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We need a more robust
Pak foreign policy

Chanakya's View

have great personal
respect for Sushma
Swaraj. She is, by
far, one of the most
competent ministe-
18 in the current Cabinet,
It is for this reason that I
am at a loss to under-
stand what is happening
with regard to our policy
towards Pakistan.

It is abundantly clear
to anyone remotely in
the know that Pakistan
is quite clear about how
to deal with India. Paki-
stan’s policy is, as I have
said on countless occas-

ions;one of gxplosive,ag- |
gression Mifowed by tac-

tical appeasement, This
policy has undergone no
change with Imran Khan
becoming the PM of
Pakistan. In fact, any
civilian PM of Pakistan
is a puppet of the deep
state consisting of the ISI
and the Pakistani Army.
PMs may come and go,
but the policy of the deep
state remains unchang-
ed, and the incumbent
civilian, who is ostensi-
bly “democratically”
elected, has no option
but to follow this policy.

This situation explains
why Mr Khan, on assu-
ming power, held out an
olive branch to India,
while Pakistan relent-
lessly continued its sup-
port and sponsorship of
terrorism against India.
Ceasefire violations
have escalated; the Paki-
stani Army has upped
its shelling from across
the border, killing and
displacing civilians; ter-
rorists sponsored by
Pakistan have claimed
with impunity the lives
of our brave armed
forces and paramilitary
personnel. Aggression,
followed by appease-
ment, has been the con-
sistent poliey.

What has been our
response? 1 am afraid,
we have neither been
consistent, nor prepared,
nor armed with a strate-
gic response of our own,
On the one hand, we
have publicly main-
tained, for some time

now, that there can be no
talks with Pakistan in
the shadow of terrorism.
Formal comprehensive
talks were suspended by
the previous UPA gov-
ernment precisely for
this reason. Even though
PM Narendra Modi
invited former Pakistani
PM Nawaz Sharif for his
swearing-in ceremony,
and later air dashed fo
Lahore to give a hug to
Mr Sharif on his birth-
day, these talks were not
resumed, because Pakis-
tan’s fransparent nexus

with terraviam. directed.

against -India not onl
continued, but escalated,
with such brazen attacks
as that of Uri and
Pathankot.

While not agreeing to
the resumption of the
composite dialogue pro-
cess, we have, in addi-
tion, made countless sta-
tements that no talks
with Pakistan will be
our policy so long as it
does not end its verifi-
able nexus with terror-
ism. Ms Swaraj herself
said that until the perpe-
frators of the Mumbai
carnage are brought to
book, any talks with Pak-
istan are out of the ques-
tion. But, just a few wee-
ks after her statement,
PM Modi met with his
counterpart, Mr Sharif,
on the sidelines of the
Ufa summit, and issued a
rather amblvalent and
guestionable joint state-
ment after that. «

Mr Khan's offer of tal-
ks with India was som-
ething we should have
expected, and been pre-
pared for. In fact, even
better, we should have
proactively pre:empted

Pakistan's move by bec-

oming the prime mover
ourselves. Immediately
after his election, we

should have issued a for-

mal statement express-
ing the hope that the
new PM of Pakistan will
eschew the path of ter-
rorism, so that the com-
prehensive dialogue pro-
cess can be renewed,
with terrorism as the fir-

st item on the agenda.
Then the ball would
have been in Pakistan's

© court. Tt would have to

respond, and we could
manoeuvre the response
trajectory.

However, since we
were not proactive, the
opposite has happened.
Pakistan has made the
offer of talks, and we are
scurrying around to res-
pond, And, our response
'has been — to say the
least — rather egregio-
us. First, we said that
the two foreign minis-
fers will meet on the
sidelines of the UNGA in
New York. Then we clar-
ified that this will be a
meeting, not a dialogue.
What is the difference
between the two? When
two people meet, at the
level of foreign min-
isters, what they say to
each other — unless
they, are on “maun

- vrat’, a vow of silence —
- constitutes

g dialogue.
Such a dialogue may not
be at the level of the
structured comprehen-
sive dialogue, but it is a
dialogue. Hair splitting
on what is a “talk” and
what is a “dialogue” is,
frankly, quite silly.

But more egg on our
face was to follow, ‘'he
very next day the MEA
said that this meeting
has been cancelled. The
reason given for this

" reversal was the killing

of our security person-
nel by Pakistan-based
entities, and the release
of postage stamps of
Pakistan-glorifying mili-
tant Burhan Wani, who
was killed in an en-
counter by our security
forces. The MEA spokes-
person said “the evil
agenda of Pakistan sta-
nds exposed, and the
true face of the new
Pakistan PM, Imran
Khan, has been revealed
to the world”

This' is truly mystify-
ing. Were “Pakistan-

Imran Khan'’s offer
of talks with India
was something
we should have
expected. In fact,
we should have

proactively pre--

empted Pakistan’s
move by becoming
the prime mover
ourselves.

based entities” not kill-
ing our security person-
nel when we agreed, just
24 hours earlier, for
Ms Swaraj to meet with
her Pakistani counter-
part, Shah Mehmood
Qureshi? Were ,we in
any doubt that Burhan
Wani was a terrorist
tfrained and supported
by Pakistan, for us to
suddenly realise, in the
space of 24 hours, that a
stamp issued in his
name by Pakistan sho-
wed the “true face of the
Pakistan PM"?

The truth is that our
response was a plain and
simple flip-flop, whose
underlying cause is the
fransparent absence of a
well-thought out strate-
gic policy to deal with
our hostile neighbour.
In the absence of such a
policy, our responses be-
come ad hoec. We appear
ag dinlomatic dilettantes

on the international sta-

ge, and the advantage,
quite unnecessarily, ace-

rues to Pakistan, In this
instance, while we were -

busy explaining the rea-
sons for the abrupt reyv-
ersal of our decisions,
Pakistan has conveyed
to the world that India
has spurned its offer for
talks. Mr Qureshi said
as much: “It is unfortu-
nate that India has not
given a positive
response. India has once
again wasted an oppor-

tunity for peace.”

Diplomacy to be effec-
tive must be embedded
in a strategic matrix.
The guestion is' not
whether we should talk
to Pakistan or not, The
real issue is that whatev-
er we do must be in
accordance with a well-
calibrated strategic 1)011
cy. There is no point in
diverting attention from
this basic issue by plan-
ning the celebration of
anniversaries of the sur-
gical strike. That was a
move we welcomed and
paid tribute to our brave
soldiers. However, one
strike alone is not en-
ough to overlogk the
continued violence agai-
nst us from across the
border. Nor is a muscu-
lar posture a substitute
for strategic clarity.

The writer, an author
and former diplomat, is
a member of the JD(U).
The views expressed
are personal.



