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Capital View 

A Window on Pakistan 

THE local wags were having fun 
dwelling on the side-effects of 

the political contest between President 
Ayub and Pakistan's madr-e-millat 
(mother of the people!), Miss Fatima 
Jinnah, and also on the mullah's decree 
that women cannot aspire to rule an 
Islamic Republic (a fatwah which is 
being debunked by the theologians of 
the Arab world in very much the same 
way as they did the Hazratbal inci
dent). Now, the picture is very diffe
rent. Fatima Jinnah, despite her se
venty one years, has sparked a re
thinking in Pakistan which is bound 
to have wide and deep reactions 

The stir is not just a matter of mas
sive crowds attending meetings addres
sed by Fatima Jinnah. She would 
probably collect the crowds anyway. 
What is significant is the content of 
her speeches, a content which lists the 
broken pledges and exposes the pre
tensions of an entrenched military-po
litical-religious clique. 

The controversies which have ma
tured around her speeches, the 'revela
tions' and 'counter-revelations' by both 
sides, wil l undoubtedly help to crystal'-
lise thinking in Pakistan on a number 
of the country's major problems. This 
process, if it continues unhindered, 
will militate against chauvinistic ap
peals to the electorate, appeals which 
in the past have always blurred the 
vital, unresolved political and econo
mic issues. 

Indian opinion, long accustomed to 
the lazy equating of the politics of 
Ayub and Bhutto with those of the 
Pakistani people, is now compelled to 
take note of long-neglected trends 
across the border. A window lies 
opened on Pakistan. 

We are again beginning to realise 
that there are important sections 
there who also think of democratic 
rights, of economic and political go=»ls 
which are not so unsimilar to tnese 
asserted strongly in India. This realisa
tion is a necessary corrective to the 
hallucinations of those who would 
make an opportunist compact with 
Ayub on the plea of Indo-Paiistan 
friendship. 

Increasingly, we need to find ways 
of breaking through the sterile contro
versies which block the advance to a 
point of understanding between India 
and Pakistan. The mistake is to place 
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the most explosive questions at the 
top of the list of outstanding problems 
or to attempt 'package deals'. Our 
effort should be to tackle those as
pects of our relationship which cause 
misunderstandings and bitterness. 

If the conciliators concertrated, to 
take only one example, on clearing the 
obstacles to the easy movement of v i 
sitors across our frontiers, a great 
deal would have been done to make 
simpler the resolution of bigger pro
blems- In other words, the search tor 
sudden, dramatic solutions to the pro
blems between our countries is futile 
in the present conditions — in fact, 
it only produces failures which harden 
attitudes. 

Unwise Luncheon 
For these rather solid reasons, a 

number of observers who study Pak
istani affairs are wondering whether 
Lai Bahadur Shastri should have al
lowed himself to be talked into a hur
ried luncheon meeting with Ayub at 
Karachi on his way back from the 
Cairo Conference (a meeting which will 
have taken place by the time these 
lines appear in print). Was it wise to 
go in for this kind of empty demon
stration of so-called statesmanship at 
a time when Pakistan is in the throes 
of an election campaign? 

This is the kind of unthinking act 
which loses us respect anions our 
friends and antagonises those who are 
attempting to free their c o u n t r y from 
the grip of chauvinistic and authorita
rian cliques. Shastri could have waited 
at least until the outcome of the pre
sent election battle—that is, until the 
end of November. 

This is not to suggest that there is 
going to be some unexpected political 
upset in Pakistan. Indeed, if Ayub 
faced such a possibility, he would pro
bably suspend the election — or post
pone it for some reason or the other. 
What is sought to be emphasised is 
that we should not do anything to in
ject Indo-Pakistan matters into the de
bate now joined between Ayub and 
Fatima Jinnah. A casual meeting at 
an airport, let alone a luncheon, has 
been known in the past to have been 
used for purposes not to our liking. 
Why should we assume that a repeti
tion is not possible, particularly when 
Ayub is beginning to echo Bhutto on 
India. 

Some of us are also taking serious 
note of the visible repercussions which 
our new attitude in favour of a speedy 
rapproachment with Pakistan is having 
on the two powers most concerned 
with future developments on this sub
continent. Apparently, the U S A , sens
ing the change and conscious that 
somehow the opposition of the USSR 
to the change must be reduced, has 
begun to urge the need for the Soviet 
Union to have a 'stake in the sub
continent. For this reason, there was 
no really sustained criticism over the 
Indo-Soviet arms deal, the argument 
being that an 'involved' U S S R would 
see the 'logic' behind the moves to 
end the tension between India and 
Pakistan. 

A l l these adjustments in power posi
tions are, of course, directly related to 
the presence of China, in one way or 
another, throughout South and South-
East Asia. And the hope, now being 
expressed in a number of influential 
quarters, that this sub-continent wil l 
become an area of disengagement be
tween the world's two major powers 
can no longer be dismissed as unreal-
istic. The Soviet invitation to Ayub, 
announced soon after the conclusion 
of the Chavan visit, and the recent 
'advice' which Khrushchov gave the 
Pakistani parliamentary delegation 
about the desirability of improving 
Indo-Pak relations are most definitely 
pointers to a re-assessment which has 
begun in Moscow. 

The Soviet Union will move cauti
ously, and there will be considerable 
anxiety not to give the impression that 
the change in attitude is crucial. In 
other words, our policy planners (if 
they exist!) have to wake up to the 
implications of these developments. 
We cannot afford to be 'tailists' (to 
use a good communist expression). We 
must be two steps ahead in our un
derstanding of these trends if we wish 
to safeguard our interests. Waiting on 
events will only damage us and con
firm the impression now widely pre
valent that we do not quite know 
what we want. 

The talks which Jawaharlal Nehru 
had with Abdullah in Delhi are now 
widely interpreted as marking a break 
in our 'intransigence' over Kashmir. 
The activities, officially blessed, of Jaya-
prakash Narayan and the conciliators 
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are seen as confirmation of the Shas-
t r i Government's desire to compromise 
on a vexed question. The arrest of 
Bakshi Ghulam Mohammed, and the 
earlier postures of leading elements in 
the GOI which made this move inevit
able, is produced as proof that 'India's 
man Sadiq' has no political base in the 
Valley. 

Inspired reports have also appeared 
about the possible triple division of 
the State (Jammu, Kashmir and La-
dakh), reports which are now being 

given respectability by learned com
mentators and the like. Indeed the 
unfortunate impression gathers that 
these are deliberate moves to engineer 
what amounts to an impossible situa
tion, a situation which wi l l 'persuade' 
us that we have to accept an unpalat
able compromise. 

Shastri's meeting with Ayub, despite 
the publicity surrounding i t , serves no 
purpose except to further blur un-
derstanding of our position with regard 
to the outstanding problems between 

India and Pakistan. We have to first 
clear our own cob-webs about our 
place and role in the world before we 
launch on dialogues with others. The 
Cairo Conference might assist the 
initiation of this overdue task. . 

I say 'might', because the Confe
rence is still on and its value as a re
flector of emerging attitudes has yet 
to be analysed. But moronic pen-
pushers who imagine that we have been 
're-born' internationally at Cairo wil l 
have to think again. 


