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President Zardari has asked General Jones to clear the way for the US
loan of missile-firing drones to Pakistan; and Prime Minister Gilani, apart
from asking for a debt write-off, has requested him to convince India to
get back into talks with Pakistan. Mr Gilani has also tried to persuade
him to get the US “to play its role in resolving the Kashmir and water
disputes with India”. Gen Jones’ comment on TV was: “the US wanted
to be of help in the process of normalisation of relations between India
and Pakistan” and that he would be carrying a message of equality,
fairness and reason for the Indian leadership.

It is a good augury that Pakistan is now thinking of accepting the US
troop beef-up in Afghanistan as part of its own strategy in South
Waziristan. Its earlier stance was probably based on a situation in
which Pakistan was not engaged in South Waziristan and therefore
feared an influx of the bad Taliban into FATA to further exacerbate the
disorder there. It is clear that the national consensus against the
Taliban in Pakistan has caused the change in outlook. Now it wants US
troops deployed along the border to block the movement of terrorists
from both sides.

The drone issue is a part of the “trust deficit” dating back to the time
when Pakistan was looking at the Taliban as a “military asset”
promising a foothold in Afghanistan if India made too many inroads
there. The US has gone through times when intelligence shared with
Pakistan ended up with the Taliban who then moved out of the target
areas assigned to the drones. There is still a bit of the old fog left in
this bilateral conversation as it is not clear what may happen if the
drones given to Pakistan are controlled by a certain kind of “ideological”
officers. But the situation has changed and requires a different handling
of the drone issue now.

As for the Kashmir and “waters” issue, the US should nudge India
towards resolution. And one reason for that would be America’s own
meeting of the minds with India on the issue of punishing the terrorists
whom Pakistan has been using as “non-state actors”. The talks on
Kashmir under Gen Musharraf had moved on to the “azadi” tack for the
Kashmiris and got stuck on the various modalities of possible
“autonomy”. We can pick up on that and finish the job.

Indo-Pak disputes are a victim of trust deficit and lack of normalisation.
The waters don’t belong in the “dialogue” but come separately under
the Indus Waters Treaty, and the last time we went to the World Bank
to resolve the Baglihar Dam dispute we did not win big. Friendly, trade-
based ties with India will probably uncover a “third-party” as the real
enemy: the changing ecology. If India is acting coy, Pakistan is not
letting on that it needs the dialogue with India as a precondition to
taking on the Taliban. The sooner this pantomime is broken the better.
*

Second Editorial: Imran Khan on Talibanisation

During an interview with an American channel, Imran Khan stated that
the Pakistan army’s operation against the Taliban is suicidal. In his view
the operation would fail because it would create more anarchy and do
little to end Pakistan’s problem with areas where it has lost control. He
used the word “suicidal” because he claimed that Pakistanis were
employing the term Talibanisation wrongly.

He said: “This term being used, that Pakistan is going to be
Talibanised, is absolute nonsense, because the Taliban is not some
ideology. It is a direct reaction to the US invasion of Afghanistan and
the Pashtun nationalism kicking in. And on our side of the border, when
the Pakistan army, under US pressure, went into the tribal areas, that’s
when the Taliban — Pakistani Taliban — emerged four-and-a-half years
back. And so, with each operation, they have expanded.”

To set the record straight, the Taliban were not moved by a remote-
controlled emotion on seeing the Americans arrive in Afghanistan. The
Taliban were the “non-state actors” used by Pakistan to help the Kabul
regime of Mullah Umar survive in the face of internal opposition. Almost
all the warlords now bedevilling Pakistan with their criminal activities
are veterans of this war which later turned against the Americans when
they attacked in 2001. That year also saw General Musharraf deciding
that the Taliban would be covertly retained as a “strategic option” for
Afghanistan.

We are suffering from the failure of our past strategy on Afghanistan.
Talibanisation is an outcome of our embrace of an ideology that doesn’t
stop becoming more and more stringent as a part of a worldwide
Muslim trend. Pakistan’s ideology leans on the Constitution which
proclaims the sharia. Talibanisation is an ideological extension which
rejects the Constitution of Pakistan and seeks to implement a tougher
version, something which the people of Pakistan have rejected.

Imran Khan doesn’t know what he is talking about. He cannot run with
the Taliban and disco in London at the same time. *
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