Ingha seeks ‘humane’
“Jtr1a1 for Saddam'“\‘

NlLOVA ROY CHAUDHURY oy
STATESMAN NEWS SERVICE

NEW DELHI, Dec. 20.—
Though not joining the cho-
rus of international opinion
on how the trial of Saddam
Hussein should be conduc-
ted, India hopes the trial
will be conducted in Iragq.
Though reticent on articu-
lating India’s position since
last week’s capture of the
former Iraqi President, the
government said it hoped
Mr Hussein’s arrest would
lead to stabilisation of the
law and order situation in
that country and an early
transfer of power to the
Iraqis.

_External affairs minister
Mr Yashwant Sinha said
there was no pressure
again on the government
after the arrest to send
troops to Iraq. There has
been no request from the

US-appointed Iraqi Gov-
erning Council for troops,
officials said, and added
that the government
would abide by its 14 July
decision to not send com-
bat troops to that country.
Having “taken note” of
the arrest of Mr Hussein,
Mr Sinha said: “The judi-
cial process will have to
address issues such as the
rights of Iraqi nationals,
the obligation of occupy-
ing powers under the Gen-
eva Convention, the need
for transparency, humane
treatment, and the fair-
ness of the judicial proc-
ess.” “We believe,” Mr
Sinha told Parliament
earlier this week, “that it
is essentially a question of
the Iragqis; it is for the Ira-
qi people to decide, but in
conformity with well-
known international
norms and principles.”
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Mission Iraq

Recce team to set out this month

By Siddharth Varadarajan
TiMmes NeEws NETWORK

i New Delhi: A high-level Indi-
i andelegation will visit US-oc-
i cupied Iraq later this month
! to decide—after making an
on-the-spot assessment of the
prevailing security situation
there—whether New Delhi
should begin implementing
its offers of political and hu-
manitarian assistance to that
country.

: And though external affairs
¢ ministry officials deny any re-
thinking on the question of
sending Indian troops to Iraq,
diplomatic circles here are
abuzz with fresh speculation.
The last time the US asked,
the Vajpayee government cit-
ed the ongoing tension with
i Pakistan as a reason for not
;. beingable to spare troops. But
with a ceasefire along the LoC
now in place, presumably
with some help from Wash-
ington, the US is once again
i looking at India with a ques-
: tioningeye.

The dates for the visit are
still being finalised but the In-
dian delegation, to be headed
by MEA secretary R.M. Ab-
! hyankar, is likely to be in Iraq
i from December 17 to 21. “The
i idea is to establish close con-
tacts with the Iraqi governing
council (IGC),” an MEA offi-
cial said. India is keen to firm
up the planned visit to New
Delhi of the IGC’s Kurdish
head, Jalal Talabani, and also
¢ register its presence on the

Iraqi oil scene.

But Mr Abhyankar’s main
task, given the increasing at-
tacks on foreign troops,
diplomats and aid workers in
Iraq, will be to evaluate how
i safe the situation is for the
: growing number of Indians
working there. And also to
assess the kind of reception
Indian troops could expect
should they ever be deployed
there as peacekeepers.

The MEA estimates that

there are as many as 2,000 In-
dians currently in Iraq in
various capacities—both on
PSU projects and in their in-
dividual capacity.

A key issue to be settled is
whether the 77 army doctors
and medical staff India has
promised for a maternity hos-
pital in Najaf can proceed to
Iraq. As of now, the $10 mil-
lion project is still “on hold”
given the threat perception.
India’s plan to send across 50
metric tonnes of milk powder
has also hit a road block with
the World Food Pro-
gramme—the only agency ca-
pable of distributing this
aid—pulling out of Iraq.

While Prime Minister Atal
Bihari Vajpayee’s role was de-
cisive in rebuffing the US re-
quest for troops earlier this
year, MEA sources say the op-
position put up by Kanwal
Sibal, the outgoing foreign
secretary, was also crucial.
“Now that Mr Sibal has left, it
is possible someone may try
and push the issue again,” a
South Block source said.

India is closely watching
what the UN is going to do in
Iraq and whether its human-
itarian agencies plan to re-
turn there soon.

Baghdad beckons

« MEA sécretary R.M.
Abhyankar will lead high-
level team to America-
oceypied lraq to study
the ground situation

& Speculation abuzz
about change in Delhi’'s
stand'on-sending troops
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“PM to attend
CHOGM sy‘mmlt

kS

i

Z
By Our Specnal Corresp)ydenp

NEW DELHI pec. ‘2.| The Prime
_Minister, Atal Bihali Vajpayee,
will attend the summit of the
Commonwealth Heads of Gov-
ernment Meeting (CHOGM) at
Abuja (Nigeria) from December
4 to 7. However, his bilateral vis-
it to Ghana after the summit has
been dropped “because of Par-
liamentary preoccupations
back in New Delhi.”

The new Foreign Secretary,

| Shashank, told presspersons
here today that the Prime Min-
ister had decided to attend the
summit because of “India’s
deep commitment to the Com-
monwealth” and the fact that
India is its largest member and
the fourth biggest financial con-
tributor.

On the agenda is the consid-
eration of a report by a high-
level group of internationally-
renowned economists on “Mak-
ing democracy work for
pro-poor development.” The
high-level group is headed by
the former Finance Minister,
Manmohan Singh, and, apart
from other economists, the
World Bank and the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund are also
associated.

On the possibility of lifting
Pakistan’s suspension from the
Commonwealth, Mr. Shashank
said the Commonwealth Minis-
terial Action Group (CMAG),
which worked on the basis of
consensus, would decide the
matter. However, he said the
Commonwealth had taken note
of the fact that because of the
Legal Framework Order in Pa-
kistan, its Parliament remained
deadlocked.
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Indla s Afghan stakes

HE PRIME Mlnlgk Atal Bi-

hari Vajpayee, during his re-

cent summit meeting with

the Russian President, Viadi-
mir Putin, put in perspective the
gravity of the developments in Af-
ghanistan. He was quoted as saying,
“Events in Afghanistan cause anxie-
ty, there exists the threat of the Tali-
ban’s return” in one form or the
other.

The Declaration on Global Chal-
lenges and Threats to World Security
and Stability signed by the two
statesmen in Moscow on November
12 called for giving up “double stan-
dards” in the war against terrorism
and for adopting a “consistent and
uncompromising” approach. It
stressed the imperative of promoting
confidence among members of the
“anti-terrorist coalition” by giving
due consideration to the interests of
each one of them. It reiterated, “Af-
ghanistan should emerge as a peace-
ful, strong, prosperous, united and
independent nation that would be
free from external interference and
living in harmony with its neigh-
bours”.

Tajikistan was Mr. Vajpayee’s next
destination after the Russia visit.
This carried much political symbol-
ism. Tajikistan used to be a frontline
state in the resistance to the Taliban.
The Joint Declaration issued on No-
vember 14 in Dushanbe following
talks between Mr. Vajpayee and the
Tajik President, Emomali Rakh-
monov, called for an Afghanistan
free from outside interference, and
expressed concern at the challenges
to security being mounted by the Ta-
liban and Al-Qaeda elements “with
support from outside.”

India has been in the forefront of
the “war on terror” in Afghanistan.
India was the first country to offer
military bases for the Anglo-Amer-
ican forces to launch the war. India
made this unilateral offer on the ba-
sis of its confidence that it had
shared interests with Washington
over Taliban regime’s overthrow —
confidence that presumably accrued
through South Block’s intense inter-
action with the United States at the
ministerial level and within the fo-
rum of Indo-U.S. Working Group,
during the two-year period from
end-1999.

When the Afghan war was “won”
with unexpected ease in October

THE HINDY

{ - .

By M.K. Bhadrakumar

India’s neglect of its historical partners in
Afghanistan, the Pashtuns, is inexcusable.
Resetting policy parameters is not going to be easy.

2001, BJP government leaders jubi-
lantly bracketed the Taliban’s spec-
tacular “defeat” with the on-going
Diwali festivities.

Following up, in December, at the
Bonn conference, India played a
useful role for the Americans in ca-
joling Northern Alliance groups to
accept a certain calculus of power in
Kabul for the post-Taliban era,
which, left to themselves, these
groups were wary of. India followed
up by undertaking an unpreceden-
ted commitment of hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars for Afghanistan’s
reconstruction. India expanded its
diplomatic presence to a historic
level by opening consulates in
southern, southeastern, western and
northern regions of Afghanistan. All
this signalled India’s resolve to be a
serious protagonist. India felt it had
a “win-win” situation.

However, sometime around June
last year, following changes at the
helm of the foreign policy establish-
ment in South Block, India began to
sense that complex emergent geo-
political realities engendered by Af-
ghan war demanded new thinking.
Meanwhile, layers of ambiguity
about the war also began to peel off.

Actually, the political objective of
Afghan war was never in doubt ex-
cept for those willing to suspend dis-
belief. On October 16, 2001, even
before Taliban’s “defeat” was com-
plete, the U.S. Secretary of State, Co-
lin Powell, had - underlined in
Islamabad at a joint press confer-
ence with the Pakistan President,
Pervez Musharraf, that although the
Taliban regime headed by Mullah
Mohammed Omar must be elimi-
nated, there would be room in Af-
ghanistan’s future government for
“moderate” Taliban leaders since
the term “Taliban” did not just mean
“Afghan regime.” Mr. Powell agreed
with Gen. Musharraf’'s contention
that Northern Alliance should not
replace the Taliban regime. He said,
“It (Taliban) also defines a group of
individuals, a group of people. If you
got rid of the regime, there would
still be people who might find the
teachings, feelings, and beliefs of

that movement still very important.
And to the extent that they are will-
ing to participate in the develop-
ment of a new Afghan assembly with
everybody being represented, we
would have to listen to them.”

Clearly, as the Prussian military
philosopher, Carl von Clausewitz,
would have put it, Afghan war was
not as “absolute” as the BJP-led Gov-
ernment imagined nor was the “law
of the extreme,” namely, a savage
destruction of Taliban, ever in the
Pentagon’s consideration; war was
meant to be a “passing evil”, a tem-
porary loss of power for Taliban in
Kabul which would be repaired by
political combinations, bargaining
and coalition formation.

Details have emerged that months
ago, with American acquiescence
and Pakistani mediation, a dialogue

between Hamid Karzai, Chairman of

Afghan Transitional Authority, and
“moderate” Taliban leaders had be-
gun. Clearer contours of Mr. Karzai's
(and American) willingness to en-
gage the Taliban are appearing. Se-
lect Taliban leaders will be shortly
inducted into Mr. Karzai’s cabinet.
Pakistan has commended Mr. Kar-
zai’s statesmanship in embarking on
a path of “national reconciliation”.
Pakistan feels vindicated that Mr.
Karzai and Americans are simulta-
neously moving in the direction of
“downsizing” Northern Alliance,
which was Islamabad’s béte noire.
Taliban’s rise, like a phoenix out
of the ashes of the Afghan war, poses
policy challenges for South Block.
Our original sin lies in our ambiv-
alence towards geopolitical factors
which had inspired the Taliban’s
conception; our consequent inabil-
ity to comprehend the Taliban's true
alchemy; our inexcusable neglect of
our historical partners, the Pash-
tuns, in Afghanistan; our regrettable
predilection to view Afghanistan ex-
clusively from the picturesque Panj-
shir valley; and, of course, the
excessive zeal shown by the BJP-led
Government, in the first half of its
incumbency at least, to harmonise
policies on any given front with
Washington'’s thinking.

1 8 NCV 7003

Resetting the Afghan policy pa-
rameters is not going to be easy for
India. There has been a paradigm
shift. The American unilateralist in-
tervention in the Afghan question
that would have been unthinkable
till September 11, 2001, is today a
veritable reality. The United Nations
has mandated it. It carries the NA-
TO’s imprimatur and escutcheons of
legitimacy under international law.
Mr. Karzai enjoys American backing.
Thus, if U.S. and Pakistan have joint-
ly finessed “moderate” Taliban ele-
ments and are about to reintroduce
them into mainstream Afghan poli-
tics, and if that is also what suits Mr.
Karzai, what can anybody do about
it?

For Washington, a success story
out of Afghanistan is a priority.
Forces on the ground may yet frus-
trate such an easy outcome, but it is
unrealistic to imagine that any re-
gional power would actively encour-
age these forces and risk annoying
the Americans. In any case, the
Northern Alliance’s disarray is so ad-
vanced that “anti-Taliban resist-
ance” cannot be resurrected. Old
dividing lines between Afghan fac-
tions (or regional powers) are also
disappearing.

India needs an overhaul of policy.
Touch-ups are inadequate. Interna-
tional opinion is differentiating Tali-
ban from “neo-Taliban”. India
cannot remain rooted to a dogmatic
definition of the Taliban as Islam’s
uncompromising face. The Taliban
was a cauldron in which many en-
trails brewed. It even contained rem-
nants of Khalqi army officers of the
communist regime who were
trained in Dehra Dun. Admittedly,
for fresh thinking to be possible, we
need to come to terms with our
handling of the hijack incident of
2000 in Kandahar.

Thirdly, we must “reengage” the
Pashtuns equally with other ethnic
groups. Our links with the Pashtuns
run down to Rampur, Bhopal and
Mysore — some would say, they
hark back to the creation of the Ve-
das.

In geopolitics, honest cost-benefit
analysis becomes necessary. If the
Afghan problem were to be reduced
to a timeserving war of attrition with
Pakistani intelligence, we would be
wastefully emulating Pakistan’s gro-
tesque discredited policies.



RIME MINISTER Vaj-
payee has concluded a
s1gmﬁcant tour of Rus-
sia, Thjikistan and Syria.
I use the word “significant” for
two reasons. First, after a decade
of restructuring new equations

with the Russian Federation, last -

week’s trip signalled a stabilising
and measured expansion in bi-
lateral ties. Second, the visit to
Tajikistan and Syria is a reflec-
tion of India attaching much
needed importance to its rela-
tions with important countries in
Central and West Asia.

The context in which Vaj-

payee’s visit took place is critical.

Russia and India are deeply in-
terested and involved in the sta-
Dbilisation of Afghanistan and
Iraq, as well as the countries of
Central Asia from Azerbaijan to
Kyrgyzstan. Russia wishes to re-
tain its influence in Central Asia

in the face of growing US-led .

presence of West European co-
untries in the rfegion.
India has a security and eco-
_ nomic stake in the region, given
- its market potential and energy
resources. There is also a broader
convergence of interests between
Russia and India. Both are oppo-
sed to religious fanaticism. Both
| face challenges to their territorial
integrity by separatist movements
fuelled by religious extremism
(Chechnya and Jammu and Kas-
hmir). Both share concerns about

cross-border terrorism, Both are

concerned about the unilateral-
ism implicit in America’s foreign
and security policies. Both are
worried about the marginalisa-
tion of the UN and erosion of the
multilateral processes of main-
taining peace and security on the
basis of international consensus.
Despite their political, strate-
gic and economic limitations, In-
dia and Russia have reservations
about a unipolar world order.
This convergence of views and in-
terests on macro-level issues is
strengthened by equally substan-
tive mutuality of interests in the
bilateral context. Russia remains

Central Asia is ;once
again on India’s 9{(
diplomatic map

i S6-

EJ. N. Dixit

an important supplier of defence
equipment. The potential of
Indo-Russian cooperation to en-
sure energy security for both is

- concrete and positive.

" Despite its adherence to
many of the international reg-
imes regarding transfer of techno-
logies, particularly dual use tec-
hnology, Russia has been much
more forthcoming than most
other countries in meeting In-
dia’s technology requirements —
not only in terms of transfer of
technology on a commercial basis
but also in joint development of

“technologies respansive to the

commercial infrastructural requ-
irements of both countries.
The economies of the Russian

Federation and India are mutu-

menth in Iraq and Afghanistan af-
ter the US-led military opera-
tions in these twa countries. Both
are concerned about the punitive
attitude of the US towards coun-

- tries like Syria and Iran, with

whom both have close relations.
So apart from being an annual

consultation at the summit level

agreed upon between Putin and

- Vajpayee, this trip has additional

significance in this contextual ba-
ckground. The two leaders issued
a joint declaration and signed 10
agreements. These cover the sph-
eres of science and technology,
space, earthquake research, bilat-
eral trade and defence supplies.
It is relevant to mention that
Indo-Russian trade has suf-
fered some stagnation. The to-

Vajpayee’s visit reflects an integrated
orientation in India’s foreign policy in
creating political equations with the

extended Asian neighbourhood

ally complementary in terms of
bilateral trade, a phenomenon
which, with the passage of time, is
characterised by increasing vol-
umes and an incrementally diver-
sified commodity structure. This
cooperation is particularly uséful
to both in the peaceful uses of
space and nuclear technologies.
Russia has been generally sup-

_portive of India’s policy orienta-

tions towards Pakistan and on the
J&K issue. Compared to the co-

“mparative ambivalence of Boris

Yeltsin towards India, President
Vladimir Putin seems more con-
vinced about the importance of
political, economic and stratcglc
equations with India. ~
Both Russia-and India share
critical concerns about develop-

INDIAN EXPRESS

tal volume is only of the order
of $1.5 billion, compared to the

« much higher volumes of trade

India has with the US, China
and the EU. The prime minis-
ter’s visit will hopefully provide
aneeded impulse.

ONGC (Videsh) has invested
nearly $2 billion in the Sakhalin-I
oil and- gas project. Russia is
helping India build two nuclear
reactors in Tamil Nadu. It is also
interested in inputs from India in
information technology. There
has been much speculation ab-
out defence cooperation and the
purchase of aircraft carrier Gor-
shkov. Cooperation in. missile
technology has a continuity wh-
ich is of importance both for
peaceful and defénce purposes.

‘cance. India’s equ

Some dark spots tqp g)ust be -
oted. There is no-categorical as-
surance of Russian support to In-
dia in the context of UN reforms
or a permanent seat in the Secu-
rity Council. While Russia_has
endorsed the pre-condition of
ending cross-border terrorism for
resumption of dialogue with Pak-
istan, unlike during Soviet times,
there is no articulated support for
J&K being an integtal pirt of In-
dia. Besides, cooperatidn in sp-
ace and nuclear energy would:be
subject to Russia’s equatids with

‘the US in various international

regimes. Fortunately, India’s ca-
pacity for self-reliance in these
two spheres cuts its dependence
on any foreign country.
Vajpayee’s visits to Syria and
Tajikistah are of hﬂh signifi-
ation with the
Tajik governmeat, of"us:dent
Rakhmanov is iipggtant in deal-
ing with Afghanist# develop-
ments and counteriixgﬂnmx&ex-
tremism in Central . The
visit follows Defence ister

" George Fernandes’s eaﬂler visit

" Uzbekistan. Foreilft

fan and
Mmlster
Yashwant Sinha toq: whs in
Tashkent this month, - ne-
glect of Central Asia ui dia’s
foreign policy over the last five-

to Kyrgyzstan,

_ sixyears séemsto be rectified.-

~

" Vajpayee Syria visit- affirms
India’s reservations abeutunilat-
eral and at times illogical, pre-
emptive orientations of US poli-
cies in West Asia. The two

‘countries are keen to facilitate

cooperation in information te-
chnology and blotechnology
ONGC (Videsh) too is expected
to collaborate with Syrian com-
panies to prospect for oil.
Vajpayee’s visit manifests an
integrated otientation in India’s
foreign policy, in creating politi-
cal equations with the extended
Asian neighbourhood. A bro-
ader strategic vision is again ani-
mating India’s foreign policy, a
vision which was initiated by Ra-
jiv Gandhi and Narasimha Rao

more than a decade ago. )
s
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BHARAT BHUSHAN

Damascus, Nov. 15: Prime Min-
ister Atal Bihari Vajpayee told
Syria today that India wants sov-
ereignty in Iraq to be handed
over to the Iragi people as early
as possible,

While expressing grave con-
cern over the situation in Iraq
and West Asia, Vajpayee also set
at rest any apprehension that
India’s growing closeness to Isr-
ael and America might lead to its
abandoning of its Arab friends.

Vajpayee was only reiterat-
ing India’s policy towards the re-
gion. But what was important
was the place and the timing.

Vajpayee’s visit comes two
months after the visit of Israeli
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon to
India and at a time when the US
Congress has approved further
sanctions against Syria. That
Vajpayee has gone ahead with
the visit in the holy month of Ra-

spells out Irag,

mazan is a pointer to Hpw impor-
tant India considers its relation-
ship with the Arab world in gen-
eral and Syria and Palestine in
particular.

In his meetings today, Vajpay-
ee told President Bashar Al Ass-
ad that there had been no change
in India’s policy towards West
Asia; that it was “fully with the
Palestinian cause” and called for
the withdrawal of Israeli troops
from Palestinian cities and other
occupied territories. The occu-
pied territories include Golan
Heights that belongs to Syria.

The Prime Minister enumer-
ated the Indian position in his
speech at an iftar hosted by Ass-
ad later in the evening, saying:
“We have consistently called for
comprehensive and lasting pea-
ce based on full implementation
of UN Security Council Resolu-
tions 242, 338, 1397 and 497, and
the Land for Peace principle.”

Briefing reporters about the

restricted-level talks between
Vajpayee and Assad, external af-
fairs minister Yashwant Sinha
said: “The Prime Minister told
President Assad that the Indian
position on Palestine and the oc-
cupied territories had been
made clear to Sharon during his
visit to New Delhi.”

The Indian position on West
Asia is in consonance with that
of Syria that has twice started
negotiations through US media-
tion in the 1990s. The talks fell
apart amid mutual accusations
and in the wake of the Israeli
elections of May 1996. Syria even
now lives in constant fear of Is-
rael. Only a few months ago, Is-
raeli planes bombed an area out-
side Damascus, an attack that
India condemned.

Assad expressed happiness
with the visit and, according to
Sinha, repeatedly referred to the
fact that the Syrians looked at
India as a “role model” for the

Israel stand

)€ by Gy

countries of the south.

India, Assad apparently said,
had played a stabilising role in
the international arena and that,
along with China, Russia and
Europe, it should provide the
leadership for resolving the
problems being faced by the
world today. He agreed with Vaj-
payee that the earlier sovereign-
ty in Iraq is handed over to the
Iraqis, the better it would be for

‘dll concerned.

Describing India-Syria ties
as “good and friendly”, Vajpayee
said more substance needed to
be added to the relations. He sug-
gested enhanced cooperation in
the fields of hydrocarbon, rail-
ways, power generation and
transmission, agriculture and
biotechnology.

India also announced a new
line of credit to Syria of $25 mil-
lion and an outright grant of
$1 million for the Syrian Nation-
al Biotechnology Centre.
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PM's Syria visit a success,

nine ag

"
TJS.GEORGE '}
DAMASCUS | NOVEMBER 15

A NOTICEABLY up-
graded airport reception led
by three Cabinet ministers
welcomed Prime Minister
Vajpayee to this Syrian capi-
tal on Friday night. There
was then a mile-long motor-
cade to his hotel. These indi-
cated the unusual impor-
tance Syria is attaching to
the visit of the Indian Prime
Minister, the firstin 15 years.

The substance of the visit
was out in the open: Nine bi-
lateral agreements signed be-
fore lunch promised to break

<

NDIAN Express

new ground in the economic
and cultural relations be-
tween the countries, More
than that, there seemed an
emotional bond that put the
relations well above the mun-
dane. This came through dur-
ing the talks the two leaders

reements inked

had this morning. President
Bashar al-Assad told Vaj-
payee that India, with the
way it had developed, had
become the role model for
countries of the South.

Against this closeness of
the spirit, the agreements
seemed but matters of de-
tail. Yet, some of them were
of far-reaching implications.
For the first time, India has
extended to Syria a line of
credit worth US$ 25 million.
Thisisin addiiontoa$ 1m
grant for the establishment
of the Syrian National
Biotechnology Centre with
Indian expertise.

b NCY 7003



‘India’s CBMs made
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By B, Muralidhar Reddy
ISLAMABAD, NOV. 11. Even as his
Cabinet colleague and Informa-
tion Minister, Sheikh Rashid
Ahmed, was at his charming
best in New Delhi, the Pakistan
Foreign Minister, Khurshid
Mahmud Kasuri, surprised ob-
servers by launching a diatribe
against India and maintained
that the recent confidence
building measures (CBMs) by
Delhi were made under global
pressure.

Addressing a specially con-
vened press conference to brief
on his just concluded tour of
European Union countries, Mr.

" Kasuri was particularly harsh

on the Indian proposal to run a
bus service between Muzaffara-
bad and Srinagar.

“On the one hand India says
that Pakistan is indulging in
cross-border terrorism, on the
other hand they are suggesting
a bus service between Srinagar
and Muzaffarabad. Probably
they want the terrorists to travel
in style and comfort,” he
quipped.

Mr. Kasuri is an ardent ad-
vocate of normalisation of ties
between India and Pakistan
and was seen at times in the
last one year in office at odds
with his Foreign Office.

In the face of provocative
statements from some of the

THE WiNBY

global

«\' pressure: Pak.

functionaries in the Vajpayee
Government, Mr. Kasuri had
kept his cool and preferred not
to join issues.

It is against this backdrop
that his cutting at the press
meet surprised many. Mr. Ka-
suri said India could not be se-
rious about allegations of
cross-border infiltration if it is
offering the bus service across
Kashmir, and went on to assert
that it was impossible for the
Pakistan forces to completely
seal the Line of Control (LoC).

“All activity cannot be actual-
ly stopped. No country in the
world can do that. How can Pa-
kistan do that? You cannot seal
a border as large as that,” he
argued. The only way of stop-
ping the rebel flow was through
dialogue between Pakistan and
India on Kashmir, he said.

“The only guarantee for com-
plete sealing of the border is
that there should no incentive
for people to cross the border...
That can come through nego-
tiations, dialogue with the Gov-
ernment of Pakistan to discuss
and settle the outstanding issue

of Jammu and Kashmir,” he‘

maintained.

|

He did pay compliments to

the Prime Minister, Atal Bihari
Vajpayee, as a “man of peace”
but at the same time hinted
that he was stymied by hardlin-
ers.
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EFOREWHEADING off to Chi-

na last \weekend, the Presi-

dent of\ Pakistan, Pervez

Musharraf, described the re-
lations between the two countries as
“excellent, strategic and permanent”.
This is a characterisation many in the
Indian strategic community would
agree entirely with. Just as the Pakis-
tani establishment celebrates the
“all-weather, time tested” ties be-
tween Islamabad and Beijing, the In-
dian sceptics on China rule out any
real advance in the Beijing’s posi-
tions on issues that divide India and
Pakistan.

There is no doubt that one of the
central features of the geopolitics in
our region over the last five decades
has been the enduring strategic part-
nership between China and Pakistan.
But is the past a reliable guide to the
future triangular relationship be-
tween China, India and Pakistan?
Not necessarily.

As elsewhere in life, change is the
only permanent feature of interna-
tional relations. There is no doubt to-
day about one new reality in the
region — the emergence for the first
time in decades of a robust and rap-
idly expanding Sino-Indian relation-
ship. Will this simple fact make a
difference to how China’s ties with
Pakistan will evolve in the future?
One view suggests that over the long
term, an intensifying relationship be-
tween India and China would inevi-
tably have an effect on the ties
between Beijing and Islamabad. The
other, more dominant, view is that all
the improvements in Sino-Indian re-
lations put together cannot over-
whelm the geopolitical value of
Pakistan to China — as a local bal-
ancer against India, a gateway to the
Islamic world, and a valuable partner
in a volatile region where Beijing has
many interests.

India’s current enthusiasm for en-
gaging China is not based on expec-
tations of an immediate change in
the Sino-Pakistan relationship. Some
Indian officials do concede that the
growing density of the Sino-Indian
relationship could have some impact
over the long term on the Chinese
strategic calculus in the
subcontinent.

Take for example trade. The way
Sino-Indian trade is booming, it is
likely to reach the target of $10 billion

_next year itself. And within another
five years, and certainly by the end of
the decade, it could double again to
$20 billion. The intensifying trade
and commerce should naturally raise
the stakes for China in its relation-
ship with India and Beijing will have

THE HINDU

By C. Raja Mohan

In the past India had tried, without much success,
to keep China out of the subcontinent. If India
can now think out of the box, leveraging
Chinese power to restrain Pakistan
becomes an interesting option.

to factor this into its larger policy to-
wards the subcontinent.

Indian optimists on China point to
the fact that there has already been
considerable movement in Beijing’s
positions on issues of concern to
New Delhi. China’s publicly articu-
lated position on the Kashmir ques-
tion has certainly evolved since Rajiv
Gandhi’s visit to Beijing in December
1988. They also refer to China’s re-
fusal to back Pakistani adventurism
in Kargil in 1999. Pessimists in India,
however, suggest that a lot more evo-
lution in China’s Kashmir policy
might be needed to make it more
balanced. They also underline Chi-
na’s role in making Pakistan a nucle-
ar weapon power in the

ly understood. It is probably the first
time since the Sino-Indian war in
1962 that an Indian Prime Minister is
saying that the nation should be
ready for major departures from his-
torically stated positions on the
boundary dispute. That he chose a
meeting of senior military officers to
make this bold assertion is equally
significant. In preparing the country
for “territorial concessions” in the
boundary negotiations with China,
Mr. Vajpayee is declaring that a final
settlement of the dispute is a nation-
al strategic objective. The reference
to the “release of considerable mil-
itary energies and finances” is not
too difficult to decipher. Mr. Vaj-

payee is saying the pros-

1980s and the continuing WORLD VIEW pect of ending India’s

cooperation on the mis-

sile programme. The prudent answer
in New Delhi to the question whether
India can ever wean China away
from Pakistan is likely to remain a
negative one for quite some time to
come.

But the question itself is posed
from the perspective of a zero sum
game — that any gains for India in its
ties with China must be a loss for
Pakistan and vice versa. India must
consider alternative ways of thinking
about the triangular relationship as
well as a potential Chinese role in the
subcontinent.

The first assumption of such a cre-
ative policy must be that progress in
solving India’s bilateral problems
with China could radically alter the
geopolitical context of the region and
influence all other bilateral ties in
our neighbourhood. There appears
to be a recognition of this at the high-
est levels in the Government as seen
from the remarks of the Prime Minis-
ter, Atal Bihari Vajpayee, at the Com-
bined Commanders Conference in
the capital last Saturday. According
to an official press statement that
summed up Mr. Vajpayee’s remarks,
“a final resolution of the boundary
question would release considerable
military energies and finances for
other more purposeful activities. It is
therefore a strategic objective and to
achieve it, we should be willing to
take some pragmatic decisions.”

The full import of Mr. Vajpayee’s
remarks on China has not been wide-

6

historic “two-front”
problem might be at hand, if the na-
tion is ready to shed its past rigidity
on the boundary dispute with China.

Second, rapid progress in solving
bilateral problems with China also
undercuts the premises of Pakistan’s
negotiating position with India. Isla-
mabad says, “let’s solve the core po-
litical dispute (read Kashmir) and
normalisation of relations will fol-
low.” New Delhi believes coopera-
tion across a broad front creates the
conditions for negotiating that diffi-
cult deal on Kashmir. Islamabad’s ar-
guments that trade and commerce
must wait until political disputes are
resolved run counter to the argu-
ments of not just India but China as
well.

The new regional doctrine un-
veiled recently by the Chinese Pre-
mier, Wen Jiabao, at the Boao
economic summit emphasises the
importance of rapid economic inte-
gration in Asia and the creation of a
new security order on that basis. In-
dia is more in tune with this new
thinking in China than Pakistan. New
Delhi can contribute vigorously in
moving ahead with the new econom-
ic agenda Beijing has in mind.

Third, India has legitimate griev-
ances about the past nuclear and
missile cooperation between China
and Pakistan, which has made the se-
curity condition in the region so diffi-
cult for India. Instead of crying over
spilt milk, the Indian emphasis must
now be on getting China to stop all

NCV 7003
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such transfers in the future. The fact
that China has finally taken the re-
sponsibility to lead the efforts to de-
fuse the nuclear crisis in North Korea
points to the potential role it could
play in restraining the behaviour of
Pakistan. If political chaos deepens
in Pakistan and the structures of cur-
rent conirol over nuclear weapons
there become shaky, China will have
an important part to play.

Fourth, for decades India has seen
Pakistan and China as two adversar-
ies who are in an unshakeable alli-
ance. But as the regional context
changes and Sino-Indian ties move
in a positive direction, the triangular
relationship is unlikely to remain the
same.

The new awareness of the threat
from terrorism after September 11,
2001 has altered the security debate
in the region. The concerns about
Pakistan becoming an epicentre of
religious extremism and internation-
al terrorism are not limited to India.
During his visit to Beijing, Gen.
Musharraf was under some compul-
sion to give public assurances that
Pakistan will not allow its soil to be
used by Muslim separatists from the
restive province of Xinjiang. There
have been reports of strong com-
plaints from the local authorities in
Xinjiang about links between extre-
mists there and terrorist outfits in
Pakistan.

The political imperatives in New
Delhi and Beijing behind their re-
spective wars on terrorism do not al-
ways coincide. But India and China
have a common stake in ensuring
that Pakistan follows the course of
political moderation and economic
modernisation. In the past India had
tried, without much success, to keep
China out of the subcontinent. If In-
dia can now think out of the box, lev-
eraging Chinese power to restrain
Pakistan becomes an interesting op-
tion. To be sure, this is an idea that
runs counter to the long held politi-
cal beliefs in the Indian strategic es-
tablishment. India, however, loses
nothing by giving it a shot. This year
India has started a formal dialogue
with the United States on regional
security in the subcontinent. This
sensible approach of exchanging
views on our neighbourhood and
finding ways to stabilise it must now
be extended to China. India has bro-
ken the old rule against engaging
great powers on South Asian securi-
ty. Breaking a taboo is always easier
the second time.

(The writer is Professor of South
Asian Studies at the Jawaharlal Neh-
ru University, New Delhi.)
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A Need To Demand Higher Prices From Rich Countries

en a bold initiative by propo-

ing that a free trade zone
be established with the Asean
countries by 2010. This will pro-
vide Asia with a “learning peri-
od” in which to prepare for a
multilateral trading system such
as that being negotiated under
the WTO. Like many mains-
tream economists, Vajpayee
thinks that free trade will beget
prosperity to the Asian people.
Indeed, free trade would be
beneficial. But the real stuff will
come by forming cartels, not

! tal Behari Vajpayee has tak-

- from free trade.

Monopoly

The theory of free trade holds
that each country should manu-
facture that.which it can do best.
If India can produce Darjeeling
tea and Thailand can produce
cameras, then India should ex-
port tea and import cameras.
Thailand and India will both get
tea and camera at cheaper price
than if they had manufactured
these things themselves. Indeed
such a benefit will take place.
The level of this benefit, how-
ever, will be proportional to the
differences between the two
countries.

India and Sri Lanka both grow
good quality tea. Free trade bet-
ween the two will not be worth
much. But free trade between
India and Iraq may be highly
beneficial. India would get
cheap oil and Iraq would get
cheap Indian movies. The dif-
ferences in resource endow-
ments would determine how
much gains would accrue from
free trade. The resource endow-
ments of the Asian countries,
barring Japan perhaps, are ra-
ther similar. Hence the gains
from free trade with Asean will
also be small. '

The gains from free trade eve
between dissimilar countries will
be small in comparison to gains
from monopolies or cartels.
Consider this: the developing
countries that have 80 per cent
of the world’s resources have
only 20 per cent of the world in-
come. According to the theory of
iree trade, developing countries
which have most of the world’s
resources such as labour, land,
water and minerals should be
able to get a greater share of
world incomes. Developing cou-
ntries should have had about 80
per cent of the world’s income.

Why is it that free trade, to the
extent that it prevails, is leading
to exactly the opposite? It is
becoming worse, in fact. Accor-
ding to World Development

The author is former Professor of
Economics, Indian Institute of
Management, Bangalore.

EAN CARTELS

By BHARAT JHUNJHUNWALA

Y. F P

Reports, rich countries had 75.4
per cent of world income in 1970
which has increased to 80.2 per
cent in 2001.

The fact is that it is not free
trade and efficiency of produc-
tion but monopoly that is deter-
mining the flow of world wealth.
World trade may be thought of
in terms of a “monopoly sector”
which would include the likes of
Microsoft’s  software, Coca
Cola’s soft drinks, Monsanto’s
genetically modified crops, Boe-

Now we can understand why
the share of the rich countries in
the world income has been
rising. On the one hand, mono-
poly pricing of products like
Microsoft software is leading to
higher incomes for the rich
countries; on the other hand,
competition between the poor
countries is providing them
cheap products from poor coun-
tries. This becomes a double
advantage for the rich countries
— they get high prices for their

ing and Airbus’ airplanes and
the like. There is no free trade
bere. These companies are free
to charge exorbitant prices for
their products. It is reported, for
example, that the cost of produ-
cing the Windows software is
$10. Microsoft sells it at $90.
These companies are now pro-
tected by the Patents Act and are
drawing the world’s wealth into
the rich countries.

Asymmetry

The other sector is the “com-
petitive sector”. This would
include the CAIRNS countries
producing wheat and sugar, cof-
fee producers like India, Brazil
and Vietnamn, car producers like
Mexico and Thailand and so on.
Free trade operates only in this
sector.

These countries are fighting
out a grand battle for supplying
ever cheaper products to the rich
countries. Indeed, the most
efficient among these would win
the day. India may beat Brazil in
coffee and Brazil may do the
same to India in sugar. But the
gains from such competition
would be nominal because the
winner would be supplying his
produce at the lowest prices to
the rest of the world, including
the rich countries.

“monopoly” products and have
to pay low prices for the “free
trade” products of the poor
countries.

The creation of a free trade
one between Asean and India
will do little to remove this fun-
damental asymmetry of the
world economy. There are limi-
ted synergies between India and
Asean in the first place. Both are
seeking foreign investment from
the rich countries, hence they
can provide little investment to
each other. The manufacturing
base of the two groups is also
similar. There may be some
synergy in minerals etc. but the
share of those commodities in
their trade basket is small.

The Asean countries can
import services like software and
entertainment from India. But
that hardly provides the found-
ation of altering the global asym-
metry between rich and the poor
countries. On the contrary, free
trade between us would lead to
further lowering of the prices of
our products like cameras and
cars and worsen the asymmetry
by providing cheaper goods to
the rich countries.

This does not mean that the
scope of cooperation between
India and Asean is limited. It
only means that the direction of

cooperation will have to be dif-
ferent. Instead of focusing on in-
ternal trade among ourselves, we
would have to cooperate in mak-
ing “resource-based” monopo-
lies of our products in reply to
the “technology-based” mono-
polies of the rich countries. If
Boeing and Airbus can coope-
rate with each other to sell their
airplanes at high prices to the
rest of the world, India and
Thailand should do the same by
jacking up the world price of
rice.

Objective

Economic theory recognises
that there is a place for cartels.
Trade unions of workers are
cartels. Free trade in the labour
market would lead to lower price
of labour and also reward the
most efficient workers. Yet, tra-
de unions are accepted and pro-
tected because low wages of
workers are considered undesir-
able irrespective of how much
efficiency of production they
may create. The objective of the
economic system is to secure the
welfare of the largest numbers.
Trade unions help raise the
incomes of the poor people hen-
ce they are promoted though
clearly against the principles of
free trade and competition. The
same logic appiies to the deve-
loping countries. ’

The objective of the world
economy 1is to provide higher
incomes to the largest numbers.
This will be secured by forming’
“trade unions” or cartels of the
resource-rich developing coun-
tries. India and Asean should
join hand not to compete with
each other in a free trade zone
but to make cartels and demand
higher prices of their produce
from the rich countries. We have
the successtul example of
OPEC.

These countries were able to
increase the price of their oil in
the seventies. The period, there-
after, saw low rates of growth in
the rich countries. It is unfor-
tunate that OPEC leaders have
invested most of their wealth in
the rich countries hence are not
willing to increase the price of
their oil and more. The-vilue of
their investments in'‘the ¢ich
countries will collapse if"those-
economies were to face a crisis.

Hopefuliy, Mr Vajpayee does
not have such a consideration.’
He should aim at bringing down
the might of the rich countries by
making cartels of jute with Bang-
ladesh, tea with Sri Lanka, rice
with Thailand, coffee with Viet-
nam and Brazil and so on. Only
then will poor countries having
80 per cent of the world’s re-
sources get 80 per cent of the
world income.
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“India keeping a close watch

on West Asia situation: Sinha

W){ Amit Barush 1) !

NEW DELHI, OCT. 12. The External
Affairs Minister, Yashwant
Sinha, today called for
“restraint, especially by
Israel”, following the recent
Israeli attack on Syrian
territory. Briefing presspersons
on the Prime Minister’s special
aircraft en route from Chiang
Mai to New Delhi, Mr. Sinha
said India was keeping a close
watch on the situation in West
Asia.

“We are in touch with both
the Governments (of Syria and
Israel) through our embassies.
We have already expressed our
very serious concern on these
developments,” he said,
hoping that the situation
would not be allowed to
escalate further.

Without naming the United

' States, Mr. Sinha was critical

of countries with “double
standards”, “while they had
no hesitation in dealing with
one military dictatorship
(Pakistan) they had serious

' problems with the other

(Myanmar)”.

These double standards, he
said, extended to the battle
against terrorism when it
came to Pakistan. Mr. Sinha,
however, said as the world’s
largest democracy, India
wanted the democratic form
of government to prevail
everywhere.

He said India’s advice to

., Myanmar was ‘“very clear”

that the process of national
reconciliation and democracy

| must go on and that the
: National League for

Democracy (NLD) leader,

Aung San\Su Kyi, had a?
major role to play in this. (’

On the current situation in
Afghanistan, Mr. Sinha
maintained that Pakistani
cooperation in the fight
against terrorism was “under
duress’’. And, he said, when
you are ‘‘under duress, you do
the minimum that is
required”’.

“We have repeatedly
expressed concern at the
situation in Afghanistan and
the regrouping of the
Taliban,” he said, adding that
those who had taken on the
responsibility for Afghan
security must

“recognise this and do the
needful”.

He said India had adopted a
conscious policy of building
trade relations with the ASEAN
and other developing regions
like Africa and Latin America.
“We are trying to expand in all
directions.”

Conceding that China and
Japan wege far ahead of India
as far as trade with the ASEAN
was concerned, Mr. Sinha
said: “We will try to catch
up.”

Asked if the forthcoming
State Assembly and Lok Sabha
elections next year would
affect the process of economic
reforms in the country, he said
the process must go on
because India lived in a
dynamic world.

“Others are moving ahead.
We should do the same. The
case for economic reforms
remains very strong,” he said.

Mr. Sinha claimed that the
concerns of Indian industry
had been factored in while

THE HINDU 1

negotiating the framework
agreements for free trade area
(FTA) pacts with the ASEAN
and Thailand.

Pointing out that the Union
Cabinet had approved both
these agreements, he said that
some concern from industry
was understandable.

“But I'd like to say we
should go back two-and-a-half
years when so much concern
was being expressed about
India being swamped by
China.”

Reminding presspersons
that he bore the brunt of these
concerns in Parliament and
outside (as Finance Minister),
Mr. Sinha stressed that
nothing of the kind had
happened. “India should face
challenges with confidence
because we demonstrated that
against China there is no
reason to be afraid of smaller
players,” he said.

“Indian industry has gone
through the adjustment
process and is today ready to
face world competition in
India and outside India,” he
said.

In response to a question,
he said India was hoping that
a framework agreement for a
South Asian Free Trade Area
(SAFTA) would be concluded
quickly.

India would soon be talking
to Pakistan on SAFTA matters,
Mr. Sinha revealed. With
Pakistan, India was making
progress, he claimed.

“Trading blocks are being
formed and are trading more
and more with each other.
Therefore, we cannot afford to
be outside this process.”
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Q \< 9\( Post-Cancun Delhi Seeks Asian Cover

East Asian diplomacy, capp-

ed by security and trade ag-
reements signed by Prime Minis-
ter Vajpayee at the India-ASEAN
summiit at Bali, and followed by a
separate free trade agreement
with Thailand, can be attributed
to a number of recent develop-
ments.

First, there is the failure of the
WTO summit at Cancun follow-
ed by the threat issued by the US,
India’s largest trading partner, of
bypassing WTO for bilateral ar-
rangements. The European-Uni-
on is more diplomatic but may
pursue a similar path; as a com-
posite body it has an even larger
share of India’s trade. Compoun-
ding this failure is the boggmg
down of the “war against terror”,
in which Delhi has an interest,
The Taliban is resurgent in Afgh-
anistan, Osama bin Laden remai-
ns at large, and Washington has
picked a fight in the Gulf that
may eventually lead to the crea-
tion of an Islamic Republic of
Iraq. If Delhi had looked West af-
ter 9/11, it is now forced to con-
sider whether it is worthwhile
having some more arrows to its
bow.

The current flurry in Delhi’s

Visionary plans

Second, there is the failure at
the sub-continental level itself.
Vajpayee’s numerous peace ini-
tiatives have run aground, and
SAARC remains a non-starter,
thanks mainly to Islamabad’s
insistence on putting Kashmir
before everything else. But even
in a perfect world, were the Pak-
istani military to drop its unremi-
tting hostility to India and/or
become subject to civilian autho-
rity, it is doubtful whether part-
nership with economic pygmies
like Pakistan, Nepal, Bangladesh
and the Maldives would help
India ride out a post-WTO world
order where rampaging giants
like NAFTA and EU run rough-
shod over everybody else.

The only solution is to belong
to a club that pulls its own weight
in world economic affairs, and
extended ASEAN (including its
summit partners China, Japan
and South Korea) seems the ob-
vious candidate. Such considera-
tions have caused Delhi’s slothful
bureaucracy to push for visionary
plans like a Delhi-Hanoi railway,
which normally would have been
stymied by considerations like
the possibility of more drugs and
arms flowing into the Northeast.
If that is what Vajpayee meant

The author is Assistant Editor, The
Statesman

By SWAGATO GANGULY

when he said the old defensive
and introverted Indian approach
is being replaced by a more
confident and outward-oriented
one, it is to be welcomed.

The new thinking can in fact be
traced back to 1991 and eco-
nomic liberalization, when the
“Look East” policy was officially
inaugurated by Prime Minister
Narasimha Rao. In that sense
Vajpayee is picking up from

where Rao left off. Prior to 1991
Delhi tended to view East and
South-east Asia with disdain, as
the region was aligned to the
West while Delhi took sides with
the Soviet Union. Living stan-
dards circa 1955 were about the
same in India and, say, South
Korea, but what Delhi’s policy-
making elite didn’t notice was
that while South Korea’s econo-
my grew at more than 10 per cent
per annum through the sixties
and seventies, India held to what
was billed the “Hindu” but
should more accurately be des-
cribed as the Fabian socialist rate
of growth, 3 per cent. That was
almost nullified by India’s rate of
population growth, 2 per cent,
the best explanation for why, in
an era of Asian tigers and Chin-
ese dragons, India looked, for all
intents and purposes, like a snail
struck by torpor.

. Economic diplomacy

Fortunately, quite a few in
Narasimha Rao’s team had
worked for international deve-
lopment institutions, for exam-
ple, Manmohan Singh who had
been General Secretary of the
South-South Commission in Ge-
neva. They were knowledgeable
about and impressed by the East
Asian experience, and able to
give Indian diplomacy, which had
been previously focused on pres-
tige and security issues, an eco-
nomic leg. Hence the “look
East” policy — India had to seek

a foothold in the world’s fastest
growing region that happened to
be in its neighbourhood. It daw-
ned on Delhi that neither pres-
tige nor security came without an
cconomic price tag. Not only is
the defence of a country with no
cash reserves weakened, but one
where people have no future and
very little to aspire for cannot
hope to have a stable polity.
Delhi’s mistakes present it

Wlth an image problem, which is

why Vajpayee had to refer, in the
course of his address to Asean
Business and Investment Summit
at Bali, to “flawed” perceptions
that shape decisions. Delhi will
have to work hard to alter not
just those perceptions, but also
the realities on which they are
based. There 1s not only Delhi’s
past neglect of the region, an
outrageous example of which is
that the first ever visit paid by an
Indian prime minister to South
Korea came as late as September
1993. There is also the percep-
tion in East and South-east
Asia’s ordered and consensus-
driven societies that governance
in India is unstable and anarchic,
and lacks the will to take tough
economic decisions that will
deliver long-term benetit. Delhi
can reverse that perception by
following through on the free
trade deal signed with ASEAN
on October 8, which at present is
only a framework agreement.
While the speed with which
Delhi moved can be explained by
Beijing’s concluding a similar
agreement earlier, delivering on
the agreement will require Delhi
to offer significant tariff and
investment concessions to South-
east Asia, setting aside domestic
lobbies.

If Delhi is willing to do this,
there are several factors working
in its favour. First, barring some-
thing extremely untoward, the
government should be comple-

|\ \O \,
ting its term next year, counter-
ing perceptions of chronic ins-
tability. Second, with everyone
rushing to invest in China it
could be a bubble waiting to bur-
st, like the tech bubble, or South-
east Asia in 1997. In the wake of
such a bust there would be
prolonged political instability in
China, as it has no system for co-
opting dissent. It makes eminent
sense for cash surplus ASEAN
economies to hedge their bets by
investing in India, if Delhi proves
willing to cash in on the opportu-
nity. There is also the political
angle: smaller ASEAN nations
do not want to be dominated by a
militarily powerful China, and
India’s 1998 nuclear tests and
subsequent moves towards ope-
rationalizing its deterrent make
it look like a credible counter-
weight to Asia’s giant.

Strategic benefits

Entering into a web of intensi-
fying trade, investment, and tra-
vel with South-east Asian coun-
trics can deliver immense strate-
gic benefits to Delhi, as it would
confront Islamabad with a
Hobson’s choice. It could follow
India’s path and integrate itself
with the ASEAN economic zone,
in which case it would have to
open itself to Indian goods anc
jnfluence. Or it could remair
locked out of this lucrative
trading zone and dependent or
handouts from internationa
agencies. Delhi could also work
on a strategy of decreasing
Islamabad’s relative utility to
Beijing, by settling claims on the
Indo-Chinese border and foster-
ing interdependence between the
two big economies. If Islama-
bad'’s only contribution is to con-
tinue to breed terror groups, that
will sooner or later look counter-
productive to Beijing as it attra-
cts US intervention in the region,
while a war between India and
Pakistan would be harmful from

‘the point of view of its (hope-

fully) growing economic interest
in India. If Delhi succeeds in
isolating Islamabad in the region,
that should persuade the latter to
turn off the tap of jehadi terror.
India’s colonial experience
made Delhi’s foreign policy
somewhat Eurocentric, even in
its inverted mode which entailed
seeking friendship with anti-
Western nations and setting up
the non-aligned movement as a
means of dissenting against the
Euroamerican West. It is now
time to forego complexes and
look more towards its own
extended neighbourhood for
solutions to its problems.
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BANGKOK, Oct. 9. — India and
Thailand today entered a new era in
bilateral cooperation by signing five
agreements, including one on estab-
lishing a free trade area by 2010.

Mr Atal Behari Vajpayee and his
Thai counterpart Mr Thaksin
Shinawatra, who received the Indian
Prime Minister at Government House
in the morning, clapped as their minis-
ters signed the agreements in the Ivory
Room of a newly constructed state
mansion. Shortly before the signing of
the agreements, the two leaders had a
one-on-one meeting for 20 minutes.

The FTA pact, which diplomats said
signalled deepening of bilateral ties,
was signed by Union commerce minis-
ter Mr Arun Jaitely and his Thai coun-
terpart Mr Adisai Bhodaramik.

The pact — the first to be signed
outside South Asia and with an Asean
country — envisages bringing down
duties to zero on 83 jtems from March
next year. This would be extended to
all services and investment by 2006,
and goods by 2010. Officials believe
the FTA would double two-way trade
to $2 billion in a year.

The list of the 83 items, however, has
not been announced. Besides, the two
countries did not reach any agreement
on how to define “rules of origin” of
goods, which is an important compo-
nent in improving bilateral trade.

The other pacts covered cooperation
in agriculture, tourism and biotechnol-
ogy as well as visa-free travel for diplo-
matic and official passport holders.

“Thailand and India are entering into
a new partnership,” foreign minister Mr
Yashwant Sinha, who signed two of the
agreements, told a news conference.

Mr/T haksin agreed to allow Indian

BANGKOK, Oct. 9. — History was made
‘loday in Thalland'’s 30-year-oid democracy -
and parly to it was none other than our
Prime Minister. -

Mr Atal Behari Vajpayee became the first

suggestadmatatwm-eaymm

‘between?hukemdpnrtmwhe -

foreign leader to address both chambers of

the Thai Parliament. And in a special -

gesture of respect to this elderly states-
by a knee problem, the

Lower House president had ordered all

MPs to give Mr Vajpayee a long clap.

Mr Uthai Pimjaichon was not disobeyed.

The Prime Minister took time after entering -

theHousetoambietowardsmsseat the

; Falyer o 8l
'K!ng Rama X of the Chakn dynasty. HE

Airlines to fly to more destinations in

Thailand, in response to yesterday’s
announcement of Mr Vajpayee allow-
ing Asean airlines to operate an unlim-
ited number of flights to India.

In the e_ve?z)ing, Mr Shinawatra host-

ed a reception for Mr Vajpayee at
Hotel Shangri-la.

Thai pledge against terror, page 4
PM’s interview to The Nation/ANN,
page 11
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M.R. Narayan Swamy
- BALI 6 OCTOBER

Atal Behari Vajpayee on
Monday began a week-
long tour aimed at boosting
ties with Asean countries dur-
ing which he also promised to
discuss the festering border

IN DIAN Prime Minister

dispute with China.
Mr Vajpayee received a tra-
ditional welcome as he

reached this Indonesian resort
island to attend the ninth sum-
mit of the Association of
Southeast Asian  Nations
(Asean) as well as the second
summit meeting between
India and the 10-member

grouping.
Indonesian agriculture min-
ister Bumgaran  Saragik

received the Indian leader at
the Ngurah Rai Airport at the
edge of this picturesque town.
Soldiers with their guns drawn
ringed the Air-India plane
soon after it landed. Indian
officials said he would also
hold bilateral meetings with
leaders of several countries,
including China, South Korea,
Indonesia and Singapore,
before taking part in the

G N
MEETING OF MiNDs: Pri

me Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee with South

Korean president Roh Moo-Hyun in Bali on Monday. — AFP

Asean-India summit that will
focus on deepening economic
relations. Among other things,
terrorism would figure in the
discussions in a big way.

Both while speaking to
reporters before boarding Air-
India One in New Delhi late
Sunday and on board the air-
craft, Mr Vajpayee himself
underlined the key issues
expected to figure in his vari-
ous dialogues.

“QOur relations with the
countries of Asean, and with
Asean itself, have acquired a
new dynamism in recent
years,” he said in a departure
statement. “We are in the

process of strengthening the
contemporary relevance of our
historical cultural links... we
have political convergences
and economic complementari-
ties in a globalised world. The
upgradation of our dialogue
with ASEAN to summit level
last year was a recognition by
both sides of this.”

Mr Vajpayee has a lean day
Monday, with just two bilater-
al meetings scheduled: with
South Korean president Roh
Moo-Hyun and Vietnamese
prime minister Phan Van Khai.

Mr Vajpayee will address
the Asean business and invest-
ment summit Tuesday, before

ggnh arts
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Jatinching into meetings with
Philippines president Gloria
Macapagal Arroyo .On
Wednesday, he will discuss the
border issue when he meets
his Chinese counterpart Wen
Jiabao at the Bali Interconti-
nental Hotel, where the visit-
ing leaders are staying.

The Indo-Asean summit
and agreements with Asean
will follow later in the day,
before Mr Vajpayee leaves for
Bangkok for meetings with
leaders of Thailand with which
New Delhi has forged close ties
since launching a “Look East”
policy over a decade ago.

The Asean summit “provides
a timely opportunity to discuss
a number of areas of common
interest,” he said. “We are all
concerned about the fate of
multilateralism in the modern
world. We have to deal with
the increasing spread of terror-
ism into the South East Asian
region.” Mr Vajpayee described
Thailand as “one of our closest
allies in the Asean region. We
have maintained our tradition-
al cultural affinities. We have
also significantly strengthened
our trade and economic coop-
eration in recent years. /‘
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Hectic diplomacy
ahead for MEA

Saurabh Shukla Q
New Delhi, October 2 C){

“HECTIC DIPLOMACY” is the
catch phrase, which describes
the busy Indian diplomatic cal-
endar till the end of the year
With a number of high profile
visits lined up the South Block
mandarins are on their toes.
Prime Minister Atal Bihari Va-
Jjbayee leaves for a six-day tour for
Bali for Indo-ASEAN and a bilat-
eral trip to Thailand from Octo-
ber 6-12. Soon after UN Secretary
General Kofi Annan comes call-
ing on October 13 and 14. The two
leaders are expected to deliberate
on a range of issues from Iraq to
UN reforms and the situation in
the sub-continent. His visit also
assumes significance, as Annan
will be on his way to Malaysia to
address the OIC summit, where
Pakistan is pitching to raise the
Kashmir issue “aggressively”.
South African President Th-
abo Mbeki is expected on October
16. The two countries have a
growing convergence on econom-
ic and political issues and the two
leaders met in New York for the
first India-Brazil-South Africa

trilateral summit meeting recent- -

ly. This will be followed by a visit
of the Sri Lankan Premier Ranil
Wicremesinghe on October'19.
“The pressure is definitely on
us, as these visits come in the
midst of the festive season, but
the positive side is that our busy
diplomatic engagements prove
that the Indian diplomacy ison a
overdrive,” said an MEA official.
Another important visitor
will be Prince of Wales, Prince
Charles who is expected on an of-
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» PM leaves for a 6-day
tour to Bali and Thailand
from October 6

P UN Secretary General
arrives on October 13

¥ South African President
Thabo Mbeki comes”
calling on October 16

® Sri Lankan PM Ranil
Wicremesinghe arrives on
October {9

® Prince Charles arrives on
October 28

B Italian Premier Sylvio
Berlusconi arrives on
November 20

ficial cum tourism mission from
October 28. While the man who
is hogging the global headlines,
Italian Premier Sylvio Berlus-
coni will be in New Delhi for the
Indo-EU Summit and bilateral
discussions on November 27.
New Delhi will also rollout the
red carpet for Paul Berenger, the
new premier of Mauritius on
November 20. Also taking a pas-
sage to India are the Presidents
of Armenia, Switzerland, Sene-
gal besides the Premiers of Hun-
gary, Canada and Mongolia.

The Prime Minister’s Air In-
dia One will again the hit the
skies on November 11 for his trip
to Russia, Tajikistan and Syria.

» 30T



PRANAY SHARMA

New Delhi, Sept. 24: India will
try to assess the view of key play-
ers in the Arab world on the situ-
ation in Iraq and the likely impa-
ct in the region if Delhi were to
send troops to the war-ravaged
country.

Foreign minister
Yashwant Sinha will
hold the first-ever
political  dialogue
with the Gulf Cooper-
ation Council on the }
sidelines of the Unit-
ed Nations General
Assembly in New
York-on Friday.

The six-member
council, which inclu-
des Saudi Arabia, the
United Arab Emi-
rates, Kuwait, Bahra-
in, Qatar and Oman will be rep-
resented by secretary-general
Abdul Rahman bin Hamad al-
Attiyah.

The meeting will help Sinha
find out the views of the Gulf co-
untries on Iraq and gauge how
they will react if India sends tro-
ops to join the US-led stabilising
effort. ' _

Prime Minjster Atal Bihari
Vajpayee, who¥topped in Turkey
on way to New York, has already

Yashwant Sinha

‘Sinha focus on
" Arab angle:"
9N\

assessed the mood in Ankara.

In November, he is scheduled
to visit Syria, another neighbour
of Iraq.

Though the Centre continues
to hold that it will decide on se-
nding troops to Iraq only after an
“explicit UN mandate”, the US is
keen that India commit its for-
ces. Indications are
that a decision will be
taken only after the
| November Assembly
elections in five states.

Friday’s meeting
is “exploratory” and
will not be limited to
Iraq. But it will help
India get inputs on the
situation from Kkey
players in the neigh-
bourhood.

Another impor-
tant issue likely to co-
me up at the meeting is the situa-
tion in West Asia. Sinha will try
to reassure the Arab world that
an agreement to jointly fight the
“scourge of terrorism” with Is-
rael does not necessarily mean a
dilution of Delhi’s stand on Pal-
estine or its leader Yasser Ara-
fat. Sinha will stress that India
remains committed to the Pales-
tinian cause and continues to re-
gard Arafat as the symbol of the
Palestinian struggle.
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India and Turkey cement

‘old ties’, plan IT

Ankara: Prime Minister Atal Bihari Va-
jpayee completed the political leg of his
four-day visit to Turkey and left on Thurs-
day for Istanbul, the country’s financial

powerhouse. Here the focus
will be shifting to economic
matters. Mr Vajpayee, who is
on an extended, almost fort-
night-long visit to Turkey and
the US, will leave for New
York on Friday. He will ad-
dress the 58th session of the
UN General Assembly, Mr Va-
jpayee is the first Indian
Prime Minister to visit
Turkey since 1988.

During his two-day stay in
here, he had wideranging
talks with his Turkish coun-
terpart, Recep Tayyip Erdo-
gan and said that the two
countries with “ancient
links”, were now ready to
evolve into “modern part-
ners”, After extended delega-
tion-level talks, the two coun-
tries signed several agree-

tion the UN sec

as India’s “inter

PM inaugurates
Tagore avenue

Ankara: Symbolising
growing ties with India,
Turkey on Thursday
named an avenue in its
capital after one of In-
dia’s greatest poets and
philosphers Gurudev Ra-
bindranath Tagore.
Prime Minister Atal Bi-
hari Vajpayee, on the
third day of his visit, in-
augurated the Ra-
bindranath Tagore av-
enue and also unveiled
the Nobel Laureate’s bust
at a ceremony here. 1y

A0
tlé-uﬂi)w

ouncil takes, as well

Xi security situation”.
Other agreements and protocols that
were sxgned included ones on coopera-

tion in the fields of sci-
ence and technology,
IT and computer soft-
ware, The foreign min-
istries of the two coun-
tries also exchanged
notes on the ratifica-
tion of agreements
signed earlier —one
on extradition in June
2001 and another on
tourism in 1995.

The Prime Minister,
who laid a wreath at
the memorial to Ke-
mal Ataturk, ‘Father
of modern Turkey’,
also called on the
speaker of the Turk-
ish parliament. Offi-
cials travelling with
the Prime Minister, de-
scribed the talks be-

ments, including one on setting up a joint
working group on terrorism. Terrorism
was one of the dominant themes of the
discussions, as both India and Turkey are
victims of cross-border terrorism.

The US request for troops to Iraq, from
Ankara and New Delhi, was also dis-
cussed. Mr Vajpayee made it clear that

he response would depend on what ac-

tween the two sides as fruitful and said
that India and Turkey had set the stage
for a relationship that will no more be
seen through the prism of Pakistan.
Ankara’s proximity to Islamabad and its
endorsement of Pakistan’s stand on the
Kashmir dispute, had been among the im-
pediments to closer ties between India
and Turkey. ians ana i
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“Political Ami-Bush

Yo
(7\ \,\&TGhen Sonia will outshine PM

resident George Bush called Atal Behari Vajpayeg to
talk about trade and troops. India’s tough negotiating
position at Cancun, where the WTO ministerial meeting is
being held, is hopefully a guarantee that it will npg fall for
US blandishments. It is to be devoutly wished that New
Delhi is showing similar firmness on the troops for Iraq
issue. George Fernandes’ recent statement gives cause for
hope. President Bush may have told the Prime Minister that
with the US having sponsored a UN resolution authorising
a multilateral force for Iraq, India’s objections have been
taken care of. No such thing has happened. As has been
noted by many around the world, the US-sponsored
resolution places multilateral peacekeepers firmly under
'American-British command. The UN is being asked to be
happy- about being given a chance to serve American
purposes in Iraq. Countries like France and Germany have
already made their objections clear. So should India,
publicly and loudly. We should restate the position taken by
the cabinet committee on security two months back — that
Indian troops will do duty in Iraq only under an overall and
explicit UN mandate — and say that the current US-
sponsored resolution goes nowhere near placing Iraq under -
UN authority. Therefore, even if France does not veto the
resolution and other countries in the Security Council help
pass it, India should still not send troops. Instead of getting
into a lather, as our foreign policy sages often do, if and
when the - American resolution passes, the ministry of
external affairs should be instructed by the Prime Minister’s
Office, which takes all the really important decisions, to
make India’s stand unambiguously clear. That will even help
relations with America, since for tricky bilateral issues a
clearly stated position is better than prolonged confusion.
The Indian decision should be easy. Just as Bush wants,
bluntly put, soldiers from other countries to face Iraqi wrath
s« because elections are coming up, Vajpayee should not be
+  expected to risk his neck when assembly and general electi-
- ons are squarely on the domestic political agenda. The
. Prime Minister’s well executed dismissal, during the recent
'~ no confidence debate, of Sonia Gandhi’s charge was based
\  primarily on the refusal to send troops to Iraq. There’s no
way Vajpayee can claim the moral and nationalist high
ground if he changes his decision on the basis of undisguised
_pressure even if it comes wrapped in a UN resolution. Then,
even Sonia Gandhi will appear to be more effectively
articulate than the Prime Minister. Surely, that, as well as

the certaintythat the Congress will be handed an electoral
plum, should be enough reasons to stick to the earlier stand.

o

THE STATESMAN ‘~‘ 1S

~4

gp 2003



Govt says it can’t s

(‘\/\ By Rajat Pandit \'y \0\
\ TiMes NEws NETWORK

New Delhi: Visiting US assistant
secretary of state for South Asia
Christina Rocca may be making a
strong pitch for India to reconsider
its decision about sending troops to
Irag, but she is likely to return
home disappointed.

“India simply cannot afford to.
send troops to Iraq giv-
en the situation in our
north-west sector. The
US also wanted us to
send troops to Liberia
but we told them we
were not in a position to spare sol-
diers,”  top-level government
sources said on Thursday.

For one, the 1.1 million-strong
army is “heavily committed” along
the volatile Indo-Pak border. Some
of the formations moved to the
western front from the Indo-China
border during last year’s ‘Operati
Parakram’ are still to ret
their earlier locations.

to

US CALL
ON IRAQ

For another, almost one-third of
the army is engaged in relentless
counter-insurgency operations in
Jammu and Kashmir and the north-
east. “Sending a division-plus force
(about 17,000) to Iraq, as the US
wants, will mean depleting the cru-
cial strike corps and other forma-
tions in central India, when they are
in the process of recovering from
ten-month-long forward deploy-
ment,” said an offi-
cer.

The Cabinet Com-
mittee on Security,
on July 14, had made
it clear that it would
“consider” the deployment of Indi-
an troops in Iraq only if there was
“an explicit UN mandate” for it..

The US, with its soldiers stuck in
an incendiary situation in Iragq, is
now trying to push through a reso-
lution in the UN Security Council to
authorise a multinational force un-
der American control for the war-
ravaged country.

But Russia, France and Germany

THE TIMES OF INDIA
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want a larger role/tor the UN in

restoring Iraqi sovereignty. Foreign
ministers from the five UN Security
Council permanent members are
meeting with UN Secretary General
Kofi Annan in Geneva on Septem- -
ber 13 to discuss the resolution.

Ms Rocca, in fact, is learnt to have
told her Indian interlocutors during
the ongoing visit that the US was
ready to re-negotiate the text of the
draft resolution:

Government sources, however,
said that even with a new UN reso-
lution, India will have to think
about committing troops only after
studying the prevailing “ground sit-
uation” on the Indo-Pak border and
in Iraq at that time. Other factors
like the upcoming assembly elec-
tions in four states will, of course,
also have to be kept in mind.

India was, however, ready to con-
tribute to the restoration of infra-
structure as well as the medical,
health, education, communication
and other civilianneeds of the Iraqi
people,

1 2 5P MR
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US draft is
UN-tenable

for India «

By Siddharth Varadarajan
TiMes NEws NETWORK

New Delhi: The new draft
UN resolution on Iraq circu-
lated by Washington is un-
likely to prove bait enough
for India to send its troops to
assist the US occupation of
that country.

On July 14, the Cabinet

Committee on Security had
rebuffed the US request for
troops but also promised that
“were there to be an explicit
UN mandate for the purpose,
the Government of India
could consider the deploy-
ment of our troops in
Iraq”.

However, the draft resolu-
tion falls far short of provid-
ing an explicit UN mandate.
Jt - merely ‘“‘authorises a
multinational force, under
unified command” and
urges member states to con-
tribute military forces to
that effort.

Though the identity of
the “unified command” is
not clearly spelt out, the last
paragraph of the draft ‘“re-
quests that the United
States, on behalf of all
member states participat-
ing in the multinational
force... report to the Securi-
ty Council” on the progress
of this force every six
months.

A cross-reference to an
earlier resolution, 1483,
which explicitly acknowl-
edges the control of the US
and Britain as occupying
powers, makes it clear the
multinational force will be a
purely US-led affair.

Though Indian officials
spent Thursday and Friday
studying the draft, the Vaj-
payee government is not ex-
pected to make a formal pro-
nouncement until the dust
generated by the text world-
wide settles.

On Thursday, Germany
and France criticised the
draft, and Russia too has ex-
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pressed its reservations
about Washington’s failure
to let the UN take control of
the . political transition
process in Iraq. Among
Iraq’s neighbours, Iran and
Saudi Arabia are keen for
the UN to play the decisive
role.

While not wishing to com-
ment either way, Indian offi-
cials do note that sending
troops under the draft resolu-
tion’s language would be a
major departure for
India.

“We have never got in-
volved in these kinds of non-
UN led military missions”,
said an official.

In recent years, the UN
Security Council autho-
rised the Nato-led Kosovo
force (KFOR), the Aus-
tralian-led Interfret for East
Timor, and the Internation-
al  Security Assistance
Force (ISAF) for
Afghanistan, which oper-
ates under the authority of
the US Central Command
(Centcom).

In none of these cases,
say officials, did India even
think of committing its
troops. This despite having
compelling strategic inter-
ests in at least one of the af-
fected countries,
Afghanistan.

Unless the Franco-German
pressure pushes Washington
to amend some of the resolu-
tion's key provisions, Prime
Minister Atal Bihari Vajpay-
ee will be forced to take a
stand on the current draft
when he meets US President
Bush on the sidelines of the
UN General Assembly in
mid-September.

The experience of Indian
peacekeepers in Somalia in
1993 — who became targets
for attack by warlords in a
situation that had been viti-
ated by the earlier US-led
force, UNITAF — is also like-
ly to weigh heavily on the
government.
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'/India wants U.S. to enter
pto dlalogue with Iran

By Amit Baruah

BERLIN, MAY'28. India and Germany have agreed
that whatever be the issues between the United
States and Iran these should be resolved through
dialogue, the External Affairs Minister, Yashwant
Sinha, said at a press conference this evening.
Giving an account of meetings between the
Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee, and the
German Chancellor, Gerhard Schroeder, and
separate meetings between himself and the Ger-
man Foreign Minister, Joshka Fischer, and the
Prime Minister, Mr. Sinha said both countries
hoped that nothing more than dialogue would be
needed as far as Iran was concerned. The Ex-
ternal Affairs Minister’s remarks come as the
United States repeatedly referred to Al-Qaeda
elements allegedly taking refuge in Iran and Teh-
eran’s ‘support” to terrorism and the need for
Iran to adhere to U.N. Security Council Resolu-
tion 1373 that enjoins all States to take action
against terrorism and terrorists.

In response to questions, the Minister said that
India was seeking clarifications from the U.N. on
the scope of its new Security Council Resolution
on Iraq. “And, until those clarifications are avail-
able, we'll hold back our action except in the area
of reconstruction.” Mr. Sinha made it clear that
Germany, which is currently a non-permanent
member of the Security Council, had no plans to

29 M1 me

join the so-called * stabxhsanon force in Iraq.

At the same briefing, the Foreign Secretary,
Kanwal Sibal, referred to U.N. involvement in
Iraq and the fact that ethnic and religious factors
might come in the way of creating a new democ-
racy in Iraq. According to Mr. Sibal, there was a
complete meeting of minds on the issue of terror-
ism. “We are now speaking the same language on
terrorism,” he said, adding that both Germany
and India considered terrorism a threat to their
security.

On Iraq, the External Affairs Minister main-
tained that Germany and India agreed that the
new Security Council resolution was a step for-
ward. The U.N., he said, should play an “essential
role” in Iraq and the role of the U.N. Secretary-
General’'s representative was very important.
Germany, he stated, was in favour of an interna-
tional consultative process on Iraq — similar to
the one launched on Afghanistan. Discussion on
Afghanistan focused on the return of Taliban and
Al-Qaeda elements. India took the view that it
was useful for the International Security Assist-
ance Force (ISAF) to expand its operations be-
yond Kabul given the current state of law and
order in Afghanistan. Turning to the bilateral
front, the External Affairs Minister said the Ger-
man Chancellor had accepted Mr. Vajpayee’s in-
vitation to visit India next year — as part of the
agreement to have regular annual summits.
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JA India in Iraq
0Old Europe’s battle with the US may well be over, cons{der-
ing the UN’s quick nod to the resolution on post-war Ixagq.
Consequently, both the military ‘occupation’ of Iraq and\its
political and economic reconstruction now stand sanctified
by the UN. This is a situation without precedent since
World War II. With this the 12-year-old sanctions against
Iraq come to an end and Irag’s administration passes into
the charge of the US and UK, formally designated the
‘Authority’. That this is an absolute victory for the US goes
without saying. There is to be a UN co-ordinator nomi-
nated by secretary-general Kofi Annan. This co-ordinator
also finds a place on the advisory council appointed to offer
consultations to the Authority’. Yet, control of decision-
aking vests almost entirely with the ‘Authority’. The
oncessions made by the US in the UN resolution are
mostly cosmetic. But France, Russia and Germany ,have

he pragmatic decision to justify the new situati
termis of accelerating peace and development.

The surprising thing is the reported choice of India for
monitoring one out of the five administrative sectors into
which Iraq has been divided. Clearly, the anti-war resolu-
tion that Parliament passed in the closing stages of the war
hasn’t worked against India’s interests. On the contrary, the
US evidently sees a role for India in the management of
Iraq. India might benefit from looking at how the NATO
members, including Germany and France, are dealing with
the award of the other sector to Poland. NATO has agreed
to provide all help to Poland, obviously calculating the
dividends from taking on that responsibility India’s
response should be on similar lines. The spin-off effects
from providing troops and accepting responsibility for a
key sector in Irag could well include bagging a few sub-
contracts, which would stand India in good stead. The UN’s
willingness to oversee the war aftermath has more or less
resolved the earlier dilemma surrounding the legitimacy of
the war. Indeed, there need be no contradiction between our
disapproval of the US war on Traq and our participating in
stahilisation efforts in post-war Irag. At the same time,
the Indian leadership would do well not to overplay the
significance of the new role. Measured pragmatism should
be the Indian approach to an offer that places this country
in an advantageous role in the strategic Gulf region.
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Ford slams Iraq policy

Madrid, August 27 /L((}

AT A safe distance from his
homeland, veteran Holly-
wood actor Harrison Ford
on Wednesday launched a
btoadside at US policy on
Iraq, his country’s gun laws
and the film industry for
producing “video games”
for teenagers.

“I’'m very disturbed about
the direction American for-
eign policy is going,” said
Ford, with US post-war ca-
sualties having exceeded
those during the actual con-
flict. ,

“I think something needs
to be done to help alleviate
the conditions which have
created a disenfranchised
and angry faction in West
Asia.

“Idon’t think military in-
tervention is the correct so-
lution. I regret what we as a
country have done so far,”
said the Chicago-born Ford,
62.

The veteran star is in

Madrid to promote hlS latest
release Hollywood Homicide,
a story of two moonlighting
Los Angeles policemen, and
receive a commemorative
pin from Spanish football
outfit Atletico Madrid, ri-
vals of Real, the club having
tied up a sponsorship agree-
ment with Colombia films.

Twice-married Ford, who
side-stepped questions
about his relationship with
actress Calista Flockhart,
also slammed the film in-
dustry for, in his view, rely-
ing on hi-tech wizardry at
the expense of thrilling
plots — though he himself
was involved in the early
days of the trend with Star
Wars in the 1970s.

“I think American films
right now are suffering from
an excess of scale. Lots of
movies we’re seeing now are
more akin to video games
than stories about human
life and relationships,” Ford
said while noting “12-to 20-
year-olds are, maybe, the
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largest economic force in
the US movie business.”
Asked if his feelings were
linked to his veteran status
and a longing for the ‘good
old days’, Ford countered:
“I'm not a very nostalgic
person — but I enjoy a good

story.”
He admitted that many
recent releases, without

specifying any in particular,
were “not my cup of tea.

“It seems everybody is
only going for the big hit, for
the most return,” said Ford.

However, he used the op-
portunity to announce he
will shortly be back in a big
hit of his own in revealing
that Indiana Jones IV is now
scheduled to hit screens in
2005 — despite reports of
problems with the script.

“There is a script in
preparation for Indiana
Jones IV. It’s come a long
way. if we can get to be hap-
py with the progress of the
script we'll start shooting in
the summer of 2004.

“I m dehghted to get back
to that character and work
with  Steven  Spielberg
again. I'm delighted to revis-
it Indiana Jones.”

Although on screen Ford
has starred in many action-
packed, gun-toting thrillers,
his Hollywood Homicide
alongside 25-year-old Josh
Hartnett is, in fact, more de-
signed as a comedy — Ford
abhors liberal US gun laws.

“I'm very troubled by the
proliferation of arms, at the
fact so many people in the
United States carry guns. It
obviously contributes great-
1y to the crime problems we
have. I'm sure gun laws
should be strengthened in
the United States. I just
don’t know the correct
mechanism.”

Ford meanwhile admitted
to knowing little about
Atletico Madrid — Real’s
“poor relations” but
added with a smile: “I don’t
have the sports gene!”.

AFP
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Press Trust of India
New Delhi, August 22

CONTINUING ITS attack on
the government over the
purchase of coffins for
Kargil martyrs, the CPI(M)
sought to know why it was
not probing the deal when
Defence Minister George
Fernandes had offered to
hand over all transactions
for probe by the Central Vig-
ilance Commission.

Quoting a December 2001
interview of the Defence
Minister reported in a na-
tional daily, CPI-M leader in
Rajya Sabha Nilotpal Basu
said “Fernandes had him-
self said in this interview
that all transactions, includ-
ing those relating to pur-
chase of coffins, would be
probed by the CVC. Why is
the government now saying
that CVC had nothing to do
with the Kargil purchases,”
he told a news conference.
“It’s been established be-
yond doubt that the price
paid for the coffins by the
government was double the
prevailing rates, apart from
the fact that these could
have been produced in In-
dia,” he said.

Basu also alleged that two
top officials of the Defence
Ministry at that time, who
were part of the price nego-
tiating committee, were in-
volved in the Tehelka scam.
He also accused Fernandes
of endorsing a book by a
journalist that had sought
the dismantling and re-
moval of the Comptroller

George Fernandes
Under fire

Monsoon hungama

THE MONSOON session,
which concluded on Fri-
day, had several firsts ap-
pended to it.
® [t was the first session
to see both a no-confi-
dence motion in the Lok
Sabha and a boycott of
the Rajya Sabha by ma-
jor Opposition parties.
® It was also the first
time when the Opposi-
tion was not present
when eight out of the 12
nominated members of
the Upper House were re-
tiring. “This makes it a -
totally unusual session,”
maintained Parliamen-
tary Affairs Minister
Sushma Swaraj.

HTC, New Delhi

and Auditor-General (CAG).

Stating that the Opposition
never questioned the prerog-
ative of the Prime Minister to
induct a member into his
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Cabmet he sald the Opposi-
tion would continue to boy-
cott Fernandes as “we cannot
accept him as the legitimate
Defence Minister and his
continuance in office endan-
gers national security”.

On the cow slaughter ban
Bill, the introduction of
which in the Lok Sabha was
deferred by the government,
the CPI(M) leader said the
move had “exposed the dif-
ferences” between the BJP
and its allies. “Barring the
BJP and Shiv Sena, none of
their partners accepted the
introduction of the Bill.
Even those parties, who are
represented in the Union
Cabinet, opposed the Bill in-
side the House,” he said.

Meanwhile, hitting out at
the Congress, the BJP on Fri-
day termed the Opposition
boycott of George Fernandes
in Parliament as “illogical”
and “against Parliamentary
democracy” aimed at saving
its “false prestige” after the
defeat of the no-confidence
motion. “The Opposition
having heard the Defence
Minister during the debate
now deciding to continue its
boycott is only aimed at sav-
ing its false prestige at the
cost of the health of parlia-
mentary democracy”, BJP
president M Venkaiah Naidu
told a meeting of party MPs.

The BJP president said
the no-confidence motion
had boomeranged on the
Opposition parties as it pro-
vided an opportunity to the
government to highlight its
achievements.
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Shekhawat
anguished
over House
hoycott

HT Correspondent
New Delhi, August 22

RAJYA SABHA Chairman
Bhairon Singh Shekhawat
on Friday expressed “sor-
row and anguish” over the
Opposition’s boycott of
House proceedings this
week and said he always act-
ed “in a fair and non-parti-
san manner.” In his conclud-
ing remarks before adjourn-
ing the House sine die, he
said, “As you’ve seen, I've ac-
tively ‘encouraged discus-
sion and debate on issues of
public importance irrespec-
tive of party positions.”

“My effort has alway:
been to facilitate solutions
to the problems for the
sake of smooth conduc
of business in the House,’
he said.

For the first time, a ses
sion of the Rajya Sabha con
cluded with empty Opposi
tion desks and no comment:
from Leader of the Opposi
tion Manmohan Singh
There were observations by
Deputy Chairperson Najma
Heptulla and Leader of the
House Jaswant Singh.

The Opposition — com-
prising mainly the Con-
gress, the Left Front and the
Rashtriya Janata Dal,
stayed away from the House
for the government’s
fusal” to hand over a crucial
CVC report on Defence deals
to Parliament’s Public Ac-
counts Committee (PAC).

The Opposition leaders
were unhappy that during
the impasse, the Chairman
made clarifications that
should have come from the
government.

The Chairman said, “Let
us not be distracted from the
path of pursuing our bigger
goal with shared vision,
commitment and responsi-
bility, and always upholding
and enhancing.the dignity
of the House.” L

He recalled the House had
a busy session. The Rules
Committee had adpproved
recommendations of the
Pranab Mukherjee Commit-
tee on what matters relating
to states should or should
not be raised in the House.
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mtmg Ismel s PM at this fateful moment is a big -foreign policy perversion

& Blood red carpet

AN

F PUERILITY were the sole crite-

rion of even-handedness, then In-

dia has scored high by inviting
Palestinian Foreign Minister Nabil
Sha’ath to this country to ‘balance’
the earlier, infinitely more impor-
tant, invitation to Israeli PM Ariel
Sharon. This combination of clum-
gy afterthought and pure tokenism
should not obscure the enormous
policy shift that the government has
affected on Palestine-Israel.

India is rolling out the red carpet
for Sharon precisely when Israeli re-
pression of the Palestinian struggle
against occupation has reached new
heights, the PLO and the Palestin-
ian Authority are in grave erisis and
the US-brokered road map teeters
on the brink of collapse.

Sharon has embarked on a
grotesque project of building anoth-
er, but bigger, Berlin wall — 8 metre-
high and 650 km-long, compared to
the 3.6 metre-high, 155 km-long orig-
inal. This ‘apartheid wall’ (officially,
‘Separation ‘Barrier’) will isolate
Israel from the West Bank, and
also cut off the biggest Palestinian
inhabitation from historic East
Jerusalem, where 200,000 Palestini-
ans live, and which is set to be the
new Palestine’s capital. A joint Is-
raeli government/settler council
even wants to modify the wall’s
route to isolate as many as 400,000
Palestinians.

The heavy-concrete wall is being
built on confiscated territory on the
West Bank side. In places, it is as
wide as 30-150 metres. It will include
electrified fencing, sniper towers,
two-metre-deep trenches, roads for
patrol vehicles, electronic sensors,
thermal imaging, video cameras
and unmanned aerial vehicles, be-
sides razor wire. Its function goes
way beyond preventing the entry of
illegal immigrants or ‘terrorists’.

As if the wall weren’t apartheid
enough, Israel’s Parliament has just
passed a rabidly racist law which
forces Palestinians marrying Is-
raelis to live separate lives or leave
Israel. It also bars West Bank and
Gaza Palestinians who marry Is-

raeli Arabs from obtaining Israeli
residence-permits.

It’s hard to think of many coun-
tries which will countenance such
egregious legislation. But it’s equal-
ly hard to count the number of
countries (including most OECD

. States) that would ofﬁc1ally dignify

y af th {gg aron re-
teg US an Britain,
s prbHAty - Tepri-

By PRAFUL BIDWAI

DELHI LOVES THOSE STRONG EYES: Ariel Sharon

manded for his extreme actions.

The significance of Sharon’s
presence in India on September 11 is
too ‘in-your-face’ to bear analysis.
But such unsubtle, omnibus, un-
qualified ‘solidarity’ based on ‘fight-
ing terrorism’ fails to distinguish
between State and non-State terror-
ism, and between indiscriminate vi-
olence against civilians and the
right to resist foreign military occu-
pation, including through the use of
arms against military targets recog-
nised under international law.

The ‘solidarity’ idea is equally
blind to the qualitative difference be-
tween stones and rifles, on the one
hand, and tanks, helicopter-gun-
ships, wire-guided missiles and F-
16s dropping 2,000-pound bombs on
refugee camps and apartment build-
ings, on the other. A mere glance
at Amnesty International, Human
Rights Watch and Doctors Without
Borders reports documenting heavy
ammunition attacks on unarmed
demonstrators, medical personnel
and children should clinch the issue.

Israel’s Shin Bet security agency
has admitted to detaining Palestin-
jan prisoners incommunicado for
weeks at a secret centre in violation
of international law. The blindfold-
ed prisoners are kept in windowless
cells. When they ask where they are,
they are told: “On the moon.”

Sharon’s Israel and Vajpayee’s In-
dia have a lot in common as regards
Sept 11. Their officials could scarce-
1y conceal their glee at the highlight-
ing of ‘terrorism’ by the twin towers
tragedy. September is an important
month for Sharon in two other ways.
In September 2000, he staged his
provocative walk at the holy Haram
al-Sharif site in East Jerusalem and

by calculated, gratuitous,mind-bog-

ghirig repression: West Asia has nev-"

er been the same since.

Even worse, in September 1982,
Sharon, then defence minister, al-
lowed, or rather conspired with, the
fierce Phalangist militia in Lebanon
— then under Israeli occupation fol-
lowing an unprovoked war — to en-
ter the Sabra and Chatilla refugee
camps near Beirut, and massacred
2,000-3,000 Palestinian civilians over
three days. Israeli soldiers, who had
lit flares to show the butchers their
way, knew exactly what was going
on, but ignored even the US ambas-
sador’s entreaties: “You must stop
the massacres. They are obscene...
They are killing children. You are in
absolute control of the area and
therefore responsible...”

A high-level inquiry headed by Is-
rael’s chief justice held that Sharon
failed to take basic precautions to
protect innocent civilians: “These
blunders constitute the non-fulfil-
ment of a duty.” There is as strong a
case to try Sharon for war crimes
and crimes against humanity as to
prosecute Chilean dictator Pinochet.
Take Sharon’s recent role. He de-
layed the publication of the US-bro-
kered, Israel-friendly, road map and
has raised 14 objections to it. He
pays lip service to it because George
Bush ordered him to. But he is loath
to support its deadline for a Pales-
tinian State by 2005 and refugees’
right to return. He is doing every-
thing possible to sabotage a two-
State solution, while splitting the
PA’s leadership, undermining the
PLO and terrorising and impover-
ishing the Palestinian population.

Indian leaders will welcome this
very man and his extreme-Zionist
Likud Party, which has vehemently
opposed Palestinian statehood and

ignited the second intifade, followedr+-the Oslo aceords: although these

. favoured Israel. Likud defends the

occupation ifi"tHé namé of Biblical-
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era ‘Greater Israel’. It's the biggest
obstacle to peace and to rectifying
the wrongs done to the Palestinian
people when Israel was established
on 78 per cent of the territory of for-
mer British Mandate Palestine, and
again in 1967 when Israel occupied
even the remaining 22 per cent land.

‘Solidarity’ with Sharon totally
reverses India’s historical support
for decolonisation and creation of a
Palestinian State. South Block ratio-
nalises this in the name of over-
coming the “handicap” of a “one-
sided relationship” and having “a
greater say” and “greater rele-
vance” in West Asia. The larger
agenda was highlighted in National
Security Adviser Brajesh Mishra’s
address to the 97th annual meeting
of the Zionist American Jewish
Committee on May 8. Mishra called
for a unique India-US-Israel axis to
fight the menace of ‘global terror-
ism’ primarily by military means
(read, fight terror with terror).

It’s not hard to see the three ih-
spirations behind this special al-
liance of ‘democracies’: a commu-
nal perception of the ‘common ene-
my’ (Islam in a demonised interpre-
tation); admiration for the super-
militarised nature of Israeli society
and its willingness to use the most
brutal of methods, unlike ‘soft
State’ India’s; and a craving for an
exclusive ‘partnership’ with Wash-
ington at Pakistan’s expense,
through which to isolate it.

This profoundly misguided ap-
proach militates against an inde-
pendent foreign policy, commitment
to multilateralism and a rational
strategy to combat terrorism not
just militarily but by redressing the
injustices and iniquities at its root.
It entails collusion with Empire and
perpetration of grave injustice upon
the Palestinian people.

New Delhi has no moral or politi-
cal mandate to inflict such a perver-
sion upon Indian policy. It must be
prevailed upon through political ac-
tion to call off Sharon’s visit. This
demand has nothing to do with the
repulsive agenda of anti-Semitism
or rejecting balanced relations with
entire West Asia, including Israel —
leave alone rationalising the indis-
criminate killing of Israeli civilians
by groups like Hamas. It only follows
the elementary requirements of jus-
tice and democracy, and of a consis-
tent single standard in dealing with
Israel/Palestine and, above all, with
terrorism. Indians should clearly
tell Sharon he is not welcome.

-
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w«Let Sf‘Pu Kyi go! .-

\”’NEA can Sl}%'lon dlpgTomats thrice a day

We assert that the acknowledged leader of the Myanmarese
people, Aung San Suu Kyi, is being held incommunicado in
the notorious Insein prison in Yangon, by a bunch of men in
army uniform afraid of this frail woman, unarmed and
incapable of physical resistance but fired with ideals and
matching courage, which overwhelms her tormentors. The
junta must not think that when they allowed her a few minutes
of conversation with Razali Ismail, the UN representative, or
when they sent word to the Thai Prime Minister that she was
well and not in prison, anyone believed them. They are making
the same mistake -that tyrants and despots have made
throughout recent history, which is to assume, with an
arrogance all their own, that they have only to speak for the
world to listen. It listens but does not accept; it is in the habit of
finding out what they do not want anyone to know. They may
remember that the free press around the world has a close
professional bond and it works. If the regime assert to the
contrary they can produce Suu Kyi in her own home for a photo
opportunity before the international media.

The Government of India’s silence in the face of grave
injustice and abuse of international law needs to be reviewed.
It rests on two premises, both flawed. One, that the colonels
and generals are sheltering assorted insurgents wanted in India
and if pushed it could get worse. The truth is they are already
doing their worst. It is an unstateable proposition to say that
they are waiting for India to take a stand on Suu Kyi to welcome
more insurgent groups. Two, military men have a predictable
mindset - to advance when there is no resistance and retreat in
the face of opposition. If government policy is valid, the
question arises why then are we policing the northern border
with China and resisting incursions. Further is it not true that if
we abandon vigilance they will be encouraged to encroach
further into Arunachal Pradesh, which they do not accept as
Indian territory in the first place? Is it also not true that Pandit
Nehru encouraged them unwittingly by his famous - not a blade
of grass grows there excuse? It is not intended to trivialize the
problem on our borders, only to suggest that if the policy then
was flawed it is a poor argument to persist with it.

It is also a mistake to wait for Asean to take the lead. With
any respect that may be due, it is wise to recognize that most
Asian nations in the grouping are not distinguished as
democratic with a free and unfettered press. Most of them are
in it for what they can get and they can get a lot for the time
being by befriending the junta. Indian businessmen there are
just as guilty. Let it be stated unambiguously that the
democratic urge of the Myanmarese people is alive and will
prevail. The junta will not be around for all time. There will be
tomorrow. What then? The least we can do is to take the lead
in this part of the world to say to the junta - in the name of our
common humanity, let Suu Kyi go! And back it up with action. If
we say we can do nothing, lock up South Block and throw the
key away!

-
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- Apassive foreign policy can be very costly for India’s economic fate
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he decision of the Union

cabinet to refuse the United

States of America’s request

to send troops was too pre-

dictable. For a party trying
to bring an indigenous stance to for-
eign policy, the world can be confusing;
and when beset by confusion, the sim-
plest decision is a negative one. Admit-
tedly, the option was not a very attrac-
tive one. High casualties were assured;
no glory was promised. The lure of
contracts was tempting, but nothing
firm was being offered. The displeas-
ure of Iraqg’s neighbours, or of Mus-
lims at home and abroad, would not
have worried the government too
much. Its relations with neither are
close, and both would have appeared to
be dispensable constituencies.

A government that has invited
Ariel Sharon as an honoured guest
cannot be very mindful of Muslim —
or even human — sentiment. The rea-
son given for rejecting America’s re-
quest, that an explicit United Nations
mandate was necessary, was a re-
spectable one — and only tangentially
selfish, although a UN mandate would
mean that the UN would bear the costs.
Hopes were initially raised in the
army that, as in previous assignments
abroad, postings in Iraq would mean
levels of pay that could enable a soldier
to retire in five years. Once the US
made it clear that India would have to
foot the bill for its own troops, the at-
traction was considerably diminished.

Theloss of contracts isreal. The US
has made it clear that it will run Iraq in
its own way, according to its own rules.
Amongst the rules is the unstated
axiom that proximity to power in the
US will determine access to contracts.
An Indian general in the executive
council in Baghdad would have meant
a foothold in the corridors of power;
more important, it would have meant a
flow of information out of a structure
that is going to.be extremely opaque.
But India’s ability to undertake large
public works can be exaggerated.

East, India did not take the lion’s

share of contracts; Koreans had
walked away with the largest piece of
the cake. Indian public enterprises
have earlier obtained contracts be-
cause of the government’s influence;
but they are now moribund, except
perhaps for the railway construction
companies. The biggest losers are big
corporate constructors such as Larsen
and Toubro. But not all is lost. Even if
the big construction contracts will be
impossible to get, they will still need a
great deal of steel, cement, copper wire
and aluminium windows.

India is the closest large industrial

I n the last great boom in the Middle

WRITING ON THE WALL

ASHOK V. DESAI

base to Iraq, and it would still make
sense for American contractors to ord-
er their materials from here. But to get
those orders, Indian manufacturers
would do well to keep a tab on the con-
tractors being chosen and woo them. A
listening post in Washington may be
particularly useful at this point; the in-
dustry chambers should set one up.
Perhaps the most serious aspect of
the decision is the background. India
has always had a powerful anti-Ameri-
can lobby; it covers the entire spec-
trum from the reddest communists to
the most saffron communalists. The

objective basis of anti-Americanism
disappeared with the fall of the Soviet
Union. PV. Narasimha Rao moved
smartly towards the centre and re-
paired the relationship with the US;
but his government did not try to get
close to the US. Paradoxically, it was
the successor Hindu nationalist gov-
ernment, with its own parochial bias,
that took the initiative after its nuclear
ceremony had badly rocked the boat;
in three years it achieved the impossi-
ble — it made the US government take
serious strategic interest in India.
Just when the foundations had
been laid and the construction of are-
lationship could begin, the prime min-
ister, Atal Bihari Vajpayee, in his wis-
dom, decided to change his foreign af-
fairs minister. He sent Jaswant Singh
to the finance ministry, where his per-

formance has been on par with his pre-
decessor’s. But the change in foreign
policy is palpable. Jaswant Singh was
absorbed in the Indo-US relationship.
Yashwant Sinha’s approach to the US
retains vestiges of the caution, not to
say wariness, that characterized the
old-world, jaded Indian nationalist. He
is more comfortable confabulating
with his peers from neighbouring
countries; there too, he is wise enough
to let the prime minister take the cred-
it for any big move like an overture to
Pakistan or a visit to China.

It would be wrong to attribute a

‘ The inclination of
the present Indian leader-
ship is to sit on its hands

and pray ,

change in foreign policy to a single for-
eign minister; no doubt Yashwant
Sinha gets guidance from more senior
leaders in the alliance like Advani and
Fernandes. Perhaps the prime minis-
ter was himself uncomfortable with
the indecent haste with which Jaswant
Singh and his US interlocutors were
getting close. After all, he takes his
Nehruvian heritage seriously — per-
haps seriously enough to inherit some
of Nehru’s anti-Americanism as well.

Life afterthe no «+
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Whatever the reason, the Indo-US rela-
tionship is now drifting. The Ameri-
can political structure is such that the
direction of its international policies
can change rapidly and radically.
Jaswant Singh engineered one such
change and exploited it beautifully.
Now there is a danger that by its dis-
tant nonchalance, the Indian foreign
policy establishment will engineer a
change in the opposite direction, and
we will be back to the days of Nara-
simha Rao, if not worse.

Which was all right in Narasimha
Rao’s days, when the US had little in-
terest in the Middle East. But today; it
is obsessed with the Middle East.
Whatever Maulana Fazlur Rehman’s
other misconceptions may be, he is
right on one thing: there is no evidence
that Osama Bin Laden was involved in
9/11 attacks. But the US used him as an
excuse to claw Afghanistan out of the
hands of taliban. Although our help, so
eagerly offered, was not used by the
US, the change of regime in Kabul has
been the best thing that could have
happened from our point of view —
something far bigger than we could
ever have achieved with our own
strength. Evidence is mounting that
the US-UK claims of Saddam Hus-
sein’s possession of weapons of mass
destruction were a complete inven-
tion. But the US has used that canard
to wrest Iraq out of Saddam’s hands.

are not isolated events; the US is

bent on redrawing the map of
the oil-basin of the world, stretching
from central Asia to Saudi Arabia.
That will vitally affect our interests. If
we cooperate with America, we might
be able to influence the outcome. How-
ever, the inclination of the present In-
dian leadership is to sit on its hands
and pray.

That would be a pity, because what-
ever our international ambitions, the
US can make or mar them to a consid-
erable degree. Maybe it is right for
India to stay shrunk in its own borders,
and to react verbally to all changes in
its environment. An outward-oriented
foreign policy requires an intellectual
effort and an entrepreneurial bent of
mind; it is difficult to see the govern-
ment mustering these. But relations
with the US also involve trade, almost a
quarter of which is with the US; invest-
ment, of which the US is by far the
biggest source; technology, in which
the US leads the world; and training,
Indians are now the largest foreign
group of university students in the US.
Passivity may be all right in conven-
tional foreign policy, but can be very
costly when it comes to the nation’s
economic fate.

T he Afghan and Iraqi campaigns
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AST WEEK, the Cabinet Com-

mittee on Security finaily de-

cided that India would not be

sending its troops to Iraq. Be-
fore taking the decision, the foreign
policy experts and military analysts
had exhaustively debated the merits
and demerits of the American re-
quest that India help “stabilise” oc-
cupied Iraq. Presumabily, there were
good arguments, made by good and
honourable men, for and against
sending troops to do the Americans’
dirty work in Iraq. Since that deci-
sion, the members of the so-called
strategic community have, by and
large, gone into a sullen silence as if
they are personally embarrassed over
New Delhi's bad manners at the high
table. But the manner and context in
which the “no troops” decision came
about is nothing short of a triumph
of the democratic sentiment, given
the fact that the Americans had left
no one in any kind of doubt that New
Delhi would be risking Washington’s
displeasure.

To begin with, the “no troops” de-
cision suggests that the creeping
“American veto” in our internal af-
fairs is not irreversible. Large chunks
of our political class — like our busi-
ness elites — are beginning to think
that the road to professional success
and personal prosperity passes
through Washington, and that some-
how the “Americans” have it in their
power to dispense initiatives and fa-
vours which could help an Indian
politician achieve his or her personal
leadership ambitions here at home;
inversely, an American displeasure
could derail this or that leader’s
quest for positions of influence, even
the office of the Prime Minister. Call
it creeping ‘banana republicanism’
or our civilisational weakness to play
the running dog to the imperial order
of the day, the unstated “American
veto” is silently respected by those
who want to be our rulers and
saviours.

Let it be recalled that before and
during the United States’ war on
Iraq, the two major political parties
in this country, the Bharatiya Janata
Party and the Congress, were unwill-
ing to be associated with any kind of
public protest. Unlike Europe, which
was witnessing an exhilarating exhi-
bition of democratic dissent, India
and its leaders were silent. Except for
localised mobilisation, in and around
Kolkata, by the Communist Party of
India (Marxist) and others in the Left
Front, the so-called mainstream po-
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Indja’s “no troops” decision suggests that the
creeping “American veto” in our internal affairs
is not irreversible.

litical parties refused to run the risk
of annoying the Americans. The Con-
gress, in particular, was clearly guilty
of confusion and timidity; this from a
party whose finest moment was
when its leader, Indira Gandhi, had
defied the Seventh Fleet diplomacy.

Just as the Vajpayee regime has
come to believe that the Americans
can “help” it manufacture political
and electoral success at home —
through some kind of “break-
through” in containing the ‘jehadi’
violence or a quasi-membership of
the United Nations Security Council
— the Opposition parties, especially

ing a commitment, in exchange for a
White House welcome befitting a
heir apparent. In this context, the
Prime Minister and others who
helped him arrive at the “no troops”
decision have shown a refreshing re-
spect for India’s national interests
and its self-respect. True, this is not
the first time that India and the U.S.
have disagreed; we have often dis-
regarded the American preferences,
like in the matter of how best to deal
with the Pakistan President, Pervez
Musharraf; but, on all such occasions
the Americans had “understood” our
position. In the matter of disagree-

the Congress, too have
come to put great faith in
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ment over Iraq, there is no

the Americans’ capacity to re-jig our
internal political equations. Sonia
Gandhi’s aides appear to believe that
the Americans can help (or hinder)
garner “respectability” for her “lead-
ership”, which would advance her
prime minist®rial ambitions.

This phenomenon of presumed or
real foreign vetoes is not entirely un-
known. In the 1960s and the 1970s,
the Soviet Union’s Indian friends
were believed to be exercising undue
and unhealthy influence on account
of Moscow’s geo-strategic clout; but,
then, there were always the well-
heeled American “agents” to keep
the playing field rather levelled. Still,
the pro-Soviet or pro-American argu-
ments used to be made and finally
approved by a reference to demo-
cratic wishes and preferences. All
that has changed; with our economy
firmly tied to the American “market
place”, and our middle classes un-
apologetically clamouring for the
American visa, the space for autono-
mous thinking has shrunk consider-
ably. One has to simply observe how
the American ambassadors to New
Delhi behave — and are treated —
like pro-consuls.

It is no secret that a section of the
Vajpayee Government was quite
keen on earning the Americans’
goodwill by getting on the right side
of the Bush administration in the
matter of troops deployment in Irag;
in fact, Washington’s disappoint-
ment with New Delhi on the “no
troops” decision is deeper precisely
because many high-ranking visitors
from India came pretty close to giv-
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such understanding, only
disappointment, even bitterness. But
had our troops been allowed to go to
Irag on a stabilisation mission, the
decision would have hastened the in-
tegration of our polity in the Amer-
ica-centric global order, as defined
and practised by whoever may hap-
pen to capture the White House.

The “no troops” decision goes be-
yond the timidity of this Opposition
leader or the half-baked treachery of
that Government official. This is the
first decision in a long time in which
the vested interests could not call the
final shot; for once, the final deci-
sion-making in the Vajpayee Govern-
ment was insulated from the
belaboured entreaties of the caree-
rists. This too is a departure from the
emerging pattern. As it is, the Vaj-
payee Government has unfortunate-
ly developed a knack for allowing
lobbyists and ‘smoothies’ to stam-
pede its decisions; the Conditional
Access System (CAS) mess is a prime
example of this pattern.

In fact, the Vajpayee Govern-
ment’s leitmotif has been to use “cer-
tificates of good conduct” from
outsiders for building up an aura of
global respectability around the
Prime Minister. The BJP's spin-mas-
ters stumbled upon this formula dur-
ing the Kargil War and encashed it
electorally in the 1999 elections. Ever
since, the regime has used cleverly, at
times innovatively, “success” in for-
eign policy to set and influence the
domestic agenda.

Foreign policy is not a private af-
fair between professional diplomats
and the strategic community. No

decision
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country can pursue a foreign policy
that does not find acceptance at
home; no government can insist on a
course of action that goes against the
society’s grain or the nation’s deep-
est held beliefs. India may have
changed but it has not changed to
such an extent that we can assume to
have jettisoned the traditions of anti-
imperialistic struggles. Indian public
opinion would not have accepted a
role of a minor appendix of an impe-
rial power. It required an act of
statesmanship to understand this
fact.

This is not just a matter of demo-
cratic propriety; it has to do with the
efficacy of statecraft. Societies which
are weak or internally distracted can-
not be strong and purposive in deal-
ing with the outside world. The crux
of the matter was aptly summed up
by Jawaharlal Nehru during a Lok
Sabha debate in 1957: “Any part we
want to play in world affairs depends
entirely on the internal strength, uni-
ty and conditions in our country. Our
views might create some impression
on others for the moment but they
will attach importance to our voice
only in proportion to the strength
they know we have. Therefore, both
from the point of view of our primary
needs and from the point of view of
any desire we might have to play a
part in world affairs, we have to pay
the first attention to our own coun-
try’s affairs.” It is fashionable these
days to mock Nehru, but there can be
no truer reminder of the inherent
connection between  domestic
strength and prosperity and the glob-
al role we may want to assign
ourselves.

A country that ranks 127th on the
United Nations Human Develop-
ment Index cannot pretend to be a
nuclear power, even though it may
have nuclear weapons. It is possible
to suggest that even if Indian public
opinion had been mobilised dramat-
ically on a big scale in the early stages
of America’s Iraq war, it would still
not have changed Washington’s
course. But the continued opposition
to the American designs finally had a
bearing on the thinking of our lead-
ers. It helped that at times even the
Sangh Parivar voiced its reservations
about sending troops to Iraq. This
was a wonderful reaffirmation of the
power of democratic mobilisation
and protest. This is no mean achieve-
ment in this age of too much demo-
cratic noise and too litde
governmental accountability.
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Q QQ The obwou%y right decision on Iraq\ &

In a way, the time taken by the government to decide ag
ainst sending troops to Iraq has worked to its advantage
The interval coincided with an avalanche of bad news fo
the Bush administration from Iraq. US troops constant]
targeted and killed, apparently crushed Baathists resu
recting themselves and revelations thick and fast about th
extent to which Washington and London were economice
with the truth, probably with malice aforethought, abou
Saddam Hussein’s arsenal — it all made the Indian gon
ernment’s decision easier. That is, Americans can be tol
that surely when George Bush’s approval ratings are heade:
south for the first time since 9/11, they can’t expect Ata
Behari Vajpayee to risk his popularity in the same context
Not every Prime Minister, after all, has Tony Blair’s capacit
to hold Bush in awe. Of course, there are good and weighty
reasons independent of such realpolitik why Indian troops
should not go. De facto blessings for an illegal war and a
quasi-colonial enterprise that an Indian contingent would
have provided is principal among those reasons. India’s rela-
tions with Islamic countries in the Middle East was another
consideration. Genuine and widespread opposition in this
country to any involvement in Bush’s misadventure was yet
another. It therefore was not a matter of great political
sagacity for the cabinet committee on security to decide
against gifting an Indian component for the US imperial
enterprise. A “yes” would have been shocking and revolting.

Some fear that there will be consequences born of US
anger at India’s decision. This White House is perfectly ca-
pable of fits of pique — witness Bush’s behaviour towards
old European allies who happened to differ with him on
Iraq — but perversely, because India is not so vital to the US
scheme of things, the anger may be less. In any case, US
policy on Kashmir is already grounded in double standards,
Pervez Musharraf is a steadfast ally and cross border terror
continues — not a lot can get worse. On the other hand, had
India sent troops, Pakistan would have sent them, too.
neutralising any “advantage”. Second, the US sees Pakistan
in a strategic picture involving Central Asia. Therefore, it is
unrealistic to expect Bush to lean on Pakistan over sponso-
ring terrorism in Kashmir. Third, had Indian troops walked
into the same kinds of difficulties US troops are now en-
countering — which is bound to happen — American grati-
tude would have swiftly turned to buck passing, especially as
US presidential elections got closer. There are not even
twenty pieces of silver on offer, so it is good the government
did not betray some fundamepfal principles of national and
international conduct.

—
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A THOUGHT FOR ToDAY
Were there to be an explicit UN mandate for the purpose

the government of India could consider the
/déployment of our troops in W
) /«” . \)/Yashwant Sinha
e (
~  Baghdad Blues |

India’s no to US request for troops i
ghappy(gasg ﬁgfugomg by ﬂtﬁ,&,ook

afr??:’ﬁe event, Néew Delhi has acted wisely in'declining the
American SOS for sending troops to Iraq. In these columns
earlier, we had made a conditional case for why India
should not reject the request out of hand. Rather than a
knee-jerk ideological response, what was required, we’d
argued, was a pragmatic response which factored in India’s
strategic interests in the region as also its long-term
relationship with the world’s sole superpower. As the
events have.unfolded, however, the case for committing
troops has become ever more untenable, At the heart of the
troops decision lay two imponderables. On the political
side, the issue was whether Washington had a clearly
defined roadmap to transfer power to the Iraqis and, over
the medium term, help establish a democratic regime. This
issue was important for two reasons. First, in lending to
India’s role a measure of political legitimacy in the eyes of
the Iraqi people, given the absence of an explicit UN man-
date. Second, in formulating a time-bound exit strategy.
On the military side, the question was whether the -
Indian troops would be allowed operational autonomy.
Then there was the minor matter of who would foot the
bill for the Indian stabilisation force. On balance, none
of these issues has been even remotely resolved. Take the
25-member Iraqi governing council which held its first
meeting in Baghdad on Sunday. Even though the council,
on the face of it, has both majority Shia participation and
the American promise of autonomy, it would be naive to see
it as anything like a real “transfer of power”. Witness the
council’s decision to declare the day of Saddam’s ouster as
a “national” holiday in its inaugural meeting. While there
is no doubt that many Iraqis welcomed the fall of Saddam
when it happened, celebrating the “event” is hardly high on
their list of priorities. Indeed, if the evidence of daily and
growing attacks on the occupation force is anything to
go by, sending the American troops home seems a far
more pressing concern. Clearly, the council cares less
about addressing itself to the Iraqi people — even on a
symbolic issue — than to its backers on Capitol Hill. As for
Washington’s long-term political vision, it never had one.
For New Delhi to become a party to this political mess
would have required not statesmanship but an impossible
faith in the American commitment to do right by Iraq.




‘READY TO RESPOND TO NEEDS OF IRAQI PEOPLE’

No troops for Iraq without

explici

By Amit Baruah

NEW DELHI, JULY 14. India today
formally decided not to send its
troops to Iraq under the Amer-
ican and British command. As
expected, the Cabinet Commit-
tee on Security considered the
issue and politely declined the
request of the United States.

After a 90-minute CCS meet-
ing at the Prime Minister’s resi-
dence, the External Affairs
Minister, Yashwant Sinha, said:
“The Government of India has
given careful thought to the
question of sending Indian
troops to Iraq... were there to be
an explicit U.N. (United Na-
tions) mandate for the purpose,
the Government of India could
consider the deployment of our
troops in Iraq.”

In essence, the decision
makes it clear that if there is an
explicit U.N. mandate in the
form of a clear Security Council
resolution, then New Delhi
could consider the deployment
of Indian troops in Iraq; not
otherwise.

The CCS meeting was presi-
ded over by the Prime Minister,
Atal Behari Vajpayee, and at-
tended by the Deputy Prime
Minister, L.K. Advani, the De-
fence Minister, George Fer-
nandes, the Union Finance
Minister, Jaswant Singh, the
Deputy Chairman of the Plan-
ning Commission, K.C. Pant,
the National Security Adviser,
Brajesh Mishra, as well as Mr.
Sinha.

Blackwill informed

Official sources said that just
before Mr. Sinha read out a pre-
pared statement on the troops
issue, Mr. Mishra telephoned
the U.S. Ambassador, Robert
Blackwill, and conveyed the
Government’s decision not to
deploy troops.

* Mr. Sinha said: “Our longer-
term national interest, our con-
cern for the people of Irag, our
long-standing ties with the Gulf
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The External Affairs Minister, Yashwant Sinha, adressing the
media outside the residence of the Prime Minister,
Atal Behari Vajpayee, in New Delhi on Monday. — PTI

region as a whole, as well as our
growing dialogue and strength-
ened ties with the U.S. have
been key elements in this con-
sideration (of the American
request).”

“India remains ready to re-
spond to the urgent needs of the

Editorial on Page 10
Parties welcome
decision; Pakistan
in a fix: Page 11

Iraqi people for stability, securi-
ty, political progress and eco-
nomic reconstruction. Were
there to be an explicit U.N.
mandate for the purpose, the
Government of India could con-
sider the deployment of troops
in Iraq.

“In the meanwhile, Govern-
ment of India is ready to con-
tribute to the restoration of
infrastructure, medical, health,
educational, communications
and other civilian needs of the

Iraqi people. As a concrete ges-
ture of our support to the Iraqi
people, we are already planning
to set up, jointly with Jordan, a
hospital in Najaf in Irag,” the
statement added.

Official sources explained the
phrase “in the meanwhile” as
indicating that India would do
everything possible to help the
people of Iraq between now and
the possible enactment of a
U.N. Security Council resolu-

tion on the deployment of

troops.

The Government was “cor-
rect” in formally conveying the
decision not to deploy troops
under the present conditions to
the U.S. Ambassador before the
“news” became public
knowledge.

The CCS decision comes ex-
actly a week before the mon-
soon session of Parliament gets
under way. With this, the Vaj-
payee Government will be in a
position to fend off any criti-
cism from the Opposition on

cit U.N. mandate' India
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the [raq troops’ issue. The prin-
cipal Opposition party, Con-
gress, had made it clear that it
would raise this issue in Parlia-
ment,

Some constituent members
of the ruling National Demo-
cratic Alliance were also against
the deployment of Indian
troops.

The first public indication
that the Government might say
“no” to the American request
came from the Foreign Secreta-
ry, Kanwal Sibal, when he said
in Washington that there were
“grey” areas and “unresolved
ambiguities” in the U.N. Securi-
ty Council Resolution 1483.

The sources made it clear
that domestic political consid-
erations were the key factor that
determined the Government's
decision. The U.S., too, had re-
quested the Government of In-
dia to decide one way or the
other its request to deploy the
troops.

Ties will continue: U.S.

In a related development, a
U.S. Embassy spokesman
stated: “As we have said before,
this was a decision for the Gov-
ernment of India to make...
while we had hoped Indie
would take a different decision
the transformation of U.S.-Indi:
relations will continue as be
fore. India remains an impor
tant strategic partner for the
us”

Separately, the Foreign Offict
spokesman welcomed the for
mation of a new “governing
council” in Iraq.

He maintained that this was ¢
positive  development thai
marked the first stage in the-
volvement of the Iragi people in
their affairs as envisaged by the
United Nations Security Coun-
cil Resolution 1483.

The spokesman said New
Delhi had “noted” that this
“governiryg council” did not just
have advisory functions, but
had executive authority as well.

Vajpayee’s views clinched the issue

By Harish Khare

NEW DELHI, JULY 14. The Cabinet
Committee on Security took
a mere 10 minutes to reach
the “no troops for Iraq”
decision. It took 45 minutes
more to draft the 18-line
“press release”. Neither the
press release nor the Minister
for External Affairs, Yashwant
Sinha, was forthcoming on
the calculus of decision-
making.

The no-troops decision
commended itself politically.
Both the Prime Minister, Atal
Behari Vajpayee, and the
Leader of the Opposition,
Sonia Gandhi were against
the. idea; perhaps the only
time in recent years the two
have held the same view. Ms,
Gandhi had, in fact, written
to the Prime Minister on
June 4 last on the subject. In
that communication, she had
warned that “the Congress
party would be totally
opposed to the deployment
of Indian troops under any
arrangement other than a
U.N. command or as part of
a multinational peace

keeping force that has the
explicit mandate of the U.N.”

Today’s outcome was a
foregone conclusion because
the Prime Minister had made
up his mind against sending
the troops.

In the beginning, Mr.
Vajpayee was known to have
an open mind and allowed
an internal debate within the
Government, but in recent
weeks he had reportedly
come to the “no troops”
conclusion. Quiet prime
ministerial assertiveness had
its impact on the collective
thinking.

The Vajpayee Government
could not overlook the
possible adverse domestic
political fallout.

As a senior adviser pointed
out: “The bottom line is, no
matter how you read
Resolution 1483, our troops
will have to serve under
someone else — General
John Abizaid (the new
commander of the U.S.
Central Command).”

This was unpalatable to
the “deshbhakti
constltuency at home. The

NDA Government has
assiduously tried to
manufacture an aura of
patriotic and unselfish service
around the Indian defence
forces, and it was not
prepared to subject them to a
situation where the troops
would get killed doing some
other power’s dirty work.

Given the known
opposition of the Congress,
the Left, the Samajwadi Party
and mindful of the
reservations within the Sangh
Parivar, the Prime Minister
and his ministerial colleagues
were not convinced of
strategic advantages (limited,
to begin with) over political
disadvantages in sending
Indian troops to Iraq.

The “strategic advantages”
argument looked less and
less attractive after the
Foreign Secretary, Kanwal
Sibal’s recent visit to
Washington.

At the Pentagon, the
Deputy Secretary of Defence,
Paul Wolfowitz, is reported to
have told Mr. Sibal that the
Indian forces might be

required for as long as 30

months.

This possible prolonged
stay — with every possibility
of the Indian troops taking
hits — changed the balance
of considerations against
obliging the United States.

Then, there were definite
strategic disadvantages of
adverse reaction from Iran
and Turkey to the presence
of Indian troops.

Even the inclusion of
Abdel-Aziz-al-Hakim of the
Supreme Council for the
Islamic Revolution in Iraq
(SCIRI) in the new American-
sponsored Iraq Governing
Council was not deemed to
be good enough reason to
ignore Iran’s misgivings.
India had a definite idea of
these misgivings from its
interactions with Ayatollah
Mohammed Bagqir al-Hakim,
the SCIRI's supreme leader.

When all is said and done,
once it became known that
the Prime Minister had made
up his mind against sending
troops, the mood within the
CCS changed. Mr. Sinha was
the last to shed his
ambivalence.
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Troops to Iraq:
CCS prevails.

0-
over Advani i~

By Slddh rth Varadarajan’ \‘
TiMes NEws NETWORK

New Delhi: In rejecting the
US demand
for the de-
ployment of
Indian troops
to Irag, the
Cabinet Com-
mittee on Se-
curity (CCS)
has also over-
ruled the pub-
licly expressed view of one
of its most important mem-
bers, deputy Prime Minister
L.K. Advani.

Throughout the two month-
long debate over the deploy-
ment question, most minis-
ters, including Prime Minis-
ter Vajpayee, sought refuge in
elliptical comments and re-
fused to commit themselves
either way. Not so Mr Advani.
During his official visit to the
US last month, the Mr Advani
broke ranks and came out
strongly in favour of sending
Indian troops to assist the US
occupation of Iraq.

Calling all those opposed
to the deployment “unin-
formed”, Mr Advani told the
‘Aaj Tak’ channel in an inter-
view from Washington
broadcast on June 11 that
“the opposition, without all
the facts, gave their one-sided
opinion that sending troops
to Iraq is wrong... They are
entitled to their views, but

L.K. Advani

WMOFNNA

e government of India will
take its decision based on na-
tional interest”.

According to officials fa-
miliar with the debate which
preceded Monday’s CCS
meeting, Mr Advani’s public
attack on the critics of de-
ployment did not sit well with
other ministers. Officials say
the Bush administration had
set great store by Mr Advani’s
stature within the govern-
ment and were confident he
would prevail. “He was given
prime ministerial treatment
in Washington on the as-
sumption that he couid swing
the decision,” said an official.
“But the fact is that it is Vaj-
payee who calls the shots.”
Mr Vajpayee had reserva-
tions about any prospective
mission’s legal status.

Ultimately, the deteriorat-
ing security situation inside
Iraq, the lack of enthusiasm
among Iraq’s neighbours like
Tran, Saudi Arabia and even
Turkey for any Indian in-
volvement, and the fact that
the “political consensus was
not to send troops” all led the
CCS to say no to the US.

Another official told ‘The
Times of India’ that the main
stumbling block as far as the
CCS was concerned was that
the US request for Indian
troops “did not fit into any of
the known UN formula-
tions”.
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By J.V. Siva Pr: a Kumar
KANYAKUMARI, JULY 6. The
Rashtriya Swayamsevak
Sangh (RSS) today urged the
Government to devise a policy
on Pakistan and China in the
light of the 1994 unanimous
resolution in Parliament on
Pakistan occupied Kashmir
and the 1962 resolution on
‘winning back every inch of
land occupied by China’.

A resolution adopted at the
concluding session of its two-
day national executive meet

here, the RSS lauded India’s
efforts to improve its relations
with the neighbouring
countries, but cautioned that
the Centre should not ‘ignore
the lessons of history’ while
dealing with Pakistan and
China. India should keep in
mind the role played by them
in the past before negotiating
any peace settlements.
Pakistan had ‘gifted’ a part
of Jammu and Kashmir,
which it had ‘annexed’ to
China, and the latter had
‘occupied’ a large tract of

/ RSS caution on dealin
M £ . with Pak., Chma/“‘%f

land in Ladakh region
through aggression. China
was ‘not ready’ to accept
India’s sovereignty over
Sikkim and ‘portrayed’
Arunachal Pradesh as part of
its territory in its maps and
expanded its diplomatic
influence in Nepal and
Myanmar.

Therefore, the Centre has
to exercise caution in
negotiating for peace and
should not ‘compromise’ on
national integrity and
sovereignty, the RSS said.
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National honour cannot /
be sacrificed: Natwar Smgh
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NEW DELHI, JULY 4. The Congress
is opposed to the idea of send-
ing troops to Iraq as national
honour cannot be “sacrificed”
for the sake of a few “contracts”,
the Congress Working Commit-
tee (CWC) member and Rajya
Sabha MP, K. Natwar Singh,
said today.

Talking to 'The Hindu, Mr.

y Amit Baruah s

Singh said that it was being pro-
jected that if India sent troops
the United States would “show-
er bounties” on us. “India is not
some third-rate country,” he
added.

“We want the closest rela-
tions with America... (but) we
should tell them frankly as
friends that under the present
circumstances, India can’t
oblige them (by sending
troops). And, I have no doubt
that the Americans will under-
stand. Why should bilateral re-
lations be dependent on this
particular matter,” he asked.

The U.S., he said, was “des-
perate” to get Indian troops be-
cause then it could tell others,
“look, a great country like India
has sent its soldiers”. “Foreign
Secretary (Kanwal) Sibal didn’t
have to go to Washington to dis-
cover the “grey areas” and “am-
biguities” in (the U.N. Security
Council) Resolution 1483. They
have been staring us in the face
since the day the Resolution
was adopted... on May 22.”

According to him, Resolution
1483 does not authorise coun-
tries to send their troops to Iraq.
It specifically mentions that the
U.S. and Britain, as occupying
powers, will be solely in charge.

“If that is the case, then, how
does ‘this Government even
consider- the request of the
Americans,” Mr. Singh asked
pointing out that it was the
Congress  president, Sonia
Gandhi, who had suggested in
her meeting with the Prime

e
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Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee,
on June 15, that other political
parties and Iraq’s neighbours be
consulted. Key countries such
as Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Iran Chi-

na, Russia, Canada, France,
Germany and Mexico were not
planning to send their troops,
then “why India,” he asked. Fa-
vouring the adoption of a new
resolution by the Security
Council to authorise the dis-
patch of troops, Mr. Singh sug-
gested that the Vajpayee
Government work in this direc-
tion. “If you involve the U.N,,
you will get any number of
countries to come for
peacekeeping.”

The April 8 Parliament reso-
lution on Iraq was “unanimous”
and the NDA Government was
committed to it. The Govern-
ment had sanctioned Rs.100
crores for humanitarian aid to
Iraq and it should “adopt the
non-military route” to begin
with. India should send doctors,
medicines, teachers and engi-
neers and, in the meantime,
work for a Security Council res-
olution specifically establishing
a U.N. peacekeeping force for
Iraq.

Mr. Singh said that the U.S.
had not been able to find any
weapons of mass destruction in
Iraq in the last four months and
there was “anarchy and absence
of government in Iraq”. The

U.s. Defence Secretary, isonald
Rumsfeld, had said that Amer-
icans would be looked upon as
liberators in Iraq. “They are be-
ing looked upon as invaders
and occupiers. It was a total
misreading of the sentiments of
the Islamic world,” Mr. Singh
said. Asked about press reports
that the Congress stand was
“ambiguous”, Mr. Singh said
this was “deliberate disinforma--
tion”. The party’s position ‘was

‘clear and had been spelt out in

Sonia Gandhi's letter to the
Prime Minister on June 4 and
the subsequent meeting on
June 15.

On whether the U.S. would
target Iran next, Mr. Singh said
“we hope not” and that it wa:
“unlikely”. The Congress alsc
favoured an all-party meeting tc
discuss the troops’ question be-
fore Parliament convened on
July 21 as this was one of the
issues that would figure.

The Congress leader, who al-
so heads the AICC's foreign af-
fairs department, said that
though he did not have authen-
tic information, the general im-
pression was that the Defence
Minister, George Fernandes,
was not “favourably inclined” to
sending troops to Iraq.

Mr. Singh said the Congress
was not suggesting any con-
frontation with the U.S. “We
want their understanding.”
During the last five decades,
there had been a broad consen- |
sus on foreign policy issues and |
this consensus should not be
eroded now. “If the Americans
want you (India), they can get a
Security Council resolution to- ;
morrow. India should request
them to strengthen the U.N,,
strengthen multilateralism.
What is happening now is high-
handed unilateralism.” On the
troops’ issue, the only consid-
eration, Mr. Singh added,
should be “India’s honour and
national interest”.
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DON'T SEND INDIAN TROOPS TO IRAQ

THE VAJPAYEE GOVERNMENT appears to be
considering a course of dangerous adventur-
ism that would surrender the nation’s long
cherished independence in foreign policy, ig-
noring in the process the national interest, a
categorical parliamentary resolution, the
overwhelming national mood and the disas-
trous consequences of a precedent setting de-
cision. After the Government’'s failure to
construct a political consensus, any decision
to agree to the American request to send Indi-
an soldiers to serve on the so-called stabil-
isation force in occupied Iraq will be illegal
and unacceptable — as illegitimate as the
Bush administration’s unprecedented inva-
sion of a sovereign nation. The unilateral mil-
itary campaign founded on the dangerous
Bush “doctrine of pre-emption” and on bla-
tant falsehood and deceit — the hearings in
the committees of the American Congress
and the House of Commons were a revelation
— is sought to be legitimised post facto
through the induction of soldiers from willing
or bendable nations around the globe. Faced
with the hazards of occupation and perhaps
surprised by the intensity of opposition and
unprepared for it, Washington is desperately
searching for partners to bail it out. Donald
Rumsfeld, the voice of the ultra right group
that has taken a stranglehold at the White
House, has wondered with unconcealed ex-
asperation what else Washington can do be-
sides asking 20 nations through threats and
offers of bounties to help “stabilise” the occu-
pation. The face of unilateralism stands ex-
posed.

India should immediately declare that it
will not join this unjust venture and that Indi-
an soldiers are not mercenaries but part of a
professional force, which is not ready to give
up its blemishless record of performing
peace-keeping operations under the United
Nations for more than half a century. The ap-
parent vacillation raises the suspicion that
the Government is persisting with its clandes-
tine efforts to strike a deal with the U.S. It is
time the Government ended this dangerous
exercise and told the U.S. that it is unable to
participate. It needs to put into practice the
commitment it made in the recently conclud-
ed Joint Declaration with China to “strength-
en multipolarity at the international level.”
New Delhi’s dilemma is no doubt understan-
dable. A Government that deludes itself with
visions of great power status and rushes to
Washington at the drop of a militant bomb
must find the American pressure quite un-
settling. Its ideological affinity with the lead-
ing lights of this Republican administration
and its inexplicable obsession with regional
competitive diplomacy — the recent Advani
visit to the U.S. coincided with the tragi-com-
ic talk of an Asian NATO — have reduced its
options and constrained its independence of
action, with little room for manoeuvre. But it
will be abdicating its national responsibility if
it pledges the country’s resources -and the
lives of Indian soldiers to American empire
building. That some sections in the Govern-
ment are inclined to go along with the Amer-
ican strategy has been evident for quite some
time. The Deputy Prime Minister’s high deci-
bel campaign in the U.S., the effort to per-
suade the Congress party to get on board,
American spokesmen’s unashamed exposi-
tions on the benefits that can accrue to India
through oil deals and reconstruction con-
tracts, the Pentagon team’s well-publicised
visit to Delhi to offer “clarifications” and the
Foreign Secretary’s just-concluded visit to
Washington are all part of this campaign to
secure legitimacy for an apparently imminent
decision to fall in line behind the U.S and play

A0
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With the legmmacy and acceptance of the
American-British occupation being chal-
lenged every day on the streets of Baghdad
and other populated centres, any Government
sensitive to the national interest should have
seen through the high pressure sales cam-
paign to get India to send troops. The uni-
lateralist U.S. is eager to share the burdens of
occupation. In this big business of war, there
is nothing that India stands to gain through its
participation in the occupation. Nothing that
has been dangled before the BJP Government
is worth the heavy price in terms of loss of
goodwill that the country will pay in the long
run by supporting the U.S. Government. Spin-
doctors have ceaselessly cited the offer of oil
and contracts. But India does not require the
back door to enter Iraq with which ithas had a
fruitful, longstanding bilateral political, eco-
nomic and trade relationship, without Amer-
ican patronage. It will be ready to deal with a
free and democratic Iraq, the ties founded on
equality and shared experiences. Among the
other “benefits” on the table is a permanent
seat on the U.N. Security Council. This, again,
is India’s due and can be no superpower’s gift,
considering its unstinted support to the world
body and its Charter and its participation in
the U.N.’s wide-ranging activities. The same
evasion and prevarication on the part of the
Government is evident over the very real con-
cerns that have been expressed over com-
mand and control, the fears being sought to
be skirted through vague talk of “independ-
ent” sectors of operation parcelled out by the
U.S. as it retains control of the overall strategy
and pulls out its men. Again, as the Congress
party has pointed out, this will be another un-
acceptable departure from the fundamental
principle that Indian soldiers on global duty
will operate only under the U.N. flag and U.N.
command. The U.N. Security Council resolu-
tion 1483, which recognises the reality of the
occupation, leaves no scope for dual military
command.

The nation will also reject the disingenuous
argument of Government spokesmen that In-
dia will send troops if the Iraqis want them.
Such obfuscation cannot hide the hard reality
that it will be a long time before the free Iraqi
voice is heard. The trigger-happy American
actions in the past month carry a clear mess-
age: the U.S,, in no hurry to look for those
weapons of mass destruction whose presum-
ed existence brought it to Iraq, has come to |
stay as it consolidates its hold and sets up its
own political-military arrangement with as-
sistance from willing, subservient nations.
There is one more combined message from
the streets of Iraq: a widening, deepening re-
sistance that seeks an end to the occupation
and early return of a semblance of normality
under free conditions. In fact, all the debate
on the post-Saddam Hussein Iraq has unfor-
tunately pushed to the sidelines the one issue
that demands immediate international atfen-
tion: the very urgent requirements of the Iraqi
people whose lives have been traumatised by
the. indiscriminate, hi-tech bombing cam-
paign of the U.S. and the U.K. India is emi-
nently suited to answer this call from the Iraqi
people. It should move to bring the U.N. and
its agencies back into the reconstruction and
rehabilitation effort. The world body has ex-
perience and expertise in nation-building as
evidenced in East Timor and more recently in
Afghanistan where it is an effort in progress.
Instead of seeking to play proxy to the super-
power, New Delhi should work in coordina-
tion with countries such as Russia, China,
France, Germany and Iran to empower the
U.N. to take over and restore Iraq to the Iragis.
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resolution on Iraq: Sibal

By Sridhar Krishnaswami

WASHINGTON, JULY 3.The Foreign Secretary, Kanwal
Sibal, says that the decision-making process on
sending troops to Iraq as part of a “stabilisation”
force is still continuing, with the Government in
the stages of assessing and evaluating the situa-
tion in its entirety. ;

He said there were also “grey areas” and “unre-
solved ambiguities” in the United Nations resolu-
tion on Iraq that would have to be addressed and
clarified before any formal decision could be
made. New Delhi was also seeing if a “more expli-
cit U.N. mandate” could be obtained.

Arguing that there would have been “absolute-
Iy no hesitation” on the part of India if there had
been a clear-cut resolution from the United Na-
tions Security Council, Mr. Sibal said that India’s
track record on peacekeeping was for all to see.

“Normally, India has responded to U.N. man-
dates; but since there are grey areas, it is neces-
sary for India to be very careful in what it does,”
Mr. Sibal told mediapersons at the Indian Em-
bassy here on Wednesday.

Mr. Sibal, who is here for the first meeting of
the High Technology Cooperation Group, also
met top officials of the administration including
the National Security Adviser, the Deputy Secre-
tary of Defence and the Deputy Secretary of State.
While bilateral relations, including the recent ini-
tiatives in the subcontinent were discussed, the
issue of sending Indian troops to Iraq also
figured.

Mr. Sibal said that even if India decided not to
send troops to Iraq, it would not have much im-
pact on bilateral relations for, among other
things, the U.S. understood the difficulties of
democratic India. He insisted that there was “no
pressure” from Washington and that the subject
had been raised in a rather “low key” manner.

“...Whatever decision India takes, I don’t think
it will have an adverse effect on our relations... we
are on our way to developing an increasingly

cooperative relationship and no single issue will
determine the quality of our relationship,” Mr.
Sibal said. ;

Asked if the Bush administration has “con-
vinced” India on the troops issue, Mr. Sibal said
that this was not the correct approach. “They
(meaning the U.S.) don’t have to convince us. We
have to convince ourselves.”

Mr. Sibal characterised his visit to Washington
as part of the ongoing decision-making process
and said that there were many components to
this, including the fuller assessment of India’s
Ambassador to Iraq after his meeting with the top
American administrator, Paul Bremer, and dis-
cussions with local Iraqi leaders; and New Delhi’s
interaction with the countries concerned, includ-
ing Iraq’s neighbours.

The Government of India is now studying the
pros and cons of the issue and heading this list
will be India’s own long-term interests in Iraq; its
interests in the region; bilateral relations with the
U.S,; the real issues of command and control,
funding and the rules of engagement and the
evolving political perspective in Iraq itself, it is
said.

On the subject of the High Technology Cooper-
ation, Mr. Sibal said the old days of Washington
pressuring New Delhi to sign the Non-Prolifer-
ation Treaty and Fullscope Safeguards were no
longer there. Rather, the, two sides were into a
robust dialogue involving the private sector on a
range of high tech areas that included, for in-
stance, in the first meeting here, information
technology, life sciences, nano technology and
defence technology.

“Both sides discussed changes in policy and
regulation that can facilitate such trade and
strengthen controls on the possible diversion of
sensitive items. Today’s meeting of the HTCG
was an important step in this process,” the U.S.
Under Secretary of Commerce, Kenneth Juster,
said in a statement. The second meeting of the
group will be in New Delhi in November next.
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‘Neighbours’
nod to troops
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New Delhi, June 28: Union
minister of state for foreign af-
fairs Digvijay Singh and senior
diplomats have been despatched
to West Asia to gauge what the
countries in the region feel abo-
ut India deploying troops in Iraq.

First reports indicate that
most of Iraq’s neighbours are
not opposed to India participat-
ing in US efforts to stabilise the
war-ravaged country.

Barring Syria, most other
countries like Kuwait, Turkey
and Jordan have responded posi-
tively. Saudi Arabia, another im-
portant regional player, is not
against India’s presence either.

But Iran, which fears that
after Iraq it may be the next
country to attract US attention,
is not too happy that India might
work closely with the US in its
neighbourhood.

Syria, which has been vocal
and active in opposing the US-led
war in Iraq, has made it clear
that it does not see a role for
India right now.

Syrian officials have told
their Indian counterparts that
they feel 1ast month’s UN Securi-
ty Council resolution does not
give Delhi the right to deploy
troops in Iraq.

Atal Bihari Vajpayee chaired
an informal meeting of the
Cabinet Committee on Security
today but discussed the troop
deployment briefly as his China
visit was the focus. Indications
are the Prime Minister may con-
vene another committee meet-
ing soon.

The US request to India to
participate in the stabilisation
effort in Iraq has been lying with
Delhi for some time now. Earlier
this month, a team from the Pen-

in Iraq

tagon held detailed discussions
with Indian officials to clarify
some of Delhi’s queries.

Sources say the US is yet to
reply to some of the questions,
including a query if the Security
Council can pass another resolu-
tion paving the way for India to
deploy troops.

If the Vajpayee government
accedes to the US request, it will
mark a major shift in Indian for-
eign policy. So far, Indian troops
have participated in peacekeep-
ing duties in many troublespots,
but always under the UN.

India is being asked for the
first time to deploy troops under
a different control. Given that
some Indians are still anti-US,
the Vajpayee regime will have to
tread cautiously in making a
final decision.

The government has to as-
sess the mood both at home and
outside, especially in the Islamic
world and West Asia.

Indian officials say that get-
ting UN sanction to send troops
will only solve the problem par-
tially. There are other issues that
worry Delhi.

For instance, it is not known
if they will have independent
charge of aregion or will be di-
rectly under US command. Nor
is it clear how Indian troops will
take to American control.

Even if the Indians are given
a relatively free hand in control-
ling a particular sector — there
are indications that the US
might divide Iraq into five
sectors for efficient administra-
tion — Delhi also has to worry
about how Iraqis themselves will
react.

Officials are not sure how
post-war Iraq will shape up and
what the interim government
will be like.
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Party Wants Govt To Clarify Position On Sikkim, Tibet; Left Happy

Cong backs stand on China

Our Polltlcal Bureau ()W\

NEW DELHI 25 JUNE QA 7\

T HE Congress’ response to Prime Mmls-

ter Atal Behari Vajpayee’s China visit
on Wednesday was by and large en-
couraging, even though it raised concerns
and sought clarifications over reported con-
cessions made by the government over Tibet
and Sikkim in the joint declaration signed
between the two countries. While asserting
that the visit was a continuation of the “his-
toric process” started by Rajiv Gandhi in
1998 and carried forward by P.V. Narasimha
Rao, the party said it will formulate its full re-
sponse only after studying the joint declara-
tion issued in Beijing on Tuesday.
“We are studying whether greater accom-
: modation on Tibet and Sikkim has been
shown without corresponding reciprocity,” a
statement issued by the AICC said. The cau-
tious approach notwithstanding, party lead-
ers indicated that they may not have much
to disagree with the government although
maintaining that clarifications were required
over the assurances made with regard to Ti-
bet and Sikkim. “We want to know if the
government has done enough hard bargain-
ing on these issues,” a party leader said.

Awv IN THE Famy: Prime Minister A.B. Vajpayee
with his daughter Namita Kaul (L), son-in-law
Ranjan Bhattacharya and granddaughter
Niharika at the Buddhist caves in
Luoyang on Wednesday. — AFP

While affirming that reciprocity was an
accepted part of bilateral diplomacy, party
leaders said the Prime Minister will have to
take the nation into confidence on his assess-

!
)
|
|

ment over the visit. Pointing to the fact that

China’s association with Pakistan was hardly
a secret, as it had helped Islamabad in ex-
panding its nuclear and missile base, Con-
gress leaders said there was even a greater
need to ensure that India did not end up as
without any advantages.

Welcoming the joint declaration made by
the prime ministers of India and China, the
CPlon Wednesday said irrespective of the so-
cial system and governments, amicable rela-
tions between the two countries will go a
long way in consolidating peace and stability
in the region.

“It will open new vistas for development
and close economic cooperation between
countries of Asia, as well as the entire devel-
oping world,” a party release said.

CPI has always been of the opinion that
hostility between the two great neighbours
was never sustainable, it said, adding thd
declaration has rightly recognised this fact
and Prime Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee’y
visit has carried forward the process of nor
malisation of relations.

It's a win-win situation, says Sinha

Beijing
25 JUNE

T ERMING the accords
reached by India and Chi-
na as a “win-win” situa-
tion for both of them, external
affairs minister Yashwant Sinha
today said the border agreement
has “recognised” the Nathu la
Pass in Sikkim as a “border pass”
between the two countries. “We
have signed a border agreement
in which Nathu la Pass has been
recognised as a border pass be-
tween China and India through
which trade will be facilitated,”
he said in an interview to BBC’s
Asia Today programme.

Asked if this meant a tacit ad-
mission by China over India’s
claims on Sikkim, Sinha said

SINHA: HiGH HOPES

“you can read the language for
yourself. I do not know why
there should be any doubt about
anything”. Sinha, whois accom-

The Economic Timey

panying Prime Minister Atal Bi-
hari Vajpayee-on his six-day visit
to China, said that two border
passes in Himachal Pradesh and
Uttaranchal have been recog-
nised by China for border trade.
On whether there was any
confusion on the Indian position
on Tibet, he said: “If you look at
the language which India has
consistently used over the last 50
years, you will find that we have
consistently taken a position”.
Sinha said “I would say there is
no change in India’s position and
it continues to be consistent with
the past positions we have taken.
“The Tibet Autonomous Re-
gion was created in 1965 and af-
ter that one has been referring to
that part as Tibet Autonomous
Region”. On whether there is

any change vis-a-vis India‘s
stand regarding Tibetan spiritual
leader the Dalai Lama, Sinha said
“Idon’t think there isany change
there”. On whether both India
and China were ‘happy’ over the
understandings reached, he said
“you can have a win-win situa-
tion for both”.

The decision to upgrade talks
on the border issue with the ap-
pointment of special political
representatives, was described
by the Minister as a “very big de-
velopment”. “This was an out-
standing visit. The Chinese side
said the first visit by Prime Minis-
ter Vajpayee as foreign minister
in 1979 had succeeded in ice
breaking. And this time, they
said it has been the beginning o
anewera”.
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Constructive

&\
There is a healthy debate in the country on
the issue of sending Indian troops to Iraq
as part of the stabilisation force. At present,
the US has 1,46,000 troops in Iraq, just
5,000 less than the number used for the
invasion. There are also 12,000 British
troops. More forces have been contributed by
Poland, Italy, Spain, Ukraine, Denmark and
Netherlands. Turkey, which opposed the war,
has now offered a contingent of 1,200-1,800
for Iraq’s reconstruction.

Germany, another opponent of the war,
has offered to send technical personnel for
reconstruction. Washington’s purpose in
soliciting troops from other countries, par-
ticularly from India, appears to be to recall
the troops sent out a year earlier, give an
international facade to the force and reduce
costs. General Musharraf has indicated that
Pakistan would send troops if asked to do so.

We must approach the issue from a
perspective of national interest. The US
ambassador in Delhi has said that a negative
decision by India will not affect the Indo-US
relationship and New Delhi’s decision
should be based on calculations of national
interest. Quite obviously,
US policy-makers failed to
assess the nature and mag-
nitude of governing Iraq as
an occupying power. The
US army chief General
Shinseki told the Congress
that it would need 200,000
persons and two years to
complete the task. But he
was rebuked by his civilian
masters for that statement.
While the Kurdish and Shia
areas in Iraq are relatively

By K Subrahmanyam

manageable, guerilla war seems to have

broken out in Sunni areas around Baghdad,
Falluja and Tikrit. There is speculation that
this could have been pre-planned by Saddam
Hussein and his associates.

Stabilisation is the process of restoring
the governance which collapses either
during a civil conflict or due to an invasion.
Stabilisation forces have been operating in
Bosnia-Herzegovina and Kosovo. In Iraq,
the Ba’ath Party was all pervasive and by
outlawing it along with the earlier military
campaign there has been a decapitation of
the administrative structure. The result has
been anarchy and chaos. Iraqis, exercising
their full freedom, are demonstrating for the
setting up of an interim Iraqi administration
and an early American withdrawal. The
Americans appear totally unprepared to
rectify the enormous damage they inflicted
on Irag’s infrastructure — power, water

- supply, sanitation etc. Their earlier plan of
installing an Iraqi administration based
on anti-Saddam Iragi exile groups and
Kurdish parties has proved a non-starter.
Saddam Hussein had ensured that no
indigenous opposition group survived on
which Washington can rely. The US is also
wary of the Shia clergy which commands

-
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\\ India Must Send Troops to Iraq??\b

influence over the majority because of
suspicions that it may lean towards Ir.

When Security Council resolution 1483
was adopted with no opposition (Syria
being absent), France, Russia and Germany
decided that despite their opposition to the
war, nothing should stand in the way of
helping the people of Iraq. They agreed
to lifting sanctions and sending in the
stabilisation forte. Though the UN'’s role
was minimal, the resolution legitimised the
occupying authority. That was pragmatic
realpolitik under the prevalent circum-
stances aimed at helping the Iraqis.

The stabilisation process will help set up
an Iraqi interim administration, draw up
an Iraqi constitution, put it to a referendum
and then hold an election leading to a
representative Iraqi government and US
withdrawal. As of now, Washington has not
come out with a road map for these steps.
This is a lengthy process. There are two
different precedents for this. The first, which
perhaps dominates US thinking, is the
example of Japan after World War II when
the US handled the process on its own. The
second is East Timor where the transition
was carried out by the UN.

There is a good case for
India helping the stabili-
sation process by sending
troops to Iraq, not merely
to oblige Washington but
to help the Iraqi people.
France, Germany and
Russia do not think that by
agreeing to resolution 1483
they have approved the
US aggression. Our attitude
" should be similarly prag-

hi R matic, forward-looking and
mindful of our national interest. We should
bear in mind that Islamabad is ready to
send troops to Iraq and thereby increase
US dependence on itself.

It is only by agreeing to consider the
proposition of sending troops to Iraq that
India will be in a position to raise various
issues with the US on the road map for
an interim administration, constitution-
making, elections and total transfer of
power to an Iraqi répresentative govern-
ment. It may be necessary to discuss how
the incipient insurgency is going to be
handled. Since the Americans are interested
in wiping out the Saddam loyalists, they
may prefer to handle it themselves. But that
has to be ascertained. Then there are issues
like command and control over our troops
and the sector they will be deployed in.
When these issues are discussed it may as
well emerge that there may have to be
greater involvement of the UN and even -
anew UN resolution.

Our stand should be to engage the US on
these issues and not just reject outright
our participation in the stabilisation procesg
on the ground that Washington is guil
aggression. It undoubtedly was, but
on it is not going to help the Iraqis.
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NDA leaves it to PM

By Ou Special Correspondent

NEW DELMI, JUNE 21. The National
Democratic Alliance tonight left
it to the Prime Minister, Atal Be-
hari Vajpayee, to take an appro-
priate decision in response to
the U.S. request for sending
troops to Iraq.

At a meeting chaired by the
Prime Minister here, the NDA
said the decision should be tak-
en keeping in view the “interest
of India and the people of Iraq.”

The Government, on its part,
announced that the process of
consultation with political par-
ties would continue after Mr.
Vajpayee returns from his trip
to China.

The Shiv Sena conveyed its
opposition though it went along
with the final formulation that
the Prime Minister was best po-
sitioned to firm up India’s
stand.

The Defence Minister and
NDA convener, George Fer-
nandes, told correspondents
later that all those who attended
the meeting had placed their
views but said since the issue
under consideration was “tick-
lish, who better than the Prime
Minister would know.”

Mr. Fernandes, who was
flanked by the External Affairs

~ Minister, Yashwant Sinha, at the

briefing, said the team from
Pentagon which had arrived
here last Monday had not re-
sponded to all the questions
New Delhi had.

“There were a number of
questions (to the U.S. team);
some they were able to reply
and some they have taken back.
We are also making our own as-
sessment,” Mr. Sinha said.

Mr. Fernandes said the re-
quest from the U.S. administra-
tion for troops came amid
indications that they would be

ous experience.

He said that during the war in
Afghanistan, Washington pre-
ferred to side with Pakistan for
strategic considerations and
was now turning to India. While
leaving it to the Prime Minister,
he suggested that the decision
be taken keeping in view the
country’s self-respect.

The Shiv Sena MP, Chandra-
kant Khaire, said that later the
party was opposed to sending of
troops considering the U.S. atti-
tude towards New Delhi vis-a-
vis Pakistan’s role in encourag-
ing terrorists’ acts and earlier
experience, including peace-
keeping in Sri Lanka.

positioned in the northern part
of that country. He said this ar-
ea had borders with Iran on one
side and Turkey on the other,
with Kurds in between.

The NDA meeting was pre-
ceded by one of the Cabinet
Committee on Security. It is un-
derstood that the CCS took
stock of the current situation in
Iraq. The NDA meeting follows
the one the Prime Minister had
with the Congress team on Sun-
day last.

The PMK MP, E. Ponnuswa-
my, told The Hindu that the par-
ty has suggested that the
Government consider the U.S.
request also in the light of previ-

Iraqgi opinion being
ascertained: Advani

By Anjali Mody

NEW DELHJ, JUNE 21. Whether Iraqgis want Indian troops in their
country or not is one of the issues that will inform the
decision about sending troops to Iraq, the Deputy Prime
Minister, L.K. Advani, said today. Another question that would
have to be settled before a decision was taken was when an
Iragi administration would be in place, he said.Mr. Advani was
responding to questions from journalists, en route to
Ahmedabad by a special plane to attend two functions today.

To a question on whether a decision to send the troops was
imminent, he said that there were “lots of factors” to consider.
The two which concerned the Government most were “what
do the people of Iraq feel about this and what are the plans
for restoring an Iraqi administration?” Asked how the
Government would ascertain Iragi opinion in the absence of a
representative administration, Mr, Advani said that a team of
four Indian military officials was in Iraq and a “direct report
from there” was awaited.

Asked whether the Government was inclined to send troops
to Iraq, Mr. Advani said that it was in India’s interest to “have
a presence in that region”. “It will be good for us and good for
fraq,” he added. Asked whether the Government had not
considered reconvening Parliament to consider the issue, he
said “our disapproval of American action is there”.

A
|

47 N3



“‘India block‘g

By B, Muralidhar Reddy

ISLAMABAD, JUNE 20. Islamabad
has accused New Delhi of
blocking its entry into the
ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF) at
the meeting held at Phnorm
Penh on June 18.

In yet another carefully-draft-
ed statement, the Pakistan For-
eign Office maintained that “in
view of the recent positive ini-
tiatives taken by Pakistan and
India to normalise their rela-
tions, Pakistan along with other
ARF Members had hoped that
India would play a constructive
and responsible role rather than
impede Pakistan’s membership
of the Forum”.

A spokesman of the Pakistan
Foreign Office said that Pakis-
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tan was griteful to the 10-

ber countrnies of the Association
of Southeast Asian Nations
(ASEAN) for their agreement to
accept it as a participant in the
ARF. He regretted that the ARF
could not admit Pakistan as a
member in its 10th meeting at
Phnom Penh because of India’s
strong opposition to Pakistan’s
candidature.

“This is despite the fact that
Pakistan's entry into the Forum
enjoys overwhelming support
by ARF members,” he said.
Though the spokesman did not
say it in so many words, the
statement clearly implied that it
was New Delhi, which was the
main stumbling block to its en-
try into ASEAN Regional Forum.

It is for the third time in the

d Pak. entry mto ARF’

L&Vﬁ

Pemen

recent days that Pakistan has
complained against some of the
statements of Indian leaders
and officials and said that they
went against the spirit of the
hand of friendship extended by
the Prime Minister, Atal Behari
Vajpayee. In the last statement,
Islamabad had said that such
statements were ‘uncalled for
and unbelpful’ in carrying for-
ward the peace process.

The official observed that the
ASEAN Foreign Ministers, in
their earlier meeting on 16 June,
had welcomed the recent posi-
tive developments in the rela-
tions between India and
Pakistan, which they felt were
an encouraging steps towards a
fully normalised relationship
between the two sides.
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- More clarifications sought

M\L

| NEW DELHI, JUNE 19, The Government is waiting for
furthér clarifications from the Pentagon on some
crucial questions before finalising its position on
dispatching troops to Irag.

While the discussions held on Monday did cov-
er some ground, questions relating to the involve-
ment of the United Nations, logistic Indian
support and the command and control mecha-
nism of the Indian troops remained unanswered,
the Defence Minister, George Fernandes, said in
the first official expression on the otitcome of the
talks between Indian and American officials on
the question of sending Indian troops to Iraq.

At the same time, India was prepared to play a
bigger role in providing humanitarian assistance
in the form of medical relief to the people of Iraq.
An advance team of military doctors and Foreign
Office officials had reached Iraq to prepare for the
| opening of an Indian Government-operated hos-
i pital. The Government also planned to send a
“floating” hospital to Basra, but it did not materi-
alise. “We will give relief of every kind to Iraqi
civilians,” he reiterated.

On the discussions held earlier this week with a
Pentagon team, Mr. Fernandes said: “No decision
has been taken. Our officials discussed the issue
with Pentagon officials. There were many ques-
tions and we did not receive replies to all of
them.” The U.S. team, comprising civilian and
military officials of the Pentagon, was asked to

By Our Special Correspondent

* from U.S., says Fernandes

O / .
provide three more clarlﬁcatlons Of the three,
involvement of the U.N. was the “biggest of them
all”. Asked whether another Pentagon team
would be visiting the country to respond to the
unanswered questions, Mr. Fernandes said: “Let
them take their time and decide. There is no need
for us to comment on that now.” At the same
time, he indicated India’s willingness to extend
relief to war-battered Iraq.

On issues impacting rapprochement with Pa-
kistan, Mr. Fernandes said the Government was
committed to talks, regardless of success or fail-

re. “One should not be sensitive about every
statement or action,” was his reply to questions
on reports of American plans to equip Pakistan
with advanced fighter planes and the Pakistan
President, Pervez Musharraf’s reported observa-
tions on “recurfence” of Kargil.

He said there was nothing unusual about the
U.S. equipping Pakistan with military hardware.
“Why should we get worked up by this? Pakistan
has sourced arms from America for 50 years just
as we buy and, sometimes, sell military equip-
ment.” On Gen. Musharraf’'s purported com-
ments, Mr. Fernandes said the implication would
be different if the complete wording of the Gener-
al’s statement was taken into account.

The Minister made these observations after
launching a book ‘Intelligence — A security weap-
on’ by the former Director of the Intelligence Bu-
reau, D.C. Pathak.

‘India can play a major role’: Page 11 —
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“USA as.partner,
not c%mma?nder

June 16. — If India does
accept the invitation of the
United States and sends a
peacekeeping force to Iraq,
jawans will be “answerable
to the Indian flag” and
“under Indian sovereign
control” acting

s “partners of
the USA”.

This was dec-
ided during a
four hour-long
meeting - today |
where the US
team comprising
State and Def-
ence department
officials, led by
assistant secre-
tary of defence
Mr Peter Rod-
man, met offici-
als from the
MEA and defe-
nce ministry, led
by joint secretary
Mr BS Prakash.  fit
The Americans =

TR STATESMAD

suggested “independent ope-
rations” and a partnership
between the USA and other
countries. Mr Rodman also
called on foreign secretary
Mr Kanwal Sibal and Mr
Brajesh Mishra.

Indian troops could be
mvolved in reconstruction,
civic action, distribution of

.= food, and peac-
ekeeping. The
first meeting was
described by off-
icials as a “famil-
iarisation discu-
ssion”, adding
that this was pre-
liminary.

. The Amer-
ny icans also outli-
ned their future
course in Iraq:
The process of
political activ-
ation and work
towards develo-
iqi  ping a council of
nd. representatives

. comprising
I Iragis has alrea-
© dy begun.
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‘OTHER COUNTRIES WILL A'LSO BE CONSULTED’

No troops for Iraq without /

consensus, P
©

By Our New Delhi Bureau

NEW DELHI, JUNE 15. The Govern-
ment today assured the Con-
gress that it had not taken any
decision on sending troops to
Iraq and committed itself to
not taking a final view without
a national consensus
through consultations with Op-
position and ruling parties —
and discussions with other
countries neighbouring Iragq.
The Government’s view was

articulated by the External Af-

fairs Minister, Yashwant Sinha,
immediately after the Prime
Minister, Atal Behari Vaj-
payee’s consultations on the
sensitive issue with the Leader
of the Opposition, Sonia Gand-
hi, this evening.

The confabulations suggest-
ed that the Government would
take its time on arriving at a
decision on the issue which
was fraught with grave implica-
tions at home and abroad not-
withstanding the fact that a
U.S. administration team is ar-
riving here for discussions to-
morrow on precisely this issue.

What is ironical is that while
the Prime Minister today began
the process of eliciting views
from the Opposition not a
word has come on where the
Government stands or what it
wishes to do. In fact, in a letter
to Mr. Vajpayee on June 4 Ms.
Gandhi had sought a clarifica-
tion on the Government’s exact
position, and today’s consulta-
tiop was in response to this.

At the meeting Ms. Gandhi is
believed to have reiterated her
party’s position communicated
to Mr. Vajpayee on June 4:

The Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee, with the Leader of the Opposition, Sonla Gandhi,

M_ assures
" \ ‘ b \

k\

Sonia

V) QUK

and Congress leaders, Manmohan Singh and Natwar Singh, during a meeting at his residence

“The Congress would be totally
opposed to the deployment of
Indian troops under any ar-

rangement other than a United"

Nations command or as part of
a multi-national peacekeeping
force that has the explicit man-
date of the U.N.”

Besides the Prime Minister,
Mr. Sinha, the Finance Minis-
ter, Jaswant Singh, and the
Principal Secretary to the
Prime Minister, Brajesh Mis-
hra, were present during the
discussions.

The Congress team com-
prised Ms. Gandhi, the Leader
of the Opposition in the Rajya
Sabha, Manmohan Singh, and
the chairman of the party’s for-
eign policy department, Nat-

o= AINDD

in New Delhi on Sunday.

war Singh. Later, Mr. Natwar
Singh told reporters that they
had suggested to the Govern-
ment that it should consult
other political parties as well as
“important countries in the re-
gion”. The party also advised
discussions with France, Ger-
many and Russia.

Mr. Natwar Singh was em-
phatic that the Government
had conveyed: “No decision
would be taken unless there
was a national consensus was
evolved on the issue.”

Mr. Sinha then confirmed
that the “Government will hold
discussions with countries in
the region as well as with in-
terested parties here, including
those of the NDA”.

A final view would be taken
“in the best national interest”.
In response to questions, he
said that he was “not in a posi-
tion to clarify right now” which
countries India would hold dis-
cussions with on the issue.
The Congress had asked a
number of questions (presum-
ably including one on how the
Government could think of In-
dian troop deployment in Iraq
when a unanimous parliamen-
tary resolution had called for
withdrawal of all foreign troops
from that country), Mr. Sinha
said. The Congress was told that
“the Government has not yet
taken a decision”.
Indo-U.S. talks

today: Page 11
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_/'froops to be sent if Congress agrees

Iraq

RADHIKA RAMASESHAN

New Delhi, June 14;: The Cen-
tre will not send Indian
troops to Iraq unless a politi-
cal consensus is thrashed
out.

Official sources said the gov-
ernment’s stand was likely to
become clear tomorrow after
Atal Bihari Vajpayee meets
Congress chief Sonia Gandhi.
The Prime Minister had set
up the date to brief Sonia
onlIragq.

The Congress has so far stri-
dently opposed the American
request to send troops but today
there were indications it might
pipe down. Former foreign sec-
retary J.N. Dixit is believed to
have advised Sonia that India’s
chances of bargaining with the
US vis-a-vis Pakistan would
strengthen if the troops were
despatched. (See Page 6)

The Centre’s prime concern
is to secure the support of the
Congress — the main Opposi-

tion party — as this will act ag a
buffer against any attack non-
BJP parties might mount during
Parliament’s monsoon session
next month.

The Sangh parivar and the
BJP — which initially opposed
the proposal — are inclined to
back whatever decision the gov-
ernment takes without offering
even token criticism.

“As of now, the government’s
stand is at the stage of asking
questions and seeking clarifica-

V¥E TELEGRAPH
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| MIXED BA
GOVERNMENT 1
A Pentagon team is coming here

shorily. The decision wifl be taken
only afler that

We are open to constructive
suggestions from the government

SAMAJWADI PARTY

The deputy PM went to the US
and under pressure from that
government, decided there itself
to send Indian troops to Iraq. We
condemn the government's
decision

CPI

Irag is under US-British
occupation. Our troops should not
work under their command

tions on the matter. It is not
weighted on either side, for or
against,” a source said.

The sources indicated that
even if the Congress came half
way, a hasty decision would not
be taken. Foreign secretary Kan-
wal Sibal will go to Washington
in the first week of July to seek
more clarifications.

Explaining the pros and
cons, sources said there had
been occasions when India had
sent troops to foreign soil, as in
the cases of Sri Lanka and Mal-
dives. But that was on the invita-
tion of the respective govern-
ments.

q-§ P

Al vyagts for
nsensus

In the case of Iraq, Indian
troops were likely to be “far
more acceptable” as the rela-
tions between the countries
were “harmonious”. Moreover,
India had enshrined its opposi-
tion to the presence of US-UK
coalition forces in Iraq in a par-
liamentary resolution.

“In that sense, India could
play the role of a genuine peace-
keeper,” a source said.

What is bothering the Centre
is whether sending the troops —
especially since it is not clear
whether they will function
under the command of the
US or the UN — will be seen
as compromising Indian
sovereignty.

The Centre is also keen that
the Indian Army should not
be seen as a “mercenary arm of
the US”. “The ideal situation
would be if the US were to give
India total command over a part
of Iraq without being under
their command,” a source said. .

The BJP today toed the gov-
ernment lipe. “We are sure what-
ever decilsJi]on the government
takes will be in the country’s
interest / general secretary
Mukhtar Abbas Nagvi said.

The RSS, too, seemed to have
toned down. “Our first reaction
would still be to oppose it. But
we do stand to gain in many
ways if our troops are sent. It
will give India a political edge
over other countries in the quest
for a political solution in
Iraq...,” an official said.
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PM, SONIA TO DISCUSS ISSUE TODAY
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ovt. yet to decide
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¢ "éendmg troops to Iraq .

By Our New Delhi Bureau

NEW DELHI, JUNE 14. A possible deployment
of Indian troops as part of a “stabilisation
force” in Iraq is threatening to become a
first rate political controversy. The Prime
Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee, is scheduled
to have a dialogue with the Congress presi-
dent and Leader of the Opposition, Sonia
Gandhi, tomorrow. However, authoritative
sources within the Vajpayee establishment
assert that no decision has yet been taken
and probably no decision would be taken
without a reasonable political consensus
i.e. the consent/concurrence of the princi-
pal Opposition party, Congress.

The “no-decision-yet” view was reaf-
firmed publicly by the Defence Minister,
George Fernandes, in Dehra Dun today. Af-
ter a passing out parade, he asserted that
there was no decision as of now whether or
not India should respond to the American
suggestion.

On the other hand, the Samajwadi Party
leader and former Defence Minister, Mu-
layam Sygh Yadav, already criticised the

Vajpayee Government for “agreeing” to
send troops. According to Mr. Yadav, a
commitment to this effect has been made
by the Deputy Prime Minister, Lal Krishna
Advani, during his current visit to America.

However, authoritative sources dispute
the perception that Mr. Advani has already
committed India to sending its troops. Such
a judgment would be unfair to Mr. Advani,
the sources point out, notwithstanding the
tone of Mr. Advani's media bytes in the
United States.

It is pointed out that in fact it was Mr.
Advani who had entered the caveat that any
decision would come about only after a po-
litical consensus. The Government is mind-
ful of different views, in and out of the
ruling National Democratic Alliance as well
as within the Sangh Parivar. The Prime
Minister is reportedly not inclined to rush
into any decision. Whatever the decision, it
would not be taken in secret or suddenly.

At the same time, the Government is
somewhat amused by the Opposition’s
overactivism in the matter. Those who are
in a position to know insist that the U.S.

may be keen but this keenness can by no
stretch of imagination be described as
“American pressure”. The Government it-
self has lots of questions that it would like
to be answered. The American team from
the Pentagon, scheduled to arrive on Mon-
day, should provide some clarifications.

In any case, the chances of an early deci-
sion are rather remote. Mr. Advani comes
back only on Tuesday, and then he goes to
Mumbai for the BJP’s “chintan baithak”
(brain-storming session). That congrega-
tion lasts till June 20 and he is expected to
stay till the end of the “baithak”.

The Government leaders would be pre-
occupied with matters internal. Maybe, the
Prime Minister and Mr. Advani will get to
hear the party’s views on the question of
troops deployment. The Prime Minister
himself is scheduled to leave for China on
June 22. There is no urgency that any deci-
sion should be arrived at on the only
“open” day, June 21. So, in all probability
no decision is expected until after Mr. Vaj
payee’s return from China.

Cong. sticks to stand:

—A
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“TROOPS FOR IRAQ
back move
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NEW DELHLI, June 13. — The chances of Indian troops be-
ing sent to Iraq have brightened with both the BJP and Con-
gress indicating that they've no major problems with the
move. While BJP leaders stressed “the need for a policy
shift” and “the advantages from US pressure on Pakistan”,
the Congress, which had opposed the move earlier, today
toned down its stand, saying it was “keeping an open mind”
and “waiting for constructive inputs from the government”.

The Prime Minister is scheduled to discuss the issue with
Mrs Sonia Gandhi on Sunday. BJP leaders have said the
Congress’s consent is “necessary” before deciding to send
troops to Iraq. .

The USA today clarified that the Indian soldiers would
not be deployed for combat operations and that they would
operate under the Tricolour. “There is no pressure on In-
dia (from the USA) to send troops to Iraq... Should India
decide against sending troops, it won’t come in the way of
the Indo-US relationship,” US ambassador Mr Robert
Blackwill said. In fact, a Pentagon delegation, led by
assistant defence secretary Mr Peter Rodman, arrives in
Delhi on Monday to clarify certain points raised by India.

Absence of support from the Congress would mean a no
to the US request even if all objections are met satisfacto-
rily, a BJP leader said. BJP’s foreign affairs cell convener
Mr Surendra Aurora said Delhi would like to know from
the visiting US delegation if the Indian troops would need
to report to a US commander and aiso what would be the
exact nature of their job — policing or rehabilitation.

If the USA clarifies these points to India’s satisfaction,
the government would have to pass another resofution on
Iraq before going for action, he said.

Earlier, the AICC had been focussing on Mrs Gandhi’s let-

- ter which stated that “the Congress would be totally opposed

to the deployment of troops under any arrafigément other
than a UN command”. Today, the emphasis shifted to anoth-
er sentence in the letter which talked of having no reservation
if the troops were sent as part of “a multi-national peace
keeping force that has the explicit mandate of the UN”.
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ce for Indlgn troops

eputy Prime Minister LK Advani’s US visit seems to have

added some urgency to the question of sending Indian
troops to US-occupied Iraqg. Proof lies in the Prime Minister
asking Sonia Gandhi to meet him on Sunday to discuss the
issue. Atal Behari Vajpayee surely knows this is a politically
charged issue and not taking the Congress’s opinion before-
hand can allow the Opposition a free hand post-decision. That
is good politics. But even if Sonia somehow thinks that Indian
soldiers should do duty in a country that was attacked against
all canons of international law, the Prime Minister must think
again. Two of his most important ministers, LK Advani and de-
fence minister, George Fernandes, are reportedly against send-
ing Indian soldiers. We agree. Arguments on their side far
outnumber the weapons of mass destruction that the occupying
powers are professing to see. In fact, the case against sending
troops can be made without talking about the fatal lack of a UN
presence. As senior officials have pondered if Indian troops do
duty in Iraq, either India has to spend its own scarce resources
to pay for men and materiel, or will, in effect, become hired
guns for the US, if Americans foot the bill. Why should India,
facing a huge fiscal deficit and lacking money for any number
of development projects, spend to bring order to a country
whose descent into chaos was brought about by fraud and vio-
lence condemned by the UN and its Security Council by Anglo-
American aggression. On the other hand, if we are financially
prudent and accept US money to pay for our soldiers, what
message does that send around the world about our country’s
armed forces and indeed our nation? Linked to that is the issue
that Indian troops in Iraq in the current situation will be under
US command and report to US generals and civilian autho-
rities. This would have been fine were India a part of what
George Bush had brazenly and mistakenly called the coalition
of the willing. Having been thoroughly unwilling and skeptical
all along, how can we accept a situation where Indian officers
and soldiers are sent to clean up, say, Baathist resistance on an
US general’s orders. That brings up the other issue — casual-
ties. Soldiers and officers accept death and injury as part of
their job — but dying in a foreign country for a cause that is ille-
gal and staggeringly unpopular in India and which has no legi-
timate bearing on national interests is a different ball game.
Ministers are reportedly apprehensive the Congress may use
casualties as a political stick. They are, pardon the expression,
dead right. Does the BJP need this? Party leaders should
seriously petition government leaders on the issue.

The answer to the Americans therefore is — No — not un-
less the UN is given complete chafge of the country, civil and
military, including the right to review and cancel new oil con-
tracts issued by America to its friends within the US and out-
side. It must include reconstruction costs to be paid for by the
aggressors. Bush’s bait to talk to Musharraf about terrorism in

Kashmir is not even a credible bait. Temptation is mean
resisted. Do not get into it.

T™ME STATESHAD 13 JUN 2003
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D\ g‘élven our ties with Irag, it makes sense 0
«' send a stabilisation force to that country

EW DELHI undoubtedly faces

N a defining moment as it moves
towards taking a final decision about
whether or not to send a military-led
stabilisation force to Iraq. It is ex-
tremely important that we make the
right decision, and for"the right rea-
sons. It is obvious that wé must not
send a stabilisation force because
some lucrative contracts may come
our way. The very idea of risking the
lives of our jawans for such a goal is
humiliating, to say the least. Nor
should we agree to sending forces in
the hope that this would please Wash-
ington. India was unhappy with the
way a unilateralist war was waged,;
and this was clearly conveyed by the
parliamentary resolution. But the
UN Security Council resolution 1483
after the war spells out the frame-
work of its mandate clearly: It recog-
nises the US as the “authority”, and

calls upon all countries to centribute -

- to stabilising Iraq and providing hu-
manitarian assistance.

-Itwould be desirable to take a final
decision on sending a stabilisation
force to Iraq on the basis of bipartisan
support. It can be argued that such a
force would have an UN mandate
even under the present resolution.
But the issues go beyond such techni-
calities. The central concern is wh-
ether we should assist the people of
Iraq at this hour of acute challenge or
not? Our historical relationship with
that country, our belief in our actions

NTHAN €% oo e

as a responsible major power, the ur-
gent need to help restore the dignity,
peace and self-confidence of the
Iraqis, besides a host of other rea-
sons, demand that we send a stabilisa-
tion force to Iraq. What we need to
ensure is adequate autonomy in car-
rying out our commitment, and pre-
cautions to minimise any negative
fall-out from such an action.

Since there is no legitimate Iraqi
government, what New Delhi needs to
do urgently, before taking a final deci- |
sion on the issue, is to send a multi-dis-
ciplinary task force to Iraq for an on- |
the-spot assessment of the situation.
Such a group should talk to commu-
nity leaders to discuss their reactions
to our involvement, understand chal-
lenges and examine the options avail-
able to restore peace, security and sta-
bility to Iraqi society at the earliest. In
any case, the stabilisation force would
need their co-operation subsequ-
ently, especially if and when things
start to foul up somewhere. More im-
portant, such a step would send a
clear message that our primary con-
cerns are the people of the country,
the restoration of their rights and the
rebuilding of their country, without
bias toward any group or pre-judge-
ment about the challenges they face.
There will be problems and many dif-
ficult times ahead. But this should not
deter us from discharging our respon-
sibility in tune with the needs of the
people of Iraq.
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No pressure to send troops
W "’\ - o Iraq, says Advanic; ..’

WASHINGTON, JUNE 11. While the
United States is keen on India’s
participation in the stabilisation
process of Iraq, there is no pres-
sure of any kind on India to
send troops to Iraq and a final
decision will be taken by the
Government after factoring in
what the Pentagon team — vis-
iting India next week — has to
say, according to the Deputy
" Prime Minister, L.K. Advani.

Addressing a press confer-
ence at the Indian Embassy on
Tuesday at the end of his official
visit to Washington, Mr. Advani
- said that unlike his last visit to

the U.S., discussions were not
Pakistan-centric  this  time
round. “Last time, it was fo-
cussed almost entirely on the
problem of terrorism and my
visit certainly seemed to be Pa-
kistan-centric. This time it is not
so. Pakistan did figure in the
talks, terrorism did figure in the
talks, but not as much as last
time,” Mr. Advani said. His last
visit to Washington was in Janu-
ary 2002 after the terrorist at-
tack on Parliament House.

“I cannot say anything at this
point of time and particularly so
when the... (Pentagon) team is
still to visit India and still to dis-
cuss the matter with the coun-
terparts there.” “... all aspects
would be taken into account be-
fore a decision is taken,” he
said.

(It would undoubtedly be a
major political and diplomatic
boost to the Bush administra-
tion if India agrees to send
troops to Iraq as part of the sta-
bilisation drive in that country.
At the same time, New Delhi has
raised specific issues including
that of command and control
and would prefer participation
under st?e aegis of the United
Nation

The issue of Iraq was a major
item on Mr, Advani’s agenda of
talks ilthe tast three days here,

© With the U.S. Defence Secreta-

y, Dorw‘umsfeld, this was

f;}/;%)r/% Z

The Deputy Prime Minister, L.K. Advani, with the U.S.
Secretary of Homeland Security, Tom Ridge, in front of a
display of the signatures of American Presidents after their
meeting at the Homeland Security Department in
Washington on Tuesday. — PTI

the principal issue on Sunday;
and the President, George W.
Bush, started off his meeting
with Iraq the following day.

The Bush administration is
“keen” on India’s participation
and the reasons were “under-
standable”, Mr. Advani said
adding that he did not see pres-
sure “of any kind” and that New
Delhi was “free to take a
decision”.

The highpoint of Mr. Advani's
visit, clearly, -was-the meeting
with Mr. Bush. Mr. Bush is said
to have lauded the recent peace
initiatives of the Prime Minister,

Atal Behari Vajpayee, and said
that India could take an initia-
tive “only when it is confident of
its security” and that every na-
tion had to look after its
security.

In his prepared statement,
Mr. Advani said that Mr. Bush
had expressed warm admira-
tion for Mr. Vajpayee’s initiative
of April 18 and that he deserved
credit for it. Mr. Bush had as-
sured Mr. Vajpayee in St." Pe-
tersburg that he wouid be
speaking to Pakistan’s Presi-
dent, Pervez Musharraf, “about
creating a climate in which this

Without getting into the spe-
cifics of his discussions either
with various U.S. leaders, Mr.
Advani said that his interactions
had helped promote the objec-
tives of covering the strategic
nature of the bilateral relation-
ship and the agenda for
cooperation.

“The response 1 got con-
vinced me that the American
Government is earnestly en-
deavouring to recognise India
as a major power. That kind of a
relationship is being conscious-
ly built up,” he said.

Mr. Bush’s National Security
Adviser, Condoleezza Rice, had
conveyed to him that further
steps were being taken to en-
sure progress on all issues in-

cluding the “trinity” — civilian
space cooperation, nuclear en-
ergy and trade in high
technology.

Mr. Advani was asked if the
U.S. agreed that there could be
no progress in relations be-
tween India and Pakistan unless
cross-border terrorism stopped.
“The American Government is
conscious of all these facts but
every government has its for-
eign policy interest to safeguard -
and those foreign policy inter- .
ests may be based upon certain
assessments with which India |
may not agree. That’s a different ;
matter,” Mr. Advani said.

“But 1 give scope to e
country even in its battle
against terrorism to look after
its own foreign policy interests.
India would also like to do the
same and, therefore, I have al-
ways held that cross-border ter-
rorism so far as India is
concerned is a problem which is
essentially India’s own,” he
said.

“And India is determined to
overcome this problem on its
own though we do feel that the
international climate created
against terrorism after Septem-
ber 11, 2001, has been of great
help to us and it will continue to
be of help to us,” he said.
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Indla has nothlng to gain by being

send Indian troops

to Iraq has forced

our policymakersto
address issues pertaining to the
recentwar in Iraq, its impact on
the region and our interests. It
has also compelled us to under-
stand, and come to terms with,
the full implications of the
emergence of the US as the
world’s sole superpower.

|
\ HE proposal to
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Both before and during the

recent US-led armed assault on

Irag, the Indian leadership and
. public opinion had voiced op-
position to this unilateral re-
course to effect regime change
in a sovereign country. Besides
the Prime Minister and Exter-
nal Affairs Minister, the Indian
Parliament had also issued a
resolution criticising the war
and calling on the Coalition
‘Forces towithdraw speedily.

In order to obtain some le-
gitimacy for its occupation of
the country, the US pushed
through UNSC Resolution
1483, which appealed to mem-
ber states to assist the people of
| Iraq in their effort to reform
their institutions, rebuild their
country and contribute to con-
ditions of stability and security
in Iraq. The resolution recog-
nised the US-led Coalition as
the “authority” in thevountry.

According to reports, the
US has appealed to a number
of countries to provide troops
for stabilisation duties in Irag,
supporting the US forces al-
ready in the country. The obvi-
ous US interest in expanding
! the “coalition of the willing” isto
broaden global support for its
actions in Iraq, soften its image
as an occupying force and, by
sending home some sections of
its forces, reduce American ca-
sualties at the hands of hostile
Iraqi nationalists.

The US attaches consider-
able importance to Indian par-
ticipation in Iraq primarily be-
cause of our status (not always
appreciated in Indiaj as the
leader and conscience-keeper
of the developing world, as also
the warm feelings that the aver-
age Iraqishave for India.

. The discussion on this sub-
ject in India has so far focused
on details such as chain of com-
mand issues, the role of the
force in internecine conflicts
and in national political devel-

opment, the time-frarhe forour

‘ military presence and the emer-
[ gence of a legitimate govern-
| —

Iraq Why

ment in the country. Not much
light has been shed so far. The
reason is obvious: the US isun-
willing to provide information
as it has no intention of sharing
authority in Iraq with any other
country or institution. The par-
ticipation of other countries in
stabilisation and nation-build-
ing activity will be limited to im-
plementing US-made plans
and programmes.

~ American policy makers, to
their credit, have made no
promises of political or eco-
nomic benefit to India. They
have just pointed out that al-
liance with the US in Iraqis a
“strategic opportunity” which
India should seize quickly lest it
be totally frozen out of benefits
in future. The short message is:
getonboardwith us if you want
to get anywhere; if you don't,
youwill gonowhere.

The US has no intention
of sharing authority in
Iraq. The participation
of other countries will

be limited to
implementing US-made
programmes...The short
message is: get on board
with us if you want to get
anywhere; if you don’t, -
you will go nowhere

we must stay away

%part of the US-led CoalCLon sa skl'AUFIQ SUBHAN

At the risk of upsetting
those anxious to clamber onto
the gravy train, let me set out
some areas of concern. The bait
of economic opportunity is
frankly the least significant. No
multi-million dollar mega-pro-
jects are likely to come India’s
way; these will remain the mo-
nopoly of US corporations. The
best India can hope for would
be minor sub-contracts. The
most likely scenariois that India
will be tapped toprovide skilled
labour, technicians and middle-
level professionals. This will oc-
cur irrespective of whether In-
dia participates in the US-led
occupation or not.

Hence, our participation
has to be evaluated in terms of
our national interest. The ques-
tions we have to ask ourselves
are: Will the US become more
sensitive to our core security
concemn, i.e., crqss—border ter-
rorism? Will the US become
more supportive of us on the

Kashmir issue? What will the
US response be to India’s nu-
clear status and our legitimate
concems pertaining to China?
The US, as the sole super-
power, has its own priorities in
regard to security concerns. It
will not allow itself to be cor-
nered by India on matters per-
taining to Pakistan. Regardless
of its posture with regard to the
international war on terrorism
and its concerns relating to Is-
lam-based extremism, the USis
likely to continue to see Pak-
istan as a valuable ally. As the
situation in Afghanistan deteri-
orates, its dependence on Pak-
istan’s local knowledge and in-
telligence will actually increase.
- Similarly, the USis not likely
to give up its 55-year-old posi-
tion on Kashmir, in terms of
which it rejects the legality of the

accession of Jammu and Kash- ,

mir to India and believes the en-
tire territory of the State to be
“disputed”. It has maintained
this position primarily as a

card” to keep Indian regional
aspirations in check and to
maintain a pressure-point vis-a-
vis Indian positions on con-
tentious regional issues. Recall
the threat made in the mid-
1990s to internationalise’ the
Kashmir issue if we did not go
along with the Americans and
recognise the Taliban, necessary

at that time to further UNO-.

CAUs pipeline interests. The
USisbardlylikely to give up this
card, which has long-term
strategic implications, merely to
reward India for participating in
the occupation of Iraq.

We have to be similarly
sceptical about US sensitivity to
our nuclear status and our secu-
rity concerns relating to China.
Not too many years ago, a US
President visiting Beijing spoke
of China’slegitimate interestsin

‘

the security of South Asia. And,
the present ideology-driven US
administration is already devel-
oping doctrines to halt the pro-

- liferation of WMDs — this is

presently confined to “rogue”
states, a flexible definition that
swings with the doctrinaire offi-
cials prevailing in Washington.
India’s military participation
in Iraq has also been recom-
mended in light of India’s tradi-
tional political and economic
ties with Iraq, which have left a
legacy of deep affection for In-

dia in the hearts of most Iragis. -
This legacy is very likely to.

vapourise with India’s occupa-
tion of Iraq as an ally of the US.
Iragis recall the participation of
Indian soldiers against Iraqina-
tionalists in the First and Sec-
ond World Wars. They forgave
those bloody encounters as they
saw the Indian soldiers as fellow

victims of British imperialism.
They will not readily forgive a
new occupation by us with the
new imperialists. Today, what
Iraq needsmost fromits friends
is support to enable it to put in
place a political order that is in-
dependent, credible, effective,

and can lay the basis for the

emergence of a legitimate and
popular government. This is
hardly part of the US agenda,
whatever its officials may say.
There are reports that In-
dian troops deployed in Iraq
will be Jocated in the Kurdish
territories, presumably taking
into account the Kurds respect
for India and love for leaders
like Gandhiji and Nehru. Given
the traditional internecine con-
flicts of the Kurds, thiswould be
a political and military quag-
mire from which our soldiers

will notemerge with glory. How -

will the Indian troops cope with
the Kurds’ aspirations for au-
tonomy or even national sover-

eignty, both of which are in-
tensely disliked by Turkey? Will
Indian troops confront the Kur-
dish peshmergas as they march
to Kirkuk or Mosul? What will
be their response if Turkish
forcesinvade Kurdistan?

We have also to assess what
‘impact our military role in Iraq
will have on our interests in the
Middle East region. India has
verysubstantial stakes there: we
obtain two-thirds of our crude
oil supplies from the region,
which employs 35 lakh Indians
who send $ 7000 million as an-
nual remittances to India.

Following 9/11 and the war
in Iraq, the Middle Eastisin a
state of confusion as regimes
feel alienated from their popu-
lations. These regimes fear that
US insensitivity and obduracy,
as it pursues aggressive designs

‘while condoning Isracli vio-

lence against the Arabs, will
push even greater numbers of
their restive population into the
arms of extremists, exacerbat-
ing acts of terror, regional ten-
sions and deeper alienation be-
tween the US and the
Arab/Muslim populations of
the Middle East. In this situa-
tion, the region can be expected
to react most negatively to an
Indian military presence inIraq.
Isitin India’s interest to alienate
a region with which it has sub- -
stantial, mutually beneficial ties
and where it enjoys enormous
respect for its independent ap-
proach to international issues?
The US today presents an
ugly face: it unilaterally un-
leashed a war of revenge on
Iraq, even fabricating intelli-
gence data tojustify the assault.
It speaks the language of re-
form but pursues policies of
self-interest, hegemony and ag-
gressiveness. The present is a
time of uncertainty, uneasiness
and ferment. US thinking has
yet to reflect the moderation
and constructive approach re-
quired of it as the world’s sole
superpower. This is hardly the
time for India to make foreign
policy decisions that depart so
fundamentally from its tradi-
tional values and principles.
Over time, as the responsi-

" bility of power becalms Ameri-

can thinking, our ties with the
US will mature, developing on
the basis of mutual respect and
understanding of each others’
oore concerns. For the present,
the most pragmatic policy we
canfollowis to be principled.




INDIA S EXEELL T TRACK record as one of
the leading partnely in the peacekeeping op-
erations of the Unitad Nations over the past
half a century should ensure that one more
engagement of a similar nature does not raise
any controversy or opposition. But the Amer-
ican request that India contribute soldiers for
the stabilisation force Washington is putting
together in Iraq under its occupation falls un-
der a totally new category and calls for prece-
dent-setting decisions, demanding utmost
caution and dispassionate consideration of all
pros and cons. Considering that there are still
many unanswered questions about the Amer-
ican-led war on Saddam Hussein and his Iraq
and many imponderables about an as yet un-
defined stabilisation assignment, a decision
on the U.S. request must follow a clear nation-
al political consensus. That the Government is
aware of the need for evolving a consensus is
evident from the fact that it has deferred a de-
cision despite two meetings of the Cabinet
Committee on Security. The Deputy Prime
Minister, L.K. Advani, struck the right note
when he said in reply to questions in Washing-
ton after a series of meetings with American
leaders that New Delhi would not be hurried
into a decision. An American team of experts is
coming to Delhi to respond to the queries that
have apparently been raised by Government
interlocutors.

Transparency in decision-making is essen-
tial on a contentious issue of this nature since
the country is entering uncharted territory.
There are genuine apprehensions that Indian
participation may lend legitimacy to the U.S.-
led invasion of a sovereign nation, launched in
violation of international law and without
sanction from the international community as
represented by the U.N. But these fears may at
this late stage be deemed irrelevant, in partic-
ular following the May 22 Security Council
resolution that tacitly endorsed American
control over the occupied land while simulta-
neously providing for a marginally enlarged
role for the United Nations. The 14-0 vote on
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the resolution effectively closed the debate on
whether the U.S.-led war was legitimate or not.
The entry of U.N. organisations, even if at the
present stage only on humanitarian relief
work, may perhaps facilitate the participation
of member-nations such as India which had
opposed the war. Objections have also been
raised about the fact that while in U.N.-spon-
sored operations Indian soldiers have served
under commanders of different nationalities
but under the U.N. flag, they will for the first
time come under American command and
control if allowed to be deployed in Iraq. These
are valid objections and relevant in the ex-
traordinary instance of Iraq, where the stabil-
isation force can come face to face with
unpredictable and unpalatable situations. In-
dian soldiers should not be committed with-
out full clarity and understanding on
command and control and their specific du-
ties. The bitter feuding in Sierra Leone nearly
three years ago should serve as a warning, too.

As Washington steps up pressure on New
Delhi to fall in line and perhaps assist with its
democracy-building effort in Iraq, among the
other imponderables that face India are the
type of signal that Indian troops serving in Iraq
under U.S. command can send to the Arab
world and the evolving lessons held out by a
similar (but U.N. supported) effort in Afghan-
istan. With the leading members and support-
ers of the former regimes not totally defeated,

peacekeepers are targets of attack in both .

countries. German soldiers returning home af-
ter a stint in Afghanistan fell victim to an ap-
parent terror attack last week outside Kabul. In
Iraq, American and British peacekeepers are
everyday facing the hazards of occupation. In
the absence of a-properly structured pro-
gramme, the U.N. has also had its share of trag-
edies when it tried to bring about peace to end
internal conflicts, such as in the Horn of Africa.
If these pitfalls are to be averted, New Delhi
should give the nod to sending a peacekeeping
force to Iraq only after concerns of safety and
the political implications are assessed.
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s concerned
over S Asia, but ,

will nqt i

BERLIN, May 28. — Replying to a
question from the German daily Der
Spiegel in the course of a wide-ranging
interview as to what role the USA had to
play when India has so far rejected any
mediation from outside, the Prime
Minister said in the age of globalisation
and the increasingly closer world it is a
matter of course that the international
community was concerned about tensions
between India and Pakistan.

“We (India and USA) are partners in an
international coalition against terrorism
and have to support each other to fight it
everywhere. For this reason the USA plays
arole in this contflict, and we encourage it to
do it effectively. “In all matters concerning
exclusively India and Pakistan, USA does
not play a role. I think Washington has
understood and accepted this,” he said.

Asked about Islamabad’s suggestion
that both countries entirely give up their
nuclear arsenals, he said disarming “our
nuclear arsenals” would affect a much
larger region and not only be limited to
India, Pakistan or even South Asia: “It
(the nuclear issue) cannot be negotiated
bilaterally for this reason. Do not forget
that renunciation of first-strike is part of
our nuclear doctrine.”

To a question whether the wars in
Afghanistan and Iraq, which the USA
waged in its fight against terrorism,
changed India’s perception as well, Mr
Vajpayee said the events of 9/11 gave
evidence that terrorism could strike
everywhere. “Democratic societies, which
are the target of this terror, need
therefore to concentrate their efforts.”

Vajpayee prepared to ‘negotiate’
with Musharraf

Observing that the resolution of the
Kashmir problem would require “serious
compromises”, Mr Atal Behari Vajpayee
* has said he is prepared to negotiate with
Gen. Mughatraf, reports PTL

“I anf prepared to negotiate with him,”

2 9 MAY 2003

nterfere

AN

Mr Vajpayee told Der Spexgel when asked
if he considered the general “trustworthy”.
Welcoming the restriction imposed by
Pakistan on the Hizbul Mujahideen, Mr
Vajpayee said, “other steps will have to
follow”. “If this has real consequences, 1
can only welcome this step.”

Asked if he was concentrating in
achieving improvement with Pakistan in
trade, transport and cultural exchange, Mr
Vajpayee said after years of tensions and
mutual distrust the views about the other
have hardened. “The solution of the J&K
problem will, however, demand serious
compromises ... for that we have to build
confidence first. This includes economic
co-operation.... If Indians and Pakistanis
understand that living together peacefully
brings advantages, they will be much more
willing than today to find creative
solutions for the central problem.”

No mediation in J&K: Blackwill
Strongly supporting India’s move to
extend a hand of friendship to Pakistan,
the USA today categorically ruled out any
mediation on J&K. Outgoing US
ambassador to India Mr Robert D
Blackwill told a press meet here that “the
Bush Administration, despite constant
media speculation to the contrary, will
not attempt to mediate on Kashmir.”
“There will be no American roadmaps...
no American gameplan... no substantive
proposals,” Mr Blackwill said referring to
Indo-Pak ties, and emphasised that their
differences must be resolved bilaterally,
adds PTI from Mumbai.

Advani likely to call on Bush

Mr LK Advani is likely to call on US
President Mr George Bush during his
state visit to America. On his way back,
via London, he will meet Mr Tony Blair.

Mr Advani will hold talks, ranging from
J&K - terrorism, the security situation in
South Asia and also Iraq peacekeeping,
with Vice-President Mr Dick Cheney. Mr
Advani leaves on June 7 and is likely to be
back on June 16. He will also meet Gen.
Powell, reports SNS from New Delhi.

ME ST ATESMAB



/’6ROSS BORDER TERRORISM WILL BE TAKEN UP WITH MUSHAHRAF’
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By Sridhar Krishnaswami

WASHINGTON, JUNE 10. Issues of
cross-border terrorism and the
possibility  of sending Indian
troops to Iraq as part of a peace-
keeping-cum-stabilisation op-
eration were high on the agenda
of the discussion between the
United States President, George
W. Bush, and the Deputy Prime
Minister, L.K. Advani, at the
\/)ﬁﬂte House on Monday.

Mr. Advani had gone to the
White House for a meeting with
the National Security Adviser,
Condoleezza Rice, when Mr.
Bush very soon dropped by;{x

The meeting between Mr. Ad-
vani and Mr. Bush lasted about
30 minutes, officials and diplo-
mats said.

Mr. Bush is said to have
raised at the outset the possibil-
ity of India sending troops to
Iraq for peace-keeping oper-
ations and Mr. Advani replied
that the Cabinet Committee on
Security had discussed the issue
twice and still needed some
clarifications. Mr. Bush then re-
sponded that a team of experts
from the Pentagon would be
visiting India next Monday to
provide all clarifications.

The U.S. is keen on India’s
participation in the peacekeep-
ing and stabilisation process in
Iraq and had indicated last
month its desire to have a fairly
large contingent of Indian
troops in that country. {New
Delhi has raised some pointed
questions on the exact role for
its troops. Questions on the du-
ration of the troops in Iraq and
the command structure have al-
so been raised.

The issue also came up on
Sunday during the meeting be-
tween Mr. Advani and the U.S.
Defence Secretary, Donald
Rumsfeld, and the broad indi-
cation given by Mr. Advani is
that aside from addressing spe-
. cificconcerns there would have
to be a political consensus of
- sorts back home.

Bush,

i} M
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“Advani discuss
issue of troops for Irac

The Deputy Prime Minister, L.K. Advani, with the U.S. President, George Bush and the U.S.
National Security Adviser, Condoleezza Rice (second from left), at the White House in
Washington on Monday. — PTI

hross—border terrorism was
one of the major issues dis-
cussed at the White House
meeting, with Mr. Advani ap-
parently telling Mr. Bush that
incidents of terror had not gone
down. Mr. Bush assured Mr.
Bush that he would be taking up
this specific subject when he
meets the Pakistan President,
Pervez Musharyaf, at Camp Da-
vid on June 24)r

Mr. Advani is said to have
stressed that bilateral relations
have to be kept in perspective.

Later, Mr. Advani said that
Mr. Bush had greatly appreciat-
ed the initiatives taken by the
Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vaj-
payee, and noted that this kind
of initiative could be tak®n only
if India was confident about its
security.

Mr. Bush agreed that “every
country has to look after its se-
curity”. Mr. Bush was particu-
larly appreciative of Mr.

W= HINDU

Vajpayee’s speech in Srinagar
that “gave political space to our
neighbour”.

Mr. Advani said that India
hoped Pakistan would respond
positively to this initiative and
that this would yield results.

In his meeting with Mr. Bush
and Dr. Rice, Mr. Advani is said
to have made the point that In-
dia was happy with the evolving
relationship with the U.S. in a
number of areas including de-
fence cooperation.

Reflecting on his talks with
senior members of the adminis-
tration and on the nature and
scope of bilateral relations, he
stressed that Indo-U.S. relations
were now on a different level al-
together and that these were
not tied to any specific issue.

“It is not-an alliance of conve-
nience. It isya prirgipled re
tionship betwéen the worl
biggest democracies, the largest
and the strongest. It is proceed-

) Embass 4

ing very satlsfactorlly, ” Mr. Ad-
vani said.

On Tuesday, the final day of
his visit, Mr. Advani had a meet-
ing with the Vice- Presxdep(
Dick Cheney, at the White
House. He later left for the De-
partment of Homeland Security
for a session with the newly-ap- |
pointed Secretary, Tom Ridge.

Mr. Advani is here on an offi-
cial visit at the invitation of the
Vice-President who by all ac-
counts is a known hawk within
the Bush administration with
strong views on terrorism.

Details of the meeting be-
tween Mr. Advani and Mr. Che-
ney were not immediately
available and could be shared
by the Deputy Prime Minister at
a news conference scheduled
for later this afternoon at the
of India. Mr. Advani
* leaves Washington for Chicago
and Los Angeles later today.

Cong. protest: Page 12
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By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, JUNE 10. The Communist Party of India
(Marxist) has strongly opposed the move to send
Indian troops to Iraq and charged that the Vaj-
payee Government’s willingness to consider such
a request indicated the “double-faced stand” the
Centre had taken throughout the war in Iraq.

The party’s viewpoint was articulated by the
Central Committee at its three-day meeting
which concluded in Kolkata on Monday. The
stand came around the time the U.S. adminis-
tration has broached the issue with the Deputy
Prime Minister, L.K. Advani, who is on a visit to
the U.S.

The CPI (M) said the U.N. Security Council res-
olution had recognised the U.S. as the occupying
authority. The world body had not sanctioned a
U.N. peacekeeping force and if Indian troops
were sent, they would have to serve under the
American military command.

“Having been forced by the public opinion to
adopt a resolution in Parliament, deploring the
war, the Government cannot flagrantly violate
the wishes of Parliament and the people to fur-
ther the interests of the U.S. in Iraq”, the Com-
mittee said.

It also noted that the U.S. had stepped up its
aggressive policies for global hegemony, and sug-

gested that India should adopt such policies that
would help to curb the unilateral steps taken by
the former. “This requires an independent for-
eign policy and not the pro-U.S. policy adopted
by the BJP.”

While welcoming the move for resumption of
dialogue between India and Pakistan following
the Prime Minister’s initiative, the party cau-
tioned that sufficient grounds should be pre-
pared to finalise the agenda for the talks.

‘Cong. a better choice’

Malabjka Bhattacharya reports from Kolkata:

The CPI (M) general secretary, Harkishan
Singh Surjeet, said on Monday that the party pre-
ferred the Congress to the BJP as “the former is
not a direct threat to the nation.”

A, doublefaced stand;, CPI(M)

Briefing presspersons after the party’s three-
day central committee meeting, he said, “there is
a difference between the BJP and the Congress.
The latter does not threaten to destroy the nation
while the former does.” Mr. Surjeet said the CPI

(M) still hoped that a third front would be formed |

in the future. He, however, admitted that efforts
to form such a front had failed over the years.
“We realise that the third front will not material-
ise in a day. But, we also know that we will have to
strive for it because this is the only alternative to
the bourgeois and the communal parties.”
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 Parties for immediate release of Suu HKyi

o
By Amit Baruah 9 /{

NEW DELHI, JUNE 6. Political parties have
expressed concern at the May 30 “attack”
on the Myanmar leader and National
League for Democracy general secretary,
Aung San Suu Kyi, and called for her
immediate release.

The Samata Party, a partner in the
National Democratic Alliance
Government, called for the immediate
release of Ms. Suu Kyi and others
languishing in jails for their commitment
to democracy. The party spokesman, Shiv
Kumar, said in a statement: “The physical
attack on Aung San Suu Kyi and the
injury on her head, and the killing of
several political workers by the military
firing are brutal acts which the world
needs to take note of.”

“The party urges the Government of
India to use its influence to persuade the
Myanmarese military junta to end
military rule and hand over power to the

vy ) /!
people of Myanmar,” he added.

Anand Sharma of the Congress said
that his party was concerned about the
whereabouts of Ms. Suu Kyi. “She is not
only a fighter for democracy but also a

recipient of the Jawaharlal Nehru Award...

we urge the authorities in Myanmar to
ensure that no harm is done to her
person.”

In separate statements, the CPI central
secretariat and the CPI (M) politburo
demanded the immediate release of Ms.
Suu Kyi. Strongly condemning the
Myanmar junta for assaulting and
detaining her and hundreds of NLD
activists, the statement said: “The way
she was attacked and arrested proves
once again that the present regime is in
no way prepared to allow Ms. Aung San
Suu Kyi to meet the people and is
determined to crush any movement for
restoration of democracy”.

Urging the Myanmar Government to
release Ms. Suu Kyi and other arrested

leaders, the CPI (M) called for a dialogue
to “ensure conditions” for democratic
political activities.

“This step by the Myanmar
Government is a setback to the process of
restoring democratic rights, which was
initiated with the release of Ms. Suu Kyi
from house arrest last year,” the CPI (M)
added.

In another response, Janeswar Misra
(Samajwadi Party) said they were
“saddened and shocked” by the May 30
attack on Ms. Suu Kyi’s convoy by
supporters of the military regime. “I
would like to request the Government of
Myanmar that it should not try to
suppress the movement (for democracy)
by violent means. It should engage in
peaceful dialogue...” Mr. Misra said.

“Our party urges the Government of
Myanmar to immediately free Aung San
Suu Kyi and allow reopening of NLD
offices,” the Samajwadi Party vice-
president added.
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J g\° ON THE GLOBAL STAGE ¢\,

APART FROM EXPERIENCING first hand the
disconcerting and even debilitating chill that
has hit international relations in the wake of the
war against Iraq, the Prime Minister was per-
haps not expecting very much from his rather
gruelling, weeklong three-nation tour. Without
doubt, Mr. Vajpayee’s presence at the St. Pe-
tersburg celebrations and the expanded Group
of 8 summit meetings at Evian, France, both on
invitation, marked in some ways the coming of
age for India on the global stage in the post-
Cold War era. Against this distinct gain from the
recognition of the voice of this country must be
weighed the manner in which the bilateral issue
of Kashmir was sought to be raised at every
conceivable opportunity. Mr. Vajpayee’s com-
ments on the Kashmir issue on arrival in Delhi
as well as the claims of Government spokesmen
after his exchange of pleasantries across the
banquet table with the American President, Ge-
orge W. Bush, in St. Petersburg shows that the
Government has not yet got over the pre-occu-
pation with ties with Pakistan. The meaningless
claim of results flowing from that brief inter-
lude contrasts sharply with the step by cautious
step approach being adopted by both sides to
move the bilateral relations forward.

The Prime Minister’s first stop, in Berlin, was
in the nature of fulfilling a long-delayed return
visit. His review of bilateral and international
issues with the German Chancellor and peace
activist, Gerhard Schroeder, did produce the
promise of a second look aimed at liberalising
visa and residence regulations for Indian in-
formation technology professionals to live and
work in Germany. The German green card
scheme, introduced to lure IT technicians, has
failed to yield the expected results mainly be-
cause of restrictive regulations. Of German in-
vestments in India, the high expectations

o g G g ¥
Al -!Ht».

roused by the high profile visit of Mr. Schroeder
more than a year and a half ago have remained
unfulfilled. At Evian, on the third and last leg of
his tour, Mr. Vajpayee returned to developmen-
tal issues. Here again, it is hard to share his
optimism that a new world forum is emerging
that will bring together the developing and de-
veloped world. The reality is that the message
from Evian holds no particular cheer for the de-
veloping and poor nations in the prevailing at-
mosphere of mutual hostility within the Group
of 8. The Franco-American obsession with up-
staging each other has left the world distinctly
poorer.

The Evian summit was a partial setback after !
the successful easing of tensions witnessed ear-
lier at St. Petersburg. The summitry and cele-
bration came in the backdrop of the Iraq war
and the continuing American and British scram-
ble for a credible rationale for their action,
which had raised fundamental questions about
the evolving global order. The gathering at the
imperial capital, bringing together allies, former
and aspiring allies and former foes, served to
take some of the bitterness and heat off the
strained global relations, sparking hopes that
diplomacy may get back to centre stage after the
trauma of Iraq and summitry, devalued in the
wake of the Cold War’s end, regaining its impor-
tance. The spirit of St. Petersburg, at 300 years
old Europe’s youngest city which set the tone of
20th century’s ideological debate through a ca-
taclysmic revolution, might hopefully have set
the direction of international relations in the
next few decades. Against their unilateralism, '
the policy makers in Washington were provided
a different worldview from the Czarist capital,
the focus trained on the distinct advantages of
an inter-dependent, multipolar world. The”
promise proved shortlived.
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- Atoast with Evian

Thé PM’s demand for a more opén tradi

%

regime

at the G8 summit needs serious consideration

HE Indian response to an invita-
tion from French President Jacg-
ues Chirac to travel to the Group of
Eight (G8) summit at Evian, France,
and interact with G8 leaders was bal-
anced and sober. Prime Minister Atal
‘Behari Vajpayee deserves approbation
for not getting carried away and repeat-
edly insisting that he was there repre-
senting a developing country. This is a
very Chinese way of dealing with such
situations. Despite China’s impressive
economic performance, the Chinese
leadership always insists that it is a de-
veloping country. We Indians tend to
get carried away and oftén claim more
greatness for oursclves than is war-
ranted by our current global standing.
Hence, it was refreshing that the
prime minister didn’t go to Evian as a
pretender major power but deliber-
ately emphasised our relative status
and our role as a voice of the develop-
ing world. The emphasis in his speech
on issues of common concern for the
developing world would have been
welcomed by other leaders from Asia,
Africa and Latin America. Vajpayee’s
forthright demand for'a more open
trading regime in which developed
countries reduce domestic subsidies
and non-tariff barriers and are more
open to exports from developing
country should have helped his hosts,
the French government, understand
the long distance they and the Euro-
pean Union have to travel to accom-
modate the economic interests of the
developing world before they can
hope to get them on board their pro-
ject to build a multipolar world. If
France and Germany truly want a

AN EXPRESS

multipolar world they must pursue
economic policies that strengthen the
developingworld, not weakeniit.
Vajpayee had two suggestions
aimed at generating the resources re-
quiredfor development. First, the intro-
duction of market-based user charges
for the extraction of natural resources
by multinational companies; and, sec-
ond, the Tobin Taxon international cap-
ital flows, originally proposed by Nobel
Prize-winning economist James Tobin.
While the latter has lots of problems
and cannot work unless every single
country in the world is willing to be a
party to it, the former is an eminently
sensible idea. Interestingly, Vajpayee’s
speech makes no reference to India. It
would seem the prime minister saw
himself representing a larger con-
stituency of the world’s poor at the
Evian Summit and not just his own peo-
ple. His suggestion that the Evian for-
mat of awider consultation between the
developed and developing countries
was a welcome innovation. Created
over a quarter century ago, in the midst
of afinancial and energy crisis in the de-
veloped economies and against the
background of intense business rivalry
between Japan and the West, the G8
haslittle relevance today. A group with-
out China, Brazil, South Africa and In-
dia and one including Canada and Italy
appears lopsided in its composition.
Hence, while Evian was still a meeting
of the G8 with some others, next time
round these summits should be be-
tween the largest industrial and indus-
trialising nations, a G-16 if you like. Few
global crises can today be dealt with suc-
cessfully by just the G8 alone.
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A NEW WORLD FORUM EMERGING
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No decision ‘as of now’ on

\b\'\w

By Amit Baruah

LAUSANNE (SWITZERLAND), JUNE 2.
After what has happened in in-
dia’s neighbourhood there is a
need for nations that think in-
dependently to “work together”
especially when the Non-
Aligned Movement (NAM) is
not active and “other organisa-
tions” are divided, the Prime
Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee,
said here today.

Fresh from attending the G-8
“enlarged dialogue” across Lake
Geneva in Evian, France, the
Prime Minister said he told the
U.S. President, George W. Bush,
in St. Petersburg that some
"preliminary” talks with Pakis-
tan had taken place but that real
discussions  would  happen
when cross-border terrorism
was ended by Pakistan.

Even as he called for a multi-
polar world, Mr. Vajpayee said
no decision had been taken “as
of now” on sending I[ndian
troops to Iraq, but confirmed
that requests for deploying the
troops had come. Clarifications
had been sought about the role
these troops would be expected
to play, he said.

In St. Petersburg, during his
interactions with world leaders,
the issue of “threats” being is-

sued to [ran and the question of

Syria came up for discussion.
An assurance was “given” that

The Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee, coming out of the
helicopter in Evian for the G-8 Summit on Sunday. — AFP

whether this “assurance” would

be kepl. According to the Prime Mr.

were discussed.
'djpd\e

said  that it

there would be no military ac-
tion, but it remained to be seen

anything when

Minister, Mr. Bush did not say

looked as if there would be

these issues

PM avoids query on ‘retirement’

By Amit Baruah

LAUSANNE (SWITZERLAND), JUNE 2. The Prime
Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee, has again re-
fused to be drawn into the “controversy” gen-
erated by his remarks to a German magazine
that he would “retire” if his third and latest
initiative with the Pakistan fails.

Asked to clarify the question at his press
conference today ‘in this picturesque city,
across the Lake of Geneva from the venue of
yesterday’s G-8 “enlarged dialogue” at Evian,
France, the Prime Minister told the journalist
who asked the question: “Saval saf nahin hai
(The question is not clear).” And then he
winked at the presspersons assembled at the
Hotel Beau Rivage.

An aide to the Prime Minister later ex-
plained that it was not as if Mr. Vajpayee was
trying to avoid the question — he would ad-
dress it upon arrival in India.

Whatever the question and the “answer”,
one thing is pretty clear — Mr. Vajpayee has no
plans to retire. In fact, he seemed to be enjoy-
ing his three-nation foreign tour where he has
talked with leaders from all the five permanent
member-countries of the United Nations.

‘Bush was drinking water’

Looking relaxed at the end of a week-long
foreign tour, Mr. Vajpayee, today found time

to disclose what he thought were some lesser
known personal details about the United
States President, George W. Bush.

While proposing a toast at dinner in St. Pe-
tersburg on Saturday, Mr. Vajpayee said he
found that Mr. Bush had not been drinking
liquor for the last 16 years.

i
“How many people know ihai President’™

Bush doesn’t drink alcohol,” he asked the as-
sembled journalists. During the “toast” (which
Mr. Vajpayee described as “sahat ka jam" in
Hindi), at the private dinner hosted by the
Russian President, Vladimir Putin, the Prime
Minister said the American leader was drink-
ing water. “I was quite surprised that he (Mr.
Bush) had stopped drinking for the last 16
years.”

The Prime Minister said that when the din-
ner was getting over, Mr. Putin got up to thank
the conductor and musicians who had been
performing for the assembled world leaders.
“When Mr. Putin got up and got ready to go,
Mr. Bush decided to join him. But when he saw
(the German) Chancellor (Gerhard) Schroeder
do the same, Mr, Bush sat down again,” Mr.
Vajpayee said adding that Mr. Bush went again
after some time. .

An intrepid journalist asked what he had
been “drinking” during the toast. Mr. Vajpayee
said: “Is it necessary to answer the question? A
common man drinks water”,

d

new forum in the world follow-

"sending troops to Iraq: PM

ng [hc de\cﬁ);ed plus devel-
oping” nations dialogue
convened by the French Presi-
dent, Jacques Chirac, under the
aegis of the G-8. “Till now, there
were separate forums for devel-
oping and developed nations. A
new organisation is taking root
which will represent the whole
world.”

Mr. Vajpavee's remarks at a
press conference today came af-
ter Mr. Bush told the closed-
door “G-8 plus developing 127
meeting on Sunday that he
would be inviting developing

nations for next vear's summit |
when Washington took over the

G-8 presidency. And then, the
Malaysian Prime Minister, Ma-
hathir Mohammed, “thanked”
Mr. Bush on behalt of the devel-
oping nations that had assem-
bled. For its part, France had
said earlier that it was a “one-
time” invitation, but a prece-
dent seems to have been set
nevertheless.

On his talks with Mr. Bush.
Mr. Vajpayee said he had told
the U.S. President of the urgent
need to end cross-border ter-
rorism. “To this, Mr. Bush said,
ves, 1 know this is very neces-
sary,” Mr. Vajpayee said. Mr.
Bush said he would “tell” his Pa-
kistani  counterpart, Perver
Musharraf, of the concerns, but
did not use the word "pressure”.

Referring to the meeting with
the Chinese President, Hu Jin-
tao, the Prime Minister said
there was a “reference” to the
boundary issue during the dis-
cussions. He himself had been
keen on meeting the new Chi-
nese leader.

“There was also talk about
my visit to China (later this
month),” Mr. Vajpayee said qu-
oting Mr. Hu as saying that the
Chinese Government was ea-
gerly waiting for his visit to Beij-
ing.  The  Prime  Minister
suggested that two camps were
cmeiging 1o the world — the
U.S. and its allies, and those
who had opposed military ac-
tion in Iraq. But india was with
“both” and “both” wanted to
take India along.

in a detailed response to re-
quests for deploving troops in

lrag, Mr. Vajpavee said clarifica- |

tions had been sought about
whether  Indian  personnel

would be simply required to |

maintain law and order or use
force if required in a riot situa-
tion. How many davs would
these troops require to stay in
Irag? What command would
they serve under? There was, he
said, a system in the U.S. that

Americans troops only served |

under  American
“Yeh nivam hamare yahan bhi
hai. Bharat mein (this system
existed in India as well)”

command.
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RAMULLA, JUNE 1" The Congress
has pledged full support to the
Vajpayee Government on its
fresh peace initiative with Pakis-
tan to usher in peace in strife-
torn Jammu and Kashmir. “I
hope that the new beginning
(the Prime Minister, Atal Behari
Vajpayee’s peace initiative with
Pakistan) will be successful.
Congress welcomes this initia-
tive and assures the Centre of its
support,” the party president,
Sonia Gandhi, said at a public
rally here today.

She lauded the State’s people
for braving the militants’ bullets
and announced that all 15 Con-
gress-ruled States would give |
reservation in their medical, en- |
gineeringand other technicalin- |
stitutions ~ to  militancy-hit |
Kashmiris. “The youngsters of |
1 this State need employment and
training. All our 15 Chief Minis-
ters have agreed to provide res-
ervation to the affected people of
Jammu and Kashmir.” They had
also agreed to promote tourism
{ inthe Statetoimprove the finan-
cial health of the people. Listing
the steps taken at the conclave of
party Chief Ministers that ended
here yesterday, Ms. Gandhi said
the Congress had entered into a |
coalition with the PDP not for
power but for a durable peace.

Ms. Gandhi distributed letters
of appointment in government
| jobs to militancy-affected vic-
tims of Baramulla district. — PTI

Another report on Page 11 .
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Sonia backs PM on p
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BARAMULLAH, June 1. — Mrs Sonia
Gandhi today extended full support to
the Centre in talks with Pakistan. She
said the Kashmir dispute could only be
resolved by a dialogue process, not by
military might. The Congress chief was
addressing a public rally here.

Mrs Sonia Gandhi welcomed the the
peace initiatives taken by Mr Atal Be-
hari Vajpayee to normalise India-Paki-
stan relations and expressed hopes that
both counties would usher in a new be-
ginning of good will. “Our stand has
been consistent and clear... All issues
can be resolved by talks... We have been
saying this earlier and we again reiterate
it,” she said.

The Congress chief said the Centre
should talk to the Kashmiris and try to
solve their problems sympathetically.
The Congress would do everything to
bring peace to the violence-ridden state
and put it back on the rails of develop-
ment and progress, she said.

The PDP-Congress combine is com-
mitted to remove the ‘gun culture’ and
restore the honour and respect of the

At Mrs Sonia Gandh's rally in Baramuliah on
Sunday. — AFP

Kashmiris. Those who work against sec-
ularism and democracy will only bring
destruction. “Democracy and secular-
ism are very close to us and we will not
compromise on it. Those who will op-
pose this will only find themselves in
trouble because it could bring only de-
struction”, she said.

THE TIMES OF INBIA
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Congratulating Kashmirl people for
participating in the Assembly elections,
Mrs Gandhi said she saluted the bravery
of the people who exercised their fran-
chise braving threats from extremists.
“It is a victory of our democracy and
trump of our secular values,” she said.

Mrs Gandhi said she understood the
plight of Kashmiri Pandits. She praised
the people of Kashmir for observing a
three-day bandh in protest against the
killings of innocent pandits in Nadi-
marg. “We will have to work like this in
order to restore peace and harmony in
the state”, she said, showering praises
for people living near the LoC for show-
ing exemplary courage.

Mrs Gandhi tried to strike a cord with
the violence-affected Kashmiris. She
said she understood their trauma be-
cause she has been herself a victim of
terrorism — her mother-in-law and
husband were Kkilled by terrorists.

She assured the people that her party
would try to take J&K Kashmir out of
the mess and work for prosperity. The
Congress chief ministers’ conclave has
decided to set aside quota in education-
al institutiyr Kashmiri youths, she

said.



‘19304 8,984ed(BA WOIY
spJe& maj e Afaaeq 9ot[od a3 yiim pay
-SB[0 SJ0JRIISUOWAP dUIOS "Sulfels
aJe sorjunod SurdoaAap ay) WoJ sxo
-pes] 9110 [BJ3AS pue s9Aed(eA a1
UM ST ‘UBTAY WIOJJ 8y e[ 3|} SS0IJE ‘au
-uesner] ‘JIodare uruIo) s,eAsusn
18 Uurpue] uo A[309J1p UBIAH 0} S8}
-doot[ay 4q Af 03 pey Suneaw g ai}
Surpuspie 9)els Jo speay a3y} v

‘wsifeyded uewmyur [ed
K811 1eUMm pUE UOTIESI[RqO[S Jsurese
Jadue a1oy} Sursseadxe auuesne] pue
BAQUSN) UT SPBOJ 81} {o0[q 01 pajduis}
-Je  SIOJBJIISUOWOP JO SPUBSNOYL
319y SALIJUNO0D 3SOUOLI S, pPLIoMm 3y}
Jo sxapes] 8y} JO [BATIIE Y} Paylewl
S9USe[d pue SUrjorl peasdsspim
*110S21 UTBjUNOoW urIpeue)) djoual
B JB P[9Y SeMm JTWIWNS Y} 1eak 1ser]
-9o110d 8} £q PeAp J0YS SeM J9sa30ad
e Je1} BOUa9 Jo £110 3.10d uerfe] oy}
1e uuns go ay) Je 3urjorl Jo a1eds
ay} sem yons ‘ofe saeek omJ, "seoerd
9[qI$Sa02eUl JSOUITR Ul pfoy Sutaq aJe
SHTUWNS [enuue st ey Jo jeyl ‘ep
-uage uorjesifeqols s,goH ay3 03 UOTIS
-oddo 8urmoasd ay) usaq sey yong
‘paeoq UO SILI)
-unoo SutdoaAap 3t} JO SmMaTA Y} Sut
-3} A[8uruaas Aq sseooad uoryesife
-qo13 a3 astwrI3a] 03 WL} Ue Ing
Surnyjou s1.onS0[eIp PIPUSIXa a3 Aes
ToAamOY ‘g 9} JO S1030BIIBP Y],
.~drysaoulaed [eaa Jo auo 0} Aouspuad

Sé&mx ~"

pe.) [eqo

-3p-ple pue pie JOo auo woJj Yyinos
ay} yyim drysuolierald ayi Jrys oj,, st
89 9y} JO wte [[e19A0 3} JEY] Salidl ],
1DRUDUL] 9} 0} MATAIIIUT UE UL PTES
JBATYD “YTWWmNS 9y} JO 8A8 943 UQ
‘PUBLIOZITMS PUB ddURI JO S}9311S
ay) Uo uoreIISNJI] J19Y) Zurjusa
axom Jood s,pIom 9y} Jo Spaau ay}
$SAIPPE 01 S[131] SUOD pPeY . qnu[ Yout
Ysyies,, STy} jey} pasalfaq oym s.10}
-eISUOWIAP 91Bal ‘SIapes] 89 oYUl YHm
youn| Surinp suoriedl spet} Ia1ie}
J0J 3se0 a191j} Surngae alom sa1Ijunod
Surdopaasp g1 JO SIapea ayl o[IYM
K119doad ren3os|
-[93ul Sk a3pa[mouy [BUOTITPRI) JI8Y}
JO JUaWASpa[Mmousde pue AJISIBAID
-01(q 19} 03 SS8JJE J10J SOLIIUNO0I SUT
-do[aaap ay3 03 pted 8 0} Sa3] Jasn J3
-PISU0 0} 89 Y} pajuem sakedlep
‘(prom 3urdoressp
o[} ur Se1S0T0UYId) UddIZ UT SUTISIA
-ut Aq uogngiod uoq.aed J1ayi 1oy Aed
Ugd SALIIUNOD YILI) SIIPaId uoqied
J0] 98ueyoxd Ul Yinog syl 03 YLION
Y] WOJJ SMOTJ A30[0U[03) PUE JUIUL
-JSOAUL PASEaIOUT 0) pea[ pnom ‘pres
daked(eA ‘7030301d 01043 9 JO UOT}
-eotjIed AjaEs Uy “juswdolaaap 10}
pasn 8¢ 03 smo[j [e31ded [euorietIdul
U0 AAJ] [Tews B paysadadns osTe o
*S9TIUNOD
J100d JO A3USAOS 8] 2101591 0} SUITE
9ATIRTITUL 89 ST, "Palgspur Ay3ry
9} JO] SANIBIHUI SSOUSAISI0J-1qap

9y} Sutuepim pue 3uroueyua .I0jJ
pondJae osfe JIISTUTA] SWIAJ 9U,L
‘pIes 9y ,‘Pasad 10 anotod
£17UNO0I “JUBUTIU0D UIaM]}aq Ysmsaun
-STp J0U op Jasuny pue uonLIIMuUTEW
‘9SBaSIP 4119404, "SOLIIUN00 Sutdoraa
-9p poaoerd-AjIeTIuars Iaylo 0} papusl
-X8 2Qq 0} S|TI[10B] JR[IWIS pajuem
ookedlep ‘yuawdoleAdp S BINJY
ut diysaaujaed mau e 10j ue[d UOTIOY
BOLYY $.8D Y} pastead ay a[Tym
‘s[eonnadewLIRyd 0] SOLIUNOD
Sutdoeaap Jo $$9008 J8pe0.Iq pue [Jau
-uosJad J10309S 90TAJIS JO JUSUIAAOW
99J] 9y} U0 SUONONIISGO BSIA-UOU
PUE BSIA JO [BAOIAI [SAIPISANS [ean)
-morxde SunJolsip-apea) mo gurseyd
‘s310dxa Ajunod 3urdo(aAsp 0} sxe
-1adeq Jjlael-uou pue Jjure} jo uoneu
-TWI]D :$3U0JJ AN0J uo ssaxdoad Joj g9
ay} WoJJ syIewyouaq Jea[d pajuem
9H -opeJ} [eUOllBUJIIUL SUTW.IOJ
-9 J0J 9sed 3U0J)S ¥ 9peUl I81STUTIN
QUL 9y} ‘UOTIUIAJIIIUT STY U]
JTuwIns go) ayl Jo peaye Aep
¥ — £epo} P1ay sem ssLunos gurdo
-[9ASD 913 Y31 SNZO[RTP B[, "LLISOU0D
1911 JO Sanssl 9y} uo angorerp e 1o
PoIAUL Udaq aaeY soL1umnod Surdorea
-ap VeI Senboe JUIPISaI] Youad ]
JO BATIBTITUT Y[} JE ‘DUIT) ISI1J 83 104
“RISSNY pue — 929915 Arel] ‘uedep
‘epeue) ‘SN 9yl KueULIe ‘dourlg
— S9LIJUNOD UJo)say padorasap
1SOW S, pPlIoM 3yl JO co 1B100SS®. RE

-JOJuT y3noy} (njtemod e s1 g9 ay L,
- UoTjesIfeIaqIy spe) oy}
-an} Aue Joj 310ddns aanoas 03, saLy
-unod gurdofaaap sy} 10 a[qrssoduwur
aq pmom 1 ‘Justdoraasp pajouwoad
UoTym dwi8aa aped) [eqo[3 e spaem
-0} opewW sem ssaa130ad 91810U00 $SIT
-un Jey} sIapes| 89 syl pfol dakedlep
‘SUOISSNOSIP SurInp SUTUdAINU]
‘Jouny Suryaom e I9A0 pajenur
sem soLnunod gurdoraasp Yim andog
-BIP 943} 9J9Um UBIAH punote paure}
-ureu Sem auoZ UOISN[OXa WY-CT V
"BAJUIL) 93{B’] SSOI0R duUesne ]
PUE BASUID) WOJJ JO 3SSBUWUUY SULl
-noqusreu Y3noay} soueiy WoJj J9
-I10 UBTAY OBad 0] 8[(eun atam Aay}
1Ry} A18Ue a19Mm KoL, ‘'Suomyels [oajed
paoee pue S8101S PaI00] 0s[e L8[}
‘BAOURSN) U] Aepo] 90uRJI UT 9SsewW
-auUy Ul pue PUBLISZ}IMS UT Juuesn
-er] pUB BASUDL) UI SPEO.I Payd0[q Uon}
-esITeqols jsuiede Jurielise sI9)sa)
-01d papooy-yor[q JO Spuesnoyl,
“umoj} eds
Youaq ST} JO Seade SUIPUNOLINS Y}
ut 93edwea e uo U103 a1om SI0JeI}S
-uowap ‘sorapunod surdolaalp pue
W31H Jo dnoasn oy 3ursriduiod suon
-eu 1S9UOTI S, PTIOM 9Y[) JO SUIOS Udam]
-9( .aNS0TBIP POPUS)Xa,, S} UL SUTUIA
-I93JUl sem 9akedleA LIeylg [e1V 19)
-STUTIA] 9WILIJ STIYM T dung ‘UeIAH

/ ) NVHSNHY LVdVHE

0 JJ.IJ .5.« «@E ey

"ME TELEGRAP-



. 2 A
£ S 8 ] prs- ©
) Ex ¢ 8 s248
[ od b .""355% ;E:g'::%h Emaﬁ";"@% g
3 . BEB2YS0LET SEE9ESF §
ok = g358822Fs2 EERgSE% 2
(3] £§5887288: L322828 3
§w§mﬂ,°egy55°b g%@.@"‘e? a
b “ -2 S E8S 255 SEZ &3 E B
. b SESL 8E: ®'w=’§8‘-‘_° 2
o zp-ﬁgxemriv SEELESEE B
s fipzsizest ZpifsE: §
g 2 S@E =
ot m 'aggggsgﬁéa'g>w§s§8§ 3
Jamn g 8:mmog'a;aggo§-sw§@cg
) Q) SFizisigisesiieinis
= S T
- n 285 &’5}'5 253& 088(0@%
Q
3 = . 32
b g “ — gggw 38 5"“5‘8 wEa
O SF EQOO:EEO'EEQQ -§°g Z
mmm % SocpEEgSesif §$EuG
- Of) ;| SiIESEliEI: fiifs
c LIS L L
(< B LoHSEegTS8F 2gSES
- B & uﬁgﬁﬁﬁ"‘co #E8¥ L=
SEESPEgESlsy f5sim
- 3 SELSIEESfisf e3isT
- S’Egﬁgag%ﬂgé%g‘%gcgé
o ®a :858?5§: Eag’agﬁﬁ
3 R Y E:
- ESSEfiNEEsSEEFEids
© - il
o B¢ B2BRAC EFHH ZO=z

PM suggests stronger cooperat
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luxury liner in St Petersburg. (Reuters)

1

Vajpayee and Putin on board the Silver Whisper
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The meeting between the tw:
leaders was considered an im
portant preparatory engage
ment before a summit meeting
in Beijing in the foprth week of
June. (t

This would be the first visit to
China in a decade by an Indian
Prime Minister.

Ten years ago, then Prime
Minister PV. Narasimha Rao
had travelled to China and
signed the Peace and Tranguilli-
ty Treaty with Beijing. As a con-
sequence, the two neighbours
managed to tackle issues relat-
ing to demarcation of the border
between them without letting
the process of clarification of
the Line of Actual Control (LAC)
becoming an obstacle in the way
of realising their potential for
cooperation.

Now Vajpayee seeks to trans-
form the relationship further
with China, which has emerged
not only as an economic giant
with a significant share of global
trade and investment but also as
a huge modern military power.

Foreign secretary Kanwal Si-
bal, who was present at the meet-
ing between Vajpayee and Hu,
claimed that a clear desire to ex-
pand and reinforce bilateral ties
was evident on both sides. The
Prime Minister’s forthcoming
visit to China was seen as con-
tributing to this goal, he claimed.

Although the two sides are
willing to tackle the border de-
marcation question through “ti-
me and patience”, no contentio-
us issues were raised today. “Th-
iswas not the occasion to discuss
the border issues. The attempt is
to create a propitious atmosph-
ere to address them,” Sibal said.

The Chinese President ap-
parently recalled visiting India
in 1984 and told Vajpayee that the
visit had left a deep impression
on him. Hu also said that he was
quite convinced that during the
last 20 years, a lot of progress
had been made in India.

The issue of India-Pakistan
relations did not figure in any
significant way in the meeting.
“There was merely a mention
of Pakistan but I would not say
that they discussed Pakistan,”
Sibal said.

Sibal said Hu and Vajpayee
also discussed the situation in
Iraq and agreed that “the Iraq
question had not been fully re-
solved”. The two leaders ex-
changed views on the humani-
tarian situation in Iraq, the need
for reconstruction and the possi-
ble post-war arrangement with-
in the US framework. “Both
sides agreed that their respec-
tive missions to the UN would
remain in close touch on Iraq,”
Sibal claimed.

The Indian foreign secretary
summed up the Vajpayee-Hu en-
counter, saying: “It was a very
good meeting with all the right
things being said.”

If Vajpayee wanted to convey

the message that India is seeking
to take its relationship with its
northern neighbour to a higher
level, he could not have done it
better in the brief encounter.
The two leaders met for about 30
minutes and about half the time
is likely to have been taken up in
interpretation.
! Hu apparently spoke in Man-
 darin and his interaction with
 Vajpayee was easy, warm and
I functional.
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Iraq dommates PM’s talks with leaders

By Amit Baru

ST. PETERSBURG, MAY 31. t was
Iraq all the way. Whether it
was with the Presidents of
Russia, France and China,
Vladimir Putin, Jacques Chirac
and Hu Jintao, or the British
Prime Minister, Tony Blair,
Iraq figured as a common
theme in all the meetings the
Prime Minister, Atal Behari
Vajpayee, had last night and
this morning.

Other than, perhaps, with
the British leader, Tony Blair,
the need to strengthen the
United Nations in the post-
Iraq context was another issue

that §igured prominently.in all -

the ane Minister's fieetings.

As far as India-Pakistan was
concerned, both Mr. Blair and
Mr. Chirac warmly welcomed
the latest initiatives taken by
Mr. Vajpayee. Given the
complete understanding that
India and Russia have on
Pakistan-related issues, there
was no reference to the
question in the Vajpayee-Putin
meeting.

The Foreign Secretary,
Kanwal Sibal, said that Mr.
Putin, who met the Prime
Minister on board the “Silver
Whisper” luxury liner after

" midnight, was described by
Mr. Vajpayee as a “trusted
friend” of India. Mr. Putin

specxﬁcally notel{ th2 n@]n- \

dimensional cooperation
between the two countries in
the military, technical and
space fields and the successful
launch of the Geostationary
Satellite Launch Vehicle.
Interestingly, it was pointed
out that Russia had raised the

. issue of easing nuclear

supplier group (NSG)
restrictions on countries such
as India at an NSG meeting in
Pusan, Korea, from May 19-23.
Though the matter had been
raised earlier, too, this time
the Russians have chosen to
issue a public statement on
the issue that impedes civilian
nuclear cooperation between
Moscow and New Delhi.

“We believe that the
activities of the NSG should
not, of course, create obstacles
for international cooperation
in the peaceful use of atomic
energy and take into account
the new realities in the field in
an adequate and timely
manner,” the May 27
statement said.

In his meeting with Mr.
Chirac, the Prime Minister
congratulated the French
President for his invitation to
select developing countries to
hold talks with the G-8 on -
June 1, ahead of the main
meeting of the “club of the
rich”.

“E F"Nh"

cl Mr. Chirac, in turn,
conveyed his “great

appreciation” for the initiative

taken by Mr. Vajpayee to
mend fences with Pakistan.
The French side, the Foreign
Secretary stated, had a perfect
understanding of India’s
position on Pakistan.

“They (the French) do feel
that Pakistan should seize the
opportunity provided by the
Prime Minister’s visit,” Mr.
Sibal said adding that Paris
would raise the issue of
terrorism with the Pakistan
President, Pervez Musharraf,
when he visited France
sometime next month. He said
Mr. Chirac reiterated the need
for a multipolar world and
that he saw India as one of
the “poles” in the world. The
issue of relaxing the NSG
guidelines was also raised with
the French side.

He claimed that France saw
nuclear power as a practical
option for India and that
“doors should be opened” to
India on the issue.

In the Vajpayee-Blair
meeting, the “transparency
and clarity” of the language
used by the British Prime
Minister on Pakistan was
“striking”, Indian officials said.
They quoted Mr. Blair as
saying that the “ball was in

" Pakistan’s court” as far as

India-Pakistan issues were
concerned. He was “very
appreciative” of Mr. Vajpayee’s
initiative on Pakistan,
describing the move as
“statesmanlike” and noted
positive efforts to restore the
Delhi-Lahore bus service.

Mr. Blair is said to have told
Mr. Vajpayee that the
Americans were continuing to
put pressure on Pakistan —
that was part of a bigger
American conception of the
future of Pakistan itself. The
context was the fear of
Pakistan being taken over by
Islamic extremists. There was
considerable discussion on the
ground situation in Iraq as
well as the overall situation in
the Middle East given the
continuing concerns of the
U.S. on Iran.

Mr. Vajpayee and Mr. Blair
are said to have discussed
problems that might arise in
future — Iran, Syria and a
possible resurgence of
Ba'athist elements in Iraq. The
British leader is reported to
have ruled out the possibility
of military action against Iran.

In response to a question,
Mr. Sibal said that Mr. Blair
made no request for India to
send troops to traq at today’s
meeting — a suggestion that
has been repeatedly made by
the U.S.

{
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“Delhi won’t question
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Washmgton on Iran

ST PETERSBURG (Russm , May 30. — As Mr Atal
Behari Vajpayee arrived here today for some high-voltage
diplomacy and interaction with the world’s most powerful
leaders, India indicated that it was in no mood to
question the US on the emerging situation in Iran where
Washington even taiked of a regime change.

“We have no reason to get involved in discussions with
interlocutors which in any way questions the policy of
another big power,” foreign secretary Mr Kanwal Sibal
told reporters on board the Prime Minister’s special
aircraft from Munich after his two-day visit to Germany.

Mr Sibal was asked whether during Mr Vajpayee’s
meetings in St Petersburg, India would campaign against
the latest US moves in Iran,

Mr Vajpayee, during his stay here and in Evian in
France which hosts the G-8 summit, would hold taiks with
leaders of China, France, Germany, Russia, Britain and
other key nations.

Mr Vajpayee is one of Russian President Vladimir Putin’s
43 special invitees gathered for the tercentenary celebra-
tions of St Petersburg’s founding.

He said, the fact that the fecus had shifted from
reconstruction in Iraq to Iran, was “not on our agenda”.

Mr Sibal said India expected the USA and Iran, to sort
out matters. This would be the first occasion when Mr
Vajpayee would be meeting many of them after he
announced fresh peace initiatives with Pakistan.
Lahore-Delhi bus: Pakistan has said it needs 10 days to
sort out technical matters relating to the resumption of the
_ALahore-Delhi bus service. Mr Sibal told the accompanying
“journalists that Islamabad’s message had been routed to
New Delhi. P
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Centre’smlza%olicy /
lacks clatity: Sonia

v
SRINAGAR, May 30. — Extending
fuli support io the NDA goveriment
on matters of national security, cross-
border terrorism and Indo-Pak
relations, the Congress president,
Mrs Sonia Gandhi, today said that
the Centre’s policy on Pakistan lacked
clarity, consistency and conviction.
She, however, added that “the doors
of diplomacy and the windows of
dialogue with Pakistan should always
be kept open and active”.

In her opening address to the 5th
Congress chief ministers’ conclave,
which opened here this afternoon
amid tight security at the Sher-e-
Kashmir International Convention
' Center on the banks of Dal Lake, Ms
Ganghi said that unlike the NDA
government’s stand on terrorism,
which was a vacillating one, Con-
gress’ position has been unwavering,

Speaking on the forthcoming
Assembly polls in five states, Mrs
Gandhi stressed on Erojecting the
achievements of the Congress
governments in four of the states.

Lauding the Rajasthan govern-
ment’s efforts to mitigate drought,
she said the efforts had to be
sustained. She said the Congress
would pressure the Centre to double
the foodgrain allocation for May,
June and July to all drought-hit states,
The Congress President will discuss

31 mav )

strategies for the forthcoming
elections in five states in the country
later tonight, Focus will be on
economy, employment and security.

In the first session of icday’s
meeting, each state government pre-
sented a note spelling out what had
been accomplished out of the plan of
action formulated at Mount Abu.
The second session was on ‘Congress
Ka haath Garib Ke Saath’.

Other issues on the agenda are
poverty alleviation, agriculture,
SCs/STs, OBCs, minorities and
women with special focus on poverty
alleviation, education and health,
administrative reforms, investment
promotion and infrastructure with
special focus on water management
and power sector reform,

Announcing a package for Kash-
miri people, the Congress president
said separate quotas for J&K
students would be introduced in
colleges, universities and technical
institutions in different Congress-
ruled states. Beside, six Congress-
ruled states — Chattisgarh,
Himachal Pradesh, Kerala, Punjab,
Rajasthan and Uttaranchal — have
offered to promote tourism in J&K.
“J&K represents the quintessence
of Indian secularism. In the historic
state elections seven months back,
the ﬁeople of all regions in Jammu,

Kashmir and Ladakh came out
boldlz and exercised their
franchise,” she observed.

*WE STATESHAN
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‘Iran not harbouring »«

X " Al-Qaeda, says Indiax\

By Amit Baruah

ST. PETERSBURG, MAY 30. India
today made it clear that it did
not share persistent concerns
being expressed by the United
States that Iran was harbouring
Al-Qaeda_elements and inter-
fering in Iraq by supporting
Shia resurgence in the war-torn
country.

“Our own reading is not quite
the same,” the Foreign Secreta-
ry, Kanwal Sibal, said today,
adding that Teheran had told
India that the Iranian model did
not apply to Iraq.

His remarks come amid con-
tinuing reports in the Western
press that the U.S. Defence Sec-
retary, Donald Rumsfeld, fa-
voured a change of regime in
Iran.

They also come at a time
when the U.S. is mounting pres-
sure on India to send troops to
Iraq to take part in a “stabilisa-
tion force” under the “Author-
ity” of the occupying powers —
the U.S. and Britain.

So far, the Indians have not
obliged the U.S. by agreeing to
send troops to Iraq. Evidently,
India feels that after the desta-
bilising effects of the unilateral
military action in Iraq, Ameri-
can attention turning to Iran
could further impact on an al-
ready difficult situation in West
Asia.

Making it plain that India had
no intention of playing interme-
diary between Iran and the U.S,,
Mr. Sibal said that within the

1 My 208

Western world there were dif-
fering views on the “mischief-
making” by the Iranians. “Some
partners of the U.S. don't have
the same view,” he said adding
that there was “serious con-
cern” that an already difficult
situation could get worsened by
the opening of a “new front”.

During the Prime Minister,
Atal Behari Vajpayee’s just-con-
cluded talks with the German
leadership in Berlin, the Indian
side sensed that Germany want-
ed the United Nations to play
an important role “no matter
what is being said and done at
the moment”.

The Germans conveyed that
the U.N. alone had the expertise
to deal with complex situations.

Asked whether India would
take a more “proactive” role in
expressing its views on Iran, giv-
en the close relationship be-
tween the two countries, Mr.
Sibal said everyone was aware
of India’s developing relations
with Iran and the strategic im-
portance New Delhi attached to
the relationship. There should
be no doubt, he said, in any-
one’s mind about how India
viewed Iran.

To a question whether Iran
and not Iraq would dominate
the discussions, both in St. Pe-
tersburg and on the sidelines of
the G-8 deliberations in Evian,
France, he said the concerns
that Germany had would be
shared with its other partners.
On the issue of nuclear safe-
guards to be adopted by Iran as

being urged, among others, by
the European Union, he said In-
dia had a sui generis position on
the question since it related to
the nuclear non-proliferation
treaty.

As world leaders gather inBt./
Petersburg, it is becoming clear
that the agenda of the Bush ad-
ministration, as feared by
many, will not stop with Iraq,
but could well extend to Iran.
The “axis of evil” theory pro-
pounded by the U.S. President,
George W. Bush, has already
“taken care” of Iraq and “con-
cerns” about Iran are clearly be-
ing expressed.

Though India is very much
part and parcel of the U.S.-led
“coalition” against terrorism,
New Delhi clearly differs from
Washington as far as Iran is
concerned — a point that has
clearly been made today.

If the U.S. displays the same
appetite for “regime change” in
Iran as it did in Iraq, then India
might well be forced to make a
critical choice in displeasing the
U.S. on Teheran.

That stage, clearly, is still to
be reached, but India has sig-
nalled that it is not about to fol-
low the “line on Iran” blindly.
India is aware that much of
what it has been doing in Af-
ghanistan could not have been
possible but for the ongoing
cooperation with Iran — activ-
ities that have caused concern
even to Pakistan. That situation
is unlikely to change anytime

soon.
4
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Iraq peace-keeping

5V A\ Aeep our boys home

hether or not Indian troops should be $ent for
peacekeeping duties in Iraq is a more complex question
than the newly-minted “America first” lobby in the
government thinks. It is good therefore, that the cabinet
committee on security could not decide on the issue before
the Prime Minister left for his three nation European tour.
Apparently, LK Advani and George Fernandes had some
reservations. They should press: their concerns strongly,
particularly as has been loudly whispered, Brajesh Mishra
has already promised Washington that troops will be sent.
The first objection is the one India raised earlier —
peacekeeping duties can only be under an. UN mandate.
There’s no sign that in the foreseeable future, US troops will
be handing over Iraq to a multilateral authority. Washington
officials are talking about keeping US soldiers for years, not .
months. How can India send troops in this situation? That
we have sent our ambassador back to Baghdad is not the
argument. O rip. o
Reestablishing diplomatic ties with an Iraq-tnder US
suzerainty may - be practical policy but - getting -our
soldiers to police that country is a flight of fancy. Not all
Iraqis, unsurprisingly, are happy that Americans have
decided to make them free. Quite a few are ready to express
that- unhappiness in violence. US troops -“are--being
targeted and will be in the future and these are early
days. Indian troops will be seen as an adjunct to the
occupying force, which is so hated. Why should soldiers
die for a cause only Brajesh and his overseas mentors
favour? India may have been powerless, like the rest of the
world, to stop the Iraq war. But it is within our power
not to get into a mess that is Washington’s creation and
if there is any justice in this world, Washington should
pay for. C
Sharing the mess, as opposed to sharing the spoils, is
possibly the most important reason the US wants other
countries to send troops. America is entering the
presidential electoral cycle. War sells but prolonged
occupation does not. George Bush’s advisors would want the
focus shifted from US soldiers as the boss starts his
reelection bid. The same domestic political compulsions
should guide the Indian government. General elections in
India are also in 2004. In fact, they will have to be held
before the November US presidential elections. Why should
the Vajpayee government have to tackle questions on being
an US lackey on an issue for which India is not responsible?
~ The BJP should tell ministers that the Opposition will have
a field day exploiting the image of Indian soldiers in
occupied Iraq. ~
Sending troops may polarise the Muslim vote and help the
Congress. It may upset a number of allies before the
elections and the BJP needs most of them. Worthy and good
decisions are buried for similar political considerations.
Sending troops to Iraq is a bad decision also in principle.
Don’t touch it, as we said earlier!
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Our Political Bureau |
NEW DELHI 23 MAY

HE United Nations Sécuri-

I ty Coungil resolution on

Thursday may have im-
parted legitimacy to the United
States and UK's presence in Iraq,
butis yet to tempt India to shed its
inhibitions on joining the “stabil-
isation” force Washington has
planned to deal with the anarchy
in the country.

While the resolution addresses
the concerns raised by the dis-
senting European troika of
France, Russia and Germany and
has cleared the sale of Iragi oil,
New Delhi still doesn’t consider it
to be an incentive adequate
enough to encourage India to
avail of the US offer to join in the
“stabilisation” operations.

The foreign ministry on Friday
sought to withhold its position on
the issue, clearly indicating that it
was keeping its options open on a
law-enforcement assignment in
Iraq. “I don't have a specific re-
sponse to that as yet. We are
studying the resolution,” a
spokesperson said when asked if
India will consider sending peace-
keepers to Baghdad in the light of
the Security Coundil resolution.

The reluctance to take a specif-

India sil

NEW DELHI COY ABOUT JOINING US-I.ED ‘STABILISING’ FORCE IN IRAC

u/n/demd on Iraq

Ear-marxep! US secretary of state Colin Powell at a press conference
after a meeting of the foreign ministers of the Group of Eight countries
in Paris on Friday. — AP

ic stand showed that New Delhi
was keen to play a significant role
in Iraq and have a slice of the re-
construction pie, but was still
hamstrung by the resolution Par-
liament unanimously adopted
just as the US forces were on the
verge of defeating Saddam.
Given the dynamics of domes-
tic politics and the lingering lega-
cy of anti-Americanism, it was
evident that the NDA govern-
ment would feel constrained to
act coy as long as the assignment
did not have the cover of a UN-

sponsored multinational effort.
The resolution passed on Thurs-
day clearly stated that any efforts
towards stability and security of
Iraq will be under the aegis of the
“occupying powers”.

Sources said there are indica-
tions, something on which New
Delhi is banking, that some other
countries may lobby for a second
resolution that would facilitate
their joining the “stabilisation”
operations under more clear UN
aegis, buffering them against crit-
icism of tailing the superpower.

PAJIN WAV DT v I Wt

Govt hails
lifting of
sanctions

New Delhi
23 MAY

INDIA on Friday welcomed the
lifting of the 13-year old econom-
ic, finandial and trade sanctions
against Iraq by the United Na-
tions but remained non-commi-
tal on offering its troops for “sta-
bilisation duties” in the war-torn
country in the absence of United
Nations” command.

“We welcome the unanimous
adoption of the UN Security
Council resolution for several
reasons. The long suffering peo-
ple of Iraq deserve all the help
that they can get from the inter-
national community,” an exter-
nal affairs ministry spokesman
told reporters.

Asked about the prospects of
India sending its troops to Iraq to-
wards “stability and security” of
Iraq which would be under the
unified command of the “occu-
pying powers” — the US and
Britain -— he said: “We are study-
ingthe resolution.” —PTI
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“Sinha silent on
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Pak
into C’
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re-en

wealth

But indicates unhappiness with Islamabad

By Rashmee Z. Ahmed
Times NEws NETWORK

London: Foreign minister
Yashwant
Sinha has
questioned
Pakistan’s
willingness
to capture
and hand
over alleged
foreign ter-
rorists tar-
geting India
from Pak-
istani soil.

Islamabad seemed to have
no difficulty handing over al-
most 500 Afghan, Arab and
other Al Qaida-linked terror-
ists to the US, Mr Sinha point-
edly told the BBC alongside a
crucial Commonwealth meet-
ing to discuss Pakistan’s re-
admission to the fold.

Commentators said it may
be the clearest indication yvet
that New Delhi remains sorely
disappointed with Islam-
abad’s attitude to democratic
means of discourse.

Sources told this paper it
was significant that Mr Sinha
had already held a bilateral
meeting with his Nigerian
counterpart, ahead of the
eight-member Common-
wealth Ministerial Action
Group (CMAG) to discuss Pak-
istan’s re-admission to the
Commonwealth. .

At the last CMAG in No-
vember, India and Nigeria,
both of whom serve on the
CMAC, had united to scupper
a strong British-Australian
bid to re-admit Pakistan to the
Commonwealth.

Mr Sinha’s obvious pique at
perceived double standards in
the war on terrorism comes
amidst mounting speculation
that Pakistan will remain a
pariah nation within the Com-
monwealth for the fourth
straight year after the October
coup that deposed Prime Min-
ister Nawaz Sharif,

Until now, buoyed by the
new Indo-Pak bonhomie, Mr

Yashwant Sinha

2 0 MAY 2003

Sinha and New Delhi had con-
sistently and diplomatically re-
fused to speculate on whether
or not Pakistan would be re-ad-
mitted to the councils of the
Commonwealth.

Mr Sinha said it was point-
less to discuss whether or not
India should focus on cross-
border terrorism without ad-
dressing the underlying Kash-
mir issue. He said there could
be no moral justification for
the acts of terrorism in Jam-
mu and Kashmir and these
must be condemned in the
same unequivocal terms that
the international community
had condemned the recent at-
tacks in Casablanca, Bali and
elsewhere,

India has consistently re-
fused to say whether or not it
would support Pakistan’s ap-
plication for lifting the ban.
Until now, New Delhi has pre-
ferred to describe the Com-
monwealth deliberations as
those of a “multilateral” body:.

On Monday, Mr Sinha alter-
nated his open disappointment
at Islamabad’s attitude to In-
dia-centric terrorism with
bland diplomat-speak. He said
he would not like to “pre-empt”
the CMAG deliberations.

And he denied any linkage
between the position that In-
dia may or may not take in the
CMAG deliberations with re-
cent initiatives taken by India
to improve bilateral relations
with Pakistan. Mr Sinha’s vis-
it to London comes straight af-
ter a reportedly useful meet-
ing with US Secretary of State
Colin Powell in Moscow.

Asserting that past agree-
ments could not be ignored,
Mr Sinha said India and Pak-
istan would have to “talk
about talks first” and dis-
missed Islamabad’s claim
that it had no control over the
activities of militant groups.

“I don’t think it is open to
any set of countries to com-
pletely ignore agreements
reached in the past and say
we will begin with a new
slate,” Mr Sinha said. /

l
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Brajesh to brief
PM on Bush JMks

N\
Q Manali Q:Q
T 15 MAY (\

USTback from a visit to the
JUnited States and UK

amidst India’s peace initia-
tives with Pakistan, National Se-
curity Adviser Brajesh Mishra
will arrive here on Friday to brief
Prime Minister Atal Behari Vaj-
payee on his discussions.

Mr Mishra was unable to
meet Mr Vajpayee as he re-
turned to Delhi on Monday
night, just hours before he left
the capital for this valley for his
annual summer retreat.

According to PMO officials, Mr
Mishra will arrive here around
noon and meet Mr Vajpayee im-
mediately thereafter to apprise
him of the discussions he had
with US President George W
Bush, National Security Adviser
Condolessa Rice, Deputy Secre-
tary of State Richard Armitage
besides leaders of Britain and
France during his week-long trip.

Mr Vajpayee, while enjoying

16 v

§5 w03

hisva catxon along with his fanuly
in a cottage in Prini village here, is
also keeping a tab on the devel-
opments relating to India and
Pakistan, particularly the state-
ments and actions emerging
from Islamabad regarding New
Delhi’s peace initiatives.

On his arrival on Tuesday, he
indicated that India was keenly
watching Pakistani moves as he
told reporters that “we have ex-
tended a hand of friendship, let
us see what response comes
from there (Pakistan).”

- Clearing of some “urgent files”
isalso on the agenda of the Prime
Minister who arrived here on
Tuesday for a six-day vacation at
the cottage surrounded by
wooded mountains.

Morning and evening strollsin
the vicinity of the cottage also
form part of his engagements
here. He has also brought a set of
books for reading during his stay
here and is unlikely to travel out
of the cottage, especially towards
market areas. —PTI
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raq peace

role under
<TUN: Delhl

NEW DELHI, May 14. — The
USA and Britain have proposed
that India join the stabilisation
force in post-war Iraq. Reacting
cautiously, New Delhi has told the
USA that a “UN cover” is necessa-
ry for it to be part of such a force.

The proposed force will be simi-
lar to the International Security As-
sistance Force (ISAF) set up in Af-
ghanistan after the collapse of the
Taliban regime.

National Security Adviser Mr
Brajesh Mishra, just back from a
three-day visit to Washington dur-
ing which he held talks with his US
counterpart Ms Condoleezza Rice
and had a meeting with President
George W Bush, hinted at the pro-
posal while speaking at a book re-
lease function here last evening.

“Today when we are told to do
this and that (in Iraq by the USA),
we say you need a UN cover,” he
said, adding there were “differen-
ces in approach” between the two
countries on the issue.

An external affairs ministry
spokesman said today that no for-
mal request had been received
from the USA for sending troops to
Iraq for peace-keeping operations.

“Our policy in regard to peace-
keeping is quite clear and well es-
tablished,” he said, adding India
had participated in such operations
under the UN auspices.

India, Pakistan and The Philip-
pines are said to be the only coun-
tries from Asia invited to join the
stabilisation force.

The move comes at a time when
law and order in Baghdad and oth-
er cities is said to be breaking down
and the 150,000 troops from the
USA and its allies are finding it dif-
ficult to control the situation.

Informed sources said the pro-
posal was for India to send what was
described as a “divisional headquar-
ters” with a few hundred troops that
could coordinate the work of troops
from other countries.

But they noted that India had
sent troops abroad only under the
UN command. They also noted that
e
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the Indian Parliament had passed a
strong resolution deploring the US-
led attack on Iraq.

Sources said there were differen-
ces in the government over India’s
joining the stabilisation force.

“There is a view that India can
join if it is a broad multinational
force. Another view is that any par-
ticipation should be under UN co-
ordination,” a senior official said.

India will be keenly watching the
fate of a draft resolution the USA
has circulated in the UN on the Iraq
situation and the role it envisages
for the world body in post-war Iraq.

The main thrust of the draft res-
olution is lifting the decade-old UN
sanctions on Baghdad that would
leave major political and financial
levers of the future Iraqi govern-
ment in the coalition forces and the
interim administration being set up.

Though the resolution speaks of
a UN special coordinator for Iraq
to advise parties and coordinate hu-
manitarian activities, it provides no
political authority to the official.

Editorial: Clare Short quits,
page 6
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Mlshra about G-8 summit ~
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By Valju Naravane 9 %

PARIS, MAY 13. India’s National Security Adviser,
Brajesh Mishra, held talks here with Maurice
Goudault-Montagne, President Chirac’s top
Diplomatic Adviser, during a brief stopover on
his way back from Washington.

Mr. Gourdault-Montagne, who represents
France in the Indo-French strategic dialogue,
briefed Mr. Mishra about the upcoming G-8
industrialised nations summit to be held in the
spa town of Evian on the Franco-Swiss border
from June 1-3.

India is one of 15 non-G8 nauons invited to
the summit and the Prime Minister, Atal Behari
Vajpayee, will travel to France for the meeting.

International security and economic
development are the two major themes of the
summit, which is expected to be rife with
tensions following France-11.S. differences over
the war in Traq.

The summit will give a clear indication as to
whether relations between France and America

i are finally on the mend.

France has received a severe rapping on the
knuckles from the (LS. Government and Paris
is likely to be much more conciliatory over the

- new ULN. Security Council resolution tabled by
; Hw U.5. and Britain over establishing a

‘nalition authority to manage the affairs of
haq.

Franco-ULS relations as well as

1 2 MAY 203

developmems in Europe after the Iraq war as
well as the role of the United Nations in the
reconstruction of Iraq featured in the
discussions. France is of the opinion that the
United Nations should be given the “vital role”
promised it by the U.S. President, George W.
Bush and the British Prime Minister, Tony
Blair, just before they went to war against Iraq.

However France, like China, Russia or
Germany has decided it will take a “pragmatic
approach” over the question of who will
govern Iraq and how. France is not keen to
further poison its already shaky relationship
with the U.S. by being obdurate over the U S.
desire to keep all the cards in its hands.

Both India and France share the view that a
multi-polar world, with equal and responsible
powers exercising influence over world affairs
is essential to counter U.S. unilateralism.

The U.S. show of might and determination
has added urgency to this imperative. India is
therefore likely to strengthen her ties with
France. France was eager to know the details ot
India’s road map for talks with Pakistan and
congratulated Mr. Vajpayee for his new peace
initiative.

Informed sources say the French understood
India’s position that talks could be jeopardised
by fresh terrorist violence in Jammu and
Kashmir.

The next qescmn nf the Indo-French strategic
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By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MARCH 29. The Prime
Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee,
today asserted that India had
taken a clear stand on the Iraq
war and that New Delhi neither
wanted Baghdad to lose its free-
dom nor that the world order
should collapse on account of it.
Responding to the Opposi-
tion charge that the Govern-
ment’s stand was “ambivalent”,
he said India was firm that both
the United Nations and the
Non-aligned Movement had a
role to play in the resolution of
. the present Iraq crisis. The
stand on Iraq could not be
made into a question of conten-
tious domestic politics he said
and urged a consensus on for-
eign policy.
Mr. Vajpayee was speaking at
a function organised to mark
the completion of five years of
the National Democratic Alli-
ance Government, starting from
his second tenure as Prime
Minister in March 1998.

The Government conducted
an independent foreign policy,
keeping in mind the national in-
terest and without any pressure.

. Al

9-F P

“Any government will conduct

(its foreign policy) which pro-

tects the country pride and dig-
nity,” he said.

Mr. Vajpayee said it was the
Congress that needed to make
its position clear on several is-
sues including on coalition.

The party, he suggested,

Report denied
By Our Special
Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MARCH 29. The
Prime Minister, Atal Beha-
ri Vajpayee, today denied
areport that the U.S. Pres-
ident, George W. Bush,
had on three occasions
sought military support in
the current war against .
Iraq and that he had turn-
ed it down as many times.
Addressing a meeting to
mark five years in office of
the NDA Government, Mr.
Vajpayee said neither was
he approached nor had he
given any assurance add-
ing that such reports cre-
ate needless confusion.

Our stand on Iraq Hot
"ambivalent, s

ys P

Ms?ould dectare its stand on coa-
lition formations as it had done
in Maharashtra.

The Congress and others
were painting a grim and de-
pressing scenario, when in real-
ity the real face of India was
changing for the better, he said.
Referring to the Congress slo-
gan “Congress ka haath, garib
ke saath”, Mr. Vajpayee said
tauntingly that one thought
poverty had been eradicated
(an apparent reference to Con-
gress’ ‘Garibi hatao’ (eradicate
poverty) slogan of the 1970s),
“how did it resurface?”

Taking offence to charges of
corruption and scams in the
NDA regime, the Prime Minister
said his Government had made
all efforts to encourage clean
people.

He added that the case of
bribery registered against some
DDA officials showed how his
Government wanted to come
down on corruption.

Terming the coalition gov-
ernment experience ‘sour and
sweet’, Mr. Vajpayee claimed
that the Congress would never
be able to replicate it.

‘Vajpayee our leader’: Page 8

By Amit Baruah

NEW DELHI, MARCH 29. The Exter-
nal Affairs Minister, Yashwant
Sinha, says the military cam-
paign in [raq has “run into diffi-
culties” and not gone according
to American and British plans.
Talking to The Hindu, Mr. Sinha
said a prolonged war would cre-
ate its own complications,
which would not be in the in-
terest of either the combatants
or the rest of the world.

When this correspondent

| pointed to India’s “restrained

and pragmatic” position on
Iraq, he said that perhaps, the
reaction of the rest of the world
" was along similar lines.

“A Foreign Minister of a very
important country told me (be-
fore the conflict) that no coun-
try was in a position to impede
the Americans from going to
war... therefore, you will find

[ there is a certain helplessness in
the international community...
apart from saying that war
should not have happened, war
should be brought to an end,
1 there is not much that is being

done,” Mr. Sinha said.
In the given situation coun-

tries that were “better placed
than” India, or leaders of differ-
ent groupings of nations, were
finding themselves “somewhat
lost,” Mr. Sinha remarked.

Asked about the killings of 52
civilians in a single attack in
Baghdad, he said that India had
already expressed its anguish
over the war. “We have also ex-
pressed our anguish over the ci-
vilian casualties... . innocent
civilians are bound to suffer as a
result of war”. India was against
the war and since it had started,
New Delhi had been calling for
its early end.

On the Opposition charges
that the Government position
on Iraq was weak, Mr. Sinha
said he did not think that there
was any difference between the

Bring an early end to war: Sinha

Opposition and the Govern-
ment in so far as taking a posi-
tion was concerned. “It’s only in
terms of the language in which
this disapproval of war has to be
expressed...”

Asked about the Nadimarg
massacre in Jammu and Kash-
mir where Pandits were killed
by militants, and the Govern-
ment response, he said this was
India’s war; “we have to fight it,
we have to win it”. Even after
January 12, 2002, when the Pa-
kistani President, Pervez Mush-
arraf, declared that his
country’s territory would not be
used for terrorist activity, infil-
trators had crossed over and a
number of terrorist acts had
taken place. The fact that not a
single infiltrator had been
nabbed by Pakistan on the Line
of Control showed that its Army
was “hand in glove” with the
terrorists. While Islamabad had
refused to hand over to New
Delhi terrorists and criminals
who were Indian nationals, it
had shown no hesitation in
handing over its own citizens to
the U.S. for indulging in terror-
ism.

See also Page 8
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Samata Party slams Govt.
' w0 stand on lraq q\é\ |

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, APRIL 2. The Samata
Party, a key NDA ally, today crit-
icised the Vajpayee Govern-
ment’s stand on the U.S.-led
attack on Iraq and demanded
steps to stop to the war immedi-
ately.

The party wanted the Gov-
ernment to bring in a resolution
condemning the war for unani-
mous adoption by Parliament
on April 7, when the Budget ses-
sion recommences.

“India cannot give the U.S.
the right to spread chaos. Iraqi
. people alone have the right to

decide who should be their
leader,” the Samata spokesper-
son and general secretary,
Shambu Shrivastava, said at a
press conference. The party
would hold demonstrations on
April 5 and make an appeal for
boycott of all U.S. products.

“The Government should im-
mediately announce that the

country would organise hu-
manitarian relief other than the
U.N.-sanctioned  food-for-oil
programme,” he said.

Terming the war “unjust and
inhuman”, he said the U.S.-led
forces were ““deliberately target-
ing” innocent civilians, since
the “uprising” by the Iraqi peo-
ple, which the U.S. planners
were anticipating, did not
occur.

While maintaining that the
party’s representatives in the
Government — the Defence
Minister, George Fernandes and
the Minister of State for Exter-
nal Affairs, Digvijay Singh —
had tried to convey their un-
happiness over the Iraq issue,
Dr. Shrivastava said his party
would ask the Ministers to take
up the matter with the Govern-
ment.As the party was in Gov-

ernment it would not look nice -

to raise it outside. “But if the
party’s viewpoint is not being
registered, then it was time to

policy establishment was infest-
ed with people who though
that the interests of India an
the U.S. were the same. The pol-
icy need not be Pakistan-centric
or obssessed by the U.S. Wash-
ington’s support to Islamabad
would continue and its interest
was to capture oil reserves and
secure contracts, he added.

PTI reports

The CPI today charged the
Vajpayee Government with be-
ing “soft” in condemning the
U.S.-led war and accused it of
playing the communal card
with an eye on the vote bank.

“India has not declared the
U.S. an aggressor when the en-
tire world has condemned the
attack on Iraq ignoring the U.N.
The Vajpayee Government has
sacrificed the pride of the na-
tion,” the CPI general secretary,
A.B. Bardhan, told the All-India
Youth Federation rally in Patna.




NEW DELHi, APRIL B. India' has
termed as “insensitive” the U.S.
and British demand for re-
sumption of a dialogue with
Pakistan in the wake of the Na-
dimarg massacre of Kashmiri
Pandits and asserted that it will
not talk to Islamabad till it
stops cross-border terrorism.

‘It was clearly insensitive,”
the External Affairs Minister,
Yashwant Sinha, told ITV's
'‘Court Martial’ programme. He
was replying  to a question
whether New Delhi felt that the
call for resumption of talks was
unhelpful and provocative at
this juncture.

“We have tried to explain to
them (the U.S. and the UK) as
clearly and as often as possible
(India’s position on terror-
ism)... but would agree that 1
don’t think they understand it
hundred per cent. They under-
stand most of it.

“U.S., UK. demand
for talks with Pak.
‘insensiti\*{g’: Sinha

“The difference in point of
view is regard to the dia-
logue. Welhave said clearly to
them that cross-border terror-
ism and dialogue cannot go on
simultaneously... First cross-
border terrorism has to stop
before a climate for dialogue is
created,” Mr. Sinha said.

Observing that India’s deci-
sion not to talk to Pakistan was
a “very effective policy”, he said
the Government would fight
terrorisin and do whatever was
needed to ensuretthe safety of
its people. )

Asked if there was a possibil-
ity of a war with Pakistan if the
U.S. pressure on Islamabad did
not work and there was a step-
up in infiltration, Mr. Sinha
said: “The only thing I can tell

you is that we will deal with the
situation”. — PTI
. See also Page 8
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‘Resolution calls for

5 (o0

By Our New Delhi Bureau

NEW DELHI, APRWL. 8. After prolonged behind-the-
scenes negotiations, the Lok Sabha today passed
a resolution unanimously, calling for an immedi-
ate end to the war against Iraq and demanded a
quick withdrawal of the ‘coalition’ troops. ‘

A compromise was facilitated with the Hindi
resoliifion using the word 'ninda’ to describe the
military action against Iraq by the American-led
coalition forces. While some pundits said ‘ninda’
translated into ‘“deplore”, others felt it meant
“condemn”’.

Expressing “national sentiments”, the resolu-
tion said military action with a view to changing
the regime in Iraq was “not acceptable”. The war
was launched without the permission of the U.N-
.The Lok Sabha also demanded that the recon-
struction of Iraq take place under U.N.
supervision and that it ensured the sovereignty of
Iraq. It said that the suffering of innocent people,
especially women and children, was a grave hu-
manitarian problem. The House expressed deep
sympathy for the Iraqi people. It referred to the
immediate aid of Rs. 100 crores that had been
announced by India and spoke of providing fur-
ther assistance.

Given the fact that earlier official statements
spoke of disarmament tasks for Iraq as well, the
resolution reflects a certain hardening of attitude
on the part of the Government and an obvious
effort to deflect Opposition criticism.

Responding to the fears expressed by members
on India being a possible U.S. target, the External
Affairs Minister, Yashwant Sinha, said that “any-
; body seeking to subdue the country was living in
i adream land”. A billion-strong country couldn't
be treated lightly. “We are a confident nation,

™9 APR 203

end to war
PR

and a democracy, no pow Aan subdue us"".

The country's foreign policy, Mr. Sinha said,
would continue to be guided by pragmatism and
the national interestand India would continue to
be the voice of reason and morality. Despite the
resolution, the country wanted its ties to flourish
with the U.S. as, indeed, with the Arab world.
“Relations between countries are not based on a
single issue,” he said.

Earlier, the Lok Sabha was adjourned twice to
enable the floor leaders from both sides to agree
on the wording of the resolution. The Lok Sabha
Speaker, Manohar Joshi, played a significant role
in facilitating the unanimous resolution. Behind
closed doors in his chamber, Mr. Joshi nudged
the two sides till they finally agreed to the
resolution.

When the House met this morning, the Oppo-
sition appeared 1o have hardened its position by
insisting on using the word “ghor ninda” (strong-
ly deplore/condemn) a proposition which the
Government found unacceptable.

The House was adjourned twice as the Speaker
sought to get the two sides to agree to a final
version. The breakthrough came during the sec-
ond round of negotiations in the Speaker’s cham-
ber around lunch time.

The Opposition indicated its willingness to
drop the word “ghor ninda” provided the Gov-
ernment accepted is formulation on the with-
drawal of troops and an immediate end to the
war. The agreement, however, was held up be-
cause it had to be carried to the Prime Minister
for approval. Mr. Vajpayee gave his nod around 2
p.m., just as the House was to meet after the
second adjournment.

They rose as one man:
Page 11
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'S New Delht cautiously.
waiches the develop- .
A ments in Jrag, -3 clear-
sense of relief is palpable in the
governmentovertheeatyerdia ™
the war after the fall of the Sad-
der Husseln regimme i Baghdad.
Anexpression of this feeling of
reliéf came from none otherthan -

Prime Minister Atal Behari Vaj-

dressing a public rally in Gangrok
on Sunday, said: “It is good that

the warin Iraq hids énded, paving
the way for gface ‘and develop-

ment.” The fact that not many

are grieving the demise of the-

Saddam regime in Jraq—as the'

the governrent. A lin
the “war” would
have resulted in increased pres-

sure on the Vajpayee govern- -

ment to take a more hawkish
stand agaiost the US attack.
In faer, ‘the -government's

calenfations were upsét by the”

Parfiamént resofufion of last
week crificising the Ametican at-

tack on Iraq. The mave was.
forced by the impetuosity of the

Left and other-US-bashers. The
Vajpavee establishment, in por-

suance of its“middie path” poficy,
had beenr unwillifig to come gut

apenly against ‘America, This
stand was prmarily based on
some key assessments.

" First, there had been no doub:

“in the government’s {or any-
_one's) mind that the US would
-win the war. The lure of millions

of dollars it coniracts in the post-
war reconstruction of Irag also
playeda role i shaping the gov-
ernment’s stand, with clear indi-
Gations that New Defhi did not
“want to be leftoutofthe ‘mbu'dd—
ing™loop this tirme.

. After the last war, Saddam

. Hussein gotabear hug from then
payee himsell. who, while ad-

Prime Minister LK. Gujral, as 2
vestilt of which India did not get
éven a single contract in the re-
construction of Kuwait.

. But most important, India did
not want to break away from its
engagement of the US, which it

~hasbeen shaping by goinigin fora
images on TV seern totndicate <
has certainly eased the tersion o§ B

o]
g fly . having the US on its side was ad-
‘vantageous in the context of its
- dealings with Pakistan.

keyshiftinapproach overthe last
douple of years. It hasbeen recog-
nised by the government thai

Indeed, the patliamentary res-
olutdan came in for severe criti-

cistn From foreign policy experts.
Earmer foreign secretary G.

Parthasarathy contended  that

the move would prove counter-
productive. “We have shot our-

-setvesonthe foorby adopting the

resolution, that too at a very late

“stage,”hie said.

" “What was the need for us to

“condemn the American attack

when nine out of 10 neighbour-
ing countries of Iraq support
the Arnericans?”

HESTATESNAN



NEWDELHT, mrx

NDEA o O
eStabIENET rOtmat contacts with

mmmﬁﬁm m‘ljtaxy offi-
malsmlkm{onmnoﬁhmand v

the 1S administrafors implement-  “Souther pars of t

ing Washington 'S nassive post~war

reconstriiction and umanitarian -
assistance programme mnTraq. The

Indian envoy in Kuwait, Swash
Pawan Singh, apparently ex-
changed views on the post-war re-
construction of Iraq with

Barbara Bodine, a for- | DAY
mer diplomat who has
been appointed head of
the interim civil admin-

- istration in Baghdad.

It is learnt that Bodine informed

- Singh that the situation in fraq was

14 APR 2003

far worse than expected. Contrary
to earlier US assessments, even a
rudimentary administrative infra-
structure was missing in the country
making it increasingly difficult for
Washington to start its rehabilitation
exercise. During her discussions
with Singh, Bodine pointed out that
in the absence of an administrative
framework, US officials would have
to begin from the scratch making it
an enormous task.

Bodine, who was the US ambas-

on Pages 6,7

-;merUSAafmyGen. Jay Garnerwill
" be in-charge of the Pentagon’s Of-

fice of Reconstruction and Human-
itarian Assistance.
~India, however, has decided that
it will route its humani-
2& - tarian aid to Iraq through
"the United Nations and
the International Com-
mittee of Red Cross. Ata
meeting of the Crisis Management
Group on Saturday, the task of co-
ordinating the Indian aid was ap-
portioned among Ministry of Exter-
nal Affairs officials. Joint Secretary
(Gulf) Rajiv Mitter was entrusted
with the dispersal of 50,000 metric
tonne wheat through UN agencies
based in the region while Joint Sec-

“retary (NRI) R Dayakar will

arrange for medical supplies to
reach Iraqis through the Interna-
tional Committee of Red Cross. Itis
understood that these MEA offi-
cials will reach Baghdad

CONTINUED ONPAGE 2
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into focus some major moral
issues. Every day we saw
buildings and residences being
blasted, innocent civilians scream-
ing in pain, shouting and protest-
ing against the invaders, who, in
turn, claimed that this was being
done to free the Iragis. Saddam
Hussein was a cruel dictator but
nobody should forget that he was
in Iraq because the same super-
- powers now invading the country
put him there. The chemical wars
on the Kurds were perpetrated at a
time when Saddam was a close ally
of the US. The Iraqi people paid
for his installation. They are again
paying for his ouster.

Lofty principles like freedom,
democracy and human rights were
touted as reasons for the campaign.
However, hypocrisy is the homage
that vice pays to virtue. The fact
that these principles were invoked
to garner public support shows
that the moral values they reflect
have an appeal in western democ-

The real motives for the

, however, were possibly just

desire to exercise power and

ominate the Middle East. After all,

if the Iraqis fell in line with Saudi

. Arabia and Kuwait, the interna-
tional oil economy would be under
control of the West. But, obviously,
these reasons could not be used to
gather support for the war.

Even the argument that Iraq was
fuelling terrorism did not hold, as
few believed that Irag had any con-
nections with Al-Qaeda and that
defeating Iraq would defeat terror-
ism. The claim that Iraq possessed
weapons of mass destruction was
credible to many, until UN inspec-
tors Kept reporting their inability
to find them. Even if the WMD
were well hidden, Iraq could not
possibly be more dangerous than
many of the other countries pos-
sessing them. This, surely, was no
justification for attacking Iraq.

So, the pretext for war gradually
changed from real-politick to moral
principles. Officially, the US want-
ed a regime change because Sad-
dam was a dictator who’d denied
his people their rights and freedom
and championed the cause of ter-
rorism. There was no need for them
to seek UN approval. The US, a
world leader, had the responsibility
to ensure its own security and free-
dom. If the UN agreed to the strike,
well and good. If not, the US could
take pre-emptive action.because
a threat to world security was a

THE IRAQ war has brought

By ARJUN SENGUPTA &Y

ITSALSO A MORALITY STORY: Anti-war protestor in Srinagar

threat to itself.

It is important to understand
this process of legitimisation by
the US, because no president could

“have launched a war without a

mapdate from the Congress and
without public support. The poli-
cies could be made by an oligarchy.
But they had to be sold to the pub-
lic, in the idioms of moral argu-
ments aceeptable to them.

In the beginning, almost 50 per
cent of publi¢ -opinion in the US
was against the war. The situation
changed later, through-appeals to
patriotism and through intense
campaigning in the name of democ-
racy and human rights. Many
Americans were faced with a moral
dilemma. They disapproved of the
real motive or liberal credentials of
the present government, but they
could not accept Saddam’s rule in
Irag, any more than they could the
rule of Milosevic or other dictators.
Some 14,000 writers, academics and
intellectuals published a petition
against the war. But there were lib-
erals like Michael Ignatieff of Har-
vard who said that overthrowing
Saddam by force was not morally
unjustified because of the immoral-
ity of the Saddam regime. Bernard
Kuchnair, the founder of ‘Medi-
cines without Frontiers’, observed
that the Saddam regime should
have been overthrown in 1991 itself,
but the fact that a wrong was done
earlier did not justify opposing a
right that was being done now.

These people missed the real
point why the war was waged. Hu-
man rights violations by Saddam
were just an excuse given by a gov-
ernment which does not hesitate to
support dictators or ignore human
rights violations by those rulers

who are its allies.9ow can one be
sure that another lictator will not
be installed in plze of Saddam,
one who will be mae pliable? How
does one know tha terrorism ex-
ported by that rukr will not be
overlooked by the Americans, if
that helps in the nextbattle against
Iran or Syria or Palegine? The hu-
man rights argumen does not al-
low for war to restor democracy
and freedom in anothet country, ex-
cept as the very last res;rt. Ends do
not justify means. Indexd, sticking
to the right means isoften more im-
portant. That is why a rule of law
cannot be ignored evan if it allows
some guilty agents to escape the
legal net. Democracy is desirable
even if it does not dlways produce
the best governmert.

Millions of people came out on
the streets in most cities of the
world to rject the hypocrisy of
such a mwral argument. They
would not support Saddam but
would not iccept the US right to
unilateral re-emptive action or the
US claim tocustodianship of world
freedom orsecurity. It is here that
India coul: have played a major
role. The 1£gest democracy in the
world, Inda has championed the
cause of fredom ever since its in-
dependeno. It has fought terror-
ism againg all odds. Its legal and
constitutiaal systems uphold hu-
man rights no less than any coun-
try, includng the US and Britain.
So, India s the bona fide and the
moral starre to say clearly, and un-
equivocall; that the Anglo-Ameri-
can justifiation of the Iraq war is
wrong, thit they have perpetrated
the worg violation of human
rights in the name of securing free-
dom for the Iraqis, that they have

v\[‘( b

India should take a moral stand against the Iraq war

Stand up for your rights

v

flouted the basic tenets of interna-
tional law by their unilateral ac-
tion, that a fight against dictator-
ship and terrorism has to be uni-
versal and cannot be pursued se-
lectively to serve narrow political
Or economic interests.

Indeed, the world has come to ex-
pect India to play that role. India
has not been a major military pow-
er and, not until recently, a strong
economic power. Still, it is recog-
nised as a major player in interna-
tional politics because it has up-
held moral principles, even during
its fight for national independence.
This inspired many small nations
to unite and assert themselves.
Power is meant to influence and In-
dia has long been a power to reckon
with in that respect. .

Today, our potential for exercis-
ing that power is greater, because
we are now also a strong economy
and we cannot be pushed around. If
we take a moral stand, no one can
penalise us by withdrawing aid or
investment or preventing trade or
transactions. Americans do busi-
ness with us because they profit
from it and they will continue to do
so if our economy remains buoy-
ant. Large sections of the Ameri-
can public would also agree with
our stand. Criticising the Ameri-
can government would not make us
anti-Americans.

However, citing national inter-
est, India decided to lie low and
make feeble noises that were hard-
ly noticed in the world. It is vulgar
to think our national interest is
now reduced to procuring a few
million dollars’ worth of contracts
for the post-war reconstruction.
Foreign policy is surely meant to
serve national interest, but that
national interest is reckoned in
terms of our national pride and
independence, in not bowing to
pressure and in our ability to
influence other people's behaviouy
by championing a moral stand.
For that, we do not have to give
out empty threats of taking pre-
emptive actions against adver-
saries. We just have to stand firm
on our principles.

On Iraqg, those principles de-
manded that we speak out in all in-
ternational fora, opposing dictator-
ship and terrorism wherever and
whenever they came up and up-
holding the principles of interna-
tional law exercised through the
UN. If we could galvanise wprld
opinion it would surely sery# our
national interest.
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By C. Raja Mohan

NEW DELHI, APRIL 17. Signalling a more activ-
ist approach to the challenges in post-war
traq, lndia today said that it was ready to
work with the United States and the inter-
national communtity in restoring peace and
launching reconstruction in  the  Guif
nation.

If the parliamentary thunder on Tragin
the dying moments of the Saddam Hussein
regimetied Indian policvin knots, the Gov-
ernment is now trying to pick up the
threads and find ways to regain the political
initiative,

During an interaction with the visiting
American Congressmen and their staff at
the Confederation of Indian Industry here,
the Foreign Secretary, Kanwal Sibal, point-
ed to the deep divisions created across the
world by-the war in Iraq. India shared with
the 1.5, the objective of Iragi disarmament

\_\z_...m ready to work with
wi /C.m: U.N. on Iraq

but had a different view on how it should be
achieved, he said. Underlining the impor-
tance of putting aside past differences, Mr.
Sibal focussed on the urgency of developing
a common approach to peace and recon-
struction in Irag.

“Indiais ready 1o join hands with the U 8.
and the international community” in
achieving these objectives, Mr. Sibal said.
His remarks have gone the farthest in sug-
gesting that India is now ready to end the
stasis in its Jraqg policy.

As the United Nations begins the debate
on lifting sanctions against Irag, Mr. Sibal
hoped that the Anglo-Anterican powers, on
the one band, and France, Russia and Ger-
many, on the othet, would work together
“to epen the door for an early delivery of
aid” to the long suffering people in Irag. Mr.
Sibal said that India was engaged in a “de-
tailed exercise on how we can contribute”
to the humanitarian effort in Iraq. Tt was in

touch with a variety of international Orga-
nisations that could facilitate this.

While analysts here note the signs of a
more positive Indian approach towards a
post-war Irag, they suggest that New Delhi
remaing: somewhat timid and tentative.
They argue that India has ne reason to lmit
itself t6 3 narrow band of humanitarian as-
sistance and could Iook boldly at a wider
intervention ranging from building Iraqi
civil society to the creation of new armed
forces,

It is also being pointed out that India’s
stress on “multilateral” peace and recon-
struction might be detracting from the im-
mediate contributions India could ‘make
towards the regeneration of Irag.

On his part, Mr. Sibal was upbeat on the
new lrag calling it “a great country, with a
great huture”. Endowed with ofl, water and
a talented people, it could become a power-
ful force in the Middle Fast. he said,
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OURSPECIAL
CORRESPONDENT

New Delhi, April 23: External

Sinha today rejected the Oppo-
sition’s charge that the US was
dictating the government’s for-
eign policy but made it clear
that “compulsive hostility” to-
wards Washington will not suit
the country’s national inter-
ests.

“India does not act under

we will not be cowed down,” he
said in the Lok Sabha while re-
plying to a debate on demands
for grants of the external af-
fairs ministry which was later
adopted by voice vote.

Opposition parties had ac-
cused the government of
succumbing to pressure from
the US and allowing its foreign
policy to be directed from
outside.

The charge drew an imme-
diate response from BJP
member A.K. Swain, who
said: “It is in our own interest
to be on the right side of histo-
ry, that means right side of
the US.”

Sinha, too, reacted along the

affairs minister Yashwant .

pressure from any country and ¥

same lines. “Without compro-
mising on anything... national
interest and principles, if we
can build a great relationship
with the US, we will try and do
so. Compulsive hostility to the
US is a baggage we should leave
behind,” he said. “This is not
suited to our national interest.”

Sinha’s statement stood out
in sharp contrast to the mood
in Parliament when it had
adopted a resolution “deplor-

G, T A

ing” the war on Iraq on the day
Baghdad fell.

The resolution, perceived to
be ill-timed by some analysts,
also came under assault from
Swain. The BJP member said
people considered it a resolu-
tion of “national irrelevance”
and not “national sentiment”.

The comment evoked a
sharp reaction from Congress
and CPM members who said
the BJP was insulting the

2 4 ape 2y

Sinha salve on ties with America
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ouse. Congress member Mar-
garet Alva, who was in the
chair, pointed out that Swain
himself had backed the unani-
mous resolution as a member
of the House.

Sinha announced that
Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vaj-
payee would visit China
“soon”. The dates are being
worked out. The Prime Minis-
ter would also visit Russia
around end-May, Sinha added.

THE TELEGRAM.




We have chosen the middle

path after much thought;

By Amit Baruah9 . f

. NEW DELHI, APRIL 19. The

! External Affairs Minister,

Yashwant Sinha, said today

that there was “neither a

need to panic’ over the

i possible United States

! intervention in India’s affairs
nor should there be a

¢ concern that relations with

: Washington were on the

| “verge of collapse”.

Delivering the Rajendra
Mathur memorial lecture
organised by the Editors

t Guild of India, Mr. Sinha

! took a nuanced view of the

. Indo-U.S8. dynamic: “India

. cannot remain silent simply
out of fear of incurring the
displeasure of others and
India-U.S. relations should
not be viewed through the
prism of only one issue.”

Several objective factors
had brought India and the
U1.S. closer. New Delhi, he
said, had adopted the
“middle path” on an issue
such as Iraq with
considerable deliberation.
“There are some in our
country who believe that
india should have been in
the trenches fighting the U.S.
and the U.X. with the
Republican Guards of Saddam
Hussein, There are others
who would like us to be a
vassal State and to subjugate
our thought and action to the
tich and powerful.”

India, Mr. Sinha said,
would go to neither extreme,
continuing to balance
national interest with
principle. “Neither will we
sell our souls to others nor
will we pursue blindly
antagonistic policies for the
sake of antagonism.”

The war on Iraq, he

maintained, had led to the
creation of a “new reality” in
West Asia. “It is still too
premature for firm
conclusions to be drawn as
to the direction of future
events...” Mr. Sinha was clear
that pre-Iraq or post-Iraq,
India’s pre-eminent concern
and challenge remained the
menace of terrorism. He
claimed that terrorism had
become an instrument of war
by other means; an
instrument of revenge. ‘“What
some countries and groups
are unable to obtain through
peaceful and democratic
means is sought to be
grabbed through the
systematic and deliberate use
of terror as an instrument of
policy...this is the reason why
the term proxy war is most
appropriate to describe the
policy of cross-border
terrorism being sponsored by
our neighbour (Pakistan).”
Arguing that there could be
no ambivalence on the
question of use of violence,
Mr. Sinha continued to refer
to the double standards in
the international battle
against terrorism. “Much has
been said in this regard and I
have no desire to point '
fingers or cast blame in any
direction”. Without naming
anyone, he said: “... As is
evident, there is a tendency
amongst some to condone
terrorism in some places -

while condemning it

elsewhere.. This is completely
counter-productive. Such
lenience will only boomerang
on everyone.”

Arguing that terrorism has
often turned on its mentors,
he stated that it was only
when terrorism “struck close
to home” that “many in the

THE HINDU

Sinha

world” realise| l&-ey should
have woken up earlier and
“before they became a
victim". India, however, had
been facing this danger for
over two decades. “Similarly,
our views may today {(on
Pakistan and its role?) meet
with some opposition based
on short-term expediency.
But, we have a responsibility
to continue to express the
truth as we see it and also
meet the challenge facing
us.”

In implicit criticism of
those who felt that Pakistan
played a stellar role in the
war against terrorism, he said
that “compartmentalised
national approaches” could
not deal with terrorism and
its linkages. “No region or
country is insulated; neither
distance, power nor wealth
provides immunity.” And,
terrorism’s “most egregious’
manifestations were found in
India’s neighbourhood. “We
owe it to ourselves as well as
to the world to push, prod,
persuade and mobilise the
international community into
redoubling efforts aimed at
eradicating the phenomenon
of terrorism from its very

© TOOtS,

“It is particularly important
for us in India to speak out...
in a loud and clear manner.
What we may have to say
may not be palatable to
some. Criticism and
opposition may come our
way. We must, however,
continue to speak out.” And,
on the issue of terrorism,
which impinged on the very
core of India’s security, “India
would remain steadfast and
single-minded in the pursuit
of her national interests,” he
added.

20 APR onny



Indlas first SARS, .-
%\4 case found in Goa

By Aarti Dhar

NEW DELMI, APRIL 17. The first
confirmed case of Severe
Acute Respiratory Syndrome
(SARS) in the country has
been reported from Goa, with
a 32-year-old marine engi-
neer testing positive for the
deadly disease.

The patient, who sailed
from Hong Kong to Mumbai,
reached Goa on April 1 and
has been readmitted to the
Goa Medical College Hospital
from where he was dis-
charged on April 14. He has

been quarantined though he =~

is asymptomatic now and is
not infective anymore. The
case has been confirmed by
the Director-General of the
Indilan Council of Medical
Research.

The Unlon Health Minister,
Sushma Swaraj, reviewed the
situation here today after the
patient’s blood, urine and
sputum ‘sample report was
made available by the Pune-
based National Institute of Vi-
rology late last evening. The
person tested positive for the
SARS causing corona virus
and he had been brought
back to the hospital, the Di-
rector-General of Health Ser-

reporters here today.
However, the patient’s

family, including his wife and

father, who had travelled with

him to Hong Kong, did not
show symptoms of the dis-
ease. They had been asked to
decrease their contact with
him, as also their social and
business interaction, Dr. Ag-
garwal said.

The medical and para-

medical staff who had attend-

ed on the patient have been
advised home-quarantine as
a precautionary measure. The
country was fully prepared to
tackle the disease. Two senior
Joint Directors of the Nation-
al Institute of Communicable

CM for second ¢
opinion

PANAJN, APRIL 17. As Goa report-
ed the first confirmed case of
SARS in India, the Chief Min-
ister, Manohar Parrikar, said
at a press meet later in the day
that the blood and other sam-

ples of the patient would be
sent to National Institute of

Communicable Diseases
(NICD) tomorrow for a second
opinion.

“The blood, serum, throat
swab and urine samples of the

32-year-old marine engineer

will be sent to the NICD to-
morrow for a second opin-
ion,” Mr. Parrikar said at the
hurriedly-called press confer-
ence here. _ PT1

Diseases (NICD) in Delhi
have left for Pune to investi-
gate the case, he said.
Meanwhile, an Australian,
who landed here last night,
was admitted to the RML
Hospital with SARS-like
symptoms. of fever, cough
and mild shortness of breath

today.

said the Goa
pﬁtlem, along with his family,
had stopped over at Hong
Kong for four hours on March
28 from where they went to
Singapore. They then sailed
to Mumbai, there on
April 1. After staying there for

a couple of days, they left for
Gos, where the patient devel-
oped fever and cough. He
went to see a private physi-
cian on April 8, who referred
him to the Goa Medical Col-
lege Hospital. Neither did his
chest X-ray show any patches
of thoracic-pneumonia nor
did he have fever.

Dr. Aggarwal said the pa-
tient was hospitalised on
April 10 and after a couple of

days he was discharged.

He had responded to nor-
mal antibiotic therapy and
was absolutely fine, though
he was advised “home-quar-
antine”. His blood, sputum
and urine samples were sent
for testing on April 14. The
laboratory report showed he
was positive for the SARS
virus.
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-"After China, Fernandes

.« "warms up to

By C. Raja Mohan

NEW DELHI, APRIL 29, Within days of returning from
a rare visit to China, the Defence Minister, Ge-
orge Fernandes, is hosting his counterpart from
Japan. In a development reflecting the changing
dynamics of the Asian balance of power, the Ja-
panese Minister will be in India for the first time
ever this weekend.

Shigeru Ishiba is officially designated as the
Director-General of the Japanese Defence Agen-
ey.

Reflecting the political ambiguities of its peace
constitution, Japan does not have a defence min-
istry but only a “Defence Agency”. But for all
practical purposes Mr. Ishiba is the Defence Min-
ister of Japan.

Mr. Ishiba will arrive here on Saturday and

have talks with Mr. Fernandes the next day. The
visit signals the paolitical commitment in hoth
countries to expand and deepen dialogue on de-
fence and security matters.

For decades, India with its pro-Soviet and
Third World orientation largely cut itself out of
the geopolitics of East Asia. But in the last few
years it has been exploring rather cautiously the
prospects of a defence engagement with all the
key players in the region, including Japan and
South Korea.

Mr. Fernandes was the first Defence Minister
to visit Japan in 2000 and travelled there again
last year. There have been some defence ex-
changes for a while with Japan particularly in
maritime security,

When the Japanese Foreign Minister, Yoriko
Kawaguchi, visited India in January, she imparted
a strategic dimension to ties between the two
countries. For the first time in decades, a defence
component was finally being added to the agen-
da of Indo-Japanese cooperation.

Pointing to the long standing U.S.-Japan mil-
itary alliance and the growing indo-U.S. defence
couperation, Ms, Kawaguchi said that “achieving
ever-closer cooperation on the security and de-
fence front is crucial for both Japan and India’”".

“Cooperative maintenance of the security of

maritime traffic in the sea-lanes that stretch
across the Indian Ocean and the Straits of Malac-
ca are ummlg,the security and defence issues,

3 0 APR 2003

pan w0\ Y

which deserve dur licreased attention. Both
countries share cdqmmbn interests and concerns
regarding these isgues”, she said.

While Ms. Kawaguchi did net spell out what
the rest of the shared agenda was, it is not diffi-
cult to figure out — China, North Korea and the
proliferation of nuclear weapons and missiles.

India and Japan, as wary neighbours of a rising
China, have grear interest in exchanging thoughts
on where Beijing's military modernisation and
security philosophy are headed.

Mr. Ishiba would surely want to hear first-hand
the impressions of Mr. Fernandes' recent trip to
China.

2 two sides also have a ot 1o discuss about
the strategic nexus beiween Pakistan and North
Korea which has integraied ihe security environ-
ments of the subcontinent and East Asia.

Pakistan's clandestine transfer of nuclear
weapons technology to North Korea in retum for
the supply of long-range missiles has at once un-
dermined the security of both New Delhi and
Tokyo.

While the Japanese Foreign Office is mealy-
mouthed in talking about nuclear and missile
cooperation between Islamabad and Pyongyang,
Mr. Ishiba, with responsibility for Japanese de-
fence, must be expected (o be more forthcoming
on the common threat of proliferation faced by
New Delhi and Tokyo.

As they confront missile proliferation in their
neighbourhood, India and Japan have a common
stake in defending themselves against it.

Both countries support the 1.5, missile de-
fence initiative, but there are a number of obsta-
cles before New Delhi and Tokye can cooperate
on the subject.

But they can begin to debate the political is-
sues relating to missile defence and nuclear pro-
liferation in an intensive manner.

Ensuring the supply of ofl from the Persian
Gulf at reasonable prices and the security of sea
lines of communication in the Indian Ocean are
naturally at the top the expanding strategic coop-
eration between India and Japan.

The two sides are also expected to exchange
views on the latest developments in Indo-Pak re-
lations and Iraq.
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4/ raq reconstruction:
‘India opens dlplomatlc

door, aid onthe way |’

PRANAB DHAL SAMANTA £ () ¢
NEW DELHI, APRIL 13 q
INDIA is understood to have
established informal contacts with
the US administrators implement-
ing Washington’s massive post-war
reconstruction and humanitarian
assistance programme in Iraq. The
Indian envoy in Kuwait, Swash
Pawan Singh, apparently ex-
changed views on the post-war re-
construction of Iraq with
Barbara Bodine, gfor- DAY
mer diplomat who has
been appointed head of
the interim civil admin-

¢ istration in Baghdad.

Itislearnt that Bodine informed

Singh that the situation in Iraq was
far worse than expected. Contrary

to earlier US assessments, even a
rudimentary administrative infra-
structure was missing in the country
making it increasingly difficult for
‘Washington to start its rehabilitation
exercise. During her discussions
with Singh, Bodine pointed out that
in the absence of an administrative
framework, US officials would have
to begin from the scratch makmg it
an enormous task.

Bodine, who was the US ambas-

on Pages 6, 1

sador to Yemen w%en USS Cole was
bombed at Aden harbour, is to head
the post-war civil administration in
central Iraqg while US military offi-
cials will hold fort in northern and
southern parts of the country. The
US has already announced that for-
mer US Army Gen. Jay Garner will
be in-charge of the Pentagon’s Of-
fice of Reconstruction and Human-
itarian Assistance.
India, however, has decided that
it will route its humani-
25 tarian aid to Iraq through
the United Nations and
the International Com-
mittee of Red Cross. Ata
meeting of the Crisis Management
Group on Saturday, the task of co-
ordinating the Indian aid was ap-
portioned among Ministry of Exter-
nal Affairs officials. Joint Secretary
(Guif) Rajiv Mitter was entrusted
with the dispersal of 50,000 metric
tonne wheat through UN agencies
based in the region while Joint Sec-
retary (NRI) R ‘Dayakar will
arrange for medical supplies to
reach Iraqis through the Interna-
tional Committee of Red Cross. It is
understood that these MEA offi-
cials will reach Baghdad
CONTINUED ON PAGE 2
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"Govt relieved at

end of I

raq war

L»A
~ %waraj Thapa Qj ? ( First, there had been no doubt

‘4}“' NEW DELHI 13 APRIL *

A

S New Delhi cautiously
watches the develop-
ments in Iraq, a clear

sense of relief is palpable in the
government over the early end to
the war after the fall of the Sad-
dam Hussein regime in Baghdad.

An expression of this feeling of
relief came from none other than
Prime Minister Atal Behari Vaj-
payee himself who, while ad-
dressing a public rally in Gangtok
on Sunday, said: “It is good that
the war in Iraq hasended, paving
the way for peace and develop-
ment.” The fact that not many
are grieving the demise of the
Saddam regime in Iraq — as the
images on TV seem to indicate —
has certainly eased the tension of
the government. A lingering of
the war would undoubtedly
have resulted in increased pres-
sure on the Vajpayee govern-
ment to take a more hawkish
stand against the US attack.

In fact, the government’s
calculations were upset by the
Parliament resolution of last
week criticising the American at-
tack on Iraq. The move was
forced by the impetuosity of the
Left and other-US bashers. The
Vajpayee establishment, in pur-
suance ofits “middle path” policy,
had been unwilling to come out
openly against America. This
stand was primarily based on
some key assessments.

in the government’s (or any-
one’s) mind that the US would
win the war. The lure of millions
of dollars in contracts in the post-
war reconstruction of Iraq also
played a role in shaping the gov-
ernment’s stand, with clear indi-
cations that New Delhi did not
“want to be left out of the “rebuild-
ing” loop this time.

After the last war, Saddam
Hussein got a bear hug from then
Prime Minister 1L.K. Gujral, as a
result of which India did not get
even a single contract in the re-
construction of Kuwait.

But most important, India did
not want to break away from its
engagement of the US, which it
hasbeen shaping by goingin fora
key shift in approach over the last
couple of years. It hasbeen recog-
nised by the government that
having the US on its side was ad-
vantageous in the context of its
dealings with Pakistan.

Indeed, the parliamentary res-
olution came in for severe criti-
cism from foreign policy experts.
Former foreign secretary G.
Parthasarathy contended that
the move would prove counter-
productive. “We have shot our-
selves on the foot by adopting the
resolution, that too at a very late
stage,” he said.

“What was the need for us to
condemn the American attack
when nine out of 10 neighbour-
ing countries of Iraq support
the Americans?”
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After China, Fernandes

By C. Raja Mohan

& |
.« warms up to q\:panw/
which dem}z/ r reased attention. Both

NEW DELHI, APRIL 29. Within days of returning from
a rare visit to China, the Defence Minister, Ge-
orge Fernandes, is hosting his counterpart from
Japan. In a development reflecting the changing
dynamics of the Asian balance of power, the Ja-
panese Minister will be in India for the first time
ever this weekend. .

Shigeru Ishiba is officially designated as the
Director-General of the Japanese Defence Agen-
cy.
Reflecting the political ambiguities of its peace

constitution, Japan does not have a defence min-
istry but only a “Defence Agency”. But for all
practical purposes Mr. Ishiba is the Defence Min-
ister of Japan.

~ Mr. Ishiba will arrive here on Saturday and
have talks with Mr. Fernandes the next day. The
visit signals the political commitment in both
countries to expand and deepen dialogue on de-
fence and security matters.

For decades, India with its pro-Soviet and
Third World orientation largely cut itself out of
the geopolitics of East Asia. But in the last few
years it has been exploring rather cautiously the
prospects of a defence engagement with all the
key players in the region, including Japan and
South Korea.

Mr. Fernandes was the first Defence Minister
to visit Japan in 2000 and travelled there again
last year. There have been some defence ex-
changes for a while with Japan particularly in
maritime security.

When the Japanese Foreign Minister, Yoriko
Kawaguchi, visited India in January, she imparted
a strategic dimension to ties between the two
countries. For the first time in decades, a defence
component was finally being added to the agen-
da of Indo-Japanese cooperation.

Pointing to the long standing U.S.-Japan mil-
itary alliance and the growing Indo-U.S. defence
cooperation, Ms. Kawaguchi said that “‘achieving
ever-closer cooperation on the security and de-
fence front is crucial for both Japan and India”.

“Cooperative maintenance of the security of
maritime traffic in the sea-lanes that stretch
across the Indian Ocean and the Straits of Malac-

countries share ¢ n interests and concerns
regarding these isjues”, she said.

While Ms. Kawaguchi did not spell out what
the rest of the shared agenda was, it is not diffi-
cult to figure out — China, North Korea and the
proliferation of nuclear weapons and missiles.

India and Japan, as wary neighbours of a rising
China, have great interest in exchanging thoughts
on where Beijing’'s military modernisation and
security philosophy are headed.

Mr. Ishiba would surely want to hear first-hand
the impressions of Mr. Fernandes’ recent trip to
Lhina.

112 two sides also have a lot to discuss about
the strategic nexus between Pakistan and North
Korea which has integrated the security environ-
ments of the subcontinent and East Asia.

Pakistan’s clandestine transfer of nuclear
weapons technology to North Korea in return for
the supply of long-range missiles has at once un-
dermined the security of both New Delhi and
Tokyo.

While the Japanese Foreign Office is mealy-
mouthed in talking about nuclear and missile
cooperation between Islamabad and Pyongyang,
M. Ishiba, with responsibility for Japanese de-
fence, must be expected to be more forthcoming
on the common threat of proliferation faced by
New Delhi and Tokyo.

As they confront missile proliferation in their
neighbourhood, India and Japan have a common
stake in defending themselves against it.

Both countries support the U.S. missile de-
fence initiative, but there are a number of obsta-
cles before New Delhi and Tokyo can cooperate
on the subject.

But they can begin to debate the political is-
sues relating to missile defegce and nuclear pro-
liferation in an intensive manner.

Ensuring the supply of oil from the Persian
Gulf at reasonable prices and the security of sea
lines of communication in the Indian Ocean are
naturally at the top the expanding strategic coop-
eration between India and Japan.

The two sides are also expected to exchange
views on the latest developments in Indo-Pak re-
lations and Iraq.
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“Compulsive anti-US stand
not in India’s interest: Sinha

—_ -

ZLQU\A Melitical Bureau
V e NEW DELH! 23 APRIL
s AV
XTERNAL affairs minister Yashwant Sinha
E on Wednesday said “compulsive hostility”
towards Washington didn't suit India’s na-
ional interest even as he dismissed the Opposition
~[ charge that the government was acting under US
pressure on the foreign policy front. _
Outlining the broad contours of the
Atal Behari Vajpayee-led government’s
foreign policy, Mr Sinha said: “Without
compromising on national interest and
principles, if we can build a great relation-
ship with the US, we will try and do so.”
In as many words, Mr Sinha made it
clear that the erstwhile approach of view-
ing the US with suspicion would have to
be abandoned. “Compulsive hostility to
the US is a baggage that we should leave behind,”
he said. “This is not suited to our national interest,”
he added. He maintained that India, in the past, had
focused on differences with the US. Mr Sinha said
this didn’t mean India would succumb to pressure
from the US. He said the Vajpayee government was

—— — W b

Sinha .

building a strong relationship with Washington
based more on commonalties, although differences
still persisted on some issues, induding Iraq.

The minister, while replying to a debate in the
Lok Sabha on the demand for grants to the ministry
of external affairs, also dwelt on India’s growing re-
lationship with China, Russia, the neighbouring
countries, the European Union, Africa, Latin Amer-
ica, Central Asia and Japan.

Mr Sinha said India will not be cowed
{ down by pressure. “Did we not carry out
our nuclear tests in May 1998 or the mis-
sile tests under US pressure?” he asked.
The Opposition had accused the govern-
ment of succumbing to US pressure. “You
& arc not directing your policy. Someone
else far away is directing you,” Congress
member R.L. Bhatia said. The Opposition
had wanted to know the government’s
stand on Pakistan, contending that there had been
conflicting signals in the last few days. Mr Bhatia
pointed to the statements of the external affairs and
defence ministers, who said Pakistan could be a “fit
case” for pre-emptive strikes, while the Prime Min-
ister had extended olive branch to its neighbour.

~

9 6 APR 208

”ié ECuJu‘iHiC

Times



Dubai: India and Iran have
advocated the need for the es-
tablishment of a democrati-
cally elected government in
Iraq and shared the percep-
tion that the US-led coalition
forces should leave Iraq “as
soon as possible”.

“India and Iran shared the
view that a government elect-
ed on the basis of ‘one man
one vote’ should be installed
in Iran. It was also felt that
only the barest minimum
number of US coalition
forces should be retained in
Iraq,” Indian envoy Pripuran
Singh said after a meeting of
the national security advisor
Brajesh Mishra and Iranian
President Mohammad
Khatami on Saturday.

“The two sides agreed that

28 AP 2003

the US presence in Iraqg was a
reality but the forces should
leave Iraq as soon as possible,”
Mr Singh said here on Sunday.
During the meeting, Iran
did not raise the Kashmir is-
sue but Mr Mishra briefed
Mr Khatami about the recent
visit of Prime Minister Atal
Bihari Vajpayee to Kashmir
where he made an offer of
peace talks with Pakistan.
Mr Mishra who was ac-
companied by Arun Singh,
joint director, ministry of ex-
ternal affairs, later left for
Kabul on his way to Delhi.
Mr Singh said Mr Mishra’s
visit was on the invitation of
Dr Hassan Rowhani, secretary;
Supreme National Security
Council of Iran who had come
to India last year. Mr Mishra

India and Iran stand
for democrati¢ Traq\

held discussions with Dr
Rowhani and foreign minister
Kamal Kharrazzi on commer-

cial and strategic issues.
Referring to Iran and In-
dia’s assistance to

Afghanistan in its recon-
struction Mr Khatami said,
“The Islamic Republic of
Iran will seriously pursue
the implementation of vari-
ous industrial and economic
projects in Afghanistan.”

Mr Mishra said, “Tehran
and New Delhi will pursue
the finalisation of the agree-
ments reached during the
state visit of President
Khatami to India, and the In-
dian President to Iran, and
that will boost the two coun-
tries’ relations to an unprece-
dented high level.” pn
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CORRESPONDENT

New Delhi, May 8: Sonia Gand-
hi today extended her party’s
support to Atal Bihari Vajpay-
ee’s peace initiative, but warned
the Prime Minister against rush-
ing into talks with Pakistan
without adequate groundwork
so that the “Agra fiasco” is not
repeated.

The Congress president
asked Vajpayee to specify a time
frame for resumption of dia-
logue with Islamabad.

Though she backed the ges-
ture, Sonia lashed out at what
she called the National Democ-
ratic Alliance government’s lack
of “clarity, conviction and con-
sistency” in policies on relations
with Pakistan.

She wanted to know if Vaj-
payee had “enthusiastic and
total” backing of the allies, his
Cabinet and party colleagues as
also “of his own ideological
brotherhood”.

“We are puzzled and the
country awaits an explanation
for the inconsistent and contra-
dictory statements by the Prime

Minister, deputy Prime Minister
and external affairs minister
from time to time on such a vital
matter,” she said. “We only wish
that the BJP-led...government’s
policies with regard to Pakistan
have clarity, conviction and con-
sistency. The government’s
stance has vacillated from ex-
treme to another giving rise to
the impression that we are re-
sponding to external pressures.”

Sonia, who initiated the de-
bate on Indo-Pak relations in the
Lok Sabha, said “in spite of
these inconsistencies, we have
extended our broad and su-
stained support to the gover-
nment on matters relating to na-
tional security, cross-border ter-
rorism in Jammu and Kashmir
and Indo-Pak relations”.

Sonia wanted to know if the
government, which has repeat-
edly ruled out talks with Pak-
istan unless cross-border terror-
ism ends in Kashmir, has got
some firm commitments from Is-
lamabad. “Are we to understand
that this remains the pre-condi-
tion for the resumption of dia-
logue?” she asked.

She said her party’s stand

Vaj payee
4% Y

has been clear. The Congress,
she added, has always said the
windows of dialogue — official
and unofficial, formal and infor-
mal — must be kept open at all
times on “all issues of mutual
concern and interest”.

Sonia sajd the Congress had
supported Vajpayee’s 1999 La-
hore visit, but was realistic
enough not to go overboard as
the then foreign minister who
termed it a “defining moment in
Indo-Pak relations”.

The “defining moment”, she
added, was provided by the
Kargil war, preparations for
which were going on while Vaj-
payee was being greeted in
Lahore.

She also criticised the gov-
ernment for suddenly deciding
on the Agra summit in 2001 with-
out a structured agenda. “There
is no question of partitioning
Jammu and Kashmir,” she said.

“That is simply unaccept-
able. There is also no question of
handing over Kashmir.... That,
too, is unacceptable. Let us be
very clear on what we will not ac-
cept. Only then we can move
forward.”
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can'end terror,

says Mishr
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Proposes Indo-US-Israeli axis

By Chidanand Rajghatta
Times NEws NETWORK

Washington: National secu-
rity adviser Brajesh Mishra
has proposed an alliance of
the US, India and Israel,
among other democratic
countries, to meet the threat
of terrorism.

In an address at the Ameri-

can Jewish Community’s an-
nual dinner here on Thurs-
day, Mr Mishra said such an
alliance would have the polit-
ical will and moral authority
to take bold decisions in ex-
; treme cases of terrorist
i provocation without being
i distracted by diversionary
: arguments like root causes.
i Preventive measures like
i blocking financial supplies,
i disrupting networks, sharing
i intelligence and simplifying
i extradition procedures could
i only be effective through in-
i ternational cooperation
: based on trust and shared
¢ values, he said.

The idea of a Washington-
New Delhi-Tel Aviv axis
i against terror is not new, but
i it is the first time it is being
i proposed so openly and for-
i mally, While doing so, Mr
Mishra spoke of the funda-
! mental similarities among
: India, the US and Israel, in-
i cluding their democratic sys-
i tems, sharing a common vi-
i sion of pluralism, tolerance
: and equal opportunity;

i 'Stronger India-US rela-
i tions and India-Israel rela-
i tions had a natural logic, In-
i dia’sforeign policy principal,
i who is in Washington for
i talks with top US officials,
i told the Jewish movers and

shakers.

Mr Mishra also announced
at the dinner that New Delhi
haped to receive Israeli
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon
soon in India on an official
visit.

Mr Mishra’s anti-terror
proposal came even as US
deputy secretary of state
Richard Armitage wound up
his daylong visit to Pakistan
and arrived in New Delhi. Mr
Mishra had met Mr Armitage
in transit in London before
his discussions here on Fri-
day with his US counterpart
Condoleeza Rice and Secre-
tary of State Colin Powell. Mr
Powell is meeting foreign
minister Yashwant Sinha
while in transit in Moscow
next week as part of the con-
tinuing Indo-US dialogue.

From all accounts, the dia-
logue appears aimed at walk-
ing Pakistan back from the
path of extremism to a more
reasoned approach to issues
involving the sub-continent.
In interviews with two Pak-
istani networks and a press
conference, Mr Armitage re-
Jjected a plethora of Pakistani
proposals while praising Is-
lamabad’s cooperation in the
war on terrorism, leaving his
hosts in little doubt about
which way Washington was
going in the ongoing spat be-
tween India and Pakistan on
Kashmir.

Among other issues, Mr
Armitage said the US had no
roadmap to resolve the Kash-
mir problem, that it was best
dealt with bilaterally, and
there could not be any artifi-
cial time-frame for the re-
solving the tangle.
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NDIA’S COMMITMENT is to the

people of Iraq and! not to the

regime of Saddam Hussein.

That is at the heart of the policy
of “middle path” that India had
crafted to deal with the Gulf crisis
that has inevitably transformed into
a war. Despite considerable political
pressure from the Opposition, the
Government has held on to the rath-
er cautious “middle path”. This
“middle path” in the war between
America and Saddam Hussein has
helped provide space to defend In-
dia's long-term interests in Iraq and
the Gulf. It also reflects the new
pragmatic strain that has taken root
in India’s foreign policy. Tempered
by realism, India no longer believes
rhetoric is a substitute for diploma-
cy. But as the conflict enters a deci-
sive state, India’s challenge is to find
ways to end this war quickly and pre-
pare for the post-war situation in
Iraq.

As India watched the crisis in the
Gulf deepen since last September
and it became clear that war was in-
evitable, it had two clear-cut options.
One was to support the Bush admin-
istration in this war, as part of build-
ing the “natural alliance” with the
United States and claiming a long-
term strategic role in its own extend-
ed neighbourhood. The realist case
for such an approach might have had
its merits. Extending political and
military support to Washington at a
time when it was badly isolated, it
was argued by some, might have
generated many positive spin-offs
for India.

But it was too bold for the political
leadership to stomach, for it depart-
ed so radically from the traditional
impulses that guided Indian thinking
about the world. If the United Na-
tions Security Council had put its
stamp of approval over American in-

? vasion of Irag, India might have of-
* fered operational support to the U.S.
With the deep divisions in the UNSC,
it became impossible for New Delhi
to adopt such a course. The popular
sentiment against this war in India,
as elsewhere in the world, made it

e
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By C. Raja Mohan ——

India’s “middle path” in

the war between America

and Saddam Hussein has helped provide space to
defend its long-term interests in Iraq and the Gulf.

untenable to be seen as siding with
Washington in this war, despite pro-
jections by realists of a major strate-
gic opportunity for India in the Gulf.

At the other end, there was strong
pressure to join the ranks of France,
Germany, Russia and China against
the American war in Iraq. Such a
course  would have

with the dynamic war situation and
its potential aftermath in Iraq. The
Government must appoint a high-
level special envoy who can engage
the many external actors involved in
shaping the outcome of this war and
craft a role for India in the post-war
arrangements in the Gulf.

As Operation Iraqi

pleased the Opposition WORLD VIEW

Freedom enters the sec-

and taken the political
heat off the Government. But India
has resisted this temptation. The les-
sons from the first Gulf War during
1990-91, following the invasion of
Kuwait by Saddam Hussein were in-
structive and nudged the Indian pol-
icy in a pragmatic direction.

Just like now, the Opposition then
was demanding that India oppose
the American effort to liberate Ku-
wait. Recall that the American war
against Iraq last time had the full
U.N. sanction. Those opposing the
war now on the ground that it has no
international legitimacy had rejected
it last time when it was backed by the
U.N. Desperate to get its own people
out of the war zone in Kuwait, India
could not bring itself to condemning
Saddam Hussein's occupation of a
fellow non-aligned nation. Coming
under U.N. pressure, India withdrew
its operational support to the Amer-
ican war just a couple of days before
it ended. India ended up on the los-
ing side of the war, alienated Kuwait
and other Gulf Arabs, and gained
nothing from supporting Saddam
Hussein.

India’s “middle path”, prudent as
it was, has run its course. The safe
positions it had constructed on a
number of platitudes are no longer
relevant. With war having broken
out, many of them serve no diplo-
matic purpose, except for posturing
at home and fobbing off the domes-
tic political opposition. The time has
come for India to deal purposefully

ond week, there is some
room for intra-war diplomacy. As the
U.S. forces begin to mount a massive
military squeeze on Baghdad, dan-
gerous battles loom ahead for the
Iraqi capital. Before the U.S. troops
make a forcible entry into Baghdad,
there will be some political effort to
avoid such an outcome. Saudi Arabia
says it has some ideas on ending the
war. Although the Bush administra-
tion has rejected any compromise
less than the ouster of Saddam Hus-
sein, it has not rejected all diplomat-
ic efforts. Given its deep concern for
the Irdaqi people, India must lend its
weight in averting a bloody takeover
of Baghdad.

This cannot be done by empty
statements from the non-aligned
movement and the UNSC. India has
no interest in legitimising a political
intervention by the UNSC on issues
of war and peace. That could be a
ghost that will come back to haunt
India in Kashmir. India should have
no objections to a U.N. role in deliv-
ering humanitarian assistance, but it
would be self-defeating to support
"any political move that seeks active
U.N. political intervention in Iraq.

Instead of paying heed to the rhet-
orical statements from the Arab
League which are not followed by its
own members, Indian diplomacy
must focus on working closely with
the Gulf Arab neighbours of Iraq,
who have lent support to U.S. mil-
itary operations but do not wish to
see a brutal showdown between

o Indla and the Iraq war

N4

America and Saddam Hussein in
Baghdad. India and its putative spe-
cial envoy must stay in close touch
with the Arab states bordering Iraq,
which have the highest stake in
bringing this war to a quick conclu-
sion. He also needs to stay in touch
with Turkey and Iran, the two non-
Arab neighbours of Iraq who can
shape the outcome of this war and
are keys to future stability in Iraq.

As a humanitarian crisis begins to
unfold in Iraq, the coalition forces
have already mobilised considerable
resources to be distributed in areas
coming under their control. A large
number of international and non-
governmental organisations are al-
ready poised to deliver assistance.
There have been no formal commit-
ments from India on any serious
plans to quickly move medical and
other assistance required for the Ira-
qi people. Unveiling a substantive
plan for providing relief and working
out the organisational and logistical
details must be an immediate pri-
ority for the Government.

Even more important for India is
to begin to think about post-war po-
litical arrangements in Iraq. The
most important objective for India is
to work with other countries in pre-
serving the unity and territorial in-
tegrity of Iraq. India would also like
to see that all the aspirations of dif-
ferent communities in Iraq are pro-
tected within the framework of a
single state centred in Baghdad. In-
dia also has a stake in seeing that the
secular character of Iraq is pre-
served. Pursuing these objectives re-
quires Indian diplomatic contact
with various Iragi groups and politi-
cal formations within and outside
the country. These include the vari-
ous Kurdish groups in northern Iraq,
the Iraqi National Congress, an um-
brella organisation based in London,
the Iraqi Shia leaders based in Teh-
eran, besides many Sunni leaders as-
sociated with the regime in the past
and present. The mechanism of a
special envoy is the key to bringing
the different imperatives of Indian
diplomacy together at this stage.
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’HH’:OTHERS HAVE NO INTEREST IN KASHMIR’

India cannot

\/(9\ By Amit Baruah 9 F P(/V\

KUALA LUMPUR, FEB. 25. India cannot support the
American war moves on Iraq and the United
Nations is being severely tested on account of
the continuing crisis, the Prime Minister, Atal
Behari Vajpayee, said here today.

Addressing a press conference, he said: “the
U.S. role is such that it cannot be supported. We
will decide what we have to do next after seeing
what form the war will take.”

Asked whether NAM could do anything to de-
ter the U.S. from going to war, Mr. Vajpayee said
that people’s opinions did count, especially in
democratic countries. “The demonstrations
against war have been so huge, I don’t think it
would have had no impact on the U.S. President,
George W.Bush, and other leaders. But the
strength that is required is not yet in evidence.”

Mr. Vajpayee said that the U.S. and those op-
posed to any unilateral action were still engaged
in the U.N. Security Council.

Supporting these efforts, he said there could
be no two views that a way out should be sought
till the last moment, war averted and Iraq shown
the correct path.

And if Iraq had weapons of mass destruction
(WMD), there should be a ban on them, the
Prime Minister said. But, the question arose why
the WMD issue should be raised only in relation
to Iraq.

“Don’t others have such weapons?”’ The atti-
tude adopted towards North Korea did not re-
veal that world leaders had a clear path before
them. “There can be no differing standards”.

On the Pakistan President, Pervez Mushar-
raf’s statement that it needed two hands to clap,
vis-a-vis Indo-Pak. relations, Mr. Vajpayee said:

H= HINDU

_~ war moves,

support U.S.

“Tali nahin bajti to chutki béja lain” (if we can’t

clap, then we can at lg¢ast click our fingers).
“There should be some [sound all the time.”

He said he did not know what had been the
experience of Gen. Musharraf during his meet-
ings with NAM leaders, but his talks were con-
fined to Iraq. There were talks on Pakistan as
well and it was clear that other countries had
“no interest” in Kashmir. All countries said that
it was a bilateral matter and India and Pakistan
should settle it.

The clear-cut statement from Malaysia
against raising bilateral issues in NAM should
open the eyes of the Pakistanis, Mr. Vajpayee
said.

There was no link, no comparison between
the Kashmir and Palestine issues. NAM would
die if bilateral disputes were injected into it.

He admitted that because of the Iraq issue,.
there was considerable ‘jaan’ (life) in this sum-
mit. NAM was formed with the objective of stop-
ping a world war and prodding nations to move
away from military blocs and adopt an inde-
pendent foreign policy.

Pointing out that the world stood on the verge
of a war, Mr. Vajpayee was categorical that in
this situation there was need for NAM. Before
coming to the summit, he felt that the orga-
nisation might be divided on Iraq, but now it
appeared that this would not happen.

Many countries, he said, believed that Iraq
should accept the NAM proposal and move for-
ward. If NAM spoke out fearlessly then it would
be in a position to put off war and strengthen the
constituency of peace.

The Prime Minister preferred not to respond
to a question on the Ayodhya issue.
Musharraf’s stand: Page 11
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lvanov,

Straw call up Sinha

By Our Diplomatic Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MARCH 24. The Russian Foreign Minis-
ter, Igor Ivanov, telephoned the External Affairs
Minister, Yashwant Sinha, on Sunday and the two
shared concerns over the destruction and loss of
human life in Iraq. Official sources said this eve-
ning that the two reviewed the ongoing devel-
opments in Iraq and agreed to remain in touch
with each other. Mr. Ivanov and Mr. Sinha ex-
changed views on how the United Nations could
once again be seized of the Iraqi matter given the
mounting international concern over the serious
humanitarian consequences of the ongoing mil-
itary action. Separately, the U.S. Secretary of
State, Colin Powell, and the British Foreign Secre-
tary, Jack Straw, telephoned Mr. Sinha today and
expressed condolences at the Kashmir killings.

Mr. Powell and Mr. Sinha did not discuss Iraq,
the sources said.

On the terrorist attack, Gen. Powell said the

Powell, ., “b\v

U.S. had repeatedly called for putting an end to
cross-border terrorism. He said Washington
would discuss the issue with Islamabad. In a re-
lated statement, the U.S. ambassador to India,
Robert D. Blackwill, said: “The United States con-
demns the ghastly murders of innocent men,
women and children at Nadimarg village. The
global war on terrorism will not be won until such |
atrocities end against all countries. We extend
our heartfelt condolences to the bereaved fam-
ilies of the victims. We look forward to the terror-
ists being brought swiftly to justice.”

Mr. Straw said he had expressed “shock’ at the
“appalling murder and attacks” on innocent ci-
vilians by terrorists. “The U.K. strongly con-
demns such acts. Our thoughts and sympathies
are with the families of all killed and those who
have been injured. These killings, as with earlier
terrorist attacks, underline the need for contin- |
ued action to eliminate the scourge of terrorism,”
he said.
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NEW DELH!, MARCH 23. India has ma e it clear
that it is not about to take any initiative,
through the Non-Aligned Movement
(NAM) or otherwise, on Irag, which could
jeopardise New Delhi’s improved equation
with Washington.

Official sources said the NAM’s failure to
move the United Nations was made plain to
Ali Akbar Velayati, special envoy of the Ira-
nian President, Mohamed Khatami, who
was in the capital on Friday.

With New Delhi in no mood to embark
on any initiative, India and Iran agreed dus-
ing Mr. Velayati’s visit that they would re-
main in “bilateral contact” on Iraq and
other issues. Clearly, India is aware that
Iran is the third dimension of the “axis of
evil” as seen by the U.S. President, George
W. Bush.

India is today repeatedly pointing to the
abject failure (and rightly so) of countries
like France, Russia and China to convene
an emergency session of the U.N. Security
Council to discuss or bring a resolution to
condemn the unilateral American invasion
of Iraq. Even the U.N. Secretary-General,
Kofi Annan, has failed to make such a
move,

It is pointing to the divisions in the Orga-
nisation of Islamic Conference (OIC) and
Arab nations to justify the pragmatic stance

adopted on IragThere is, in New Delhi’s
understandjng, no need to antagonise the

U S. by using words like “condemn” to de-
scribe the American military action.

In response to the Congress criticism of
the Government’s failure, the sources even
point to the fact that India d1d not con-
demn” the Soviet Union’s “invasions” of
Hungary, Czechoslovakia and Afghanistan.
There appears to be a degree of equation
here between the old Soviet Union and the
current United States as far as India’s rela-
tionships are concerned.

The sources said it was not as if India had

“approved” of the American military action,
but pointed out that the language of diplo-
macy had to be different from the language
of the Opposition politician.

But, the concept of the Indian “leader-
ship role” in opposmon to the U.S. as far as
Iraq went was not going to “fly”, the sources
maintained. India, it was made plain, by
respondmg to “principle” had landed itself
in a mess by taking the Kashmir issue to the
U.N. back in 1948.

A strident position on Iraq was not going
to lead to anything, the source said, point-
ing to the failures of three of the five perma-
nent members of the Security Council to do
anything tangible on Iraq.

In the Indian understanding, Iraq, too,
was not blameless. If it had provided the
fullest cooperation, then U.N. weapons’ in-
spectors could have given it a clean chit on
the charge of possessing chemical and bi-
ological weapons. The sources pointed to
the discovery of the Al-Samoud missiles

India not keen on taking
any | initiative on Iraq

and some drones by the UN. inspectors.

The sources were also concerned that
alienating the U.S. and the U.K. could cre-
ate problems for India on the Kashmir front
and in the Security Council itself. They
pointed to the fact that Pakistan had devel-
oped a close relatnonshlp with the U.S. by

“cooperating” in nabbing the Al-Qaeda and
the Taliban elements.

India had to ensure there was no “Nixo-
nian-type” of tilt towards Pakistan by the
U.s.

According to the sources, even the “mid-
dle path” adopted by India on Iraq was a
“big deal” for the U.S. They maintained that
there had been regular consultation be-
tween India and the U.S. on the Iraq issue.
(It is hardly a secret that the U.S. is happy
that Parliament did not adopt any kind of
resolution on Iraq).

On the Iraqi war front, the sources felt
that the greatest threat was to the territorial
integrity of the country, having taken note
of the entry of Turkish troops into northern
Iraq.

For Iraq to remain intact as a nation, a
strong international presence was neces-
sary.

As of now, it could not be said what kind
of regime would take over in Iraq. On the
military campaign itself, the sources said
the pitch could be queered if the war turned
out to be a prolonged one.

This, the sources said, could have a bear-
ing on India’s growth prospects as well.




/ ~'Joshi defends
7 Vajpayee ort \fraq

ALLAHABAD, MARCH 23. Defending the Prime Minister, Atal
Behari Vajpayee, for not “succumbing” to the
Opposition’s demand for passing a resolution condemning
the U.S.-led attack on Iraq, the Human Resource
Development Minister, Murli Manohar Joshi, said the
Prime Minister must be allowed to choose appropriate
words expressing India’s concern.

Referring to the criticism of the Government for not
adopting a resolution condemning the war against Iraq,
Mr. Joshi said the matter should be left to the Prime
Minister to articulate India’s view in appropriate words
keeping in view the national interest and international
opinion.

Mr. Joshi said the country, under the leadership of Mr.
Vajpayee had time and again made clear its disagreement
with the U.S. on the Iraq issue, but the same need not be
articulated by taking a hawkish stand.

The war on Iraq could have been avoided, Mr. Joshi
said, adding large sections of the international community
were against it and even in the U.S. anti-war protests
were taking place. — PTI
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(’ \ B) Amit Balualt‘\ qQ
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NEW DELHI, MARGH 20. India said
today that the ‘United States’
“military action” against Irag
lacked  “justification”  and
echoed the pronouncements of
the United Nations chief weap-
ons inspectors, Hans Blix and
Mohammed El Baradei, that
such action was “avoidable”.
The statement was issued af-
ter an informal among the
Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vaj-
payee, the Deputy Prime Minis-
ter, LK. Advani, and the
External Affairs Minister, Yash-
want Sinha, and some others at
the Prime Minister’s residence.

Bush phones up PM

In a related development, the
U.S. President, George W. Bush,
telephoned the Prime Minister
and informed him of the recent
developments leading to the
military action against Iraq.

Mr. Vajpayee, sources said,
expressed “deep anguish” at the
fact that the U.N. Security
Council was unable to reach
agreement on the course of ac-
tion to be adopted on Iraq.
Hoping that the military action
would be concluded at the earli-
est, he told Mr. Bush of the need
to provide humanitarian assist-
ance, adding that India was
ready to participate in such ef-
forts.

The Prime Minister is also
convening an all-party meeting
on Saturday on Iraq.

In a statement, on which he

21 map am3
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took no questions; the Foreign
Office spokesman said this af-
ternoon: “It is with the deepest
anguish that we have seen re-
ports of the commencement of
military action in Iraq.”

Taking care not to name the .

U.S., it said that India recog-
nised the “full force and valid-
ity” of the international
community to disarm Iraq of its
weapons of mass destruction,
set out in the U.N. Security
Council Resolution 1441.

‘““Recent weeks have seen se-
rious divergence of opinion
among members of the U.N. Se-
curity Council on action in re-

spect of Iraq’s compliance with [

Resolution 1441. ,
“It is a matter of grave con-
cern that continuing differences
within the Security Council pre-
vented a harmonisation of the
position of its members, result-
ing in seriously impairing the
authority of the U.N. system.

‘Not an evacuation’

The spokesman said that Air-
India had operated additional
flights on the basis of “commer-
cial demand” to bring back
some people, adding that this
was not an “evacuation” and
that "air space” around Iraq
was open.

The feedback coming in from
Indian missions in the Gulf was
that there was no cause for pan-
ic and that they did not fear a
major dislocation of the Indian
community living there.

THE= HINDOD
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Dlsappomted India

By Amit Baruah

NEW DELHI, MARCH 18. India is “deeply dlsappomt-
ed” at the United Nations Security Council’s in-
ability to “act collectively”, specially the failure of
the permanent memibers to “harmonise their po-
sitions” on Iraq.

“As long as the peaceful disarmament of Iraq
has the slightest chance, we would continue to
urge caution, self-restraint and high sense of re-
sponsibility on the part of concerned parties,” the
brief statement issued by the foreign office
spokesman said. There was no reference to the
United States by name in the statement — a sign
that the Government was treading very carefully
as far as taking a view on the impending military
action by the U.S. against Iraq was concerned.
Nor was there any reference to the “ultimatum”
issued to the Iraqi President, Saddam Hussein.

Stating that the Cabinet was briefed on the cur-
rent situation, the statement said: “As the latest
crisis had unfolded, India has taken the consis-
tent position that Iraq must fully. comply with
U.N. Security Council resolutions for the elim-
ination of weapons of mass destruction.”

“Our counsel has been against war and in fa-
vour of peace. We have emphasised that all deci-
sions on Iraq must be taken under the authority

of the U.N. We have stated that any move for
change in regime in Iraq should come from with-
in and not be imposed from outside. We have
also been drawing attention to the precarious hu-
manitarian situation of the Iragi people which
war would only aggravate,” it said.

According to sources, the U.S. Secretary of
State, Colin Powell, telephoned the External Af-
fairs Minister, Yashwant Sinha, and explained the
circumstances in which the ultimatum had been
issued. On his part, Mr. Sinha put across the Indi-
an position.

Separately, the Parliamentary Affairs Minister,
Sushma Swaraj, said the Cabinet had been
briefed on Iraq by Mr. Sinha. There was no dis-
cussion on Iraq and no view was taken by the
Cabinet, she said adding that the External Affairs
Ministry was asked to articulate its response.

In a related development, the All-India Con-
gress Committee spokesman said: “The decision
to go to war tramples on the United Nation’s
charter, denigrates the Security Council, flouts
international law, does grave injury to the con-
cept of national sovereignty and sets dangerous
and unacceptable precedents.”

“The Congress party cannot but deplore this
decision to go to war against a sovereign inde-
pendent member of the United Nations.”
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\Q’) By Atul Aneja

MANAMA (BAHRAIN), MARCH 17.
With a United States-led war
against Iraq now becoming in-
creasingly imminent, Indian
diplomats left Baghdad on Sun-
day as part of a mounting with-
drawal of foreign nationals from
the country.

The Indian Ambassador to
Iraq, B.B. Tyagi, moved to Am-
man by road from Baghdad, but
the Indian Embassy in Iraq is
technically still functional.

The Embassy, which will be
manned by an Iraqi staff, can be
approached for travel assist-
ance, diplomatic sources said.

While eight Indian students
left Iraq on Sunday, a handful of
businessmen, working under
the oil-for-food programme,

have been advised to leave at

w’ ‘India pulls out
,\ T+ diplomatic staff

the earliest. The desert highway
from Baghdad bifurcates after
600 km.

While one road heads for Am-
man, the other travels towards
Damascus, Syria.

In Baghdad, shop owners
were reportedly seen moving
their merchandise to ware-
houses for protection, while res-
idents swamped the markets to
stock essential commodities be-
fore the bombing began.

Some residents in northern
Iraq were seen rushing towards
the Kurdish areas protected by
the U.S. and British warplanes.

In a related development, the
U.S. Central Command Chief,
Tommy Franks, arrived in Ku-
wait on Monday to explore two
possible invasion plans of
southern Iraq, diplomatic
sources said.
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~"Crisis management
group to deal with

g

NEW DELHI, MARCH 17. The Minis-
try of External Affairs has set up
a crisis management group
(CMQG) to deal with the evolving
situation in Iraq, specifically its
implications for Indian nation-
als living in the Gulf.

Asked to comment on the 24-
hour ultimatum extended by
the United States to the U.N,,
the Foreign Office spokesman
said he was not responding to
any statement. The “suprema-
cy” of the multilateral process
must be maintained.

The spokesman said the
CMG, being headed by R.M. Ab-
hyankar, Secretary in the Minis-
try of External Affairs, sought
directions and advice from the
External Affairs Minister, Yash-
want Sinha, on the issue.

Representatives from the
Ministries of Defence and Civil
Aviation were present at the
meeting and the plan was to in-
vite officials from the Petroleum
and Labour Ministries as well.

The spokesman said the CMG
would look at all aspects of the
Gulf situation as it evolved. It
would take action as required
by developments.

Though the Indian Ambassa-
dor to Iraq and his Indian staff
had relocated to Amman, he
was following developments
closely, the spokesman stated,
adding that the Embassy itself
was open and being manned by
local staff. The spokesman re-
marked that a control room was
also being set up in the Ministry
of External Affairs to provide in-
formation about Indian nation-
als. He said that 31 Indians had
chosen to remain in Iraq of their
own volition — three nuns from
the Missionaries of Charity,
eight charity workers in Karba-
la, four students in Najaf, 14
businessmen and two news
correspondents.

«“"Iraq situation

By Amit Baruah W()- W Asked 1%96 was a plan to

evacuate Indian nationals from
Kuwait, the spokesman said the
expectation was there would be
no need to panic. The CMG, he
said, would be in constant
touch with Indian Embassies in
the Gulf and the Government of
India was committed to taking
care of its nationals.

In another development, the
spokesman said India had de-
cided to extend a $10 million
credit line to Suriname, whose
president, R.R. Venetiaan, held
talks with the Indian leadership
today. A joint statement issued
by the two sides said that India
had agreed to waive in its enti-
rety all pending payments by
Suriname to New Delhi against
the first credit line of Rs. 50 mil-
lion extended in 1992. “India
and Suriname affirmed that ter-
rorism cannot be justified in
any form, for any cause or for
any reason as an excuse. They
agreed that the fight against ter-
rorism must be global, compre-
hensive and sustained for the
objective of total elimination of
terrorism worldwide,” the state-
ment said.

The Surinamese side appre-
ciated the evolving security
concerns of India in the light of
recent local, regional and global
developments. It appreciated
the restraint and responsibility
shown by India despite its var-
ied defence capabilities. “In this
connection, Surinamese side
supported the resolution of dif-
ferences between India and Pa-
kistan through a bilateral
dialogue. It also recognised thar
cross-border infiltration ard
terrorism had to end to encotir-
age resumption of dialogue. It
called on the countries con-
cerned to dismantle the infras-
tructure of support to terrorism
and to stop serving as a plat-
form for international terror-
ism,” the statement added.
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US ties force Y

' Delhi to walk
Iraqg tlghtrope

PRANAY SHARMA \ :

New Delhi, March 16: India’s
muted criticism of America’s
war-mongering in Iraq can be
traced to its fear of jeopardising
“excellent” relations with the US
and its refusal to create a situa-
tion where Pakistan may have
an edge in dealing with the Bush
administration.

“We don't want to become
vassals of the US. Neither do we
want to declare our criticism of
the Americans from the roofto-
ps,” a senior leader said. He said
Delhi’s nuances in its stand on
the crisis were based on “safegu-
arding national interests and not
on the ideology of the Cold War”,

South Block is worried publ-
ic criticism of the USstandon Ir-
aq may cast a shadow on its relat-
ions with the Americans and al-
so stem the upswing in their ties.

Delhi also needs Washington
solidly behind it if its Kashmir
policy is to be heard by the inter-
national community and to en-
sure Pakistan is not given any
leeway to increase militant ac-
tivities in the strife-torn state
and elsewhere in the country.

India’s stand on Iraq is based
on four elements. First, it wants
a peaceful resolution of the Iraqi
crisis. Second, it wants the UN to
take the final decision on what
needs to be done about Iraq.

- Third, it wants Iraq’s “full
and complete” compliance with
UN Security Council resolution
1441. And fourth, it wants the
sanctions on Iraq lifted once the
UN is satisfied ahout Baghdad’s
compliance with the resolution.

The US does not appear to
have a problem with the Indian
stand. Senior US officials have,
in fact, emphasised that Delhi’s

and Washington’s positions on -

the crisis are almost identical.

Whether this is an exaggera-
tion or not, indications are clear
the US administration is more
satisfied and happy with the In-
dian stand than that of some of
its Western allies.

Priva Minictan A O Ylainae.
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le path”. This, in effect, means
that though Delhi talks of a pea:
ceful resolution of the crisis, it
stops short of an anti-war stand

Moreover, its opposition t
“unilateralism” in favour o
UN’s “multilateralism” is com
bined with the stress on “Iraq’
complete and full compliance
with resolution 1441.

In the entire statement of th
Prime Minister, the US has nc
been named even once. This is
deliberate move as even at there
cent Non-Aligned Movement
summit in Kuala Lumpur, India
played a key role in ensuring the
US was not named in the resolu-
tion on Iraq passed by the devel-
oping countries.

Indian leaders have been
“more candid” in expressing
their views on the Iragi crisis
during private conversations
with US leaders, sources say.

During his recent telephone
conversation with President
George W. Bush, Vajpavee made
it clear that India would not be
able to support Washington if it
went ahead with military action
against Iraq without the Coun-
cil'sapproval.

Vajpayee also did not hesitate
to point out that Bush'’s proposed
tough action would “enrage” a
large number of people both
within and outside India, partic-
ularly Muslims.

Indian leaders want to make
it clear that those opposing the
US stand should be objective in
their views on the Iraqgi Préside-
nt. “Saddam Hussein is no angel
and this is something we should
not forget. But that does not me-
an we support the proposed mili-
tary action of the US inIraq.,” a
senior Indian leader said.

Another reason for India's
guarded criticism of the US is
the likelihood of a last-minute
“patch-up™ between Washington
and its Western allies.

Buteven if the US goes to war
without UN approval, India may
have to be more vocal in its criti-
cism of the US acnon Thxs wor-

wlna a1l TAYL Y
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TINRK Statham of HolaRg, T PARIT O oewasye oo

erals, Vajpayee tells NAM

o g)daudwfmexr agenda.
Healso rubbished Gen. Pervey,
Muwharmf soattempts to draw &

KUALA LUMPUR, Feb: 25 parallel between Kashmir and .
The Non-Aligned Moventent wii Palestine, saving: “The Kashmiris

die if it gets ivolved in bilatera have given their verdict in the
problems, Mr Atal Behari Vajpay +-polls fo stay with India.” ;
today, a day after the Pak- Mr Yajpayee was asked abomt
i President raised the Kash- - Gen: Musharraf’s remarks that
ssue at the group’s sumipit. * both hands were required to clap
he NAM will die before ttcan ro-  NAM summit. He vrged NAM mem- and that if India was reluctant to re-
vitalise ;NH if it gets involved in bilat- bers to follow in the footsteps of other  sume talks. he too was not keen. The
eral issues,” the Prime Minister told - international groups such as the Or- . Prime Minister said: “Tali nahi bajii 10
Indian journalists at the end of his ganisation of Islamic Conference and  chutki baja lein. Kuch nu kuch bajnag
four-day visit to Malaysia 1o attend the — Ascan, that never allow bilateral issucs chahive”
e
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US can’t be the
chosen"UN: PM

Tives News NETwonk

New Delhi: Prine Minister
Afal Bibari Vajpavee came
ottt with his strongest-possi-
bie reaction (o the Iray orisis
on Wednesday when he ex-
proessed his unequivocal op-
poesitisn 1o an outside fores
imposing a regime change in
any couniry.

“The use of foree by a su-
perpower o change a regime
is wrong and camnnot be sup-
poried.our views on this are
very clean” Mr Vaipayee told
the Lok Sabha when oppost-
tion members pressed him o
clarify India's stand on Irag.
e expressed similar senti-
ments in the Rajya Sabha as
wedl, where he said, “ We want
a multipolar (duhurashiriya)
world. The concept of one
eountry dietating a regime
change in another doesn’t it
this century”

Mr Vaipayee's commenis
ware notcontained inthe for
mal  identical  statements
made by hivg in both houses
srlisment. instead, his re-
Ks were § response o the
concerns and demands from
MPs that he dlesr the govern-
went's position on regime
change and unilateral action.
ither the statement nor his
comnnents gamed the US.
When asked specificadly if In-
dia wonldd condemn unilater-
sl action against Traq, Mr V-
ipe first hedged, saving,
%,w hope there mi} be ne
wnilieral action”” He then
a dm?, if this does happen,
we will condemn ¢

Hizcomments weregreeted
with thwmping of desks and
with thapppositio i
credit for pr i}ﬁ’f)}x!ﬂm

INDIA: No unilateral action

* Respect UN and give time to inspectors

» One couniry dictating a regime change in
another doesn’t it this century

= Indiz will condemn a unilateral US attack

US/UK: The sirain is telling
Morning: Rumsfeld says US can do without UK
Noon: UK stunned by this remark

Evening: Rurnsfeld says he didn't really mean it

And in Washington...

With anger rising on the Capitol over French opposition
to US policy oniraq, representative Bob Ney has
ordered the word ‘Frencl’ be struck off all House menus,
and be replaced by ‘Fresdom’. Hence Freadom Fries',

making such a c:xz'c;ﬂ,urim)
statement. The Vajpavee gov

grument has been méw G
vere attack from the opposi-
tion for its ambig

political leaders about India’s
position but the opposition
was not satistied with the gov-
erpment’s response and in-
{guous stand stead pressed for a formal
ot the Trag ovisis, They had  statensent by the Prime Min
even demanded that aresoly-  ster in parliament.
tion be adopted by parfiament He told parliament that In-
stating categorically that In- dis had made it elear that de-
diawould not support US mil-  cisions could not be made at

tary action against frag, The  gunpoint and that & sudiva
P hadmmaﬁﬁﬁr : v osarkar O {puppet: | regihne)

smeeting on Monday o biief

would not be aceepted.

WE TINES OF INBIA
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‘BAGHDAD MUST COOPERATE WITH INSPECTION PROCESS’

We’ll not back regime change
m‘g\iraq by outside forces: PM

By Our New Delhi Bureau

NEW DELHI, MARCH 12. The Prime Minister,
Atal Behari Vajpayee, today ruled out sup-
port for a regime change brought about by
outsiders in Iraq. “If a change has to come
about, it should be done by the people of
that country. No outside power has the
right to do that,” he told the Lok Sabha.

Responding to clarifications sought by
members on his statement in the House,
the Prime Minister also expressed himself
against any unilateral action against Iraq. “I
believe it will not happen because if it does,
it will undermine the U.N. and also create a
grave crisis,” he said.

Mr. Vajpayee, however, appeared to
hedge his bets on the issue of whether India
would allow its facilities to be used in the
event of a war. “I believe there will not be a
war. Hence, 1 cannot answer what stand we
will take if there is a war,” he said. He hoped
that a peaceful solution to the crisis would
be found and favoured giving Iraq more
time and even increasing the number of
inspectors if the need arose.

In the Lok Sabha, Mr. Vajpayee was re-
peatedly goaded by the Opposition to take a
categorical stand on the war. Shivraj Patil
(Cong.) asked him to take an unambiguous
stand on issues such as regime change in
Iraq and the issue of giving more time to
Baghdad. Somnath Chatterjee, CPI(M), de-

manded that House pass a unanimous
resolution gondemning the U.S. threat of a

war against Iraq. He also wanted the Prime
Minister to make it clear that India would
not lend its facilities or allow refuelling of
U.S. military aircraft in the event of a war.

In his statement to both Houses, the
Prime Minister seemed to express a degree
of unhappiness with Iraq’s non-coopera-
tion in the disarmament process. “We be-
lieve that [raq must cooperate actively with
the inspection process and comply fully
with the inspection process and comply
with all relevant Security Council resolu-
tions. “If the pace of this cooperation had
been quicker, it may have enabled UN-
MOVIC and IAFEA to certify to the U.N. Se-
curity Council that Iraq was in full
compliance of Resolution 1441,” he said.

Sticking to India’s oft-repeated stand
that the Security Council should decide on
“what further action” was required, he said:
“The international community must take a
very careful look both at the objective of
achieving Iraq's full compliance with U.N.
resolutions and at the means to be adopted
to reach this goal.”

“If permitting more time and formula-
tion of clearer criteria can facilitate a deci-
sion within the U.N. framework, we believe
this option should be given a chance. We
hope that the members of the Security
Council will harmonise their positions to
ensure that its final decisipn enhances the

13 M0 M3

be deeply scarred, with disastrous conse-
quences for world order. The Government
of India would strongly urge that no mil-
itary action be taken which does not have
the collective concurrence of the interna-
tional community,” Mr. Vajpayee main-
tained.

He said India recognised the “validity of
the unanimous decision” of the Security
Council in its Resolution 1441, which pro-
vided for the disarmament of Iraq and reaf-
firmed the sovereignty and territorial
integrity of Iraq, Kuwait and the neighbour-
ing states. India had alsb voiced its concern
on various occasions about the difficult hu-
manitarian situation in Iraq. It had consis-
tently stated that if Baghdad complied fully
with the relevant Security Council resolu-
tions then sanctions against that country
should be lifted.

Mr. Vajpayee informed the Rajya Sabha
about his telephone conversation with the
U.S. President, George W. Bush. However,
to a pointed query from the Congress MP,
K. Natwar Singh, he preferred not to dis-
close what Mr. Bush shared with him. Se-
nior Congress leader, Arjun Singh, wanted
to know details of reports of the U.S. trying
to cajole India into joining the war efforts
and offering it a role in the post-war regime.
He asked how aggressors could invite India
to a “feast of vultures”. Ram Deo Bhandary
of the Rashtriya Janata Dal wondered why
the Government did not name the U.S.

even once in the statement. /




India’s policy on Iraq |
hides its weaknesses

By Manoj Joshi (>
( \/ Times NEws NETWORK \’l
3
New Delhi: India is following a ‘tradi-
tional’ policy on Iraq, says a senior gov-
ernment official. “We are for peace, for
the strict implementation of the UN res-
olution calling for the disarmament of
Traq and, if they cooperate, for the lift-
ing of sanctions.”

New Delhi-based foreign diplomats
are not so charitable. If they are gener-
ous, they call it ‘ambiguous’; if they are
not they use stronger words.

Actually, New Delhi’s policy is a well-
calibrated waffle that conceals India’s
relative unimportance to American war
plans in the Gulf, its general economic
weakness, as well as the continuing
price it is paying for not being able to
manage its relations with Pakistan.

If India has not gone out of its way to
support the US, neither has it been
among the front rankers of those op-
posed to it. For the record, New Delhi
has called for peace and emphatically
declared that it will not support the US
war effort.

Unlike Pakistan, which is on the Se-
curity Council, and Turkey, which bor-
ders Iraq, India does nat have to take a
stand and be counted. Neither is its ab-
sence from the frontline being noticed.
There are no Indian military facilities
that the US requires for its war, and so
there are no complaints.

12 mae 203

Indeed, the US is so comfortable with
New Delhi’s position that its ambassa-
dor has dangled before New Delhi the
prospect of a share in the post-war re-
construction pie.

In the meantime, India does have to
worry about the collateral damage that
could accrue if war dramatically re-
duced oil supplies or otherwise disrupt-
ed the livelihood of the 3.5 million strong
Indian community in the Persian Gulf
littoral. Or for that matter took the world
into an economic recession. Some plan-
ning is underway, but war brings uncer-
tainties that simply cannot be predicted.

The government feels that at this
juncture India has no options and keep-
ing a pragmatic foot in both camps is a
win-win formula. US officials have as-
sured the government that the war will
be short and will have a minimal fallout
in terms of disruption of oil supplies or
displacement of Indian expatriates in
the Guif.

The reason is not difficult to pinpoint.
Last week President George W. Bush
called Prime Minister A.B. Vajpayee to
seek support for his Iraq policy. Some-
what gratuitously, he also told Mr Vaj-
payee that he would continue to impress
on Pakistan President Pervez Mushar-
raf to rein in the ‘jihadis’. Having failed
to rein in Pakistan through a military
show of force last year, the government
has no options but to keep on the right

side of the US. /
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By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MARCH 11. The Opposition parties in
Parliament today kept up the pressure on the
Government to state its stand categorically on the
looming war over Iraq. In both the Houses, Oppo-
sition members joined hands demanding a state-
ment from the Prime Minister, Atal Behari
Vajpayee.

The Rajya Sabha witnessed uproarious scenes
for 30 minutes. The issue was raised during zero
hour by Pranab Mukherjee(Cong.), who said that
M. Vajpayee should take Parliament into confi-
dence. “The all-party meeting is not a substitute
for making a statement on the floor of the House.
There are several issues such as whether U.S. war
planes would be allowed (here) and whether the
Indian soil would be used...” he said.

As the Minister for Parliamentary Affairs, Sush-
ma Swaraj, rose to say that as per the direction of
the Chair on Monday either the Prime Minister or
his nominee should come to the House and make
a statement, the External Affairs Minister came to
make a statement. But Congress, CPI(M) and R]D
members were on their feet demanding that the
Prime Minister come to the House.

Mr. Mukherjee said that except making some
references while replying to the motion of thanks
to the President’s address, the Prime Minister did
not make any statement on Iraq. “This is a pecu-
liar situation. We expected the Prime Minister to
take the House into confidence as it is a matter of
concern to all.”

Nothing short of PM
ement will do: Opposmon

Ms. Swaraj clarified that on Monday she had
not given any assurance about Mr. Vajpayee com-
ing to the House and as directed by the Chair,
Yashwant Sinha was present to make a statement.
This raised another din and the Deputy Chair-
person, Najma Heptulla, then asked Ms. Swaraj
whether the Prime Minister would make a state-
ment. Ms. Swaraj said that if the members so de-
sired, he would come to the House at a
convenient time.

The issue was raised in the Lok Sabha during
question hour by Prabod Panda of the CPI(M). He
was supported by Shivraj Patil (Cong) who
stressed that this being a “very grim issue that
affects the nation’s interest deeply, Mr. Vajpayee
must make a statement before Parliament”.

Somnath Chatterjee (CPI-M) lamented that at
the all-party meeting on Monday, the Govern-
ment did not agree to a joint resolution of Parlia-
ment condemning a war on Iraq. There was no
reason for India not to oppose a war.” We should
also make it absolutely clear that our facilities will
not be available in the war against Iraq,” he said.

The Government, however, received unexpect-
ed support from the former Prime Minister,
Chandra Shekhar. He urged the Opposition not to
insist on a parliamentary resolution, as it would
bind the Government and deny it elbow room in a
rapidly changing situation. As Prime Minister in
1991, he had allowed refuelling facilities to Amer-
ican planes during the first Gulf war,

Vijay Kumar Malhotra (BJP) joined issue with
the Opposition for criticising the Government.
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THE PUSILLANIMITY DNSPLAYED by New Del-
hi in its refusal to stake oqt a position against a
war on Iraq is inexcusable\The Prime Minister,
Atal Behari Vajpayee, has ss'ught to portiray the
situation that India confronts in regard to this
issue, at this juncture, as one where India is
being made to choose between two friends. He
has advocated that India follow “a middle path”
and, thereby, implicitly suggested that the
country make no choice at all. Such an ap-
proach to global affairs, wherein the fear of
alienating one side or the other is the operative
factor, not only represents a total abandonment
of principle but also indicates a lack of the
‘sense of purpose and will that add weight to a
-country’s status within the international com-
munity. By expressing the pious hope that a
peaceful solution will be arrived at rather than
taking a categorical position against war, New
Delhi appears to imply that it does discern
some justification for a U.S.-led military strike
against Iraq. What is at the forefront of global
events at this point in time, and therefore what
needs to be urgently attended to, is the seem-
ingly unstoppable slide towards hostilities. The
question of Iraq’s non-compliance with its obli-
gations to rid itself of a weapons of mass de-
struction capability is a matter that the global
community has been seized of and has con-
stantly addressed. Global activism on the score
has begun to produce results with Iraq stepping
up the pace of its cooperation with the United

Nations weapons inspection teams. With a

peaceful solution having become viable, it is all
the more necessary that a stand be taken
against a war that is ostensibly meant to achieve
the same purpose. While it was slow to take a
start, the campaign against war has picked up
such momentum as to cause an upheaval in
many parts of the world, including within the
United Kingdom, the country that was other-
wise seen to be mostly closely aligned with the
U.S. With a multitude of countries taking a
stand, Mr. Vajpayee ought to have acceded to
the Opposition’s demand and taken a position

that reflected the strong sentimeny against war
shared by many people across the country.

Neither can New Delhi afford to be ambiv-
alent about the collateral objective that Wash-
ington apparently seeks to achieve through war,
namely a regime change in Iraq. The U.S. is
desperately trying to convince the rest of the
global community that the removal from power
of Iraq’s President, Saddam Hussein, is neces-
sary not only because he threatens the world
outside his country but aiso because he repress-
es his own people. This policy, for which Wash-
ington is assiduously drumming up support,
directly contravenes a principle of international
politics which India has always treated as a mat-
ter of faith — that of non-intervention in the
internal affairs of any country. The change of a
country’s regime might be presented as a reme-
dy only for extreme cases at the present, but if it
comes to be accepted in principle it could spin
off other doctrines that advocate external in-
tervention at different levels, for different rea-
sons and on different scales. Confronted as it is
by multiple challenges in trying to integrate a
multitude of disparate groups into the nationai
mainstream, and displaying many lacunae on
the score of good governance as it does, India
has to be extremely wary of doctrines that pro-
mote external intervention in domestic affairs.
The principle of non-intervention in the internal
affairs of any country has to be given suste-
nance, and should not be allowed to erode, at a
juncture when the sovereign space of many
countries is already being invaded by the forces
of economic globalisation.

With so many aspects of India’s national in-
terest likely to be challenged by these devel-
opments, and with its world view likely to be
buffeted by the new doctrines, Mr. Vajpayee and
his colleagues should have invited a wide-rang-
ing and in-depth discussion on the issues in-
stead of presenting an anodyne version of such
debate as did take place at the all-party meeting.
But hopefully, Parliament will take on a burden
that the Government has not cared to pick up.
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ATAL REJECTS LEFT DEMAND TO PASS RESOLUTION AGAINST MILITARY STRIKE

Russia to veto
UNraqg
resolution

Moscow
10 MARCH

RUSSIA  will
veto the US-
British draft of
the UN Securi-
ty Council res-
olution setting
a March 17
deadline  for
Iraq to disarm,
Russian foreign minister Igor
Ivanov said on Monday. “Rus-
sia will vote against the draft
resolution tabled by the US,
Britain and Spain containing
“an ultimatum in the form of
demands. They contradict the
course being implemented on
the basis of previous resolution
1,441,” Mrlvanov was quoted
as saying by Itar-Tass.

It was the first explicit refer-
ence by Russia to vote against
the resolution in its current
form, while earlier it vowed to
“block” the move. Mr Ivanov’s
statement came after the
Kremlin security meet, chair-
ed by President Vladimir Putin.
It was held against the back-
drop of US media reports claim-
ing Mr Putin assured President
George W. Bush that Moscow
:will not veto the US-sponsored
(draftauthorising automatic use
*of military force against Iraq.

‘ " “Russia has been dedaring
ind once again says it cannot
;stpport such draft. It will be
‘hardly expedient to table such
draft before the UN SC. But ifit
is tabled, Russia will vote
‘against,” Mr Ivanov said. Inits
Sunday issue, Time had report-
ed Mr Putin had assured Mr
Bush that Moscow will not
veto the US-British draft setting
the March 17 deadline, which
needs 9 votes of the 15-mem-
ber Security Council for adop-
tion, provided Russia, France
and Chinaabstain. —PT1

PTIN
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PM rules out proactixﬁ/
S

Barm.e Grounp: Deputy prime minister L.K. Advani and Prime Minister

Atal Behari Vajpayee greet leader of the Opposition Sonia Gandhi at an
all-party meeting on the Iraq crisis in New Delhi on Monday. — AFP

Our Political Bureau

" NEW DELHI 10 MARCH

RIME Minister Atal Behari
P Vajpayee on Monday ruled
out any proactive support
for the US war plans against Iraq.
Addressing an all-party meet-
ing to discuss the looming threat
of a US-led war, the Prime Minis-
ter and his government rejected
the demand from a section of the
Opposition, particularly the Left
and the RJD, for a resolution
against unilateral US action.
Prime Minister who has been
advoacting a middle path, which
will take into consideration its self
interest, cautioned the partici-
pants against an “instant” analy-
sis of the emerging situation.
While India is not happy with the
US’ plansto go ahead with its war
plans with the “coalition of the
willing,” it is aware that those op-
posing the war plans of the US
have not been sensitive to New
Delhi’sinterest. The Prime Minis-
ter had referred to this during an
intervention in House where he
hinted about a gang up at the
Kuala Lumpur meeting of the
NAM against India. The Left de-

scribed this position as a “surren-
der” to the US. The Third World
sentimentalists in the Left have
been arguing for a proactive op-
position to the US war plans on
the lines of France and Russia.

Mr Vajpayee insisted the gov-
ermnment will have to take into
consideration the changed reali-
ty. At the same time his govern-
ment was against war and that
decisions should be taken via the
UN route. “However powerful
the country may be, it cannot
take unilateral action.” External
affairs minister Yashwant Sinha
said the situation in the Gulf re-
gion was “developing very rapid-
ly” and that India was ready to
meet any contingency that may
arise in the event of a war.

“We have taken al precau-
tions to ensure the safeiy and se-
curity of Indian nationds in that
area,” he said adding that on the
question of oil supplies there
should not be any worry. “We
have built our reserves. There is
no cause for concern.” M: Smha
who disagreed with the Left’s po-
sition about Iraq’s innocence said
the Saddam Hussein regime, too,
was responsible for the plight.

Army briefs
PM, others on
consequences

of global war

~_New Delhi
10 MARCH

PRIME Minister Atal Behari Vaj-
payee and his senior ministers
have been extensively briefed by
the military on the possible con-
sequences of an US attack on
Iraq. Mr Vajpayee, deputy prime
minister L.K. Advaniand defence
minister George Fermandes at-
tended the briefing late on Sun-
day at the “war room,” or the
main centre for controlling mili-
tary operations, at the defence
ministry.

Military sources said the near-
ly two-hour-long briefing was
extensive and dealt with all possi-
ble consequences of an US attack
as well as its likely impact on the
Indian subcontinent. “All securi-
ty issues, including the likely re-
action of Pakistan and other
neighbouring countries, were
factored into the briefing,” said a
senior Indian Army offiial.

The military top brasssinclud-
ing the chiefs of the three services
and officials from the integrated
defence staff, outlined steps that
could be taken by India to count-
erany consequences arising from
a possible war in Iraq. The mili-
tary officials also presented an as-
-sessment of whether such a war
could spread in the region, the
sourcessaid. The briefing came
ahead of a nfeeting of all political
parties called by Mr Vajpayee on
Monday to discuss the Iraq crisis.
The military sources said the
briefing was aimed at preparing
¢ Mr Vajpayee and others. —IANS
"

Fhe Economic Time.
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OPPOSITION DISAPPOINTED

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MARCH 10. The Vaj-
payee Government today failed
to bridge the differences in per-
ception with some of its allies
and the Opposition over India’s
stand on the impending war on
Iraq.

The Prime Minister, Atal Be-
hari Vajpayee, elaborated on
the ‘middle-path’ approach and
said the Government preferred
a peaceful resolution of the con-
flict through the United Nations
and was against any military
conflict. Steps were being taken
to ensure oil supplies and the
safety of Indians in the region.

Indians advised to leave

The External Affairs Minister,
Yashwant Sinha, later told cor-
respondents that while the Gov-
ernment did not visualise the
need for largescale evacuation
from the region, the 50 or so
people residing in Iraq had
been advised to leave.

The all-party meeting con-
vened by the Government left
the Opposition disappointed
with New Delhi’s ‘refusal’ to
take a “categorical position
against the war”. The Opposi-
tion now intends to raise the is-
sue in Parliament in a big way.

Mr. Vajpayee told the leaders
of various political parties that a
‘middle-path’ approach was
preferred since New Delhi had
good and cordial relations with

both Washington and Baghdad.
In M?:ha’s assessment,

there was a broad consensus at
the end of the meeting though
there might be variation in lan-
guage. The Opposition, howev-
er, had a different
viewpoint. Turning down the
demand for passing a resolution
by both Houses of Parliament,
Mr. Sinha said that develop-
ments in the region were chang-
ing rapidly and any formal
resolution could become out of
date the next day. “The devel-
opments are very rapid and they
are moving so fast that anything
said today may become stale to-
morrow,” he said adding that
the Government was not
against any resolution.

The Government was keep-
ing a close watch and if at any
point of time it felt there was a
requirement for such a resolu-
tion, it could be considered.

Contingency plans

Plans had been drawn to
meet any contingency, includ-
ing the safety and security of In-
dians in the area and oil
supplies. Oil reserves had been
built up and that there was no
cause for concern.

Responding to the Opposi-
tion suggestion that New Delhi
should turn down any request
by Washington to use Indian fa-
cilities in the event of a war, the
Prime Minister said the issue of
use of facilities would arise only
if there was such a request,
which had not been made so
far. Mr. Sinha said ghe Govern-
ment was commij#ed to the res-

PM for ‘middle- ath’
*c approach to Ir

Q’M C»)

olution adopted at the recent
Kuala Lumpur Non-Aligned
Movement summit.

Significantly, the- Opposition
demand for a joint resolution
had the backing of the BJP’s al-
lies such as the TDP and the
DMK. “We are very disappoint-
ed that the Government is ada-
mant about not naming the
U.S.,” said a visibly upset Som-
nath Chatterjee of the CPI (M)
after the meeting. The issue is
likely to figure prominently in
Parliament.

Sonia critical of U.S.

During her intervention, the
Congress  president, Sonia
Gandhi, urged the Government
to take a stand that “reflected at
the Government level, the
strong sentiment across the
country against a war in Iraq”.
Ms. Gandhi was also critical of
the U.S. for creating a “grave
crisis” and its stated aim of ef-
fecting a regime change in Iraq.
“Nobody has the right to effect a
regime change and no power,
no matter how strong, should
resort to the use of force with-
out the U.N. sanction” she said.
Ms. Gandhi also demanded a
comprehensive statement from
the Government on its plans to
deal with the situation.

The Samajwadi Party chief,
Mulayam Singh Yadav, opposed
war at all costs. “Iraq had been
given a clean chit by the U.N.
inspectors,” he said. Yerran

Naidu (TDP) too said ~war
should be averted at oﬁ |
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By Neena Vyas

NEW DELHI, MARCH 9. The Prime
Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee,
was today given a full briefing
by the top military brass on the
likely scenario in the event of an
attack on Irag by the United
States and a full-scale war in the
region.

The briefing took place ahead
of tomorrow’s all-party meeting
called by Mr. Vajpayee, so that
he will be fully prepared to an-
swer all the questions and in a
position to brief leaders.

For nearly two hours this eve-
ning, Mr. Vajpayee, the Deputy
Prime Minister, L. K. Advani,
and the Defence Minister, Ge-
orge Fernandes, were at the op-
erations room in South Block,
official sources confirmed here.
With the help of maps and
charts, a complete briefing was
given to the Prime Minister on
the possible scenario in the
event of a war, including its im-
pact on India and
needed to be taken. He was also
given a military perception on

PAAVAV )
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\_“ALL-PARTY MEETING TODAY

the possibility of such a war
spreading in the region.
Officials were tight-lipped
about the details of the briefing,
which was described as
“comprehensive.”

U.S., France step up
lobbying

By Sridhar Krishnaswami

UNITED NATIONS, MARCH 9. With a
vote on the second U.S.-backed
United Nations Security Coun-
cil Resolution — authorising the
use of force against Iraq — ex-
pected to be moved anytime af-
ter Tuesday, the United States
and France are stepping up the
diplomatic battle trying to enlist
support for their positions.
The U.S. President, George
W. Bush, who generally spends
the weekends at Camp David,
stayed back at the White House
to attend the Gridiron dinner —
a journalist event — on Satur-
day evening. But the environ-
ment being what it is, Mr. Bush
passed up the comedy routine

Army briefs PM on likely
impact of Iraq war

for some very brief, serious re-
marks to the mediapersons and
their guests. Referring to the
nearly 3,00,000 troops assem-
bled in and around the Persian
Gulf, Mr. Bush said “they are
prepared, if necessary, to re-
move a gathering danger.”

Mr. Bush is said to have spo-
ken to the Afghanistan Presi-
dent, Hamid Karzai, on matters
pertaining to reconstruction;
and is said to be holding off un-
til Monday to make the round of
calls to the leaders representing
the Security Council, asking
them to support the resolution.
By then, he will have a better
idea as to whether the U.S. is
close at all to the nine votes it
needs to get the resolution
passed and whether, at the
same time, it can ensure that
Russia, France and China do
not exercise their veto.

Most of the activity at the Se-
curity Council over the week-
end was confined to telephone
diplomacy.

The Council is expected to
meet again on Monday where

A

/

the lobbying will start all over
again.

Diplomats say that no one
can be certain of the numbers
until the very end. Although Mr.
Bush has said that he will press
for a vote on the resolution, one
view is that he may not do so if
Washington foresees a humili-
ating defeat. As of now, it has
four votes including that of it-
self; and notwithstanding any
political and economic incen-
tives that are being held out, the
non-permanent members are
in such a difficult spot that
movement towards the U.S. po-
sition is not noticeable.

Mr. Bush is in a tight political
spot at home as well even if he
has routinely brushed off the
notion that policy is guided by
opinion polls. '

In the present context,
though his overall approval rat-
ing has not nosedived, the fact
remains that a clear majority of
the Americans want the U.S. to
fight a war with Iraq only with
the UN. backing,

U.N pulls out staff: Page 14
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“All-party meet

By Amit Baruah

NEW DELHI, MARCH 7. The Vajpayee Government’s
decision to convene an all-party meeting on
Monday comes just before the United States and
its allies are likely to place their “second resolu-
tion” on Iraq before the United Nations Security
Council. And, as appears inevitable, the U.S., with
or .without a U.N. mandate, will go the whole hog
inits attempt to “disarm” Iraq and effect a regime
change there.

Ix} the days ahead, an attack by the American-
led “coalition of the willing” on Iraq is likely and
India will have to take a position on the action. By
convening the all-party meeting, the Government
has taken a welcome step of consultation across
the political spectrum. .

_ The External Affairs Minister, Yashwant Sinha,
is expected to be present at the meeting.

According to informed sources, during the re-
cent telephone conversation between the Prime

on Irag comes

., at a crucial stage ;"""

Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee, and the U.S. Pres-
ident, George W. Bush, India’s preference for the
U.N. route was made clear. ‘

The telephone call itself came a day after Mr.
Vajpayee spoke in Parliament of a “middle path”
on Iraq — which he referred to as an “old policy”
for India. The Prime Minister, who said last
month in Kuala Lumpur that the U.S. role in Iraq
was such that it could not be supported, also
maintained in the Lok Sabha on Tuesday that
after the end of the Cold War, the world was dom-
inated by “one nation” and other countries need-
ed to think deeply about it.

Referring to Pakistan, he said if Washington
was unable to prevail on Islamabad on the issue
of cross-border terrorism, it was an expression of
“American weakness.”

_ In recent days, Mr. Vajpayee has not hesitated
in criticising the U.S. while stating that India
should take the “middle path” on Iraq.

‘India committed to peaceful
solution in lraq’

NEW DELMI, MARCH 7. The Minis-
ter for External Affairs, Yash-
want Sinha, said today that
India remained committed to-
wards a peaceful resolution of
the conflict between Iraq and
the United States.

“We are at a critical juncture
in world history,” he said in the
Rajya Sabha. “This calls for the
combined wisdom of the inter-
pational community,” he said
intervening in the debate on a
private member’s resolution,
moved by the CPIM)’s Jibon
Roy, on the impending war
against Iraq, urging the Govern-
ment to take the lead in uniting
the non-aligned countries to
take a unified stand on the is-
sue.

He said the situation was fast
developing, with the U.S. Presi-
dent, George Bush, stating that
Washington was in the final
stages of diplomacy. But no
power — super or otherwise —
should go on changing regimes
in other countries, Mr. Sinha
said.

India had said from all plat-
forms that a military strike
against Iraq should be averted
because Baghdad was comply-
ing with United Nations resolu-
tions, the Minister said. The
U.N. Security Council Resolu-
tion 1441 calls upon Iraq to de-
stroy weapons of mass
destruction.

Mr. Sinha said the U.N.
would decide on further action
if there was any further material
breach by Iraq. Economic sanc-
tions against Iraq should be lift-
ed if there was no breach of the
U.N. resolutions.

In case war breaks out, Mr.
Sinha said, there should be no
panic among the 3.5 million In-
dians living in the region. The
Government would take ade-
quate precautions and there
may be small dislocation of
people. But there would be no

“need for any massive airlift.

In the Lok Sabha, the Opposi-
tion had demanded that it be
taken into confidence on In-
dia’s stance on the Iraq crisis

before Parliament went into re-
cess from March 13.

The Congress expressed ap-
prehension that the U.S. would
try to intervene in India’s inter-
nal affairs if Washington was al-
lowed to impose its will on Iraq.

Members cutting across party
lines decried the U.S. “hegemo-
nistic” attitude towards Iraq
and called for strengthening the
Non-Aligned Movement to re-
sist such moves and protect the
interests of developing coun-
tries. The members, including
those from the BJP, the Con-
gress, the Left and the DMK, ex-
pressed solidarity with Iraq and
opposed unilateral action with-
out U.N. sanction against the
Saddam regime.

Congress member, Natwar
Singh, said the idea of “regime
change” in Iraq by the U.S. was
fraught with serious conse-
quences, as it would start a
precedence of such changes in
other countries through outside
force. It would bypass the U.N.

— UNI ,
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HROUGHOUT THE 1980s

and the 1990s, India looked

at the developments in Af-

ghanistan with a certain
amount of dismay. It could not fath-
om the former Soviet Union’s inva-
sion of Afghanistan in December
1979. Initially, the policy makers in
New Delhi initially tried to find a po-
litical way out — gently persuading
the Soviet Union to withdraw. India
even offered to work with Pakistan to
find a political solution. But Pakis-
tan’s Zia-ul-Haq refused to oblige.
The Cold War politics practiced by
the Great Powers in Afghanistan was
too complex for India to intervene
effectively.

After the Soviet withdrawal in
1989, India kept a close watch on Is-
lamabad’'s game plan. New Delhi’s
moves such as helping Burhanuddin
Rabbani met with extremely limited
success. Alarm bells began ringing
with the Taliban’s arrival on the
scene in 1994. India saw a link be-
tween the developments in Jammu
and Kashmir, the Taliban’s creation
and the way it was consolidating its
position in Afghanistan. India’s ef-
forts to sensitise the great powers
about this development had no suc-
cess, After the capture of Kabul in
September 1996, India closed down
its mission there.

However, as a goodwill gesture to
the Afghan people and its long-
standing relationship with Kabul, In-
dia maintained contacts with the Ta-
liban and the Northern Alliance
forces and continued humanitarian
assistance to both factions.

The hijacking of the Indian Air-
lines flight IC-814 to Kandahar on
Christmas-eve in 1999 brought a
swift change in India’s policy to-
wards the Taliban. By the spring of
2000, Pakistan’s game plan of trying
to divide Afghanistan on ethnic lines
was known in the rest of the neigh-
bourhood — Iran, Turkmenistan,
Uzbekistan and Tajikistan, and India
were quick to evolve a commonality
of interests. India set itself two tasks:
not to allow Afghanistan’s territorial
integrity to be disturbed under any

.~ circumstances; and to strengthen the

Northern Alliance to fight the Tali-

ﬁ R ’

ban. India then decided to make its
presence felt to beef up the forces of
the Northern Alliance. Strategically,
making the Turkmenistan capital,
Dushanbe, a staging post made a lot
of sense as it is close to the Northern
Alliance stronghold, Panjshir Valiey.
A field hospital at Farkhar, near
Dushanbe, was established in early
2000.

Simultaneously, the airfields in
and around Dushanbe were made

ni. The assassination of Masood did
dampen spirits to a certain extent.
The September 11, 2001, attacks by
the Taliban-Al-Qaeda on the World
Trade Center and the Pentagon woke
the U.S. from its slumber. The trium-
virate — Mr. Qanooni, Mr. Abdullah
and Gen. Fahim — proved brilliant in
preparing their forces to synchronise
their attacks with that of the U.S.
They were also aware that the U.S.
was unlikely to seek their help.

India should make a long term investment in
ensuring that a Taliban-type of government
never comes to power again in Afghanistan.

operational to ferry equipment to the
Northern Alliance. India also began
coordinating efforts with the Central
Asian Republics. They agreed to be
part of the broad front being pro-
posed by India along with Iran. They
readily opened their stores of Soviet
vintage arms and ammunition and
aircraft to the Northern Alliance.

This was also the period during
which Ahmed Shah Masood made
unannounced visits to India, the last
being in May 2001, to refine his strat-
egy in combating the Taliban. In his
assessment, the Taliban could not
last a single day without Pakistan’s
military support; and India having
fought four wars with Pakistan un-
derstood the latter's military ma-
chine better than anyone.

Though not conclusively proven,
circumstantial evidence shows that
the Taliban-Al-Qaeda leadership as-
sumed that eliminating Masood
would automatically result in a col-
lapse of the Northern Alliance. In
spite of warnings from friendly coun-
tries such India, Masood decided to
give an interview to an “Algerian” tel-
evision network during which he was
killed. That was on September 9,
2001.

The Taliban-Al-Qaeda underesti-
mated Masood’s vision and fore-
sight. Anticipating an eventuality of
this type, he groomed three of his
close associates — Mohammad Fa-
him, Abdullah Abduilah and Qanoo-

As late as 2001, one U.S. diplomat
in Islamabad dismissed Masood as
irrelevant, adding that Washington
saw him as part of the problem and
not as part of the solution.”

As the U.S. war, Operation Endur-
ing Freedom, started on October 7,
2001, though India extended com-
plete support to it, things did not
move the way it expected. One of Af-
ghanistan’s neighbours, Iran, was
more or less excluded from the alli-
ance; and India’s intelligence inputs
were seen by the U.S. war-planners
through the spectrum of India-Pakis-
tan relations.

The Northern Alliance was seen as
an appendage of India. The first
three weeks of bombing, from Octo-
ber 7 to 28, 2001, produced no tangi-
ble results to the U.S. on the ground.
The widespread criticism of aimless
U.S. bombing and high civilian casu-
alties brought the whole operation
under severe criticism. At this point,
Indian and Russian intervention
made the U.S. war planners see the
logic of cooperating with Northern
Alliance. In the crucial meeting on
October 30, 2001, between the U.S.
theatre commander, Gen. Tommy
Franks, and the Northern Alliance,
an agreement was reached on coop-
eration between the two. In the sub-
sequent nine days, the Northern
Alliance was able to capture Mazar-
e-Sharif, and reach the outskirts of
Kabul. During this Northern Alliance
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campaign, nine battalions of the Pa-
kistani armed forces were either dec-
imated or made to flee southwards to
safer places. One version of the
events was that Pakistani GHQ in Ra-
walpindi issued orders to its men to
rush back to safer places. If this is
true, the exodus of so-called Taliban
soldiers from Mazar-e-Sharif, Kabul
and other areas in early November
2001, as Northern Alliance troops
marched in can be attributed to it.

By this time everyone associated
with the Northern Alliance including
the U.S. itself realised what good
fighters the Northern Alliance men
were and started admiring Masood's
vision in training such a formidable
force. On November 13, against the
protests from Pakistan, Northern Al-
liance troops entered Kabul. India on
the success of its subtle diplomacy
immediately announced the reopen-
ing of the Embassy in Kabul.

On the Government that should
come in Kabul after the fall of the
Taliban, India and the Afghan neigh-
bourhood (with the exception of Pa-
kistan) had well defined objectives
from the beginning — it should not
have any Taliban or any of its allies/
friends/sympathisers anywhere near
the corridors of power.

Though some of the extra regional
powers and Pakistan try to make the
Taliban movement synonymous
with the Pashtuns, India always re-
fused to buy this theory. In fact, the
Indian debate during that period was
that there were lots of groups among
the Pashtuns who opposed the Tali-
ban from the beginning. Instead of
looking at Afghanistan through the
spectrum of ethnicity, all the forces
that opposed the Taliban-type of rule
should be in the new Government; it
should be as broad-based as possi-
ble.

This concern remains even now.
India should make a long term in-
vestment in ensuring that a Taliban-
type of government never comes to
power again in Afghanistan. In
whichever sector the present Afghan
Government seeks help, India should
respond positively.

(The writer is a Visiting Professor,
School of International Studies, INU.)




/Don’t Blame,
\7 . . .
On Monday in Parliarhent, pRime inister Atal Behari
Vajpayee made a complaint and a confession. But
neither helped to reassure the nation that his
government has a carefully thought out strategy in
place to deal with its western neighbour. The target
of Atalji’s moan — not for the first time — was
Washington, which he said, had failed to pressurise
Islamabad into curbing its export of cross-border
terrorism. This continuing US inability, despite
promises to the contrary, said the prime minister,
“exposes its weakness”. It also means that New Delhi
might have to rethink its policies on how to deal with
Islamabad. Implicit in Atalji’s lament was the sorry
acknowledgement that New Delhi had made a serious
error of judgment about the nature of the American-led
war against terrorism. In the wake of 9/11, it lulled
itself into believing that with the US promising to fight
terror globally, it was only a matter of time before
Islamabad was forced to wind up its undeclared
proxy war against India. In other words, Atalji’s
disappointment is a function of his own government’s
unrealistic expectations. As the recent deportation from
Pakistan of Khalid Sheikh Mohammed — the alleged
mastermind behind 9/11 — suggests, the US will not act
against Islamabad as long as the latter cooperates with
Washington’s own continuing war against Al-Qaida
and the remnants of the Taliban.

There are obvious lessons in all this for our
policy makers. First, to reiterate an old cliche, in
international geo-politics nothing is what it seems.
America’s concerns on terrorism are manifestly not the
same as ours. And secondly, placing all one’s eggs in one
geo-political basket — in this case, America’s ostensible
war against terrorism — makes for poor strategy. While
India must continue to seek US help in containing
Islamabad, it must do so in the knowledge that this help
is not a substitute for an independent and credible
strategy of its own. In this context, it is welcome
that Atalji has promised to take “the middle path” on
Iraq, implicitly rejecting the view that whole-hearted
support for the US might translate into long-term
strategic gains. At the same time, much remains to be
done in terms of communicating our stand clearly to
the US — and not just at the diplomatic level. Trade and
business leaders from India can convey the potentially
disastrous economic fall-out of the war to their US
counterparts. The idea is not just to convey our
opposition to the war as widely as possible, but also to
influence American policy at every possible level. Don’t
blame America; come to terms with it.
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NEW. DELHI, March 3. —
As1war clouds gather over
krag;, - Prime Minister Mr

Atal Behari VaJpayee to y.

inyeked the spirit of:
Non-Aligned Movement 1n
the Lok Sabha to reiterate
hig.government’s opposition
tasany extreme step and
ealled for a “middle-of-the
path: approach” to resolve
tite:Jraq stalemate.

‘Mir Vajpayee also assured
the House ‘that the country
whstiprepared to meet any
exé¢ntuality and arrange-
mefits had been made to
evéicuate all Indian nationals
frmm, the Gulf.

_ ] .have been asking visit-
1gg iforeign dignitaries to In-
din-of late, if they think there
would be a war between the
XIS and Iraq. Nobody told
mg:there would be no war,”
said.Mr Vajpayee, who had
just returned after attending
thg:NAM summit in Kuala
Lumpur, indicating the in-
oditability of war in the
egion.

.He, however, rejected de-
mends by some Opposition
mgeibers for adopting a res-

4 Mmae 23

olution on the impending

bers
India’s

conflict. When m
wanted to knov

M for ‘middle pa
S ) | Iraq crisis

stand on the issue, Mr Vaj-
payee retorted: “How can
you say India has aban-

doned the Non-Aligned
Movement? I am aware of
Sommnathji and his party’s
(CPI-M) views on war. They
can go to any extent. But we
(the government) are not
ready to go that far.
Some middle of the path
approach has to be found
to deal with the impending
situation,” the  Prime
Minister said.

The Prime Minister was
replying to the motion of
thanks to the President’s
address to the joint session
of Parliament. The motion
was passed unanimously,
though some of the amend-
ments moved by the Oppo-
sition were rejected. Mr
Vajpayee also hinted that
efforts were on by various
countries to prevent the
world from becoming uni-
polar. “Efforts are on to
create a multipolar world,”
he said, in a reference to
diplomatic efforts under-
way to stave off a possible
US attack on Iraq.

Coming to criticism of the
President’s address on food
security, drought and unem-
ployment, he invited sug-
gestions from ‘the Opposi-
tion to eliminate hunger.

/
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/Govt Prepared To Meet Any Eventuality, Uneasy With Idea Of Unipolar World

India to stay neutral on Iraq, says PM

Our Political Bureau
NEW DELHI 3 MARCH

RIME Minister Atal Behari

Vajpayee, on Monday, said

India will stay neutral on
the US plan to invade Iraq. Reply-
ing to the debate on President’s
address to the joint sitting in the
Lok Sabha, the PM said the gov-
ernment was prepared to meet
any eventuality, including the
evacuation of about 4 million ex-
patriates, that might arise out of
the war which looks imminent.

Mr Vajpayee outlined his gov-
ernment’s posture towards the
looming war, saying: “We will
follow the madhyam marg.”
Though he didn't elaborate on
the reasons behind the intention
to stay neutral, his reply indicated
that disillusionment with the US
could be one of the influencing
factors. “The US has failed to get
Pakistan deliver on its promises.
It is a sign of its weakness and we
will have to factor this into our
policy making,” he said.

The PM also seemed to share
the uneasiness with a unipolar
world. At the same time, he cate-
gorically told CPM’s Somnath
Chatterjee that his government
couldn’t go the length of the Left
in opposing the US war plans.
“We are aware of your views. But

he world has changed and we
e to take our interestsinto ac-

Frienowy Nation; Prime Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee greets Gennn Presidnt Johannes Rau while President

APJ. Abdul Kalam looks on during a ceremonial welcome in New Delhi on Monday. — AP

count while framing our re-
sponse,” the Prime Minister said.

Mr Vajpayee devoted a good
part of his 45-minute speech in
dealing with foreign policy-relat-
ed questions. Defending his poli-
cy vis-a-vis Pakistan, Mr Vajpay-
ee strongly rebutted the impres-
sion that the continued tension
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with Pakistan along with the
speculation that it could lead toa
nuclear conflagration was a de-
terrent to foreign investors.

“This is wrong,” he said, point-
ing to the inflow of $28 billion in
foreign investment in the last fi-
nancial year and reminding the
House that it equalled the total

[he Econ

forex reserves in 1998 when he
began his first term. The Prime
Ministerjustified the mobilisation
in the aftermath of the December
13 Parliament attack. “We don't
want war. But the provocation
was such as to warrant an ex-
traordinary response and we
couldn't have appeared wanting.

omic Time:

Germany for
peaceful
solution to
Gulf crisis

Our Delhi Bureau
NEW DELHI 3 MARCH

GERMANY on Monday reiterat-
ed that the Iraq crisis should be
resolved using peaceful means.
Addressing a business session on
“Indo-German Economic Rela-
tions in a Globalised World”,
jointly organised by Ficciand CII,
German president Johannes Rau
said: “India and Germany share
the view that everything must be
tried to fully implement the rele-
vant Security Council resolutions
using peaceful, political means.”

Mr Rau said that weapons of
mass destruction should be elim-
inated and Iraq should strictly
comply with the terms of UN Se-
curity Council resolution 1441.

He added: “All eyes are at pres-
ent watching the situation in Iraq
with considerable concern. Opin-
ions differ on the best means to
preserve peace and stability but
there is no difference of opinion
as regards the objective.” The
German president sought closer
cooperation between Asia and
Europe. He recognised India’s in-
creasingly active role in world af-
fairs and said Germany was keen
to deepen bilateral ties both in
business and science. “Whether
in politics, business, science or so-
cial development, we need to
work together and learn from
each other,” he said asserting that
this in turm would ensure the suc-
cess of globalisation.

Stating that bilateral coopera-
tion was far from exhausted, he
said sectors like information tech-
nology and science were impor-
tant areas of bilateral coopera-
tion.While graduates from India’s
elite universities were among the
most sought after recruits in the
global high tech business, he said
his country will be delighted to
have more software specialists
from India which appeared at
present to be more attracted to
the United States.

Terming scientific research as
animportant foundation for eco-
nomic success, he said the scien-
tific cooperation between the two

i countries was exemplary. —/
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PRANAY SHARMA '

New Delhi, Feb. 27: India might
not approve of the American pol-
icy on Iraq, but is careful not to
take a stand that could margin-
alise it in post-Saddam Hussein
Baghdad.

At the Non-Aligned Move-
ment summit in Kuala Lumpur,

" Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vaj-

payee had expressed displeasure
over the US role in Iraq. Referr-
ing to reports on North Korea’s
nuclear programme, Vajpayee
made it clear that there should
be no “double-standards” while
dealing with weapons of mass
destruction.

Indications are that the Indi-
an foreign policy establishment
isstill trying to formulate its pol-
icy on the fast-paced develop-
ments in Iraq. Much of what Vaj-
payee said in Malaysia, there-
fore, should be seen in the do-
mestic context.

In the backdrop of the .
Assembly elections in some
states, the BJP does not want to
be seen as toeing the US line too
closely. Moreover, with the budg-
et session of Parliament on, it
does not want to provide detrac-
tors, within and outside the
ruling coalition, a handle to em-
barrass it.

However, Indian officials and
foreign policy experts stress that
India’s stand on Iraq should be
based on “pragmatism”. A sen-
ior official clarified that Delhi
was no longer willing to carry

it

“the baggage of the ~Cold
War days”. The Indian stand sho-
uld be based on what serves its
national interests best, rather
than on ideology of the past,-he
said.

The new thrust of India’s pol-
icy was also reflected in the re-
cently concluded Nam summit.

As a result of the initiative
taken by India and some other
countries, the Nam resolution
drives home the point that Sad-
dam would have to “comply
fully” with the Security Council
resolution and satisfy the world
that it does not possess any
weapon of mass destruction.

India also deliberately urged
developing nations to engage
with the West even as Malaysian
Prime Minister and Nam chair-
man Mahathir Mohammed
decided to play to the gallery
with' his fiery anti-American
speech and frequent barbs at
Washington’s fight against glob-
al terrorism.

India emphasised that it sup-
ports a peaceful resolution of the
crisis, was against unilateralism
and would like the Security
Council to take a final decision
on Iraq.

The US could live with the In-
dian position. That the US has
introduced a second resolution -
in the Security Council and has
so far remained engaged with
the UN could be argued in certa-
inquarters as evidence that Was-
hington was also against unilat-
eral action.

~
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‘OTHERS HAVE NO INTEREST IN KASHMIR’

India cannot
wa

V By Amit Baruah 0 -l
KUALA LUMPUR, FEB. 25. India cannot support the
American war moves on Iraq and the United
Nations is being severely tested on account of
the continuing crisis, the Prime Minister, Atal
Behari Vajpayee, said here today.

Addressing a press conference, he said: “the
U.S. role is such that it cannot be supported. We
will decide what we have to do next after seeing
what form the war will take.”

Asked whether NAM could do anything to de-
ter the U.S. from going to war, Mr. Vajpayee said
that people’s opinions did count, especially in
democratic countries. “The demonstrations
against war have been so huge, I don't think it
would have had no impact on the U.S. President,
George W.Bush, and other leaders. But the
strength that is required is not yet in evidence.”

Mr. Vajpayee said that the U.S. and those op-
posed to any unilateral action were still engaged
in the U.N. Security Council.

Supporting these efforts, he said there could
be no two views that a way out should be sought
till the Jast moment, war averted and Iraq shown
the correct path.

And if Iraq had weapons of mass destruction
(WMD), there should be a ban on them, the
Prime Minister said. But, the question arose why
the WMD issue should be raised only in relation
to Iraq.

“Don’t others have such weapons?” The atti-
tude adopted towards North Korea did not re-
veal that world leaders had a clear path before
them. “There can be no differing standards”.

On the Pakistan President, Pervez Mushar-
raf's statement that it needed two hands to clap,
vis-a-vis Indo-Pak. relations, Mr. Vajpayee said:

moves, sa

support U.S.
s P

- F enihn on by
“Tali nahin bajti to chutki baja lain” (if we can’t
clap, then we can at least click our fingers).
“There should be some sound all the time.”

He said he did not know what had been the
experience of Gen. Musharraf during his meet-
ings with NAM leaders, but his talks were con-
fined to Iraq. There were talks on Pakistan as
well and it was clear that other countries had
“no interest” in Kashmir. All countries said that
it was a bilateral matter and India and Pakistan
should settle it.

The clear-cut statement from Malaysia
against raising bilateral issues in NAM should
open the eyes of the Pakistanis, Mr. Vajpayee
said. .

There was no link, no comparison between
the Kashmir and Palestine issues. NAM would
die if bilateral disputes were injected into it.

He admitted that because of the Iraq issue,
there was considerable ‘jaan’ (life) in this sum-
mit. NAM was formed with the objective of stop-
ping a world war and prodding nations to move
away from military blocs and adopt an inde-
pendent foreign policy.

Pointing out that the world stood on the verge
of a war, Mr. Vajpayee was categorical that in
this situation there was need for NAM. Before
coming to the summit, he felt that the orga-
nisation might be divided on Iraq, but now it
appeared that this would not happen.

Many countries, he said, believed that Iraq
should accept the NAM proposal and move for-
ward. If NAM spoke out fearlessly then it would
be in a position to put off war and strengthen the
constituency of peace.

The Prime Minister preferred not to respond
to a question on the Ayodhya issue.
Musharraf's stand: Page 11
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THE VAJPAYEE GOVERNMENT'’S evident reluc-
tance to take a categorical position against a
U.S.-led war on Iraq and its marked hesitation
in articulating a clear policy before the coun-
try’s Parliament on a matter of grave interna-
tional importance and import are symptoms of
the paralysis that is afflicting foreign policy. But
for stray, casual comments from the Defence
Minister, George Fernandes, the Government
has kept the country in the dark about its policy
on an issue that has been agitating the interna-
tional community for weeks and seen millions
pour out on to the streets to demonstrate in
different capitals around the world. Instead of
utilising the opportunity of a debate in Parlia-
ment to pass a resolution that would have add-
ed India’s powerful voice for the cause of peace
and reflected the overwhelming national senti-
ment, the Government chose to shy away on
the plea that the Prime Minister needed “flex-
ibility” when he attends the summit meeting of
the Non-Aligned Movement next week.

There are strong reservations in this country
against unilateralism in international relations
and apprehensions over the attempts to under-
mine the authority of the United Nations. With-
out addressing these, the Prime Minister made
a bland, all-embracing statement that he is
against war “anywhere” and that it should be
the last resort. The ambivalence was equally
evident in the Finance Minister’s response. The
Government’s position remained that a “war
should be avoided”, stated Jaswant Singh,
standing in for the External Affairs Minister,
when speaking Parliament. New Delhi’s posi-
tion was guided by its belief in maintaining the
U.N.’s relevance in matters relating to interna-
tional security, the need the implement the res-
olution on disarming Iraq, avert a humanitarian
crisis and maintain international and regional
stability. The weapons inspectors should have
the opportunity to complete their task in Iraq,

" UNADDRESSED CONCERNS 95,
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he said but added that the U.N. Secunty Cbuncil
could not be expected to wait indefinitely to
secure Iragi compliance. The rider’s inclusion
was incomprehensible. If the objective was to
please the sole superpower, it exposed the hol-
lowness of the stated policy.

A Government that has surrendered its inde-
pendence of action finds its voice muted. Its
response has to some extent gone politically un-
challenged, helped by a surprising lack of mo-
bilisation on the street. The position in India
contrasts with the response elsewhere in the re-
gion and in Europe. The Arab world’s divisions
continue to bedevil the region, with the seething
anger in the Arab street put down by repressive
regimes. But it is in Europe that the develop-
ments over Iraq are leaving their imprint most
dramatically. The spontaneous anti-war pro-
tests in Europe signal major changes in trans-
Atlantic relations. They portend a chasm devel-
oping between the Western allies of Cold War
vintage, ironically France and Germany leading
the rebel camp. The two sides have drifted apart
since the Cold War’s end. Europe, led by the two
bitter enemies of World War 11, has slowly turn-
ed its face against the anarchic world where
power was the ultimate determinant of security
— and has come up against the only remaining
votary of power politics, Washington. The lead-
ers of France and Germany have surprised the
world and brought cheer to the liberal interna-
tional community by standing up against the
militarism of the Bush administration, laying
emphasis on negotiation, diplomacy and inter-
national law and rejecting use of force and uni-
lateralism in global relations. But the scars of
this clash will undoubtedly remain, with the ve-
ry real possibility that for the first time in a cen-
tury the warmth in the trans-Atlantic
relationship may never return. In this context,
the contrast with India’s current low-profile ret-
icence could not be sharper.
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NEW DELHI, FEB. 19. India today said that the weap-
ons inspectors of the United Nations must have
the full opportunity to complete their task in Iraq,
but equally the U.N. Security Council could not
be “expected to wait indefinitely” to secure “im-
mediate, active and unconditional cooperation”
under Resolution 1441.

Replying to a discussion on Iraq in the Lok~

Sabha, the Union Finance Minister, Jaswant
Singh, said that the BJP-led Government'’s posi-
tion remained that a “war should be avoided”
| and that all the parties must cooperate to find a
peaceful resolution to the issue. Filling in for the
External Affairs Minister, Yashwant Sinha, who is
in Russia, Mr. Singh’s response did not satisfy the
Opposition members, who demanded that New
Delhi take a categorical position against war in
West Asia. :

Mr. Singh did not respond to the repeated Op-
position suggestion that the House pass a resolu-
tion on Iraq, but the Parliamentary Affairs
Minister, Sushma Swaraj, said the Government
had to retain flexibility on the issue.

A majority of the members who spoke during

“War should be last option’

V0|
the debate were g{égh y critical of the United
States, and none supported military action
against Iraq. Many of them pointed to the large,
cross-continent anti-war demonstrations. Stating
that wars and conflicts were “always the last op-
tion,” Mr. Singh said that Iraq had to faithfully
comply with the Security Council resolutions. “At
the same time, on a matter of grave international
importance, further action should be based on
the broadest possible international consensus
and it should be the Security Council that should
decide on what further action needs to be taken.”

New Delhi’s position was guided by its belief in
maintaining the U.N.’s relevance in matters relat-
ing to international security, the need to imple-
ment Resolution 1441, avert a humanitarian
crisis in Iraq and the importance of maintaining
international and regional stability.

It was also guided by India’s vital political, eco-
nomic and security interests in the region, in-
cluding the security and welfare of the large
Indian diaspora in the Gulf, and the traditionally
strong economic ties with [raq, which had weak-
ened on account of the U.N. sanctions, Mr. Singh
stressed.

No war anywhere, says PM: Page 12
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| corrupt officials.

Attack on Ira:pw

G\/ g Times News NETWORK \o\\

New Delhi: Obfuscation marked In-
dia’s Iraq policy on Tuesday, with the
government seeking to soften the im-
pact of anti-war statements made by
Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee in
ameeting of BJP MPs earlier in the day.

Briefing the media, BJP spokesman
VK. Malhotra said that Mr Vajpayee
had told the MPs that if the US took a
unilateral action against Iraq, it would
render the UN “ineffective”. And that if
the UN succumbed to US pressure, that
would result in the “moral death” of the
UN.

By the end of the day, however, the
government spun into action with a
toned-down version of the PM’s re-
marks. In a formal denial, the PMO said
that Mr Vajpayee had merely “repeated
to party MPs what was contained in the
address of the President to parlia-
ment”— that “any action outside the
framework of the UN against Iraq
would be unfortunate for the interna-
tional community and would erode the
moral authority of the UN”.

The “gap” in communication was’at-
tributed to a faulty translation from
Hindi, the language in which the PM
spoke, and it was emphasised that the
two did not contradict each other, it was
“only a question of nuances”.

Confusion plagued the government’s
Iraq stand in parliament too, where, af-
ter initially agreeing to a joint parlia-
mentary resolution on India’s opposi-
tion to a US-led war, the Vajpayee gov-
ernment got cold feet.

Expressing the government’s view in
the House on Monday, parliamentary af-
fairs minister Sushma Swaraj said a
joint resolution would “tie the govern-
ment’s hands” before the forthcoming
nonaligned summit and deprive it of
“elbow room” on the subject.

Opposition members in the RS re-
ferred to the massive anti-war rallies
around the world against the US’ uni-
lateral actions. They sought a unani-
mous resolution against the US plans,
but the government maintained that
while it was ready for a discussion, a
resolution was not acceptable.

The BJP’s line is that it would prefer

P

ill make UN ip‘gmgfvgctive: PM

to have a discussion on Iraq in parlia-
ment so that the views of Indian politi-
cal parties can be heard. It does not
want a joint parliament resolution to tie
the government down to a position
which it may wish to amend before a
possible second UN resolution, BJP
sources stressed. These sources added
that it was the Congress’s Shivraj Patil
and Priyaranjan Das Munshi who
pointed out the pitfalls of a joint resolu-
tion to the government at a meeting of
the Business Advisory Committee.

The Left parties, on the other hand,
who were the keenest to have the joint
resolution, said the government’s back-
tracking on the issue was in keeping
with the neutral tone of the President’s
address to parliament.

After the RS question hour, senior
Congress leader Pranab Mukherjee
raised the issue saying that develop-
ments in West Asia impinged on the na-
tion’s oil security with the price of oil
soaring up to $39 a barrel. “We have
very friendly relations with Irag and we
deplore the conflict in the region,” said
Mr Mukherjee.

o
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PRANAY SHARMA

New Delhi, Feb. 18: The Prime
Minister may not be averse to
shaking Pervez Musharraf’s
hand if they happen to meet at
the Non-Aligned Movement su-
mmit later this week in Kuala
Lumpur, but he will not allow
any attempt to introduce Kashm-
ir or any “conflict resolution”
into the summit agenda.
Foreign secretary Kanwal
Sibal said a categoric “no” to the
likelihood of an exclusive meet-
ing between Atal Bihari Vajpay-
ee and the Pakistani President

‘onthe Nam sidelines.

Officials at South Block, how-
ever, said if Musharraf does
walk up to Vajpayee to shake his
hand, then the Prime Minister
will not turn his head away.

Vajpayee will leave for the
Malaysian capital on February
22. Musharraf as also the heads
of governments of 115 member
countries, too, will attend the
summit, where the developmen-
ts in Iraq and a likely US-led mil-
itary action will be the focus of
discussion.

According to indications, a
strong statement with emphasis
on multilateralism, as opposed
to unilateralism, will come out at
the summit. A war in Iraq will af-
fect not only its immediate re-
gion but also the entire world as
also oil prices, making the issue
one of the main topics of discus-
sion at the coming summit.

Vajpayee is scheduled to ad-
dress on Saturday a Nam busi-
ness summit, the first ever busi-
ness meet of the movement. This
indicates that economic issues
and a stress on closer and stron-
ger economic cooperation amo-

-ng Nam members will also be a

key focus.

If Pakistan tries to raise Kas-
hmir at the summit, it will not be
a surprise for India. The Indian
camp is more worried about a
likely move by host Malaysia to
initiate a discussion on the In-
dia-Pakistan dispute.

According to Nam tradition,
the final document or “declara-
tion” is adopted by consensus. So
India can prevent an issue from
being part of the final document
if it does not want it included.

Delhi ﬁets‘g{a/m terms

Pakistan and the others, how-
ever, can still embarrass Indiaby
raising the issue at the summit
just as South Africa had raised -
the South Asian nuclear test in
1999, '

Sibal said with 115 countries
as members, there was bound be
differences of opinion in the
Nam on various issues. He em-
phasised that the focus of Nam
should be on “global issues”.

“Any attempt to steer it away
from them to ‘intra-Nam’ or ‘con-
flict resolution’ is not good for
the movement,” Sibal said. Not
just Kashmir, but a host of other
territorial disputes and intra-
Nam issues, especially in Africa,
would seriously dilute the move-
ment’s focus if discussed at the -
summit and detract from other
important developments calling
for a united Nam stand, he said.

It is likely that Pakistan may
try to slip in the Kashmir issue
when global terrorism is disc-
ussed. It may again try to use the
“root cause” of terrorism to try
and draw a distinction between
“terrorists” and “freedom fight-
ers”, in the Kashmir context.
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THE ENTRENCHED ATTITUDE of negativism
towards some of India’s neighbours, that has
been the hallmark of the political dispensation
ruling in New Delhi, has once again been mani-
fested in the address delivered by the President,
A. P.]. Abdul Kalam, to the joint sitting of Parlia-
ment at the start of the budget session. The for-
mulations in respect of Pakistan and Bangladesh
contained in the President’s address, which re-
flects the view of the Government, demonstrates
that New Delhi has yet to cultivate a sober atti-
tude towards the countries in the neighbour-
hood and develop a creative new approach on
that basis. In regard to Pakistan, the address
made for yet another exercise of an unduly pro-
longed effort to establish that the chief threat to
India’s internal security came from this external
source. With references to the killing of inno-
cents, the targeting of the families of security
personnel and attacks on pilgrims, the conclu-
sion was drawn that all of this showed that there
was a method in the madness of Pakistan-sup-
ported terrorist violence. It was observed that
the assurances given by Pakistan on the issue
had remained unfulfilled, that the infrastructure
of terrorism remained intact in that country and
that Islamabad continued to fund terrorist
groups. The nation was urged to be vigilant
against an adversary which was described as one
that was unwilling to give up its anti-India stand.

Bangladesh appears to have made itself an
unwitting target of the animosity which New
Delhi bears towards Pakistan in that cross-bor-
der infiltration from this direction — which is
largely undertaken by those in search of a living
— was described as having an additional dimen-
sion of the ominous because Pakistan’s Inter-
Services Intelligence was said to be active in the
territory of the eastern neighbour. There is a
strong hint of prejudice in the fact that the ruling
dispensation in New Delhi has picked on these
two neighbouring states because a majority of
their populations are made up of people belong-
ing to a particular religious faith.

Since the policy towards Pakistan has been

" ENTRENCHED NEGATIVISM s

frozen in a negative mode, the strong ords
against that country were not unexpected. It is
less easy to understand the harsh words used
against Bangladesh at a juncture when that
country’s Foreign Minister, Mohammed
Morshed Khan, had just concluded talks with the
top echelons of the Indian political leadership
which were uniformly described as “candid” and
“cordial”. The use of such terminology had sug-
gested that Mr. Khan had given a patient hearing
to the Indian leadership when it raised all mat-
ters of concern and as much had been confirmed
by the Minister for External Affairs, Yashwant
Sinha, who felt it apt to compliment his Bangla-
desh counterpart for adopting a constructive
and positive approach. New Delhi does have a
right to expect that Bangladesh would actively
address issues such as illegal immigration, the
presence within it of insurgent groups that claim
they are advancing the interests of the people of
the north-eastern States, the alleged use of its
soil by Pakistan’s Inter-Services Intelligence to
mount anti-India operations and the existence
of religion-based militant groups that have an
anti-India tilt. But the Government should not
fail to note that Bangladesh’s systems are not
structurally perfect and should try to understand
that Dhaka cannot instantaneously respond to
the demands made on it. Bangladesh had pro-
fessed its interest in a productive relationship
with India but the tone taken in the address
could well have the effect of setting off a slide
back to the tensions that vitiated the atmosphere
earlier this month.

During his stay in India, the Bangladesh For-
eign Minister did point to the need for mutual
respect among nations. India’s neighbours are
already convinced that New Delhi, on account of
its size, often acts as if it does not have any re-
spect or regard for them. Such an approach on
India’s part significantly more sharp-edged now
contributes to the animosity that its neighbours
bear towards it. Self-interest as well as principle
should dictate that New Delhi quickly shed its
overbearing attitude.
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TERRORISM / INDIA RAISE

Ostracise cou i jes fiol
s1-U.N. resolutions: Advani

By P. S.\Suryanarayana

SINGAPORE, B. 4. _India has
raised its ‘anti-terror’ campaign
against Pakistan to a new pitch
by calling upon the internation-
al community to go beyond the
principle of sanctions and “os-
tracise” the states found flout-
ing the enforceable United
Nations resolutions against
terrorism.

Addressing the Singapore-
based Institute of South East
Asian Studies, the Deputy Prime
Minister and Home Minister,
LK. Advani, today reaffirmed
that India would “solve” its ter-
rorism-related problems “on its
own”.

However, he said, “what I do
expect from the world is that a
conscious approach should be
adopted by the whole world to
see that those who violate the
U.N. resolutions on this prob-
lem of terrorism are not given
assistance by any country (and
that) they are ostracised”’.

Delivering a punch line of
this magnitude as part of India’s
new exercise in security-diplo-
macy, Mr. Advani said this was
the only expectation that New

Delhi had of the international .

community at this stage.

This, according to regional
diplomats and analysts, is based
on the ground reality that the
latest series of the U.N.’s anti-
terror resolutions are enforce-
able under Chapter Seven of its
Charter, while the old U.N. res-
olutions on Kashmir, for long
the staple of Pakistan’s India-
centric diplomacy, are not en-
forceable or mandatory in char-
acter.

The parallel call for the stop-
page of assistance to state-
sponsors of terrorism is a plea
for economic sanctions by do-
nor. countries.

On the Iraq crisis, Mr. Advani

e

reiterated India’s call for a
peaceful resolution and echoed
the Prime Minister, Atal Behari
Vajpayee’s  suggestion that
“mega powers should show
mega restraint”.

Stepping up the diplomatic
overdrive against Islamabad,
Mr. Advani labelled Pakistan a
“theocracy” at its birth itself.
The “global web” of “jehadi ter-
rorism”, which he linked to Tali-
ban’s Afghanistan and Pakistan,
was now spreading to South
East Asia, too, as reflected in the
recent Bali carnage.

Illustrating his campaign
against Pakistan, Mr. Advani re-
counted the 1999 Indian Air-
lines’ plane hijack and said that
Omar Sheikh, a British national
of Pakistani descent whom New
Delhi had released at that time
in exchange for the liberty of the
passengers, “soon found his
way to Karachi from where he
remitted $ 1,00,000 to Moham-
mad Atta, one of the men who

planned the 11th September at-
tack in the United States”.

The same person was “inves-
tigated for complicity in the kill-
ing of (U.S. journalist) Daniel
Pearl”.

The world should know that
“jehadi terrorism is a global web
with its operational centre in
our (India’s as also South East
Asia’s) neighbourhood’'.

Interspersing official India’s
old perceptions of Pakistan with
some new campaign themes,
Mr. Advani spoke of Islama-
bad’s complicity in the terror-
promotive  proliferation of
weapons of mass destruction.

“There are numerous well-
documented reports of the in-
volvement of Pakistani scien-
tists in the transfers of nuclear
technology to third countries
such as North Korea.

Similarly, there is also evi-
dence of transfer of missile
technology by North Korea to
countries in our region. All of

ing

this is a serious worry to the .

Government of India.” ~~
Significantly in this overall
context, - Mr. Advani did not
touch upon New Delhi’s tradi-
tional apprehensions about

China’s strategic cooperation .
with Pakistan. Portraying the -

current Sino-Indian engage-

ment in a positive light, he em- -

phasised that the two countries
had not only “kept ... the con-
tentious issues ... to the back-
burner” but also

sustained ¢

cooperation on other subjects.

The BJP and the Communist
Party of China, too, were main-
taining the practice of exchang-
ing delegations to this day, he
said. Praising Singapore’s “vi-

sionary leadership” at home .

and in the South East Asian re-
gion, Mr. Advani indicated In-
dia’s preference for

comprehensive relations with *
this city-state in the present ~
troubled times on the global

stage.

‘We are committed to secularism’

By P.S. Suryanarayana

SINGAPORE, FEB. 4. The Deputy Prime Minister,
LK. Advani, affirmed here today that India’s
“commitment to secularism remains absolutely
unchanged” in the context of the results of the
recent Assembly elections in Gujarat.

Answering questions at the end of his public
lecture on “new approaches to security and de-
velopment”, delivered under the auspices of the
Institute of South-East Asian Studies, Mr. Advani
argued that the Gujarat poll results reflected a
“protest vote” against the “campaign of calumny
(and) disinformation unleashed” against the Guj-
arat Government which was now savouring a
landslide election victory.

‘According to him, both, the Godhra carnage
and the “unseemly” reaction to it were “indefen-
sible”. It was against this background that the

Gujarat Government, which was in power during -
the two crises, was subjected to a “campaign of
calumny” and won the poll. “This does not mean,
in any way, a dilution of our commitment to sec-
ularism” which “comes naturally to the Indian
population”, he maintained.

Asked about the continuing controversies over
the Ayodhya “mandir” issue and his own role in
the campaign, Mr. Advani said the fact to be
noted, as done by a British writer, was that there
was no incident of violence during his “rath ya-
tra” that preceded the Babri Masjid demolition in
1992. g

In any case, he added, it would not be appro- ;
priate to discuss the issue in the present forum. .
“The Government of India is of the view that this -
(Ayodhya temple) is a matter which needs to be ~
resolved either by mutual agreement between the *
two communities or by court order”.

Pl
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. POWER POLITICS

W

s is well known, India was the
m’ountainhead of civilisation in

outhern Asia and from India
civilisation was gradually trans-
mitted to other areas in the re-
gion. Hinduism and Buddhism,
two of the greatest religions of the
world, originated in India. Since
the days of Ashoka the Great,
ahimsa or non-violence has been
the dominant Indian credo. Du-
ring the colonial era India made
an impact on the world through its
famous nomn-violent freedom mov-
ement. India gave the world the
concept of Panchsheel or peaceful
coexistence and was a founder
member of the non-aligned move-
ment. India has steadfastly adher-
c¢d to and tirelessly advocated the
fundamental principles of intern-
ational peace and cooperation
enshrined in the United Nations
Charter and the policy of Panch-
sheel and has an impeccable track
record as a peacekeeper.

World leader

Hence, in many ways, India was
a world leader and a world power
after its Independence and stood
out among the newly independent
countries for its principled cham-
pioning of peace with justice and
the elimination of inequities. Even
as a country aggrieved by the Chi-
nese aggression in 1962, India
continued to advocate the inclu-
sion of China in the UN.

However, afier its military de-
bacle in 1962 India appears to
have turned inwards and ceased to
perceive itself as a great power, or
even a potential great power, with
concomitant rights and respon-
sibilities. In the view of many
international analysts, consequent
to the signing of the 1971 treaty of
peace, friendship and cooperation
with the erstwhile USSR, India
ceded the moral high ground in
the world arena and relegated
itself to a regional or even a sub-
regional player. Western analysts
conveniently gloss over the fact
that if India appears to have
eaned on the USSR rather than
he west, it is because India was
iiven its steel plants and military
:quipment only by the USSR at
‘heap credit rates. It would be

ncorrect to infer that India was
wer in the Soviet camp. It is only
n the late 1990s that India has
nce again begun to see itself as a
najor player in the international

airena and is now endeavouring to
regain the strategic space that it
lost during the first half-century of
its Independence.

Though the Indian and the US
world views appear to be irrecon-
cilable, it is not so. In India’s view,
a polycentric, non-hegemonic,
non-polarised world order will be
inherently more stable and will be
more responsive to the aspirations
of the Third World. The US tends
to look at the world only in terms
of its own interests. Till a few years
ago, the US was overly concerned
with non-proliferation, particu-
larly the NPT — an issue that has
perhaps reached a stage of satura-

The author is a former Senior Fellow,
Institute for Defence Studies and
Analyses, New Delhi.

Ind|a s Quest For Great Power Status

By GURMEET KANWAL,

tion. It is now totally preoccupied

with terrorism and the related.

chemical and biological threats.
The US is not against multi-po-
larity as such, but is concerned ab-
out making multi-polarity safe -
for itself and the rest of the world.
The US needs to talk with other
major powers like India and China
and understand their version of
multi-polarity.

Many Indian analysts are con-
vinced that Indo-US relations will
become central to India’s foreign
policy in the coming decades, par-
ticularly in view of India’s emer-
gence as a state with nuclear wea-
pons. The post-Pokhran II phase
of economic sanctions and tech-
nology denial that had seriously

strained the relationship fortu-
nately lasted only a few years and
the US and other western powers
eventually came to terms with
India’s genuine security concerns
and its rationale for overt nuclea-
risation. The belief among some
Left-leaning analysts that the US
will never allow India to play its
rightful role in the international
system is an example of exag-
gerated pessimism and all policy
planners and opinion makers must
move away from such unpro-
ductive thinking.

Neighbours

Since Chanakya’s time, it has
been well accepted that the fore-
ign and security policies of a coun-
try must first take into account its
relations. with its neighbours.
India’s relations with its regional
neighbours have had a chequered
history since Independence and
have been marked by tension and
conflict. Since India has no aggres-
sive designs, regional instabilities
in the neighbourhood receive an
impetus from the prevailing asym-
metries. In order to eventually
play its role as a great power, India
must recognise the inescapable
need to resolve its problems with
its neighbours. Till India does so,
these problems will continue to
«drag it down. Resolution of its
problems with its neighbours will
certainly enhance India’s image in
the eyes of the world. Foremost
among these are the Kashmir
issue and the long-standing terri-

torial and boundary dlspute with
China.

Europe fought for hundreds of
years, including two world wars in
the 20th century, but now has an
economic union with a common
currency. There is no reason why
the Saarc countries cannot get
together in a similar manner over
the next decade or so. Free trade
in South Asia is already gradually
moving towards this reality. In-
dia’s “look east” policy is also a
welcome development. The - pre-
sent unipolar concentration-of po-
wer in the US needs to be mod-

. erated to the extent possible, with

whatever methods and modalities
can be commanded. At the same
time, any formal alliance or argan-

gement such as the much-touted
“strategic triangle” between India.
Russia and China must be
rejected.

Though there is a need to build
better understanding with Russia
and China and other Asian coun-
tries so as to enhance security in
Asia, as also to solve bilateral
problems, this must be done with-
out formal alliances. At the same
time, it is inevitable that there has
to be strong cooperation between
India, Russia and China if the con-
cept of collective, cooperative
Asian security in the 21st century
is to take shape in the vast
continent of Asia.

A nation has to be both mili-
tarily and economically strong to
strive for its own place in the sun
and to secure for its people liberty
and prosperity. Trade 1s quickly
becoming the predominant deter-
minant of relationships between
states and India is no exception.
The real reason why the world is
now taking India seriously is not
that it has become a great military
power (in fact defence expendi-
ture has been progressively reduc-
ed over the last 10 years), but that
there is an expectation that India
might continue to grow at about
seven to eight per cent per annum
and that it will have an impact on
world trade.

While trade in commodities is
still a major component of India’s
exports, sophisticated capital
goods and software exports are
gaining in the overall share — In-

dian software expertise is in great
demand the world over. Value-
added gems and jewellery now
form a large part of India’s over-
seas trade. India has also become
a big exporter of culture in the
form of entertainment products to
not only the Indian diaspora
worldwide but also to other peo-
ple in the regional neighbour-
hood. However, it is in the services
sector that India is likely to make
its greatest mark in the coming
decades because of the availability
of a unique combination of train- .
ed manpower, cheap labour and
an affinity for the Queen’s
English.

Trade

India’s official and unofficial
trade with the erstwhile USSR has
been reduced considerably since
its collapse. India’s trade with
China is minuscule. Japan has yet
to seriously increase its economic
engagement with India. The im-
portance of Europe cannot be dis-
counted in any discussion on In-
dia’s relations with the great pow-
ers. Europe is emerging as a major
centre of political, economic and
military power. India’s largest
trading partner is not the US but

“thetEuropean Union as a whole.

Europe is also a major source of.
technology for India. In 1984, In-
‘dia’ had signed an elaborate tech-

~nlogy transfer agreement with
- the US: however, no technology of
- “Consequence has so far been

transferred.

Though there are serious diver-
gences between the views of In-
dian political parties on other
issues, on foreign policy there is a
broad consensus across the entire
spectrum of political opinion, with
differcnces being limited mainly to
nuances and the execution of fore-
ign policy rather than disagree-
ments on fundamental issues. The
“core” ideas and thinking that
formed part of India’s non-align-
ment, continue to be a part of In-
dia’s foreign policy. India remains
opposed to military alliances and
power blocs. India continues to
strive for time-bound total nuclear
disarmament and the elimination
of weapons of mass destruction as
key foreign policy goals and is,
hence, not supportive of discri-
minatory international treaties
such as NPT and CTBT.

India’s commitment to the reso-
{ution of disputes between nations
bilaterally and without resorting to
the use of force, is comprehensive
and unwavering. While India is a
strong votary of the UN system for
ensuring a stable, just and equi-
table world order, India seeks its
early reform. particularly the
reorganisation of the Security
Council, 1o reflect present reali-
ties, and opposes its domination
by the P-5.members.

India is supportive of the move-
ment towards the emergence of a
new international economic order
based on fre¢ market economies.
India supports genuine demo-
cracies and is strongly opposed to.
racial discrimination, the denial
of human rights and discrimina-
tion based on religion, caste or .
gender. '
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Vajpayee ‘G

relations with nelghbou

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, FEB. 2. While arguing
in favour of restoring people-to-
people contacts between India
and Pakistan, the former Prime
Minister, LK. Gujral, today ex-
pressed the hope that such in-
formal relations would help in
normalising Indo-Pak. ties.

Rapping the Vajpayee Gov-
ernment for what he called was
a “sharp deterioration” in In-
dia’s relations with its neigh-
bours like Bangladesh, Nepal
and Sri Lanka, Mr. Gujral won-
dered what kind of future was
being shaped up by the BJP-led
coalition regime for the coun-
iry.
Addressing the concluding
session of the “People’s Integra-
tion Council” here, he said:
“Our neighbours are like our
own brothers. We enjoy age-old
relations with them on the basis
of language, religion, emotion
and history. If we cannot have
good relations with our neigh-
bours, what kind of ties will we
have with other nations?”

On India’s friendship and
close ties with the U.S., he said
that friendly Indo-U.S. ties were
a “different priority” which
should not prevent people-to-
people contacts with Pakistan
from being restored.

While admitting that the mil-
itary dictatorship in Islamabad
had a “vested interest” in keep-
ing the ties with New Delhi al-
ways on the boil as 60 per cent
of that country’s budget was
meant only for defence purpos-
es, Mr. Guijral said that the com-
mon people in both the
countries yearned for peace and
normal relations.

He said the Government
should make all out efforts to
strengthen relations with Dhaka
as it was India that had played a
pivotal role in liberating Bangla-
desh even at the cost of the lives
of its men in uniform.

What happened t pal? It
is a Hindu nation and even our
relations with it are not as good
as they should have been. In Sri
Lanka, you have a nation from a
far-flung part of the world work-
ing for peace in the island na-
tion. What kind of India are we
building for the future,” he
asked.

Emphasising the need to
bind the nation together
through secular and democratic
values, Mr. Gujral said India’s
diverse cultural and religious
heritage had played a key role in
keeping the people together.

In his opinion, secularism re-

It is a gimmick: Venkaiah

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, FEB. 2. Criticising the setting up of a Peoples’ Integration
Council, the Bharatiya Janata Party president, Venkaiah Naidu,
today said raising the “bogey of communalism” and talking about
“secularism under great stress”” was “highly objectionable”.

Describing the council as a “gimmick” he said the real purpose
was to bring together the non-BJP Opposition, a mission that was
bound to “flop”. The Congress and other parties had not learnt the
right lessons from Gujarat and they had failed to gauge the mood
of the nation, he said.

While the Congress was opposed to the Prevention of Terrorism
Act (POTA), it had “quietly invoked it in Maharashtra”, he said. He
questioned the Madhya Pradesh Chief Minister’s demand for a ban
on cow slaughter and alleged that the Congress was “silent” on the
large-scale illegal immigration of Bangladeshis into India.

Gujral

mained a “positive factor” — a
tool of taking the nation to a sci-
entific age — and was imbued
with a modern outlook to mod-
ernise the nation. “Building a
modern, scientific nation is a
commitment given in the Con-
stitution. Only backward socie-
ties have divisive tendencies,”
he told the delegates.

While asserting that elections
were a salient feature of a vi-
brant democracy, Mr. Gujral
said that democracy itself could
not be either “saffron, green or
blue.”

Pledging the support of the
Rashtriya Janata Dal to the ini-
tiative taken by the ‘People’s In-
tegration Council’ in
maintaining national unity, the
party MP, Raghuvansh Prasad
Singh, cautioned against dan-
gers posed by regional dispar-
ities and communal forces.

The Congress spokesman,
Jaipal Reddy, stressed on three
crucial factors —economic
growth, social justice and effec-
tive governance — for taking
the country ahead on the path
of development and harmony.

Other speakers included the
Lok Janshakti leader, Ram Vilas
Paswan, the Samajwadi Party
leader, Amar Singh, and the CPI
(M) leader from Jammu and
Kashmir, Yusuf Tarigami. -~
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By Dur Staff Correspondent
MYSORE, FEB. 1. The Defence
Minister, George Fernandes, to-
day reiterated India’s opposi-
tion to any conflict with fraq
and said an outbreak of war
i would have severe repercus-
sions in the region.

Speaking at a religious and
cultural function at Suttur near
here, Mr. Fernandes said the
Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vaj-
payee, had expressed India’s
opposition to war. “The United
States had no right to interfere
with the affairs of other coun-
tries and take decision on re-
gime change.”

The U.S. efforts to replace the
ruler of Iraq would be fraught
with severe consequences, as it
would amount to interfering
with the internal affairs of other
nations. War would send wrong
signals to the democratic coun-
tries, as they believed it was the

" India opposed to
Mv war: Fernandes

prerogative of the people of the
respective nations to support
the kind of regime they wished
to have, Mr. Fernandes said.

Commiittee plans
demonstration
By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, FEB. 1. The Commit-
tee Against War on Iraq is plan-
ning to hold a demonstration
here on February 10 before the
American Centre at Kasturba
Gandhi Marg here, a CPI (M) re-
lease said.

The committee comprising
various political parties, organi-
sations and prominent individ-
uals was constituted October
last. It had organised a demon-
stration here on November 14.

The demonstration 10 is part
of a series of actions planned by
the committee.
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By Our Diplomatic Correspondent

NEW DELHI, JAN. 30. India today said it had noted
the ceasefire announcements made on Wednes-
day by the Nepalese Government and the Maoists
which could lead to a peaceful resolution of the
conflict in the Himalayan Kingdom.

The Foreign Office spokesman told pressper-
sons that the process of dialogue should be based
on national consensus, involve political parties
and take place in an environment free from vio-
lence. India, he said, remained committed to the
strengthening of its long-standing, close friend-
ship and good neighbourly relations with Nepal.
He said multi-party democracy and constitution-
al monarchy were the two pillars of stability in
Nepal.

‘The External Affairs Minister, Yashwant Sinha,

epal dialogue should be
" based on consensus’ R
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had had a productive visit to Tajikistan and‘
would now commence the Kyrgystan leg of his'
tour to Central Asia. Mr. Sinha, who held meet-
ings with the Tajik Prime Minister, Deputy Prime
Minister, Foreign Minister and other dignitaries,
signed an agreement to set up a food processing
plant, equipment for which would be supplied
frees by India.

He said India and Tajikistan had also agreed to
set up a Joint Working Group JWG) on counter-
terrorism. New Delhi had offered a Government-
to-Government credit line of $75 million and a
separate $25 million credit line for supplies. Tajik
Air is expected to shortly commence commercial
flights to New Delhi, which could lead to Tajikis-
tan having a consular presence in the Indian cap-
ital. As of now, Tajikistan does not have an
embassy in New Delhi.




Khatami visit: India

makes tangibl

desh in the field of im"orma-9

HT Correspondents
Hyderabad/Delhii Jan 28

IRANIAN PRESIDENT Syed
Mohammad Khatami left for
Teheran after an 18-hour vis-
it to this southern city, which
has the largest number of
people of Iranian origin, on
Tuesday.

Though the President’s
special plane arrived nearly
two hours late last night,
hundreds of enthusiastic Ira-
nians were at the airport to
greet him. Breaking away
from protocol, Khatami
shook hands with many of
them. Khatami and the pres-
idential entourage spent a
greater part of the day visit-
ing the Hi-tech City, the eSe-
va centre and saw how vari-
ous Government services
were being rendered to the
people at single-point, thanks
to the networking of several
Government departments.

He also visited the Centre
for Cellular and Molecular
Biology, a premier research
centre in bio-sciences. He
* was impressed by the pro-
gress made by Andhra Pra-.

*tion technology and e-gover-
nance. The visit, an official
said, was primarily to convey
a message to the Iranians in
the city that the Government
of Iran has not forgotten
them. The visiting dignitary
spent some time meeting
with the staff and family
members of the Iranian con-
sulate here before leaving for
his country in the evening.

‘Visit a gain for India’

For New Delhi, Khatami’s
visit shows tangible gains,
including a firm commit-
ment from Iran of its sincer-
ity in helping India develop a
stake in the economic future
of Central Asia.

From Iran’s point of view,
it has meant a big leap for-
ward in securing credibility
with the world’s largest
democracy. The diplomatic
gains from this would be put
to test in the period after the
United States settles its score
with Iraq. Iran is one of
those countries worrying the
US. Being on India’s good
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%ooks may help offset threats
to the Teheran regime. *

India will move swiftly to
capitalise on the advantages
from this visit. The old Tran-
sit Agreement with Iran of-
fered a route to Turkmen-
istan but few wanted to avail
it because of doubtful eco-
nomic viability Now, with
Iran offering links through
Chabahar port to Milet, there
‘is a chance for India to link
up with the famous “Garland
Road” (Kabul-Kandahar-Her-
atroad) of Afghanistan offer-
ing easy access to Central
Asia. Besides, Iran has of-
fered to waive 90 per cent of
landing charges on Indian
exports to Indian humanitar-
ian assistance for
Afghanistan’s  reconstruc-
tion. The long-term strategic
interests of India are served
by these parcels of goodwill
with Pakistan obstinately
blocks.

Pakistan has made much
hype over Khatami’s Decem-
ber 22-24 visit to Islamabad,
but it produced neither a
joint statement nor much
substantial benefit for it.
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~India warming up
- to Myanmar, Dhaka
9% ,out in the cold

N

Jan, 21. — India is actively warming up to Myanmar,
engaging with it economically and politically, to réduce its
dependence on Bangladesh. The idea is to ensure that
Bangladesh's perceived intransigence on a series of
bilateral affairs does not prevent India from accessing the
huge markets of southeast Asia. Though India has been a
late entrant in the region, compared to China, the visit by
the Myanmarese foreign minister, Mr U Win Aung, has
served to give a big push to bilateral ties, primarily
economic, but also strategic.

The two countries had signed a protocol on foreign office
consultations that will ensure that they keep in regular
touch, and Myanmar's assurance in tracking down énd

reventing anti-India insurgents groups (mostly Kukis,

odos and ULFA, from the northeast) from operating
there makes it a small oasis in the gradually enveloping net
that terrorism appears to have spread around this country,
Mr Aung assured the external affairs minister, Mr
Yashwant Sinha, that his country would not allow its
territory to be used by insurgents to launch terrorist attacks
against India. Additionally, the incentive of 90 trillion,
cubic feet of “proven” natural gas reserves that Myanma
claims it has, makes it especially attractive for ener:
starved India, which is desperately looking for easily
accessible, secure sources of energy. /
7
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‘India and France
sign extradltlon
agreement 5 o o

By Bisheshwar Mishra ,S \ul a country like India.

Times News Network/V

Paris: India and France
7 on Fri-
: d a 'y
signed
t h e
much-
awaited
extradi-
ition
treaty
which
does not
bind In-
dia not to punish a person
extradited from France
with death.

The treaty was signed
by Deputy Prime Minister
Advani and French jus-
tice minister Dominique
Perben at a simple func-
tion in the justice min-
istry here.

Fielding questions
about the salient features
of the treaty after the cere-
mony, the French minister
said: “The treaty is like
any other extradition
treaty which France has
signed with several other
countries.”

On his part, Advani,
when asked if the “irri-
tant” over capital punish-
ment between the two
countries had been ad-
dressed and settled, said:
“There is no such provi-
sion in the extradition
treaty as such nor is it re-
quired. There is a provi-
sion in Indian law under
which the executive has
the power to assure a coun-
try that no capital punish-
ment would be carried
out.”

In this context, he re-
ferred to India’s experi-
ence with Portugal where
such an assurance was
helping India proceed
against Mumbai under-
world don Abu Salem.

In reply to a question,
the French justice minis-
ter said France would pre-
fer to try a French national

in its teppifory if he/she
hap, to commit a crime

L.K. Advani

Perben said the country
seeking extradition has to
furnish details which will
be looked into by the coun-
try which has signed the
extradition treaty If the
judicial authority of the
latter country is convinced
about the nature of the
crime, the person can be
extradited.

When Advani was asked
if the extradition treaty
would help in the deporta-
tion of a person if he/she
was wanted for a crime
committed in India, Ad-
vani explained that a de-
portation treaty and an ex-
tradition treaty were two
different things. “While an
extradition treaty involves
a lengthy legal process
which has to be gone
through by both countries,
deportation involves an ex-
ecutive decision,” Advani
said.

Later, at a formal press
briefing, Advani said:
“The extradition treaty
that we have signed will
be a logical adjunct to the
existing architecture of
reciprocal cooperation.
We are also on the verge of
finalising mutual assis-
tance agreements on
criminal and civil mat-
ters. Together, these
treaties and accords will
put in place a powerful
panoply of legal instru-
ments to facilitate our
common resolve to ensure
security and safety of our
peoples.”

Meanwhile Mr Perban
said the extradition treaty
signed with India was
similar to the one France
had signed with some oth-
er countries under which
both countries recognise
that extradition is possi-
ble in compliance with
the criminal rules appli-
cable to each other coun-
try.

As and when a case
comes, each case would be
taken up and considered,
he said.
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" India against removal of |
Saddam' Yashwant Sinha |

By K. Balchand

PATNA} JAN. 19. The External Af-
fairs Minister, Yashwant Sinha,
said here today that India’s ties
‘with the United States were on
the upswing and that Delhi was
in constant touch with Wash-
ington for better understanding
on a host of issues.

While not commenting on
the U.S. build-up in the Gulf re-
gion, Mr. Sinha stressed on the
compliance of the U.N. resolu-
tion by Iraq and a peaceful reso-
tution of the issue. He took the
stand that military action was
not a solution and said India did
not favour external intervention
in the internal affairs of any
country.

Talking to mediapersons, he
said India did not favour the re-
moval of the Iraqi President,
Saddam Hussein. “It is not the
responsibility of any country,
however high or mighty, to in-
terfere in another country’s af-
fairs.” However, one could not
oppose the military build-up in
the region as most of the U.S.

fleet was either in international
waters or had been allowed per-
mission by the respective coun-
tries.

Ruling out talks with Islama—
bad till it put an end to trans-
border terrorism, Mr. Sinha re-

gretted  that  international
pressure had not been effective
in this respect thus far. Denying
that Delhi’s foreign policy was
Pakistan-centric, he said the in-
ternational community appre-
ciated bilateral relations with
India.

On SAARC, Mr. Sinha said Pa-
kistan's attitude was the biggest
bottleneck in ushering in a free
trade regime for better relations
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among the member countries.
Pakistan was not in favour of
such an arrangement and it had
also not reciprocated India’s
gesture of bestowing the most
favoured nation status on it.

In obvious appreciation of
the mega-defence deal in the
offing, he sought to place In-
dia’s relations with Russia on a
higher pedestal as compared to
those with the U.S., stressing
that the traditional ties with
Moscow were being further re-
inforced. He maintained that
friendship between India and
Russia was progressing well and
that the old bonds were being
strengthened. He said that the
Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vaj-
payee, might visit Moscow this
year.

He underlined that relatlons]
with China were now better as]
both countries were puttmg
their best foot forward in resolv- ’
ing the border dispute.

The process of exchangmg‘
maps was progressing well and
Mr. Vajpayee was scheduled to
visit Beijing later this year.
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- _~Neighbourhood policy: the
""" Yashwant Doctrine?

By C. Raja Mohan

NEW DELHI, JAN. 12. In outlining a new set of
ideas on reviving the moribund economic
regionalism in the sub-continent last week,
the External Affairs Minister, Yashwant Sin-
ha, has broken some fresh ground in India’s
policy towards the neighbourhood.

Addressing a group of enthusiasts from
the region here last week, Mr. Sinha charted
a way out of the current stalemate in India’s
relations with its South Asian neighbours.
At the heart of it is a focus on regional trade;
that will be advanced by India through uni-
lateral measures, if necessary.

Mr. Sinha said the time has come to stop
debating economic cooperation in South
Asia and start acting on it. Arguing that the
South Asian Association for Regional Coop-
eration (SAARC) had produced shamefully
little on regional integration over the last
two decades, Mr. Sinha put forward a pack-
age of proposals.

He suggested that the seven countries of
the region discard further negotiations on
the cautious South Asian preferential trad-
ing arrangement and move straight towards
a bolder free trade agreement, which he
said India would be ready to sign immedi-
ately.

Mr. Sinha also identified a more effective
mechanism for trade negotiations. He
called for junking the current approach in
the SAARC, which exchanged “positive
lists” of tradable items among member-
states.

He called for negotiations on the basis of
“negative lists” of items, which the seven
nations might not want to trade on a prefer-
ential basis. Instead of avoiding discussion
of items of specific concern, small negative

lists would help address directly the specific
fears in the region that they might be
swamped by Indian goods under a free
trade regime.

Mr. Sinha also proposed harmonisation
of tariffs over a period of time across the
region that will prevent unscrupulous trad-
ers from taking advantage of differences in
taxation. That precisely is the source of cur-
rent difficulties in the trade between India
and Nepal. Mr. Sinha argued that a free
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trade regime in South Asia would not be
complete without an agreement on free
flow of capital and services across the
region. ,

Even more boldly, Mr. Sinha has urged
the region to begin talking about a South
Asian Union. Yes, a political union! Mr. Sin-
ha said India “will be interested in negotiat-
ing a new agreement which will create a
South Asian Union... the SAU will not mere-
ly be an economic entity. It will acquire a
political dimension in the same manner
which the European Union has come to ac-
quire a political and strategic dimension”.

This is probably the first time in recent
memory any leading functionary of the In-
dian Government has suggested a political
union in South Asia. Mr. Sinha’s bold
framework comes amidst a darkening
mood about the region in New Delhi,

The postponement of the SAARC sumimit
in Pakistan, the political stalemate with Is-
lamabad and increasing tensions with Ban-
gladesh together seemed to suggest India’s
neighbourhood policy was being set back.

Mr. Sinha’s comments suggest all is not
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lost, and that India is determined to lead
the region towards a different future. The
ideas put forward by the External Affairs
Minister are very similar to the Gujral Doc-
trine of the mid 1990s.

Mr. Sinha not only acknowledged the
debt to the former Prime Minister, LK. Guj-
ral, but also traced its roots to the “good
neighbourhood policy” adopted by Atal Be-
hari Vajpayee when he was External Affairs
Minister during 1977-79.

India was not merely returning to the
Gujral Doctrine. Mr. Sinha wants to inject
significant economic content into it. In sig-
nalling a new direction to India’s neigh-
bourhood policy, Mr. Sinha is also
emphasising two important political mess-
ages.

One, India’s size and centrality to the re-
gion are realities that will not disappear by
some of its neighbours bemoaning them.
Two, in a clear message to Pakistan and
Bangladesh, Mr. Sinha said, respect for the
security concerns of each other is the key to
the success of trade and prosperity in the
region.

Despite Mr. Sinha’s good intentions, it is
unlikely that Pakistan will respond positive-
ly to his proposals on regional economic
cooperation. To signal the seriousness of
India’s intent, Mr. Sinha must quickly im-
plement his proposals with other nations.

An early expanded free trade agreement
with Sri Lanka, upgradation of trade ties
with Nepal, and the creation of significant
market access for Bangladesh are all within
the grasp of the Indian Government. India
must demonstrate that it is ready to step up
the pace of regional economic integration
— with Pakistan if possible and without it, if
necessary.
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'RECAST THE POLICY y4.°

WHILE SEVERAL INTERLOCUTORS have re-
peatedly urged New Delhi to look beyond the
one-point focus of its Pakistan policy, there
has as yet been no sign that the country’s for-
eign policy establishment has recognised that
its argument, that infiltration from across the
western border must be ended before a dia-
logue is initiated, is not appreciated by the
larger part of the global community. Any hope
that New Delhi might have entertained — that
it would eventually succeed in isolating Pakis-
tan from the rest of the global community and
thereby pressure Islamabad to crack down
more effectively on cross-border terror — has
been struck a fresh blow by the latest message
from the U.S. State Department delivered
through its Director, Policy Planning Staff, Ri-
chard N. Haass. The message was that India
and Pakistan should realise that their interests
would be better served if they would remove
the pre-conditions for a dialogue. While the
statement was directed at both New Delhi and
Islamabad, it is not possible to miss the un-
derlying message that India should no longer
expect Washington to throw its weight behind
the proposition that an end to cross-border
infiltration is a non-negotiable pre-condition.
The U.S. would indeed appear to have further
opened up the space between its approach
and that of India since it is no longer coupling
its advocacy of a dialogue with an assessment
of its own that infiltration has decreased.
When it states that it will continue to urge
.Islamabad to end the infiltration, Washington
clearly recognises that such infiltration has
not abated and yet it has become the more
insistent on the need for a dialogue. Others do
not appear to view India’s insistence on a sin-
gle spectrum demand, even as it ignores op-
portunities that may be available, as a sign of
strength but rather as a sign of immaturity.
New Delhi should have understood by now,
without the need for the advice proffered by
the U.S,, that a policy cannot consist of a de-
mand or a set of demands alone. It ought to
have been able to conceptualise a policy that

takes note of the potentialities that {lo exist in
the current situation. At the least, New Delhi
should have explored these potentialities to
ascertain whether India’s long-term objectives
can be promoted through a dialogue with Pa-
kistan. Most significant of the new potential-
ities created is the installation of a civilian
Cabinet in Pakistan. It may well be that the
civilian Cabinet will not display much flexibil-
ity in its approach since it is too beholden to
the Pakistan military which is inherently hos-
tile to India. But is it in India’s interest to act as
if this proposition will hold for a long time to
come and is it even possible to know the val-
idity of this proposition without testing it? Af-
ter all, successive civilian Governments in
Pakistan have fallen out with the military and,
for the most part, have displayed a less antag-
onistic attitude towards India the more es-
tranged they have been from their armed
forces. It is important to note in this context
that the first message to India from the elected
Pakistan Cabinet was about the need for
friendly relations.

In urging India to take note of other aspects
of the current situation, Washington has
pointedly described as positive the assistance
that Islamabad has provided to it in the war
against global terror. This is as clear a refuta-
tion as there ever can be of New Delhi’s argu-
ment that Pakistan has become, not just a
sponsor of, but in fact the epicentre of interna-
tional terrorism. Washington in pursuit of its
own agenda has declined to categorise Pakis-
tan in the manner desired by India even while
it acknowledged that Islamabad had failed to
put an end to cross-border infiltration — this
failure was killing Pakistan’s hopes of a settle-
ment on Kashmir, Mr. Haass noted. The time
would appear to have arrived for New Delhi to
acknowledge that given the various interests
and concerns that come into play, its efforts to
isolate Pakistan from the global community
are not likely to succeed and that it should,
therefore, take a serious look at other policy
options.
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