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Conditionalities
in peace talks

(D By M.H.

12 /ﬂ 0t

THERE can be no argu-
ment with the fact that

there can be no meaning-
ful peace between India
and Pakistan without a
satisfactory resolution of
the Kashmir dispute.

It also goes without saying
that there is as much stake in the
successful conclusion of the com-
posite dialogue, begun earlier
this year, for the Kashmiri peo-
ple as for the people of Pakistan
and India. What happens to
Kashmir will inevitably be
reflected in relations between
India and Pakistan. However,
even though India appears to be
somewhat reluctant to describe
Kashmir as the core issue this in
effect is what it is in relation to
the dialogue.

Of course, nobody at the out-
set declared Kashmir to be the
main issue or that there could be
no understanding between India
and Pakistan on any of the sev-
eral aspects of their bilateral
relationship without the assent
of the Kashmir people. It would
be fair to say that the participa-
tion of the representatives of the
Kashmiri people was not visual-
ized as a prerequisite of the dia-
logue. Yet, this appears to be the
situation on the ground after
about 10 months talks between
the interlocutors of the two
countries,

India is clearly not prepared to
accord Kashmir the priority that
Pakistan believes it deserves.
Addressing a gathering of the
Pakistani community in London
the other day, President Pervez
Musharraf stated emphatically
that “Kashmir is the key issue
and we have to move forward.”

Pakistan’s insistence that
without Kashmir there can be
no worthwhile progress in the
composite dialogue — even
though it has not said so in so
many words — virtually gives
the Kashmiris a veto over the
talks. Pakistan has also made it
clear that progress since the
talks on Kashmir has to be “in
tandem” with any discussion of
the confidence-building meas-
ures (CBMs). It could imply that
a measure of understanding on
any of the other contentious
issues would not mean very
much without an understanding
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tion of Kashmir has been one of
Pakistan’s policy objectives, the
larger issue of India-Pakistan
relations has hardly ever so cat-
egorically been made condition-
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relations is made conditional
upon the will of the Kashmir
people, the composite dialogue
could come up against some for-
midable, even unsurmountable,
hurdles. Apart from India’s psy-
che — the belief that Kashmir is
an integral part of Indian territo-
ry — the militancy which has
now become an integral part of
the struggle in Kashmir could
manifest itself in other aspects
of the two countries’ bilateral
relationship.

It is frequently said that the
rise of militancy in the Kashmir
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communalism in India generally.
It is also generaﬂy known that
the increasing frequency of the
anti-Muslim riots and the crimi-
nal indifference showed by the
state machinery in meeting its
responsibility to save the lives of
the Muslims have strengthened
the perception that the
Kashmiris would not be safe if
they continue to be treated as a
part of Indian society.
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India does not appear to look
upon with favour at all the idea

of associating any Kashmiris
with the dialogue. However, it
would be unfortunate if the com-
posite dialogue were to be
stalled on this count. Perhaps,
the high-level emissaries of India
and Pakistan who are said to be
engaged in behind-the-scenes
talks would be able to suggest
some means of saving the dia-
logue
Perhaps, the international pow-
ers such as the US would also
lend their support to the dia-
logue.

from being stalled.



