Mr Vivek Katju pres-
ently looking after Iran, Paki-
stan and Afghanistan is re-
portedly set for a posting in
Myanmar. Mr Katju is sched-
uled to leave in June. A hunt
is on for his replacement. He
won’t be able to leave the cru-

try finds a suitable officer to
replace him.

Another important desk,
the America division, has al-
ready witnessed a replace-
ment.

Mr Alok Prasad who was
earlier heading the division,
took over as deputy chief of
mission in Washington last
month. He has been replaced
by Mr Jayant Prasad.

Mr Nalin Surie, India’s Am-
bassador to Poland, has now
taken charge of the the East
Asia division. He replaced Mr
TCA Rangachari.

Changes will also take place

25FE8 20y

elcome new faces

tatted tak- cial position until the minis-

in the East Europe division.
With Mr M Ganapathi, the in-
cumbent, posted in Australia,
this division is set to welcome
a new face. i

The post of joint secretavy,
external publicity, will also
fall vacant shortly. Incuin-
bent Mr Raminder Singh Jas-
sal is going to Israel. A hunt
is on for this post, considered
an important post in the min-
istry.

With joint secretary Mr Pa-
van Verma posted as India’s
Ambassador to Cyprus, the

post for joipt secretary
(Africa) willdlso fall vacant
soon.
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FROM RADHIKA
RAMASESHAN

New Delhi, Feb. 20: In an at-
tempt to make both friends
and foes part of a decision on
the Kashmir ceasefire, Prime
Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee
has called an all-party meet-
ing at noon tomorrow for a
discussion on the situation in
the state.

The meeting, scheduled to be
held at the Prime Minister’s resi-
dence, is aimed at staving off
criticism on whatever decision
the Centre takes. The Cabinet
Committee on Security is set to
meet tomorrow evening to dis-
cuss whether the ceasefire,
which ends next Monday, should
be extended a third time.

After a five-day flare-up, the
tension in the Valley eased today.
Five top Hurriyat Conference
leaders, including Yasin Malik
and Democratic Freedom Party
chief Shabir Ahmad Shah, were
released, Mirwaiz @mar Farooq,
Abdul Gani Lone and Sheikh Aziz

met visiting US Congressman

Joseph R. Pittslater in the day and
discussed the truce.
At the all- -party meet, Vajpayee

0

court

b~
R G M
the truce was enforced 4nd what Within the NDA, farties like

its gains and losses have been.

The decision to call the meet-
ing was taken this afternoon fol-
lowing persistent demands from
the BJP’s allies — primarily the
Telugu Desam and ' Trinamul
Congress - that the Centre must
“enlighten” them on the ground
realities in Jammu and Kashmir.

The government had initially
planned to invite just the NDA
constituents who reportedly felt
“slighted” because the Prime Mi-
nister, while briefing a Congress
delegation in detail around 10
days ago, had “ignored” his allies.

But the Centre decided to in-
volve the Opposition as well,
given that Parliament is in ses-
sion and a decision, either way, on
the ceasefire could spark criti-
cism in the House.

In her address to the Congress
Parliamentary Party today, Sonia
Gandhi went hammer and tongs
at the government and spoke
about the “utter confusion” and
“lack of clarity” on Kashmir.

“The ministries are workingat

cross-purposes, interested more

in scoring debating points than
combating cross-border terror-
ism. The ceasefire has remained a
military tactie, not a pohtlcal ora
diplomatic strateg " a Colgress
release duoted Sonia as sfaying

the Desam have privately express-
ed reservations about-the truce.
“We are genuinely confused. We
have no intentidn of embarrass-
ing the government, but we feel we
have a right to know what prom-
pted the government to declare the
ceasefire,” Desam sources said.

BJP sources said the decision
to convene the all-party meeting
was not entirely supported by the
Cabinet Committee on Security.
Till late evening, L.K. Advani’s
and George Fernandes’ staff de-
nied that a such a meeting was on,
while sources in the Prime Minis-
ter’s Office confirmed it.

The BJP is divided on the
truce. While one section feels the
move had “enhanced Vajpayee’s
image as a statesman”, others in-
sist that ground realities ought to
be kept in mind before any deci-
sion is taken.

“The communal killings and
the repeated attacks on our secu-
rity forces are ominous portends.
They show that militants support-
ed by Pakistan continue to have
the upper hand because both per-
ceive India as a soft state,” BJP
sources said.

The “hardline” section is wor-
ried about the fallout of the peace

“moves on voters in states like
Uttar Pradesh and Gujarat.
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‘Congress criticises Vajpayee

on Kashmirxgase

I~
By Seamm Farmy

New Delhi. Feb. 6: The Congress on Tucwday crit-
cised the Union covernment for “frittering nway” the
precrous period of the ceasefire by faihng 1o initiate o
politicai action during this period to hring lacting
peace 1o the trouble-torn Jammu and Kashmar.

“The duration of ceasefire could have been used by
the government 1o bring peace in the vtate. But the
government is gojng very slow, I it had acted fast,
ceasefire could have vielded hetter resutts.” Congress
aeneral secretary Ghulam Nabi Azad teld reporters
here atter meeting the Prime Minister as part of g
high-level delegation of his party which micluded
Manmohan Singh. Ariun Singh and Notvor Singh as
other members,

After a two-hour lone meeting with the Prime Min-
ister. who was accomnanied by home mintcer 1K,
Advani. foreign minister Jaswant Singh, defence min.
ister George Fernande«. besides a number of officials,
the Congress leaders said that Centre and the <tate
governments should-be more effective and forthcom-
ng.

“There appears 1o he no coordimation hetween the

\ W
\ ‘\/ Q}( ?& _

Ancluding the relevance of ceasciire in the

pollcy

amimn and Kash-
mir. There h srdinntion
between the contrad oy crpment g e Opposition
pnhm it parties i the \« untry The ooy eranment stead-

fasty reiused 1o take o (\pp aHen Darties inte con-
fidence on the K,lthn issue. Thivawas slse ane of the
reasons for the farture of the sovermment o capitalise
on the ceasebire . M Asad <aid

He said “Congrecs prosddon: Sonia Conedly had met
the Prime Miicrer immoedioted massucre of
Sikhs at Chriteanghpora i Jampse and Kashimr god
had asked b to provide scenritn 19 the members of
the Singh commmunite, B oshe cosconment had heeded
the Congress president’s advice b o Sikhe kitled
on Sunday could have been wied

“Government bas been acking e grick actions.” Mr
A zad claimed. He sand the government feels that there
has been i zoad impact of the ceaselive i Jammu and
kashmir. The € ongressYeader said that the party del
egatinn colled on the Primse Minister 0 ~ocb an expie-
naten on hisovovernment s péhiey on Koshimis,
hi ot

continuing ktlhnge - by militangerzonisatons that have
oppoesed the ceasefire, /

Sorermmnicents At apdon
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" PM visit to Malaysia, Japan put off

)(Q 0 \ By Our Special Correspondent ‘;

NEW DELHI, FEB. 3. Bowing to domestic political
pressure, the Prime Minister, Mr. Atal Behari Vaj-
payee, today decided to postpone, for now, his
. official visit to Malaysia and Japan to remain in
the country and oversee the relief efforts in the
- wake of the devastating earthquake in Gujarat.
Mr. Vajpayee’s journey was to begin on February

7 and was to last till February 14. 4 V
e Prime

There were murmurs of protest that
Minister was himself planning to be away on a
foreign trip while asking the entire cquntry to
pitch in with relief and rehabilitation i Gujarat.
The trip, it was felt, would have been seen as an
expression of insensitivity, given the enormity of
the devastation caused by the quake.

Earlier, the Union Home Minister, Mr. L. K.
Advani, postponed his proposed trip to Turkey,
which was to have begun on January 30 last. Mr.
Advani has been camping in Gujarat. The Prime
Minister did visit the State for a day on January
29. The next day, however, he was in Lucknow,
where it was reported that the State Government

o
Q(/V‘ had spent a staggering Rs. 2 crores on advertising

the prime ministerial visit. It was obvious that
whatever the possible foreign policy gains, the
Malaysia/Japan trip would have resulted in do-
mestic political losses to Mr. Vajpayee.
The decision to postpone the trip had been tak-
en by the time the Prime Minister met the leaders
of the political parties this morning. Obviously,
" Mr. Vajpayee felt compelled not to let other polit-
ical parties make the suggestion and then be seen
as giving in to the Opposition’s demand. A quick
consultation with the External Affairs Minister, :
Mr. Jaswant Singh, away in Cairo, firmed up the :
decision to put off the trip. ‘
The Foreign Secretary, Mr. Lalit Mansingh, in-
timated the envoys of the two countries the Prime
Minister’s decision to reschedule the trip. Ac-
cording to a statement of the Ministry of External
Affairs, “the Governments of Malaysia and Japan
have been informed and they have expressed full
understanding of this decision. We will work with
the Governments of these two countries to identi-
fy mutually convenient dates

for the Prime M
ister’s visit as early as possible.”
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Vajpayee, Musharraf

z,-

Wy

| ISLANIABAD, FEB. 2 The telephoné

call by the Pakistan Chief Exec-
utive) Gen. Pervez Musharraf, to
the Indian Prime Minister, Mr.
A.B. Vajpayee, is of enormous
symbolic value in the context of
the recent initiatives by both the
countries to “forget the past” and

- move forward into the future.

The most significant aspect of

. the brief conversation between
. the two leaders is their resolve to

“keep in touch’.

A senior official in the Pakistan
Foreign office told The Hindu that
in the course of the conversation,
Gen. Musharraf not only ex-

. pressed his condolences for the
- devastating quake in Gujarat but

also told Mr. Vajpayee not to hes-
itate in asking for any sort of help.

Only a few know that the Pakis-
tan military leader was among the
first international leaders to offer
sympathies after the killer quake.
A special courier delivered the
condolence message of Gen.
Musharraf to the Indian High
Commissioner, Mr. Vijay K. Nam-
biar, who was in the midst of a
reception to mark the Republic
Day function. The very next day
Pakistan offered to provide relief
material. The press here in the
last few days has commented ex-

‘keep in tmfch’

By B. Muralidhar Reddyg' LQ c"/thenbwely on the gesture made by

the military leadership and said
that such gestures could go a long
way Iin easing tension between
the two countries.

The telephone call is a follow
up to the offer made by Pakistan
to extend relief to the quake vic-
tims. By its prompt response, the
military leadership has sought to
demonstrate its ' keenness on a
resumption of dialogue with India
for resolution of all dj i

Pope’s emissaries
in Bhuj

NEW DELHI, FEB. 2. Pope John Paul
Il has rushed two emissaries to
coordinate relief and rehabilita-
tion work in the Gujarat.

Archbishop Lorenzo Baldisseri
and Cardinal Tvan Dias of Mum-
bai have reached Bhuj even as fi-
nancial assistance from church
organisation continued to pour in
from all over the world, the
church spokesman, Dominic Em-
manuel, said.

Besides Rs. 30 crores in cash,
food, medicines, tents, blankets
and clothes sanctioned through
various offices of the church orga-
nisation Caritas. — PTI

THE HINDU
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Cong asks Centre
to justify ceasefire

HT Correspondent
New Dethi, January 24

THE CONGRESS today asked
the Goverament to cxplain its
objective in extending the rruce in
the wake of resurgence of militan-
cy in the valley. It said it would not
allow security forees to be treated
like lame-duck targets' when mili-
tant activitics were on the rise.

Though the party had supported
the ceasetfire extension on previous
two occasions, it now feels that the
government s carrying it too far. A
Congress delegation headed by Dr
Manmoban Singh will call on
Prime  Munister  Atal  Bihari
Vajpayee to find out what the
Government achieved by the truce
and what it hoped to gain by its
cxfenston.

Senior leader Pranab Mukherjee
said that the Congress would sup-
port any move Lo restore peace in
the. valley. HE accused the
Government of being ‘confused
about the issue and hence sending
wrong signals to the people and
even the NDA allies.

H(‘/ \(,5 He said the Clovcrnment owed
1

them a convirrcing explanation on
"what it has achieved and what it
would like to achieve through vari-
nus stages of ceasetire”. '

The Congress reaction comes a
day after party president Sofiia
Gandhi warned the Government
to act with caution in Kashmir in
view of the "scrious negative expe-
rienees in the past”.

Mukherjee lamented that the
Congress was never consulted
the ceascfire question contrary
Forcign Minister Jaswant Singlf's
claims that all partics “had been
taken into confidence before. a
decision was taken. K

"We supported the ceasefire
extension on the previous two
occasions.  Now  that  the
Government has extended it for
the third time it should take the
people and other parties into con-
fidence on what its objectives are,"
he said. ‘

Soon after the announcement of
the ceasefire extension, the party's
Kashmir group met here yesterday
to take stock of the situation. /

{HE HINDUSTAN TIMEL



i Hitting an a

he Indian foreign service has

become the envy of the world:

for the wrong reason. From

Australia to' Argentina, from

Moscow to the backyard is-
land capital of Male, diplomats are be-
ginning to harbour a secret wish to be in
the IFS. The reason: you can get away
with anything in this elite service pro-
vided you know what you want and have
the right strings to pull in New Delhi.
Not since Rajiv Gandhi arrogated to
himself the effrontery to dismiss the for-
eign secretary, A.P. Venkateswaran, at a
nationally televiged press conference,
has the IFS faced acrisis of confidence
of the kind that it is facing now.

Because a few members of the IFS
are getting away with anything, in viola-
tion of both rules and standards of de-
cency, morale among Indian diplomats is
at an all-time low. To say that morale is
non-existent in Indian chanceries across
the world — not to speak of South Block
— would be a more accurate description
of Indian diplomacy today. The irony is
that such a sorry state of affairs has
come about at a time when India, under
the Bharatiya Janata Party-led govern-
ment, has notched up the most impres-
sive foreign policy gains in the country’s
half-century-plus of independence.

Worse, it has come under a dispensa-
tion in which the prime minister, Atal
Bihari Vajpayee, has a long and distin-
guished record in handling external af-
fairs. What is more, in Jaswant Singh,
India has a foreign minister with whom
his counterparts from Tokyo to Wash-
ington feel comfortable. Foreign leaders
do not hesitate to admit that Singh is the
first Indian foreign minister in a long,
long time who can grasp or go beyond
the brief prepared by his South Block
aides and tell these leaders something
that they would want to remember or act
upon after a meeting.

It would be logical to ask why anyone
should, therefore, complain about
morale in the IFS. The work that the
diplomats are supposed to do is, after all,
being done the way it should be done, the
objectives of Indian diplomacy are being
achieved: so nothing else should matter.
Such an argument is fallacious if the sit-
uation in South Block is put in context.
The BJP-led government assumed office
with unprecedented goodwill among
India’s diplomatic personnel.

ing scenes in South Block in the
days immediately after December
6, 1992. The P.V. Narasimha Rao govern-
ment had summoned to New Delhi most
of its key ambassadors frow) their sta-
tions, to be briefed on the Ayodhya demo-
lition. A.N. Verma, then principal secre-
tary to the prime minister, was tolend an
ear to these ambassadors and brief them
on what they should do in the capitals
where they were stationed. But days
passed, and aptly reflecting the confu-
sion in the Rao government at that time,
Verma had no idea of what to tell them.
In the absence of any briefing, the en-
voys huddled in South Block in the
rooms of their respective joint secre-
taries. Naturally, all the talk was about
Ayodhya.
Not many of them viewed the events

This columnist cannot help recall-

g ¢.toiy DIPLOMACY
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of December 6 through the same prism
as their former colleague, Mani Shankar
Aiyar, notwithstanding the Congress
culture which had been carefully nur-
tured in the IFS over four decades. Few
of them thought India had crossed the
Rubicon when the disputed structure at
Ayodhya was demolished. Indeed, in dis-
cussions off the record, the opinion of
the majority of Indian envoys present in
South Block in those momentous days
converged with those expressed by L.K.
Advani. This is not to say that these civil

servants were closet BJP men: it is
doubtful if many of them would have
voted for the BJP had not Vajpayee been
the party’s prime ministerial candidate.

But they were pragmatists who want-
ed to put their best foot forward for
India. When the BJP came to power in
1998 and exploded the nuclear bomb, the
goodwill in the IFS for the new govern-
ment turned into pride, in spite of the
hostile challenge that Indian envoys
faced abroad as a result of Pokhran II.

Then came Kargil and Indian diplo-
mats did a commendable job of not only
making India’s version of events heard,
but also accepted in the most unlikely
capitals of the world. If the line of con-
trol in Kashmir — which is merely a eu-
phemism for the ceasefire line — is
today accepted by all the leading mem-
bers of the international community as
sacrosanct, much of the credit for this
goes to the IFS. What is it, then, that
turned a situation tailor-made for suc-
cess so sour and so suddenly? Why is it
that rules in South Block are being flout-
ed as never before, rendering adminis-
tration virtually redundant?

To start with, the government got
carried away by the successes it has had
with the Clinton administration in
Washington and at the United Nations in
New York. No doubt, the way the Vajpay-

ee government turned around its nu-
clear policy both in Washington and in
New York should go down in the history
of diplomacy as a lesson for future gen-
erations of mandarins. And these twin-
successes had a chain reaction in other
capitals as far as the nuclear issue was
concerned.

But this success, it turns out, has
been achieved at a great cost and South
Block is now paying for it. The Vajpayee
government paid so much attention to
New York and Washington that it com-

£ south Block’s
dealings with the world
outside White House and
the UN, post Pokhran i,
has been sorely
devoid of vision ,

pletely neglected the rest of the world.
Notwithstanding the successful spin
that the ministry of external affairs has
given to its various foreign policy initia-
tives in the media, South Block’s deal-
ings with the world outside White House
and the UN headquarters in the post
Pokhran I phase has been sorely devoid
of vision.

A former prime minister, whose
record in foreign policy is outstanding,
recently compared his achievements to
those of the BJP-led government in a
conversation with this columnist.
“When I achieved something in external
affairs”, he said, “I aiways underplayed
that success. But this government, even
when it has nothing to show, tom-toms
everything as an unprecedented
achievement”. This ex-prime minister

1 time low

that perhaps his policy was politically
unwise, but he had no doubt at all that he
was morally right and was acting in the
best interests of the country.

he gradual erosion of its vision

I after overcoming the Pokhran II
challenge, indeed, the complete
absence of policy deprived the IFS of the
motivation and zeal with which India’s
diplomatic personnel had begun its en-

gagement of the BJP’s South Block. The

turning point came when the Vajpayee
government surrendered to terrorists in
Kandahar: This surrender shattered the

“illusion in Indian chanceries across the
~world that the government led by the
BJP was any different from its predeces-
sors. The next and more recent turning
point was the choice of the new foreign
secretary. The political leadership had
the opportunity to stem the rot and ar-
rest the slide by bringing in as the head
of the IFS someone who had the vision
and the experience to-restore morale
among its diplomats and impart a sense
of purpose to the functioning of South
Block. :

Moreover, with a large number of re-
tirements, the government had a rare
chance to refashion the MEA in a new
image. The opportunity to do the former
was lost when Vajpayee and Singh gave
in to political correctness and decided
that discretion was the better part of val-
our in taking on a discontented section
of the IFS. The latfer effort became a
non-starter when senior diplomats,
reading the writing on the wall, resolved

' that they would not move to Delhi and be
tainted by working undgr a foreign sec-
retary, who is easily the most ill-
equipped in the entire history of the IFS
for the job. Even a cursory look at her
curriculum vitae will show that there are

joint secretary level officers in the MEA .

who have done more substantive work
than the incoming foreign secretary.

Who knows, now that the challenge of
nuclearization is behind it, the govern-
ment perhaps wants to reduce the MEA
to a mere passport-issuing post. After
all, the new foreign secretary’s expertise
has been in the passport office, the coor-
dination division and the Kuwait com-
pensation cell where she spent the bulk
of her time in Delhi,

If only the prime minister’s office
had taken the unconventional, but wise,
step of talking to the staff at the Indian
embassy in Dublin, where she is cur-
rently posted, it would not have suc-
cumbed to the temptation to be political-
ly correct in making Chokila Iyer the
head of IFS. Since her appointment was
out of the blue, virtually every Indian
mission has been tapping its counter-
part in Dublin in recent weeks to find
out what stuff the new foreign secretary
is made of.

he stories that have been told have
caused unease in the IFS. If some-
one who cannot manage a small
mission in Dublin can successfully run
South Block and its 120-plus missions
abroad for the hext 13 months — not to
mention the~challenge of interacting
with the rest of the Indian government
and key foreign countries — it willbe a

reflected, with the wisdom of hindsight, miracle that deserves unalloyed praise:./
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RIYADH, JAN. 21. India’s new engagement with
Saudi Arabia is aimed at expanding the bilat-
eral relationship and not directed at Pakistan,
the External Affairs Minister, Mr. Jaswant
Singh asserted today.

Responding to a question at a press confer-
ence here on Pakistan's reported concerns
about his visit here, Mr. Singh said any such
apprehensions ‘would be misreading India’s
intention and belittling the wisdom of the
Saudi leadership”. At the end of the first-ever
trip by an Indian Foreign Minister to the des-
ert Kingdom, Mr. Singh said, ‘'my visit to Sau-
di Arabia stands on its own, and is not directed
at any third country”.

Sounding upbeat after his two-days of talks
with the Saudi leadership, Mr. Singh said his
interaction was a “forerunner of a new era of
bilateral cooperation with Saudi Arabia”. In-
formed sources in the Indian delegation said
the much-delayed engagement with Saudi
leadership might have begun to generate a
better understanding here of India’s security

concerns. Mr. Singh was effusive about the
warm hospitality extended by the Saudi lead-
ership and said his visit had been “most pro-
ductive and rewarding”. A senior official said
“there was not single negative vibration” in
the talks between Mr. Singh and the Saudi
leaders. The official Indian assessment is that
“an important first step”” had been taken to-
wards “a sustained and long-term engage-
ment’”’ with Saudi Arabia.

Asked if he had urged the Saudi leadership
to exercise a moderating influence on Pakis-
tan, Mr. Singh said “it was not for me to sug-
gest which country plays what role”. The
Foreign Minister said he discussed cross-bor-
der terrorism and Afghanistan, but did not go
into the details of his “privileged communi-
cation”” with the Saudi leaders.

Mr. Singh said India’s ties with Israel figured
in his conversation and came up in the context
of New Delhi using its influence to promote a
peace process in the Middle East. He reaf-
firmed India’s commitment to the legitimate
rights of the Palestinians.

Both India and Saudi Arabia are convinced

n pie
11 I

. Engagement with Saudi Arabia s .
not aimed at Pak: Jaswant '’

wt
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that the secuirty of the sub-continent and the
Arabian peninsula is interlined and that ter-
rorism and violence are unacceptable. They
agreed that peaceful solutions should be
found for all outstanding conflicts in the re-
gion through dialogue.

In his address later to the local chambers of
commerce, Mr. Singh acknowledged "‘there is
considerable concern in Saudi Arabia about
the state of India-Pakistan relations".

Mr. Singh declared India’s readiness to re-
sume the dialogue with Pakistan. But for a
meaningful dialogue, he insisted, Pakistan
“must demonstrate its commitment’ to the
Shimla and Lahore agreements and "effective-
ly end its support for cross-border terrorism".

In his address to the Saudi businessmen,
Mr. Singh invited the kingdom “to join India
in a partnership that will take our ancient rela-
tionship to new heights where we jointly en-
deavour to combat extremism, strengthen the
regional security system, reconcile differences
through dialogue and engagement, and pro-
mote bilateral relations”.

. rem oy
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FROM PRANAY SHARMA

|
| New Dethi, Jan. 21: Chokila
! Iyer’s appointment as foreign sec-
retary was aimed at stemming
dissatisfaction in the ministry.
| Butitappears to have given rise to
! anew problem, choking the move-
ment of senior diplomats at the
top.

Iyer is India’s first woman
diplomat to get the top job in the
elite service. Having lost the race
for the chair as a result of the gov-
ernment’s politlca.lly correct
move, several senior diplomats
are reluctant to leave their pres-
ent posts and take up new assign-
ments.

Senior diplomats in several
key missions like France, London,

; Berlin and Geneva are averse
to moving out, creating a
| bottleneck in the ministry’s flow

“Foreign ser

of appointments.

One such diplomat is Kanwal
Sibal, ambassador to France.
Sibal was one of the hot favourites
to replace Lalit Mansingh as
foreign secretary. But after
Iyer’s appointment, Sibal has
shown little interest in returning
to Delhi.

The ambassador was to come
to South Block and take over from
secretary (east) K.V. Rajen on his
retirement in March and wait his
turn for the foreign secretary’s
chair. But Sibal has made it clear
that he was in no mood to return
and preferred to be in Paris where
his tenure is not yet over.

This has put paid to Savitri
Kunnadi’s relocation plans from
Geneva to Paris. Kunnadi, head-
ing the Indian Permanent Mis-

sion in Geneva, was slated to take’

over as ambassador in France. As

a sop, she was offered a postlng at
The Hague, which she promptly
turned down. Kunnadi has decid-
ed to bide her time in Geneva till
something more promising comes
her way.

Though Mansingh will be
going to Washington as India’s
ambassador soon after retire-
ment, another former foreign sec-
retary, K. Raghunath, has not
been so lucky.

Raghunath was Berlin-bound
to take over from Ronen Sen, who,
in turn, was to go to London as the
high commissioner. But the flow
has been broken as Nareshwar
Dayal, the incumbent in London,
has managed to get an extension
and will not vacate the post till the
end of the year.

The chain-reaction set off by
Iyer’s appointment has also made
R.S. Kalha, secretary (west),

R
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chokes on Choklla

i

change hlS Sﬂd about gou'Lt(

Canada as{India’s ambassador.
He has mofe than a year in the
service, but indications are that
he will continue in the headquar-
ters rather than take up his post in
Ottawa.

Satish Chandra, another sen-
ior diplomat who retires in the
middle of next year, has decided to
stay on as secretary in the Nation-
al Security Council.

But the decision to grant ex-
tensions to senior diplomats are
taken arbitrarily. While Dayal has
been given two extensions to stay
on in London till the end of the
year, other senior diplomats have
been turned down. .

Rajen and S.T. Deware,
secretary (economic relations),
will be retiring within a few
months and neither has been

given extensiony

NS



"Serles of posting flip-flops lands /

MEA In a mega mess

appointment as Foreign Secretary
found a mention in the file sent to
President K.R. Narayanan seeking
approval for Konadi’s transfer to
Paris. It was an unusual move
which led to an equally unusual
meeting between senior Foreign
Service officials and Prime Minis-
ter Atal Behari Vajpayee.

Sibal would have superceded
as many as 22 officers of both the
1964 and 1965 batches, four of
whom were posted right here in
Delhi. An IFS delegation of af-
fected officials, led by Secretary
(West) R.S. Kala, submitted a
memorandum of protest to Vaj-
payee. And Sibal lost out.

The confusion that seems to
have gripped the decision-makers
in the MEA has affected others as
well. Additional Secretary PL.
Goel was sounded out for Egypt.
Now 8.J. Singh is being sent there
instead. The High Commissioner
in Canada, Rajnikant Verma, was
tipped for Thailand. Now the Min-
istry has changed its mind and set-

. tledon Leela Ponappa.

Ponappa was herself a victim of
her bosses’ flips. She was done out
of a posting to Washington as
Deputy Chief of Mission although
her transfer orders were issued. In-
stead of her, the MEA packed off
Alok Prasad from the Americas
desk despite the fact that it had
sought and received the agree-
ment from the Mauritius Govern-
ment for Prasad.

Ronnen Sen is a fellew suf-
ferer. His agreement papers had
been prepared by the Ministry for

Q) r
) MR
his move to London. They ware

cancelled at the last minute on
grounds of “ill health”. Now he’s

been asked tostay onin Berlinfora -
year. Consequently, former For-

eign Secretary K. Raghunath, who
was sounded out for the posting in
Germany, isin limbo.

The High Commissioner in
London, Naresh Dayal, was to re-
tire on December 31, 2000. First,
he was given a four-month exten-
sion till Sen took over. Now that
Sen’s appointment stands can-
celled, Dayal hasbeen given an ad-
ditional extension of eight months
till the Ministry takes a decision on
the next High Commissioner to
the UK.

Senwas actually a victim of IFS
politics with an influential lobby
within the Service working over-
time through BJP connections to

kill his posting to London. The *

campaign against him got so dirty
that anonymous letters making un-
substantiated allegations were cir-
culated in the Ministry and the
PMO.

The confusion over postings
seems fo have outstripped the con-
fusion over policy that prevailed af-
ter the Pokharan tests. Insiders

blame much of the fiasco on the
move to make Sibal Foreign Secre-

tary. They feel the decision-makers
should have been told that it would
be unprecedented and inadvisable
to supercede so many officers.
Once the Sibal decision was over-

turned, a vital link in the fransfer
chain snapped and spmt phe whole
thing into a spin.
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/ Importance of Track 11 \

MONG the regular
winter migrants to
Delhi, fleeing from
older climes, are a
flock of eminent practitioners
of Track II diplomacy. This
season, as in so many past
seasons, these expected visit-
ors are thick on the ground,
easily spotted in the central
areas of the nation’s capital.
There they mix readily with
the numerous, and increas-
ing, local species who share
their tastes and interests,
and they engage in well
established processes of
debate and discussion with
their counterparts.
The subjects they cover
comprise a regular and
almost unvarying agenda,
with Indo-Pakistani, Indo-
US and Sino-Indian rela-
tions, nuclear matters, Kash-

mir and bilateral trade
yrominent among them.
such Track II activity

. ittracts considerable atten-

. ion and raises a number of
ssues of more than passing
nterest.

" Some observers are frankly
sceptical about the utility of
this exercise, and the many

" similar ones, maintaining
that they lead nowhere and
their chief use is no more
than to promote another
round of similar talks, in a
seasonally salubrious loca-
tion.

Nor do such observers fail to
note, apropos of the per-
sonnel involved, their readi-
ness to do a volte-face after
leaving office and become
critics of policies they have
spent a lifetime in pro-

Others criticise Track II as a
means of putting into circu-
lation extraneous ideas and
concepts, thus indirectly
deflecting public policy into
new channels.

Such views serve as a
reminder that meetings of
diplomats and ex-diplomats,
on whatever track they may
be journeying, can so easily
raise suspicion about the real
purpose of their getting
together.

In truth, Track II as we have
it is neither trivial nor
sinister. It has its own pro-
cesses which are far removed
from regular diplomacy and
serve a different purpose.
Neither side in such an
exercise has to bring any
formal position to the table:
there is nothing to negotiate,
no search for a solution, or
even a conclusion.

Experts and policy study

groups with different
national and professional
backgrounds are brought

together, and when well-
informed and experienced
individuals share their
thinking, they can provide a
useful supplement to the
official channel, which is the
Track I of this multi-track
activity.

The links between the two
tracks are indirect but phey
can have their own signi-
ficance.

Indo-US exchanges of this

JANUARY 21, 1901
Brahmo Samaj Anniversary

IN celebration of the seventy-first anniversary of the |
Brahmo Samaj a series of services, etc, will be held every |
day up to the end of the month. Tomorrow there will be '
addresses at the Albert Hall, and on Thursday, the 24th, the !
Ananda Bazaar Yor ladies will be held at Lily Cottage, and on
the following day for gentlemen. On the 26th instant a Nagar -
Sankirtan party will start from Colootola at 4 P.M.: the |
anniversary services and meetings closing on the last day of
the month with solitary communion and benediction at Lily

Cottage.

WIDE ANGLE
ALMAN HAIDAR

informal nature have been
regarded as especially pur-
posive, perhaps because the
participants come out of two
hyper-active capital cities
that are constantly in flux
and whose ways are not easy
for outsiders to follow.

Of  particular  current
interest are the preoccu-
pations attendant on the
changeover in the US admi-
nistration.

Track II discussions can on
occasion permit especially
knowledgeable individuals
and private groups to beat a
trail for reluctant govern-
ments to follow.

Something of this was seen
when for years the experts
from India’s Centre for Policy
Research joined Bangladeshi
counterparts in trying to
devise a solution for the
Farakka issue.

At a time when the two
governments were incapable
of moving beyond deadlock,
the scholars kept studying
and re-studying the issue,
seeking ways of solving it
once and for all.

Their precise formulations
may not have given the
ultimate solution, but their
untiring effort brought it
closer.

Our present lack of direct
communication with Paki-
stan has given a certain
cachet to the informal ex-
changes and conversations
between quasi-academic in-
stitutions in the two
countries.

Even at times when the
regular channels were not as
choked as they are today, the
Track II effort between these
two served to attract genuine
expectation.

The Neemrana Group of
Indian and Pakistani experts
is one of the first and possibly
the best known of such
groups, and it has laboured
for well over a decade on the
problems that continue to
bog us down. It has been a
brave effort that has
encouraged others.

In Indo-Pakistani affairs, it
seems that even if the
governments remain  aloof,

HE STATESHAR
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private groups have a great
incentive to seek each other
out, to share their expe-
riences and to try to define
the common ground between
them.

This is seen not only in
gatherings of mandarins, but
also in the growing people-to-
people effort under strongly
committed leadership that
brings together significant
sections of the two societies.
Track II is bound to attract

less notice as a quasi-
diplomatic activity when
there 1is frequent direct,
communication between
states.

But one should expect
contact  between  policy

groups to strengthen and be
regarded as a useful element .
in the formulation of foreign

policy.
The problems that foreign
offices have to cope with are

often too complex to be

handled by a group of
officials who are constantly
running to put out the latest
brushfire.

Some of the think tanks |

active in policy analysis and
on the second track are those

best able to provide policy |
makers with analyses and !

proposals that can
informed decision making.

Traditionally, India has not :
involving |

been fond of

aid *

outside agencies in such acti- :
vity but under the pressure

of events, a greater inter-
action between government

and policy institutes seems to “

be in the making.

The nuclear issue for one, !
with a vast literature and a
specialised demand on those .

in authority, can hardly be
addressed  without
detailed effort for which top
officials are too hard pressed
to find the requisite tirne.

Networking between exist-
ing Track II institutions will

the :

benefit all of them and |

provide a more soljd under- |
pinning to the policy ¢hoices |

before the authorities.

Thus, we should expect the
incentives for the annual
migration to Delhi to remain
strong, and with it a deeper
engagement between the
many specialists involved.

(The author is a former
Foreign Secretary, )
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Jaswant’s visit may boost ties
between India, Saudi Arabia '

By Seema Guha (\\\ \”

NEW DELHI: External affairs
7 minister Jaswant
Singh’s trip to
Saudi  Arabia
beginning  on
Friday is being
billed here as an
important politi-
cal visit, adding a
new dimension
. = to existing ties
aswantSingh  perpeen  India
and the most important kingdom
in the Guif region.

India-Saudi contacts have flour-
ished with minimal prodding by the
two governments. The relationship
has been mainly an economic give
and take. Saudi Arabia needs man-
power for much of its unskilled
jobs. It is a country with just around
21 million people. Over one million
Indians work in Saudi Arabia, the
majority from Kerala and other

. southern states. Indians form the
“ largest expatriate population in the
kingdom and send back nearly $4

billion home annually.

India buys over 25 per cent of its
petroleum requirement from Saudi
Arabia. “Commercial and econom-
ic ties as well as people to people
contacts have developed well over
the years, but political ties have not
grown at the same pace. The minis-
ter’s visit will hopefully fill this
gap,” an Indian official said.

Mr Jaswant Singh’s visit will be
the first high-level visit of a minis-
ter of the BJP-led NDA govern-
ment. He will have detailed discus-
sions with Saudi foreign minister
Prince Saud al-Faisal and call on
Crown Princg Abdullah. A meet-
ing with the King is also on the

cards, though it has not yet been
finalised.
India and Saudi Arabia r&

expected to sign two agreemehts
during the visit. One will be on cotp-
bating drug-trafficking, the other dn
foreign office consultations.
Regular foreign office consulta-
tions between New Delhi and
Riyadh could help clear doubts
and suspicions about each other. A

major concern for Saudi Arabia
and other Arab states in the region
has been the NDA-government’s
ties with Israel. Despite India’s
reassurances that there will not be
any nuclear co-operation between
Israel and New Delhi, the suspi-
cion and unease remains.

Senior Saudi journalists, in India
recently, frankly admitted this. “We
are worried about India’s new
found friendship with Israel. We
know that Israel has nuclear
weapons and we are nervous about
India and Israel working together
on nuclear issues,” a sentor editor
of an Arabic newspaper said.

They said the people of Saudi
Arabia will take time to adjust to
India and Israel’s growing ties. The
group of journalists also said that
the plight of Muslims in Kashmir
was of great concern to the Saudis.
Talking of India and Pakistan, the
journalists clearly said that as
Pakistan was an Islamic country,

the sympathy of the people in gase
of an India-Pakistan confrgmfation
were with Pakistan.

{HE TIMES OF INDiA
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Gowvt. should rethink /M

decision on’
B\,

NEW DELHI, JAN. 17. The Bharatiya Janata Party is of
view that if the kind of violence unleashed by Pakis-
tan-based terrorists, seen here and in Kashmir over
the last few weeks, continues, “'it may not be worth-
while for India to take further unilateral steps” to-
wards establishing peace and trying to find a
solution to the Kashmir tangle.

Mr. Jana Krishnamurthi, vice-president and spo-
kesperson, today said that before taking a decision
on extending the ceasefire in Jammu and Kashmir,
which lapses on January 26, the Government will
have to make a “serious assessment of the situa-
tion.”’ Wy \%\‘h

In the BJP's view “Pakistan’s response has not
been adequate” and the attack on the Red Fort, the
threat to the Prime Minister's Office, unsuccessful
attempt on the life of the Jammu and Kashmir Chief
Minister, Dr. Farooq Abdullah, and the recent at-
tempt to storm the Srinagar airport by the Pakistan-
based Lashkar-e-Taiba showed that “Pakistan was
1ot serious about peace and resumption of a dia-
logue with India,” and there was “‘no proper reci-
procation by Pakistan to India’s peace efforts.”

The Government must ask itself whether it was
worthwhile to continue the peace efforts in the ab-
sence of evidence to establish Pakistan's interest in
carrying this process forward. At the same time, the
party was not willing to say that the ceasefire must
not be extended for, only the Government could
make a correct assessment as it had all the informa-

tion necessary for a review of the situation.

' Mr. Krishnamurthi took objection to the stand of
the Pakistan Chief Executive, Gen. Pervez Musharraf,
who reportedly told the Indian High Commissioner
in Islamabad, Mr. Vijay Nambiar, that the resump-
tion of a dialogue was the best way to tame mil-
itancy. If by this he meant that Pakistan was not
willing to control terrorist organisations operating
from its soil or that it was unable to do so, it was a
“sad reflection on Pakistan.”

There was no doubt that terrorist organisations

By Qur Special Correspondent \

fin

ceasefire: BJP

based in and backed by Pakistan had been respon-
sible for a series of incidents calculated to wreck the
peace efforts of India. Despite this, the Government
had not been provoked, for it had to keep in mind
that the people of the State wanted peace to be given
every chance.

The party spokesperson said the incidents of vio-
lence did not reflect incompetence of the Ministry of
Home Affairs or failure of intelligence. Attacks by
suicide squads could take place any time, and in the
handling of the latest incident at the Srinagar air-
port, the security agencies had responded well.

Withdraw ceasefire,
says Jayalalitha

By Qur Special Correspondent

CHENNAL, JAN. 17. While condemning the attack on the
Srinagar airport by militants, the AIADMK general
secretary, Ms. Jayalalitha, today called for the with-
drawal of the unilateral ceasefire in Kashmir. “The
ceasefire has proved to be counter- productive,” she
told reporters.

The attack on the airport was a ‘‘sad commentary”
on the state of preparedness of the security forces.
“This shows how vulnerable the security of our na-
tion is today.” Despite reports of the possibility of
such an attack, no action was taken to prevent it.

On the Army Chief’s statement favouring exten-
sion of ceasefire, she said she did not know on what
basis he had made such a remark. The AIADMK did
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not have access to any confidential information. .

Based on media reports, the ceasefire appeared to be
counter-productive,

The BJP-led Government at the Centre was not
serious enough about national security. The cease-
fire appeared to be “unwise.” Referring to the at-
tacks on the Red Fort and the Srinagar airport, she
said the Centre should wake up to the fact and call

off the ceasefire. On the proposal to initiate talks

with Pakistan, she said it appeared to be under the
influence of external agencies like the United States.
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NEW DELHI, Jan 16. — The
foreign minister, Mr Jaswant
Singh will visit Germany and
Saudi Arabia in an attempt to
consolidate India’s relationship
with these countries. A wide-
range of bilateral and interna-
tional issues will be discussed

home minister, Mr LK Advani,
will also be visiting Germany
next month. This would be the
first-ever visit by an Indian
home minister to that country.
Germany had criticised the
Pokhran tests in 1998. The
situation has changed follow-
ing a pronounced US tilt
towards India. Germany now
wants to hold bilateral talks
with India on various issues.
Mr Jaswant Singh’s visit to
Saudi Arabia is also very
significant. Saudi Arabia has
been very close to Pakistan. In
context of India’s relationship
with Pakistan over the
Kashmir issue, the foreign
minister’s visit assumes added
importance. Besides, India
imports the bulk share of crude

oil from the country. — SNS e
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! and maps are now being exchanged,

\»\ 'PM hopeful of solution to

\.‘e \
Amit Baruah

BALY, JAN. 15, The Prime Minister, Mr. A.B. Vaj-
payee, on Sunday said he was hopeful that a
“satisfactory sotution” would emerge in the
boundary dispute with China. " Talks arc going
" he said

- at a press conference here.

! being formed,

On the visit of the Chinese leader, Mr. L
Peng, to India the Prime Minister said he had
met with Mr. Li earlier as well. “Mr. Li is cor-
rect in saying that there should be trust be-
tween the two countries.”

Asked about the supply of missiles by China
to Pakistan while talking abour the boundary
dispute, the Prime Minister said when old ties
were taking new shape and new refations were
“such contradictions will come
and we have to deal with them". "But wherev-
er our neighbour Pakistan gets its arms from,
we keep telling those (supplier) nations that
whatever be your intention, these weapons,
experlence has shown, have been used against
us,” Mr. Vajpayee said. The Indian position
had had some impact as well.

New initiative on J&K?

He also indicated that a new initiative was in
the pipeline on Pakistan and Kashmir. Asked
about the new approach towards [slamabad,
the Prime Minister said: “Wait for some more
time.”

The tango with the Hurrivat, the group’s vis-
it to Pakistan and an eventual India-Pakistan
dialogue all appear to be un Mr. Vajpayee's
agenda even while public criticism of Pakistan
for fomenting terrorism continues.

On the suspension of operations against the
militants, the Prime Minister said: ‘So far, the
experience has been mixed. While people
have welcomed the ceasefire, people want
peace... there are certain clements in Pakistan
which have developed a vested interest in ter-
rorism. Unfortunately, they are continuing

with their violent activities. The question
whether the cteasefire would be further ex-
tended or not will be decided later on when [
reach Delhi.”

His visits to Vietnam and Indonesia were
“successful” and the traditional relationship
strengthened further. “We have a common
culture, full of diversity. In modern times,
these relations were given a new form when
countries in the region fought against imperi-
alisni.”

Summit with ASEAN

Asked about a separate ASEAN-India Sum-
mit, the Prime Minister said: **“We have raised
this question and we hope that in the very
near future, this proposal will materialise.”

Speaking about the 1955 Bandung Confer-
ence and the Non-Aligned Movement, the
Prime Minister said new leaderships had
emerged both in Indonesia and in Vietnam.
“And [ have been able to establish new rela-
tions with them.” He was surprised that the
Vietnamese leadership still remembered his
visit to 1979 when the conflict between Viet-
nam and China escalated. Vietnam had al-
leged that it had been attacked and China
made another charge. “But I ended my visit. 1
cut short the visit midway. This was a way of
expressing our policy against the attack. This
the leaders of Vietnam still remember.”

The Prime Minister stressed that there had
been a “continuity” in India’s foreign policy
which had helped renew its relations with In-
donesia and Vietnam.

Indonesian leaders had informed him that
when his visit was being planned and he was
coming here in his capacity as the Prime Min-
ister of a “‘democratic coalition”, in which the
BJP was the principal partner, some “friends
of Indonesia’’ wanted to know why Mr. Vaj-
payee was being invited.

“Woh toh secular nahin hain (he is not secu-
far),” it was said about him, the Prime Minis-

border row with China "

ter told reporters. Speaking in the
predominantly Hindu island of Bali, the Prime
Minister quoted Indonesian leaders as saying
that they knew what he (Mr. Vajpayee) was.
{"Ham Jaante hain woh kya hain,” the Prime
Minister added).

““After Indonesia the largest number of Mus-
lims live in India. And we have ancient ties
(with Indonesia). In the world’s changed sce-
nario, 1 give a lot of importance to my visit.
After this, I have a plan to visit Japan and Ma-
laysia,” he said.

The Prime Minister's reference to the In-
donesian leadership’s perception seemed to
be an effort to put forward his “secular” cre-
dentials, a point he had made in his "Kum-
arakom musings’ as well.

Several countries in the region were trou-
bled by the problem of terrorism. Fundamen-
talism was raising its head in some nations —
even governments of “Muslim countries”
were concerned about the issue.

‘No defence pact’

Referring to security cooperation with Viet-
nam and Indonesia, the Prime Minister said
tatks on the issue had been going on and there
was agreement on military training as well,

“But, there is no question of a formal security
pact,” the Prime Minister stated. ""No defence
pact has been agreed to.”

Asked about the VHP's plans to construct a
temple at the spot the Babri Masjid once
stood, he said the Vishwa Hindu Parishad was

n “independent organisation” and took its
own decisions, set its own dates.

On the imposition of Central rule in West
Bengal, the Prime Minister said he was notina
posmon to make a judgment. "1 am not in a
posmon to make any judgment from here.
There is a demand (for Article 356), but the

question will be decided in Delpi after 1 con-
sult my other colleagues.” /
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NEW DELHI 15 JANUARY
CHINA MAY finally overcome
its traditional foot-dragging on
the boundary dispute with India.
During his half-hour long meet-
ing with Prime Minister Atal
Behari Vajpayee on Monday
morning, Li Peng, chairman of
the Chinese National People’s
Congress, said he was “satisfied”
at the progress in the Line of
Actual Control (LAC) clarifica-
tion, both sides promising to
expedite the process. However,
Mr Vajpayee cautioned that the
resolution had to be reasonable
and just.
Multipolarity and economic

; globalisation being the current

Chinese mantra this time round,
Mr Li lost no time in articulating
the Chinese stand on these issues
with Mr Vajpayee. On his part, Mr
Vajpayee said India and China
should cooperate on behalf of the
developing world in the WTO.
China is poised to join the WTO
soon and a global opinion is being
sought to be created to restart a
fresh round of trade talks.

The positive tone for Monday
morning’s talks was set by Mr
Vajpayee who, in a statement on
arrival from Indenesia on Sunday,
said: “As two great civilisations
and neighbours, India and China

| are engaged in the process of

resolving, and putting behind wus,
past differences and forging a new
and dynsmie ;ehtionship for the
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A NEIGHBOUR AT HAND: Prime Minister A.B. Vajpayee and
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“India, China agree to exﬁédite/
LAC clarification

Y

China’s Li Peng in New Delhi on Monday. — PTI

21st century for the benefit of our
two countries and the world.”
The Sino-Indian joint eco-
nomic group (JEG) was revived
last year after five years, armed
with time-bound programmes.
The two countries have agreed to
strengthen co-operation in infras-
tructure like power, energy,
transportation and telecommuni-
cation.
_ An invitatien to Mr Vajpayee
to visit China that was handed
over by Mr Li was in line with an
agreement to promote a greater
number of high-level visits
between the two countries.

The Ecoitaiii

16 JAN 2

However, the next high-level visit
from China is probably going to be
the economic reforms-friendly
premier, Zhu Rongji.

Significantly, there appeared
to be no mention of the thorny
issues in the bilateral relationship
like China’s missile proliferation
record or even its insistence as
recent as last year.gn India obey-
ing the UN Security Council
Resolpiion 1172.

China’s greater enthusiasm
to clarify the boundary is in line
with its policy over the past cou-
ple of years to identify and,
demarcate its boundaries.
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INDIAN FOREIGN policy has undergone a paradigm\change.
While India has distanced itselt from the typical Third World
policy stances of the Eighties and early Nineties, its prifile in
the international svstem has grown visibly in the past fe
The global change in the past few vears and changes in India’s
strategic environment account for the country’s new interna-
tional profile. The current Indo-US waltz is not the only posi-
tive aspect of Indian foreign policy. A major shift is also dis-
cernible towards Asia. East Asia and South-cast Asia have
been blipping prominently on the radar screen of our foreign
policy for some years now. Myanmar, Victnam and Indonesia
have become integral to India’s ‘Look East’ policy. Initiated by
the Narasimha Rao Government in the early Nineties, the pol-
icy is currently being pursued vigorously by the Vajpayee
Government. In doing so, the country has given paramount
importance as much to its economic interests as to its national
security and strategic imperatives. A commonality of interests
brought India and Indonesia together during the initial phase
of non-alignment. However, this convergence of common goals
and mutual goodwill did not reflect adequately in the trade and
economic fields. Mr Vajpayee’s visit to Indonesia has not only
reaffirmed the closeness of ties between the two countries but
has also brought into sharper focus India’s keen interest in
forging ties with the South-cast Asian countries which are
witnessing rapid economic growth.

Prime Minister Vajpayee's visit to Indonesia is in fact a return
trip to President Abdurrahman Wahid's visit to India last vear.
Indonesia is the largest Muslim State in the world and
President Wahid has so tar made the most forthright denuncia-
tion of religious fundamentalism. Like India, Indonesia is also
wrestling with separatist violence. There are many challenges in
the economic and security spheres which the two countries
have pledged to deal with. India is willing to share its develop-
ment and nation-building experiences with Indonesia.
Mr Vajpayee’s visit has paved the way for forging meaningful
ties with East Asia.

While there is imperative need to nurture Indo-Indonesian ties,
it would be unrealistic to expect Jakarta to unequivocally support
the Indian stand on Kashmir. Even on the question of India’s
interests in joining ASEAN. President Wahid has emphasised
the interactions between SAARC and ASEAN. The defence
cooperation agreement with Indonesia is perhaps the most sig-
nificant of the five agreements signed during the Prime
Minister’s visit. Beijing’s growing influence in the region has
made some South-cast Asian countries uncomfortable. While
India sees a great opportunity in terms of trade expansion. it has
reasons to feel positive about South-east Asian nationy wanting
India to play a larger, stabilising role in the region.

Cell division
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ELF-RIGHTEOU SNESSis

offensive even in an individ-

ual. But it takes the form of

jingoism when a nation in-
dulges in it. New Delht’s claim that it
has the best of relations with its neigh-
bours, except Pakistan, does not tally
with facts. There is so much distrust
among them vis-a-vis India that evena
trace of slight bubbles over info an anti-
India spectacie.

Disturbances in Nepal are one ex-
ample. They are a symptom, not the
disease. The disease is the deep-ro-
oted suspicion of New Delhi. Wh-
ether or not Hrithik Roshan said any-
thing against the Nepalese is not the
issue. The real problem is the atien-
ationbased on distrust.

Again, Colombo found distant
Norway to communicate with the

ITTE rather than neighbouring India. -

The feeling that certain influential
forces in India are mixed up with them
is so strong in the Chandrika Ku-
marafunga government that it wants
New Dethi nowhere near the initiative.
There is sufficient reason for this dis-
trust. After all, the UTTE was once
trained and armed by India. Colombao
wants New Delhi’s help but without
looking over itsshouiders.

“Dhaka is disturbed that India did
not give it priorwarning of floods when
parts of West Bengal were inundated.
True, New Delhi is a victim of the hos-
tility between Prime Minister Sheikh
Hasina and opposition leader Khaleda
Zia, ButKhaleda'sstrengthis based on
the anti-India sentiment in Bangla-
desh. Elections are due in the country
in the next few months. New Delhi
should observe strict neutrality.

Most incidents between India and
its neighbours are trivial but the reac-
tion to them is intense. This is in part

- due to New Delhi’s acts of omission

and commussion. Tiue, India bashing
comes in handy to them because this is

* the best way to cover up their own eco-

nomic failings. Still New Dethi unnec-
essarily creates suspicion by, for in-
stance, asking Dhaka to seli natural gas,
and Kathmandu hydro-electric power.

o6 % Big brother lands in a big-mess

ing the neighbours

It s in their own interest to do so. New
Detlhishould notraise these points.

No doubt, India’s large size is a de-
terring factor. Fears and doubts are
bound to arise. The cold war syndrome
alsoisstill there. Butwhat takes the cake
is the arrogance of Indian envoys and
visitors. They have a chip on theirshoul-
der and tend to throw their weight
about. “Ugly Indian” is the phrase
coined for us, just as it
was once used for the
Americans,

New Delhi’s assis-
tance to neighbouring
countries is not to be
faulted, but its behav-
iour should be. The
obsession that we
must be recognised as
a regional power has

clouded our thinking,

KULDIP NAYAR

the audacity to say that India should be
dismembered. No doubt an irrespon-

sible remark and, coming as it does -

from an ex-premier, it is all the more
reprehensible. But should Foreign
Minister Jaswant Singh justify the de-
nial of a visa for such a long period?
There has tobe asense of proportion.
Here I maymention the difficulties
Pakistani scholars, journalists or stu-
dents encounter be-
fore getting an Indian
visa, True. Islamabad
is cantankerous in
such matters but its
policy is not to let its
nationals mixwith In-
dians. Why should a
liberal country like
ours pursue a tit-for-
tat policy when it
cormes to issuing vis-

Most incidents between India and its
neighbours are trivial but the reaction is intense.
The obsession that we must be recognised as a
reg|ona| power has clouded our thmkmg

We behave asif we have already arrived
when the fact is that one-third of our
population is extrerely poor. What we
ask from our neighbours is submission
or subservience, not savvy. Our biggest
criticism against the US and the UK is
theirbigbrother attitude. We behave in
the same manner. Watch the function-
ing of our foreign office and ambas-
sadors when it comes to relations with
small countries.

India’s ambassador at Kathma-
ndu is nicknamed “the Viceroy”.
Some of our envoys to Nepal. indeed,
copied the regal, colonial style of
viceroys of the Raj. Even a country
like Mauritius has gone through that
experience. One of our envoys tho-
ught he was a kingmaker and played
havocwith local politics.

- as? And even if, after all the hurdles, a

visaisissued, the foreign office seestoit |

that the sanction from New Delhi is
communicated just before the sched-

uled departure.

The basic point is not the policybut -

the mindset of our bureaucrats, who
have their own interpretation of what
is good for India. In fact, the govern-
ment has only reacted to specific situa-
tions. It has no long-term policy to-
wards its neighbours. Myvanmar is a
case in point. Democratic forces have
been left high and dry after sustained
sympathy and suppoit for many years.
The military regime at Yangon has
been accepted for pecuniary gains or
“some strategic considerations”. -
The worst part of our policy to-
wards neighbours is the carte blanche

In Dhaka, a former prime minister ~ we have given to bureaucrats. Their
has not been given a visa to India for  prejudices have made amessof our ties
more than five years because he had  withthem. Our foreign office lacks the

Y- e AP i

sensitivity that responding to different
situations demands. But the worst is -

the sense of superiority. Our burcau-

cratsmake their counterpartsin neigh-

bouring countries feel small.

Late prime minister Lal Bahadur
Shastri selected leading public figures

to serve as ambassadors to Nepal and

Sri Lanka. He gave them the rank of a -

cabinet minister to let the countries

know their importance. Shastriwould

say he wanted top-most Indians to rep-
resent the nation in neighbouring

countries. Jaswant Singh, once in the

army, has so much faith inbureaucrats
that he sees no virtue in public men.
Leave alone the neighbouring coun-
tries, he has appointed bureaucrats to
Washington, London, Moscow and

Beijing, where tall Indians once repre- -

sented New Delhi.
India could have overcome the de-
ficiencies of policy and personnel

through SAARC., But from its incep- |
tion in 1985, India has been wanting to -

be treated as number one. Islamabad

t00 has harmed SAARC by rejecting
ahy proposal or initiative coming from |

New Dethi. After General Pervez
Musharraf’s coup in Pakistan, India
has been more intransigent than Pak-

i
i

istan. New Delhi has expressed its un- |

ARC meeting, Recently, a minister
from Sri Lanka came to New Delhi to

 willinghess to participate in any SA-

get India’s- view on Colombo, the |
dmnnan,ﬁmngasunmut,ln- ‘

dia Ras reportedly said no. How does
our attitude help neighbouring coun-
tries which feel that SAARC is one fo-
nnmmere they can meet as equals?
+Jn fact, New Delhi should have by
this fime engaged Pakistani officials in
one or the other meeting of SAARC.
Thistay have provided usawayout of
the impasse in which the two countries
are stack. The Gujral doctrine not only
gave unilateral concessions to neigh-
bouring countries but also encouraged
more and more contacts with them.
Because that is the only way to remove
misunderstandings. Otherwise suspi-
cions will pile up like a haystack, which
maycatch fire even with a stray spark.
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BALI (Indonesia), Jan. 12, —
India today ruled out the
possibility of entering into a

defence pact involving
Indonesia, China and Russia
and said the defence

cooperation agreement, signed
between New Delhi and Jaka-
rta, mainly related to the naval
field.

The pact didn’t come up
during discussions Mr AB
Vajpayee had with the
Indonesian leadership, prin-
cipal secretdry to the Prime
Minister, Mr Brajesh Mishra
told reporters here.

He dismissed as “hyp-
othetical” Indonesian defence
minister, Mr Mohammad Ma-
hfud’s reported suggestion in
this regard.

When  asked  about
discrepancies in Indonesian
leaders’ stand over India’s
claim for a permanent seat in
the Security Council, Mr
Mishra said: “Why do you want
to minimise the importance of
the Indonesian President’s
statement on the issue?”

‘No defence
with Russia, China’

pact

i

Mr Abdurrehman Wehid
yesterday said that he
personally supported India’s
case. But his foreign minister
was equivocal in support of !
New Delhi.

Mr Mishra said Mr Vajpayee’s
visit to Indonesia has resulted
in bilateral agreements in five
areas including defence coope-
ration and setting up a joint
commission that “will push our
relations to a level, perhaps not
seen ever before.”

Regarding the possibility of
any arms sale under the
defence cooperation agreement,
he said: “Mainly the coop-
eration will be in the naval field
in which both sides are
interested. But that does not
rule out the supply of arms.”

Describing the talks as “very
friendly and cordial’, Mr
Mishra said Mr Wahid has
promised to visit India in the
second half of the year. The
Vice President Ms Megawati
Sukarnoputri will come to New
Delhi in April.

@ Mobike names rile Z
Hindus in Bali, page

Mr AB Vajpayed arrives at Ngurah Rai Airport in Bali on Friday. — AP/PTI
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Atal Behari Vajpayee’s fruitful visit to Vietnam and Indones
cators of the radical changes that have come about with the end of the
Cold War and the emergence of a new international security paradigm.
There is a widely held, and incorrect, impression that India had neglected
the South, and hence New Delhi’s need for a new ‘look east’ policy. What
is overlooked is that South East Asia was the focus of an intense Cold War
e. Through vigorous diplomacy, India was involved in Indonesia’s

ve links with the US. Distracted by the compulsions of the Cold War,
major players ignored the colossal genocide in Cambodia. India re-
ed consistent in its support to decolonisation and anti-genocidal ef-
rts. These factors, together with the need to ensure their own security,
caused many South East Asian countries to distance themselves from
India. Now that the Cold War is over, China has given up its Maoist adven-
turism, and Indo-US relations are improving significantly, South East
Asian nations are responding warmly to New Delhi. This is a logical con-
sequence of the new international security situation. The globalisation of
economies and the East Asian financial crisis — which agose out of crony
| capitalism — have also infused a sense of realism in the region.
True to 50 years of friendship, New Delhi stood by Hanoi at the height
\\of the Vietnam war when many of Vietnam’s present partners in ASEAN
were being used to sustain the conflict. In this context, the warmth of the
i welcome extended by Hanoi to the Indian prime minister was to be ex-
pected; Vietnam’s strong support for much closer political and economic
interaction between India and ASEAN is also natural. However, the most
significant achievement of the prime ministerial visit was the support he
gained from the Indonesian leadership for New Delhi’s stand on Kashmir
and terrorism, and for India’s candidacy for a permanent seat in the Secu-
rity Council. President Abdul Rahman Wahid has displayed remarkable
statesmanship and pragmatism in dealing with the legacy of secessionism
and crony capitalism which he inherited. Presiding over the world’s largest
Islamic country, beset with problems of religious extremism and
secessionism, he is able to appreciate the mutuality of interests Indonesia
has with India in countering such threats. He has also resisted chauvinist
elements in his country who at one time had entertained ambitions of con-
testing India’s claim to permanent membership of the Security Council
and has allowed international political logic to run its course. Even during
the Cambodian crisis, when most of ASEAN took an anti-Vietnamese
line, Indonesia played a more understanding role, parallel to India’s sup-
port. As such, in terms of regional security imperatives, there is a basic
framework of understanding among India, Indonesia and Vietnam which
could be further built upon. There is vast potential for economic
cooperation among the three, particularly in the energy sector.
Indonesia’s secessionist ACEH province is perilously close to the
Nicobars, necessitating closer defence and security co-operation between
Jakarta and New Dethi. All in all, India’s re-engagement with South East
Asia has come not a moment too soon.

Music as Deterrent

“Music hath charms to soothe the savage beast”, wrote Shakespeare.
The saying has just been put to the test. Not in the UK or in an African
country but in the Wild West — at a bus station in Vallejo district of San
Francisco. Crime in and around the bus station is said to have dropped
dramatically ever since the local authority started playing orchestral mu-
sic, including live performances of the Vallejo Symphony. Loitering and
nuisance is said to have come down by half and police officer Brett Clark
says there are now plans to extend broadcasts to other streets. If the Valle-
jo verdict is correct, could we adapt, not the music (there are enough adap-
tors in Bollywood already), but the concept for dealing with crime-prone
streets in India? If so, what is the kind of music which could deter those in-
dulging in loitering and nuisance in Nirad Babu’s Continent of Circe? A
Vallejo Symphony may not strike the right chord with desi loiterers. If
classical music is the key, maybe Thyagaraja’s Endaro Mahanubhavulu
could be tried south of the Vindhyas this month, during the festival at
Thiruvaiyaru where the composer-saint was born. The only question could
be whether to broadcast the chorus of hundreds of voices raised in unison
at Thiruvaiyaru or rely on just an instrumental version. Classical Hindus-
tani music could be broadcast on the crime-prone streets of northern In-
dia and Rabindra Sangeet in the east. If one kind of music doesn’t work,
there is always the possibility of switching cassettes. Meera bhajans could
be tried, perhaps even film-songs which have touched the hardened hearts
of criminals, viz “Ai malik tere bande hum” from Shantaram’s Do
Aankhein, Baara Haath. Or even the less mournful, “Na chaahe sona,
chaand;” from Bobby. There is also the possibility of generating employ-
ment. Reformed loiterers could be rehabilitated as disc jockeys to play the
kind of music which could arouse nobier feelings among members of their
erstwhile fraternity. Civic officials might, however, come back from a
study tour and argue that they rely on a purely automatic system in Valle-
jo. The response to that could be that there is a precedent in the form of
manned instant-coffee vending machines in India. It would be worthwhile
to crosscheck with Vallejo whether it is the music or the sound which is de-
terring loiterers and those indulging in nuisance. If the latter, a local au-
thority which has installed a musical deterrent in Salem, in Tamil Nadu
might wake up one morning to find that the speakers have been swip-
and that the only alternative is the sound of silence.



Poll panel to hold elections
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LECTIONS TO the tfi
state assemblies of Kerala,
West Bengal, Pondicherry,
Tamil Nadu and Assam might be
held some time in April-May,
Chief Election Commissioner
M.S. Gill hinted on Wednesday.

“We are very much focused.
There are going to be elections
before the third week of May,” he
told reporters here on
Wednesday and added that the
Commission would follow its past
practice of timing the polls in a
manner so as to enable a new gov-
ernment to assume office well in
time (that is, at least two weeks
before expiry of term of the
incumbent government).

This in effect means that the
Assembly poll results for the five
states would have to be out by
early May so that there is enough
time for government formation.

- March being the month for exam-
‘nations, April seems the most
ikely choice fot the EC.

‘While the term of assemblies

M.S, Gill: Summer project

in Tamil Nadu and Kerala
expires on May 21 and 28
respectively, the tenures of West
Bengal and Pondicherry assem-
blies come to an end on June 9.
The Assam assembly completes
its term on June 9.

Given the short gap between
the expiry of terms of these state
assemblies, Mr Gill hinted at the
possibility of simnltaners polls

in five states. “The Commission
has in the past tried to hold elec-
tions together since the outcome
of one assembly eleciion would :
have a bearing on another,” Mr
Gill told reporters.

Maintaining  that  the
Commission would be extensive-
ly using electronic voting
machines (EVMs) in the ensuing
elections, the CEC said the
Commission was trying not only
to expedite the delivery of 1.5
lakh new EVMs by public sector
BEL and ECIL, but was also relo-
cating machines from states not
going to polls.

Mr Gill also informed the
newspersons that the EC, having
completed 50 years of its exis-
tence, would be celebrating its
golden jubilee on January 17
and 18. While the January 17
function will be presided over
by President K.R. Narayanan,
Prime Minister A.B. Vajpayee,
leader of the Opposition Sonia
Gandhi and Lok Sabha speaker
G.M.C. Balayogi will address the
invitees.

The Econoisic Times




in 5 states by May

- ECnot ready to be drawn
" into Garbeta controversy

N ‘f\, ) W\ \ Our Political Bureau
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T ELECTION Commission (EC), on Wednesday, excused itself

from taking on an active role in checking the ongoing poll violence
in West Bengal, saying, “at the moment, whatever the matters are, they
lie constitutionally in other domains.”

Chief election commissioner M.S. Gill, who spoke ahead of a meet-
ing with the NDA team that visited the site of the Garbeta massacre,
clarified that “the role of the EC comes only when we enter into the

. election process.” He hinted that with Assembly Poll still away, the

i power to control the deteriorating law and order in West Bengal lay not

i with the EC but with the “state government, national government and

i other authorities of the State.”

The EC’s observation. may have come as a disappointment for the
NDA delegation, led by BJP MP Vijay Goel, which, on Wednesday,
demanded that the EC take “immediate concrete steps” to check the
climate of terror in the violence-affected villages of West Bengal, lest it
“impact the coming Assembly election.”

“A free and fair poll is not possible, given the state-sponsored ter-

. ror in the villages of West Bengal,” is what the NDA delegation is said

i to have conveyed to the CEC.

Mr Gill, who is closely following reports from the Left-ruled state,

: said that the EC did not come into the picture as yet. Election commig

: sioner T.S. Krishnamurthy will tour West Bengal on Thursday. 1/‘32



Indonesian President Abdurrahman Wahid greets Atal Blhan
Vajpayee in Jakarta. (AFP)

ebel threat bln

FROM P;sNAY SHARMA

Jakarta, Jan. 10: In an attempt to
strengthen historic bonds with
one of the co-founding members of
the Non Aligned Movement
(Nam), India today expressed its
support for the sovereignty and
territorial integrity of Indonesia,
where the democratically-elected
government is facing separatist
movements and a difficult time in
keeping the nation together.

“Terrorism, fuelled by reli-
gious extremism and financed by
drug smuggling and gun-running,
threatens the very fabric of demo-
cratic societies like ours,” Prime
Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee
said.

“Both you and we take pride in
our ethnic, religious and linguis-
tic pluralism. We have to con-
stantly oppose external interfer-
ence and subversive and sepa-
ratist forces which seek to upset
this equilibrium,” he added.

“The stability, security and
prosperity of Indonesia is impor-
tant for our region,” he said in his
speech at a banquet hosted in his
honour at the Presidential Palace.
He also indicated that Delhi would
do its best to ensure that Indone
sia did not disintegrate.

The mood of Vajpayee’s visit to
Indonesia was set with President
Wahid breaking protocol norms
to come to the airport to welcome
his Indian guest on a four-day bi-
lateral visit.

Vajpayee’s visit is the first by
an Indian Prime Minister since
1986. Though former Prime Minis-
ter P.V. Narasimha Rao visited
Jakarta in 1993, he had come to at-
tend the Nam Summit.

After the ceremonial reception
at the airport, Vajpayee made a
courtesy call on President Wahid
and Vice-President Sukarnoputri
Megawati.

Having initiated the peace
process in strife-torn Kashmir,
Vajpayee could not have visited
Indonesia at a better time. On one
hand, it is a part of Delhi’s attempt
to strengthen relations with key
members of the Association for
Southeast Asian Nations (Asean),
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reglon where it is keen to play a
much more meaningful role. On
the other, it is also to identify com-
mon challenges facing India and
countries like Indonesia as well as
the new parameters under which
bilateral relations should
progress.

Vajpayee reminded the In-
donesian leadership about the
first Nam Summit in Bandung
and the declaration made from the
Indonesian soil in 1955.

“The Non-Aligned Movement
was the child of Bandung consen-
sus. The major success of the Nam
lies in the protection of the sover-
eignty of the newly-independent
countries,” the Prime Minister
said.

Though in the post-cold war
era there are new challenges be-
fore the Nam member nations,
where stress is on developing the
economy for the upliftment of the
people, Vajpayee added that they
would also have to guard against
forces, which are threatening to
disintegrate the countries.

“We must work together, along
with other developing countries,
to impart to the globalization
process a more human face and a
more compassionate pace,” he
said.

Nam co-founders, India and In-

lhi, Jakarta

done51a have had their fair share
of rivalry for championing the
cause of the developing nations
and has resulted in several
ups and downs in bilateral rela-
tions. While Jakarta under Suhar-
to was perceived to be an ally of
the West, Indonesia felt India was
closer to the Soviet camp. But
with Wahid’s success in what is
said to be the most democratic
election in Indonesia, there seems
to be an urgency to re-establish
their commitment on mutual
areas of benefit.

Indonesia is a leading oil-pro-
ducing country (1.4 million bar- |
rels per day), has rich copper
and gold reserves and is the
largest supplier of liquefied-nat-
ural-gas (LNG). These are the
areas where India is keen to coop-
erate with Indonesia. India,
being the South Asian leader in

information technology, can
train Indonesians and share its ex-
pertise in agriculture, having
learnt the art of being a food-sur-
plus country despite its one bil-
lion-plus population.

Moreover, both can cooperate
on defence related areas, particu-
larly naval affairs, and ensure
that the sea-lanes in Southeast
Asia—a region crucial for both —

remain safe. /4/
F




' MEA
i charter, a mere execu-

| HE reported move by the
| Ministry of External Affa-
‘ irs to seek administrative

and operational control over

' the country’s external intelli-
gence agency, Research and

" Analysis Wing, in emulation of
; the British model, is unrealistic

and misdirected. True, M16

' reports to the British Foreign

Office. But, there is no PMO in

" Britain of the kind we have,

despite the vast increase in the

. Prime Minister’s powers. The

. restoration
~ Ministry of its former
. authority

. under that Ministry.

i Indira Gandhi ’
. brought it under he
" direct control, along |
- with Revenue Intelli-
. gence which was re-

' Ministry.
" October 1968 to func- |

* precisely when
i began to overshadow

Foreign Office retains its
autonomy. Nor is the recent
to the Home

over the
" Intelligence Bureau a
" good parallel. The IB
was set up to work

late

porting to the Finance
RAW was set up on 1

tion under the PMO
it
the the
Its

Ministries,
included.

tive order of 21 Sep-
tember 1968, is secret, unlike
the IB’s Charter or that of M16,
the Intelligence Services Act,

1 1994,

REQUEST
A witness to RAW’s birth has

' vividly described the event.

The then Foreign Secretary, Mr
Rajeshwar Dayal, recalled in
- his memoir that the MEA had a

" Director of Security whose job

was simply to keep its premises

i secure. “One day the Director of

Security, RN Kao, came to me

" with a brief typewritten note

' one glance at the paper took me -

and asked for my signature
' thereon. The request was made
casually, as though it was a
" matter of minor routine. But

' aback. It said that it had been
decided to create a service for
external intelligence and that
External Affairs should include

' the names of the operatives to
ensure their cover on its list of
diplomatic officers. When 1
asked when the decision was
taken I was blandly told that it
had been taken by the Prime

. Minister! It seemed extra-

' ordinary that a far-reaching

. decision which so obviously and

' intimately concerned External
Affairs should have been taken

" without a word of consultation

| with the ministry.”

He wrote a note to Prime
. Minister Indira Gandhi about
. it. The matter was dropped, or,

_ so it seemed. For he proceeds to

record: “But some time there-
after a "Research and Analysis
Wing’ was created, functioning
directly under the Prime
Minister and undercutting our
old established Intelligence
Bureau which was in the Home
Ministry. RAW functionaries
i soon proliferated far and wide.”
| Formerly, the Director of
| RAW is Secretary(R) in the
| Cabinet Secretariat; in fact, he
| is an arm of the PMO reporting
| to the PM and his National
| Security Adviser. The MEA
. would prefer that he report to
the Minister and its operatives
i a broad report to the concerned
desk at the MEA besides their
. own HQs.
. The MEA’s proposal was
- made in a paper it submitted to

The author is a lawyer and
. commentator on current

" affairs.
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By AG NOORANI

the Group of Ministers, headed
by the Home Minister, Mr LK
Advani, which considered re-
ports by the task forces set up
in the wake of the Kargil
Committee’s report. It is not
merely ambitious. There is
something pathetic, even ludi-
crous, about an institution

seeking powers from a source
which has successfully encroa-
ched on its own assigned turf
for the last three decades and
reduced it to a shadow of its
former self. RAW is now, along

&

RAW AND MEA

% Is M16 Or CIA The Model? o

ULFA’s Commander-in-chief.
“Three ULFA militants and
two RAW members died in
these encounters.” ‘

RAW’s Director, Mr AS Dulat,
retired on 31 December and
was appointed officer on Spe-
cial Duty in the PMO “with
effect from 1 January 2001 till -
further orders”. He is credited .
with considerable knowledge of
Kashmir affairs and wide con-
tacts with the state’s politi-
cians.

There has recently been an
unusual spate of seminars on
Kashmir which is as exceptio-
nable as it is excep-
tional. Whether one
uses the words of
Section 13(1)(g) of the
Prevention of Cor-
ruption Act, 1988 (“re- |
1 sources disproportio-
| nate to known sources
of income”) or of the
more appropriate law
of vagrancy (gentle-
men without osten-
gible means of liveli-
hood), at least a few of
| the organisers would
eminently meet these
“qualifications”. RAW
funding is freely
offered as explanation
for some of these semi-
nars for some “think-

with IB, not merely an
intelligence agency and a
practitioner of covert opera-
tions, but an instrument of
diplomacy conducted by the
PMO and successive Prime
Ministers, by-passing the MEA
as well as its Ministerial head.

Here, again, let a former
Foreign Secretary and envoy to
the country speak of how a
RAW chief met its head of state
without his knowledge. Mr JN
Dixit records in his memoirs
that RAW’s Director, Mr AN
Varma, met the President of
Sri Lanka, Mr JR Jayawar-
dene, on 28 April and 19 June
1988 at the Prime Minister
Rajiv Gandhi’s instance. RAW,
he wrote, “had become not just
an intelligence and information
factor but a political factor
directly influencing policy in
Sri Lanka since 1980.” A little
over a decade after its birth,
RAW had become a performer
in the realm of diplomacy to the
detriment of the national
interest.

LIMITATIONS

For, Dixit adds, that RAW’s
role not only led to “inadequate
coordination between our in-
telligence agencies and the
IPKF” but — note his under-
statement — “resulted in ope-
rational limitations on the
IPKF”. Why? Because RAW
was parleying with the LTTE
while its men were killing the
jawans of the IPKF',

M16 is forbidden to act within

Britain. Only M15 can. But
RAW has been freely operating
within India especially in
insurgency situations. On 11
August 1989, the Opposition in
the Rajya Sabha asked the
government to come clean
about the involvement of RAW
in the Bodo agitation in Assam.
It cited a letter by the RAW
Employees Association to the
Prime Minister alleging that
Rs 3 crores had been allocated
by RAW for training Bedo
guerrillas. Only recently, a
correspondent, Utpal Para-
shar, reported from Guwahati
on 19 December that “intelli-
gence sources ... state that a
crack team of RAW operatives
and former ULFA militants
had ... twice attacked dummy
conveys believing that they
were carrying Paresh Baruah”,

tanks” which have ;
mushroomed recently, a few
journals and identified front |
men. Some quaint ventures, in
what was perversely called
“Track-II diplomacy”, were
inspired by RAW. The CIA did :
no little to corrupt intellectual

life within the United States

itself during the Cold War. .
Evidently, RAW does not wish '
to lag behind. |

POLICY

RAW is no longer an agency |
that provides intelligence to .
decision-makers. Its chief
shapes policy and also executes
it. RAW sorely needs a Charter
with a clearly defined remit.
Two other measures are called
for. One is to impart life and
meaning to the National
Security Council which exists
only on paper. That will not
happen unless there is a full-
time National Security Adviser
who holds no other office. The
post is now held by the
Principal Secretary to the PM, |
Mr Brajesh Mishra. As Mr K .
Subrahmanyam has rightly
pointed out, “it is difficult to do !
justice” to responsibilities of
both offices.

Cutting across the political
divide, successive governments
have done no little to under-
mine the autonomy, morale .
and, in some instances, even
the integrity of the MEA. It is !
in sad disarray today. The
Minister for External Affairs,
Mr Jaswant Singh, would |
render a service were he to '
appoint a Committee to review
its structure and performance
with the same remit and:
eminent membership as the !
famous Pillai Committee on the
Indian Foreign Service. Its
Report, dated 17 October 1966,
has wise words on the harmful .
effects of “separate autonomous °
areas of foreign relations
activity, detached from and
independent of the Foreign -
Office, and the right of direct
access to those areas for
representatives of foreign
missions”

The Committee had in mind
the disastrous Krishna Menon
interlude. Time has invested
those remarks with poignancy
and greater relevance. For, far
smaller men came to play
similar roles thereafter and
inflicted yet greater harm. /




“Where

HE RECENT anti-India riots,
sparked by a fabricated
charge that the Indian actor,
Hritik Roshan, made

" derogatory remarks about Nepal, is a
" reflection of the hostility with which

most people in the Himalayan
kingdom perceive this country. It is,
however, misleading to assume that
the rioting in Kathmandu was a
spontaneous upsurge. A highly
complex set of factors appears to be
behind the street violence in the

" " Nepali capital. The fuse was

apparently lit by a combination of
the underworld and the ISI which
exploited the latent anti-India
sentiment accumulated in Nepal
over the years.

It is now a matter of record-that
India’s street level image among its
other neighbours, in Bangladesh and
to a lesser extent in Sri Lanka, is not
particularly positive.

Anti-India sentiment in Nepal is
partly dytven by history. The root of
the pr jes i
Indi;

s in the Terai region of Nepal
e agrieulturally productive
ds which border Uttar Pradesh
Bihar.“Indigenous” Nepalese
iding mostly in the hill areas have
sented their presence. They feel
e Terai population exercises a
disproportionate influence over
Nepali politics and economy.
According to one estimate, around
four million Indians have shifted to
Nepal in the last 35 to 40 years.
While Hindus are the majority, the
Muslim population in the Terai is
not negligible either. Nearly 97 per
cent of Nepal’s seven lakh Muslims
reside in the Terai. While a majority
of the muslims wogk on the farms,
they also form a sizeable chunk of
traders in Nepalgunj on. the India-
Nepal border. The Indian origin
population continues to enjoy

“-extensive links with people, some of
« +them with questionable

backgrounds, on the Indian
mainland. ‘

Migration of skilled or semi-skilled
Indians or those establishing small
and medium sized businesses have
been treated with suspicion in Nepal

“"in the past. In fact, concerned by

the flow of Indians into Nepal, the
Government in Kathmandu had set
up a task forc? in the early 1980s to
look into the “problem”. The
recommendations of this task force
were, however, never implemented.
The presence of smugglers in large

numbers in Nepal has imparted a

., new edge to the anti-India feelings. -

' Kathmandu watchers point out that

smuggling and prostitution have
been the biggest revenue earning
pursuits in Nepal over the years. In
fact, there have been reports that
large numbers of Nepali politicians
and bureaucrats have been directly
> indirectly linked to the gold

-~

big can

smuggling syndicates operating in
the country.

Smuggling operations did not have
a particularly anti-India slant in the
past. But equations changed
drastically after the demolition of
the Babri Masjid and the subsequent
retaliation spearheaded by a section
of the underworld in the form of the
Mumbai blasts. The Mumbai blasts,
in fact, divided the underworld on
communal lines. Kingpins of the
Dawood Ibrahim gang migrated first
to Dubai after the blasts. But as the
investigations in Mumbai gathered
momentum, the Government in UAE
apparently found it inconvenient to
prolong their stay. It was from
Dubai that veterans of the Mumbai
underworld shifted to Karachi and
Kathmandu.

In Kathmandu, the Mumbai
underworld established close .
contacts with the highly influential
local smuggling network. Firmly
anti-India, it is a section of the
underworld which linked up with
the Pakistani ISI network in the
region and beyond. Consequently,

For all its size, India
cannot achieve its larger
objectives without
eliciting willing
cooperation from smaller
neighbours... A ‘big
brother’ approach is
entirely misplaced, writes
ATUL ANEJA.

the Nepali smugglers and their
backers, while not particularly
opposed to India, were dragged into
the ISI network.

With the ISI-underworld nexus in
place, the character of spnuggling
from Nepal also changdd. For
instance, a Sikh militant i 1998 was
apprehended with 30 kg of RDX at
Kathmandu’s Tribhuvan airport.

The underworld-1SI network has
worked against India in Nepal with
determination. Investments have
especially been made in the media,
in order to influence public opinion.
Mirza Dilshad Beg, known for his
connections with the ISI, ran the
influential Space-Time cable
network. He was ultimately
assassinated, allegedly by the Chhota
Rajan gang which had emerged as a
rival to Dawood after the Mumbai
blasts. The Space-Time network is
now reportedly headed by Jamim
Shah, of ethnic Kashmiri lineage.
This cable network is believed to
have been involved in giving wide
publicity to Hritik Roshan’s alleged

be bothersome

-

remais which ac uiled explosive
dimensions.

India has also bgcome useful for
focalising economik frustration,
especially among the Nepali youth.
Not surprisingly, the students
belongihg to leftist organisation who
took to the streets targeted
commercial establishments owned
by Indians. These included
enterprises and cinema halls, some
of which were owned by the Indian
origin Marwari community. In other
words, there now exists in Nepal a
powerful infrastructure which can
exploit the existing negativism
against India.

Communalisation of the Terai, a
result of the Babri Masjid
demolition, is likely to expand the
anti-India constituency in Nepal.
According to one study, divisions
between Hindus and Muslims have
sharpened in some of Nepal’s urban
centres after 1992. The Vishwa
Hindu Sangh (VHS), the Islamic
Yuva Sangh (IYS) and the Muslim
Ekta Sangh (MES) have contributed
to this schism, which has become
perceptible in Nepalgung, It will not
be surprising if the growing divide is
exploited by vested interests in a
manner detrimental to India’s
national interests.

In Bangladesh too, the
undercurrent of hostility towards
India is palpable. In the past, New
Delhi’s stand on the sharing of the
Ganga waters had been a permanent
rallying point which stoked the fire
of anti-Indianism. Problems in
border trade had also given an
economic dimension to this.

Though the relationship has
greatly improved after the coming to
power of the Awami League
Government of Sheikh Hasina,
Bangladesh is still hesitant about
agreeing to India’s key requests.
India is keen to buy gas from
Bangladesh and wants to acquire
transit rights through the mainland
to reach the Northeastern States. In
both cases, Bangladesh, on account
of suspicions about India at the’
grasroot and political level, is
hesitating,

India’s troubled relationship and
the weak state machinery’s in some
of the neighbouring countries have
been exploited by ingurgents and
their supporters. Thei[ndian Army’s
Operation Rhino in Assam pushed
the key leaders of the United
Liberation Front of Asom to
Bangladesh. The ULFA leaders since
the early 1990s have reportedly
visited Chang Mai in Thailand in
order to obtain arms. The Liberation
Tigers of Tamil Eelam who have
acquired fast boats have emerged as
the key couriers for taking delivery
of weapons, usually in the high seas,
and delivering them to the required
destinations in the Northeast.

Weapons are finally funnelled
through Cox’s Bazar in Bangladesh
and taken to Dwaki in Meghalaya
for dispersal to the ULFA, while
Haftong in Assam is the staging post
for delivery to the National Socialist
Council of Nagaland (I-M).

The response of the Indian
establishment to the challenge
posed by negative public sentiment
in its neighbourhood has been weak
and reactive, Part of the problem
lies in the establishment’s inability
to craft a pragmatic approach which
would promote its clearly defined
larger geopolitical interests. In the
case of Nepal, India, especially after

the Sino-Indian war, can ill-afford to

see the emergence of Kathmandu as
a Chinese bastion. A Chinese

stronghold so close to India’s
political heartland will be
unacceptable.

While its strategic bottomline
remains fixed, India’s attitudinal
approach to Nepal for promoting it,

needs to be radically re-defined. The
Indian foreign office and the security

establishment, for instance, cannot
imperially treat Nepal as a
protectorate.

While the sheer facts of
geography, economics and
population will make India a
dominant player in the equation

India’s larger strategic

with the neighbours, it cannot
achieve its larger strategic
objectives without willing
cooperation from its smaller
neighbours. A clinical
appreciation of the ground
situation will lead to the
conclusion that in promoting

interests, forging equations of inter-
dependence with its smaller
neighbours will be the key.

Practitioners of Indian foreign
policy often forget that neighbouring
countries though smaller in size do
have a restricted but effective
counter-leverage over New Delhi. As
witnessed by India for over a
decade, neighbouring countries can
become bases for waging a
punishing low intensity terrorist war.
An attitudinal fixation of treating
neighbours as inferiors,
symptomised in a ‘“big brother”

approach is therefore entirely
misplaced.

In the case of Bangladesh, New
Delhi has to recognise the
importance of its location.
Bangladesh is the land bridge
between South and Southeast Asia,
where it has vital long-term
interests. Geography therefore
defines its importance. India to draw
physical links with South East Asia
may have to chart out a route
through Bangladesh and Myanmar.
Bangladesh which has also large
reserves of gas is likely to become a

major player in India’s energy
security calculus. Besides, special
relations with Bangladesh are
required to promote India’s security
interests.

Given the complex historical,
economic and security dimensions
which lead to anti-Indianism in the
neighbourhood, the Indian
embassies and intelligence network
have to be revamped. In the case of
Nepal, for instance, diplomacy
cannot remain confined to the
Nepali elite. There is a need to take
an ideological counter-campaign to
the masses. For instance, India’s
standpoint has to be projected
before the Nepali public, through a
coherent media campaign
conducted by dedicated
professionals. It is unforgivable that,
unlike Pakistan, the Indian ,
establishment does not have assured
and matching influence over a
section of the Nepalese media to

J

pull this off.

With Pakistan’s penetration in the
neighbourhood deepening, the need
for synergy between the intelligence
community and the foreign office

" establishment becomes

indispensable. Early warning and an
agile response will immediately help
in defusing crises before they erupt
on the streets.

But in the long run, a fresh .
approach based on mutual respect
and anchored in existing realities
will have to be forged with neigh-
bours.
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OR THE third time in a row, ‘the
new year finds New Delhi grap-
pling with neighbourhood chal-
lenges, varying in form but
unchanged at the core — intractable. If the
dawn of 1998 saw the makings of a bus
diplomacy (which did not take long to
come unstuck), last year began in the bit-
ter aftermath of the hijacking of an Indian
Airlines flight and now it is a ceasefire in
Jammu and Kashmir, rudely punctuated
with terrorist strikes. The dealings with Pa-
kistan posed serious problems in all the
three cases, and there is a worrying addi-
tion this time — the bursting into the open
of anti-India sentiments in Nepal.

There is a case for a thorough analysis of
the how and why of it. Whatever the find-
ing of such an exercise, there will be no
escape from two imperatives — to ring out
the softness of the state and ring in a new
priority for the region. That is the message
conveyed by the complexities and persist-
ence of these problems.

To take the second point first, there is
need for policy-makers to remind them-
selves of the urgency of a closer focus on
neighbourhood diplomacy. It is nobody’s
case that the present government or any of
its predecessors defaulted on attending to
the ties with Pakistan — or Nepal or other
neighbours not excluding China — but the
fact remains it has not been possible to
attain the desired normality or even near-
normality. The recent events in Nepal
show how little it takes to expose the fragil-
ity of an equation that was taken for grant-
ed. Pakistan-centricity, at times practised
by New Delhi, was confined to ad hoc
strategies, to reactive moves, with the re-
sult that deep-rooted factors of hostility
continued to grow. True, you need two to a
tango — and even the best efforts by India
could yield results only if there is reciproc-
ity which, regrettably, was not forthcom-
ing. But could we say all that was possible
was done and there were no costly blun-
ders at crucial stages?

Placed as India is, the ideal of smooth

relations with all neighbours, in any given
period, may remain elusive. But in dealing
with the region, as a whole, the loss in one

* case could be made good by a gain in an-

other. If, for instance, Pakistan’s intransi-

/Win over
|

India’s standing in the world and credibility as a major
player will be in direct proportion to its acceptability
in the region, apart from its internal strength.

gence comes in the way of normal bilateral
relations, there could be a greater thrust
on Nepal, Sri Lanka or Bangladesh. If the
South Asian Association for Regional
Cooperation does not move forward and
the progress towards the preferential trade
regime slows down or the preliminaries for
a free trade zone remain frozen because of
Islamabad’s attitude, the triangles or
quadrangles could be pursued seriously
(the sporadic moves initiated so far are not
enough). The region, as a whole, needs to
be given the topmost priority on a sus-
tained basis as part of a coherent action
plan.

This is not to suggest that this be done at
the cost of other areas — dealings with big
powers, the U.S., the European Union,
Russia, Japan and West Asia, each impor-
tant on its merits —, economic diplomacy
and the like. But India’s standing in the
world and its credibility as a major player
will be in direct proportion to the degree of
its acceptability in the region, apart, of
course, from its internal strength, political
and economic. This has been evident in
the conduct of external affairs. Take In-
dia’s claim to a permanent seat in an ex-
panded United Nations Security Council.
While some in the world community rec-
ognise its soundness, others want New
Delhi to win over the region in the first
instance. The regional baggage carried by
India now has been a major drag in its
dealings at the global level.

It may be a coincidence but it is a matter
of serious concern that the third consec-
utive new year finds India preoccupied
with an uneasy relationship with Pakistan,
to the near-exclusion of other matters. Add
to this the crisis in the ties with Nepal.

India finds itself in an unenviable posi-
tion in the region. Its sheer size, vastness
of its resources and the consequent
asymmetry between it and others in South
Asia create the big-brother syndrome,
working to its disadvantage. India has land
or maritime borders with others in the re-
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gion, none of which, however, has a com-
mon border. That was the reason for the
slow progress of the SAARC, compared to
the strides made by regional groupings
elsewhere. New Delhi could not help these
handicaps but could well formulate cre-
ative, innovative strategies to deal with this
peculiar situation.

Even though no reminder was needed of
the continued softness of the state, the de-
velopments on (or soon after) three new
year days provided the disturbing evi-
dence. The year 1998 started on a hopeful
note. India and Pakistan had been en-
gaged in composite dialogue, having
worked out its modalities after tortuous
negotiations. The situation took an unex-
pectedly pleasant turn, with the decision
to start a regular bus service between New
Delhi and Lahore, and the Prime Minister,
Mr. A. B. Vajpayee, undertaking the inau-
gural journey. What happened then was
recent history — the Lahore Declaration, a
Memorandum of Understanding on nu-
clear confidence-building measures, eu-
phoria over the historic discussions with
his then Pakistani counterpart, Mr. Nawaz
Sharif, the promise of a return visit and the
back-channel diplomacy to resolve the
Kashmir issue. The optimism, however,
did not take long to evaporate. The gains of
Lahore were undone by Kargil and the
scars left by it continue to plague the bilat-
eral relationship.

The bus diplomacy was a sound propo-
sition — as was grudgingly recognised
even by Mr. Vajpayee’s detractors at that
point of time. Those who found fault with
it later spoke with hindsight, an inferior
brand of wisdom. There was nothing
wrong with the Lahore piocess, but every-
thing was wrong with the way Pakistan
embarked on the Kargil misadventure.
Whether Mr. Sharif was fully in the know of
it or whether the operation was the hand-
iwork of the then army chief and present
military ruler, Gen. Pervez Musharraf, was
beside the point.

the region first

By K. K. Katyal

The lapses on the part of the intelligence
set-up and the failure of the field forma-
tions to take precautions, necessary in a
sensitive region, were avoidable, man-
made factors. Whether the gaps, revealed
then, have been plugged is not known.
What is public knowledge is that Parlia-
ment did not find time to consider the re-
port of the committee set up to enquire
into what went wrong. The non-serious-
ness about its findings — as widely per-
ceived — is as serious as was the original
failure. Softness compounded by apathy.

The hijack episode, from December 25
to 31, 1999 was a story of disregard of rou-
tine security precautions, mismanage-
ment and bungling. It was a series of
blunders — the laxity at the Kathmandu
airport, where the unlucky flight originat-
ed, the lapse at Amritsar, where the hijack-
ers could have been overpowered and the
trauma of the passengers cut short and,
perhaps, the lost life saved, and the failure
to stall the plane at Dubai, where it landed
before flying to a safe haven, the Taliban-
controlled Kandahar. The crisis manage-
ment group, comprising top functionaries
of the Govesnment, evoked ridicule be-
cause of its waywardness. As a result of
New Delhi’s shrunken options, there was
perhaps no escape from a trade-off — the
release of three dreaded terrorists for the
safety of 180-plus passengers. It was a bit-
ter pill New Delhi had to swallow. But the

.country could have been spared the igno-

miny of the External Affairs Minister, Mr.
Jaswant Singh, taking the released terror-
ists aboard his plane to Kandahar.

And, now, the new year finds the cease-
fire hanging in the balance, between hope
and despair — hope because of the start of
a peace process and despair because of the
continued acts of violence by elements,
operating from the Pakistan territory. As
for the Nepal episode, attention needs to
be drawn to two of its many dimensions —
it had had its origin in the Mumbai under-
world bid to blackmail a popular star by
fanning anti-India sentiments in Nepal,
and the patronage extended by the ISI to
this campaign. It is time the state put an
end to its softness. We deserve better new
year “‘gifts”’.



