SENATE OF PAKISTAN

SENATE DEBATES
Monday, March 8, 1999

The Senate of Pakistan met in the Senatc Hall (Parliament House)
[slamabad. at thurty four minutes past six mn the evening with Mr. Chairman (Mr.
Wasim Sajjad) in the Chair.

Recitation: from the Holy Quran
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PANEL OF PRESIDING OFFICERS

Mr. Chairman: In exercise of powers conferred by Rule 14 of the
Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in the Senate, 1988. I nominate the
following Senators in order of precedence to form the Panel of Presiding Officers

in this Session.-

1. Senator Dr. Javed Igbal.
2. Senator Rafiq Ahmed Sheikh.
3. Senator Igbal Zalar Jhagra.

(interruption j
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Mr. Ilyas Ahmed Bilour: Sir, with due respect, I protest in vour
honour because we gave a tiune of 3 O'clock and sir, if we start from five or five
past five or fifteen past five, at least before 'Namaz we can have one hour for
working. Sir. this is not the way.
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Sir, the economic crisis in the coﬁntry has over taken the political crisis. In the
iast ;ession an understanding was reached that there will be a discussion on the
policy framework paper and its implication on the national economy. Would vou
be so kind as to fix a couple of days during this session so that this policy
framework paper can be debated upon? Because in the last sessioﬁ an

understanding was rcached.
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POINT OF ORDER RE: LOAD SHEDDING IN MALAKAND
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Mr. Chairman: Minister for Water and Power.
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Mr. Chairman: Minister for Water and Power.
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Mian Raza Rabbani: Sir. I am grateful. Sir. as vou are aware that
today bemg 8th of March 1s the International Womens' Da\ and thi; date was
fixed sometimes in ‘]910 when the second International Womens Socialist
Conference took place and in that it was aecided that to connnemératé and
reiterate the solidarity with the calls and struggle of the women éach vear the
8th of March would be commemorated as International Womens' Day. Keeping
that in mind and keeping in mind the struggle of the women in Pakistan for the
restoration of their rights, be they political. economic or cultural and against
decadent and reactibnary forces which seek to keep them contined within the
four walls of ﬂiola’}iouvs"e; and not to éilow them to play their due and rightful role
in the body politics of ‘the nation, the combined Opposition initiated a draft

resolution in connection with the International Womens' Day and giving support
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to the Pakistani Women in their just strugglé 1 am happy to sav that at your
Office, the government , Raja Sahib and the Parliamentary Affairs Minister were
good enough to agree unamimously to the resolution and the JWP has also béen
kind enough to fix their signatures. So, I don't think, thére would bé a problem in
the passage of this resolution. Therefore. I would seek. through vou. the leave of
the House for the suspension of Rules and then beg permission to move the
resolution.
- é'_/’/ rules suspend c’_!( u)f J _Jj A -l
Mian Raza Rabbani: Sir. T beg to move for the suspension of the
Rules under Rule 236 of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in the
Senate of Pakistan 1988. that the requirements of Rule 27, 120 and 122 and any
other relevant rule may be suspended and [ be given permission to move the said
resolution.
Mr. Chairman: It has been moved by Mr. Raza Rabbani...........
N e )/ u_‘" ¥ oppose ..FJ
It has been moved bv Mr. Raza Rabbani under Rule 236 of the Rules of Procedure
and Conduct of Business m the Senate of Pakistan 1988, that the requirements of
Rules 26, 27 . 120 and 122 to be dispensed with to enable him to move a

resolution before this House

( The motion was adopted }

RESOLUTION ON THE OCCASION OF THE
INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S DAY
Mian Raza Rabbani: Sir. I beg vour permission to the resolution

14



which reads that on the occasion of the h)tematioﬁal Womens' Day, the Senate
of Pakistan resolves that it will protect the political, economic, cultural and legal
rights of the Women of Pakistan. The Senate of Pakistan expresses concern at
attempts to circumvent the role of Women and assurc them of its support in
plaving their proper role in the political, economic and cultural development of
the nation. The Senate of Pakistan further assures the Women of its support in
their” just struggle for the attainment and preservation of their rights under the

Constitution of Pakistan.
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Mr. Chairman: As there is no opposition. I put the resolution to the

vore of the House
/The motion was carried }

Mr . Chairman: The resolution is passed unanimously. ~Sved Igbal

Haider |

Syed Iqbal Haider: Sir, I had moved a call aucﬁlion notice this

morning and I would seek vour permission to move that call attention notice sir.

Mr. Chairman: This pertains to the Ministry of Petrolewm and I have
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received a letter from them saving that they have received the call attention
notice today at about 3 p.m. and since this is concerned with a lot of facts
which they -had to investigate, they were asked to lay these facts before the

House tomorrow.

Sved Igbal Haider: Sir, I may only read. Thev may bring the reply

tomorrow.
drurss A LS uE (LB
e pragis SV el S O
Mr. Chairman: Read it out.

Sved Igbal Hadier: Sir. I mav read the whole. I herebv invite
attention of the Mimister for Petroleum and Natural Resources to a matter of
urgeﬁit public importance mentioned below:

It is reported in "The Nation" of March (7, 1999 that the Petroleum
Minisirv  without following the prescribed service rules has terminated the
services of some 4200 emplovees of Swi Southern Gas Co. Ltd. at Hyderabad
Station. They . were fired without even taking into account the Supreme Court
Ordf:r._

Sir, there are three orders. One is of the Sindh High Court which had

restrained the dismissal of 1000 employees...

I e
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So, it is better that you raise these issues - 31 § of s e J7 d;'/ that

tomorrow when the Minister is here.

Sved Igbal Haider: Sir, I will just brief the House. There are



judgements. sir.

Mr. Chairman: No, what I am saving is
- - s 7 e - .
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< ol
Sved Igbal Haider: Then sir, I will authorise my colleagues to take

over that becasue I have to attend the Supreme Court tomorrow.

Mr. Chairman: No, no.
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We would like to find out. : o / 3

- ! judgements passed wkz : 4 A7 JU! A

Cases are not in the court at the moment. The last judgement is as late as of 11th
February, 1999 of the Supreme Court in which they have restrained Sui Southern
from termunating the employees.
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Mr. Chairman: O XK. Any other matier?
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Mr. Chairman: O.K. Minister for Foreign Affairs.

DISCUSSION ON INDIANS PRIME MINISTER'S VISIT TO
PAKISTAN

Mr. Sartaj Aziz: Mr. Chairman. I welcome this opportunity to brief
the Senate regarding the visit of the Prime Minister of India Mr. Atal Behari
Vajpaee to Pakistan on 20th and 21st February, 1999.

Mr. Chairman; as vou are aware that this visit took place at a critical
Jjuncture in the histrov of India -Pakistan relations. For the past 50 vears, these
relations have remained mired in wars extensions and confrontation. The core
dispute of Jammu & Kashmir has remained unresolved . Firing between our
troops stili continues along the Line of Control and on the Sia Chine Glacier.
Since May 1998, a more dangerous and volatile —security environment has
emerged following the nuclear tests by India and in response by Pakistan. As
the honourable members are fully aware, the Indian nuclear test on 11th May
qualitatively changed the security environment in the region and posed a direct
{hreat to Pakistan's security . We were confronted by the threats and
intimidations calling upon Pakistan to accept the changed strategic realities and
specially to role back its principled policy of supporting the just struggle of the
Kashmiri people for self-determination.

Pakistan was therefore, compelled to conduct its own nuclear tests in

order to restore the strategic balance and demonstrate a credible nuclear
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deterrent .. This historic decision marked the watershed 1n VI‘?akistan - India
relations  For the first time in 50 vears, we h.ave acquired an independent and
wdiginous defence capability which is the ultimate guarantee of our security
The nuclearization of South Asia also underscored the uréem need for Pakistan
and India to resolve all outstanding issues between them and in particular the
central 1ssue of Jammu and Kashmir.

At the mtemational level. the nuclear tests served to focus attention on
the need for resolving this root cause of “tension between the two countries since
1t has become a nuclear flash point.

Accordingly . the UN Security Council Resolution 1172 calls for a
dialogue between Pakistan and India to address the Kashmir issue. Similar views
have been expressed in statement and commumique of the Group of Eight
Industrialized Countries. The permanent five members of UN Security Council.
Additionally prominent world leaders such as the South African President and
current  Chairman of the Non-Alliance Movement - Mr . Nelson Mandela .
President of US- Mr. Bill Clinton and the UN Secretary General - Mr. Kofi Annan
have echoed similar exhortations for a solution of the Kashmir dispute.

Pakistan has. consistently sought a peaceful , negouiated and durable
settlement of the Kashmir issue in accordance with the relevant UN Security
Council Resolution enabling the Kashmiri people to exercise their imalienable
right of self-determination. Their struggle for obtaining this right has been met
ironically with massive repression which has violated over the past len vears
several other fundamental rights of Kashmiris including freedom of speech,
movement or association. Experience of the last 50 vears characterized bv three

wars and continuing tension demonstrate that use of force canmot provide the
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solution to the .problems between India and Pakistan. In the prevailin.g nuclear
environment war is no longer am option, the only avenue available to both
countries is that of dialogue and negotiations.

Guided by this conviction, Prime Minister, Mr. Nawaz Sharif launched
an initiative for resuming the bilateréi dialogue with India. soon after assuming
office in 1997. The strength of this argument was and continues to be thai the
people of both countries confront similar problems of poverty. hunger and
disease . Both countries need economic development and social progress .
However , as long as their relations continued to remain intangled n
confrontation and tension they would be compelled to divert their reséurces
awav from developmental purposes towards continuing spiral of a \\%Stéﬁ\l arms
race.

In order to break out this vicious circle, the Prime Minister repeatedly
emphasized to the Indian interlocutors that it is imperative to ensure peace and
security in the region by resolving all outstanding 1ssues i)ani0111arl§' the
Kashmir dispute. |

In June. 1997. Mr. Chairman. the Prime Minister's effoﬂ§ ac-hieved
significant success. when Foreign Secretaries of Pakistan and India reached an
understanding on an agreed agenda for bilateral talks which included the Kashmur
issue for the first ume in several decades and was 10 be discussed in a separate
working group.

More importantly, in the New York meeting of 23rd September. 1998. the
Prime Ministers of Pakistan and India agreed and 1 quote, "an Cll\’irOllll.lell'[ of
peaue and security is in the supremc national interest of both countries and that

resolution of all outstanding issues including Jammu and Kashmir is essential for
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this purpose . This historic agreement has become the framework and we touch
stone for the bilateral dialogue process that commenced in October last vear in
[slainabad at foreign secretary’s level.

We also emphasised that nommalization of our relations with India
would not be possible unless there was concrete tolerance on the Kashmir issue
However. in order to imprové the atmosphere for serious negotiation . the Prime
Minister also took several mitiatives i.e. starting a bus service between Lahore
and New Dehli. ordering the unilateral release of Indian fishermen and civillian
prisoners. offering to sell surplus electricity to India and resuming exchanges in
the field of sports.

These developments set the stage for the Tndian Prime Minister - Mr
Vajpavee's visit to Pakistan on the inaugural rn of the Bus service between
Delhi and Lahore . In Keeping our established practice a dignified welcome
befitting a head of govermment was accorded to the Prime Minister Vajpayee.
Apart from the formal session of the bilaterai dialogue the two leaders held
several rounds of informal talks. At the conclusion of the visit three documents
were adopted . The Lahore Declaration. the Memorandum of Understanding and
the Joimt Statement.

I would like to place copies of these documents on the Senate record.
The Lahore Declaration is by far the most important outcome of the summit
meeting It records the shared vision of the two leaders. not only about the future
relationship between Pakistan and India but for the securitv and prosperity of
the entire South Asian Region.

The very first operative paragraph of the Declaration establishes the

commitment of both sides to mtensify their efforts to resolve the outstanding
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issue of Kashmir . Another paragraph calls for respecting human rights and
fundamental freedom among which is the fundamental freedom of self
determination.

The Lahore Declaration also underscores the commitment of both sides
to the principles and purposes of the UN Charter as well as reiterating their
determination to implement the Simla Agreement in letter and spirit. As most
members, Mr. Chawrman, are aware the UN Charter clearly calls for the
implementation of all decisions taken by the World Body including the relevant
resolutions on Jammu and Kashmir. As regard the Simla Agreement the
outstanding issue to be addressed is the final settlement of Jammu and Kashmir.
Moreover , it should be noted that in as manv as three public pronouncements
from Mr. Vajpayee confirmed a need to resolve the Kashmir issue through an
integrated bilateral dialogue process. The Memorandum of Understanding also
establishes a clear linkage between an environment of regional peace and
security and resolution of the Kashmir dispute. Furthermore , the mamorandum
identifies eight concrete measures that are to be taken for ensuring peace and
security as well as promoting stabilization and restraint in the nuclear and
conventional fields. This is to be achieved through confidence buiiding measures,
the details of which are to be worked out by technical experts of the two sides.

The next round of Foreign Secretary level talks to follow up this is likely
in the month of April. Mr. Chairman, from the floor of this August House I want
to state categorically that there is no question of the government having
compromised Pakistan's principled position on the Jammu and Kashmir issue as
has been alleged by some quarters. There is no secret understanding or deal nor

is there any weakening of our position on the Kashmir dispute. The government
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remains committed as be“fore to supporting the just cause of the Kashmiri pg:ople
for self-determination and we shall continue to provide them political, moral and
diplomatic support toward this end.

Indeed 1t is our conviction that the Government's policy of engagement
with India at the highest level has better served the Kashmir cause. Indeed the
most significant outcome of the Lahore Summit has been the agreement betwéen
the two leaders to mtensify efforts for the resolution of the Kashmir issue. |

Mr  Chaimman . as the Leader of the House indicated in his brief
comments earlier, in preparation I‘orv the Indian Prime Minister's visit, I briefed
the Standing Comittees of both the Houses on Foreign Affairs to explain to them
the background of the visit and t11§ scope of the negotiation. The Prime Mimster
also invited the Kashmiri Leaders including the representative of the All Pakistan
Hurriat Conference and leaders from the Azad Kashmir. both in the Goven;m-ent
and the Opposition to take them into confidence becausc we considered th_em‘thc
most important party on this core issue. We have also asked India to stop 111i5
policv of repression in Kashmir by reducing their troops and proﬁ*iding Betier
opportunitigs to Kashmiris to take part in political activities and Yisit other
countries including Pakistan. It is also a matter of record that the surmnit mecting
has been welcomed and praised by virtually every country anci world leaders .
The event has attracted wide presenation and commendation .f rom  the
international media as well. Even within Pakistan, Mr. Chairman, we are happy to
note that many Opposition leaders' and newspapers’ comments have .welconlled
the initiative to raise the level of negotiation with India. The movs't umportant
aspect of the intcmational‘ reaction has been ‘the. unpreced.entedr focus 'ou the

need to resolve the Kashmir issue. Our commitment to peace and security has
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also been lauded bv the international communitv. We have clearly established
that this can be achieved through the resolution of all outstanding issues in
particular the core dispute of Kashmir.

There is now increasing appreciation i the world that peace, progress
and prosperity in  South Asia are not possible without environment of security
and stability for which purpose it is imperative to resolve the root cause of
tension, the Kashmir issue.

This fundamental realitv has been repeatedly emphasised by the Prime
Minister in his meeting with the Indian Leaders as well as to other world leaders.
He has also stressed at every opportunity that not only Pakistan and Indid but
the entire SAARC region would benefit tremendousiv from diversion of
resources towards economic development, promotion of trade and regional
cooperation at the SAARC Summit in  Columbo we had put forward a proposal
on peace, security and development aimed at creating an enabling environment
for progress, prosperity of regional cooperation.

In conciusion. I would like to emphasise that the outcome of the Prime
Minister Vajpaee's \’lSiI has been positive. It is now time for both sides to
convert their commitments mto deeds to translate words mto action. We remamn
ready to do our part and to fulfil our obligation. It is our hope that Indian side
will reciprocate 1 equal measures.

The hopes and aspirations of our present and future generations depend
on the direction Pakistan and India shall take. We stand before the eyes of all
humanity to redeem the pledge that we have made in Lahore and to the Kashmiri
people. The choice before us is stark and simple between peace and prosperity or

death and destruction.



Before concluding. let me again emphasise that we will value any advice
and guidance from members of this august House that can be provided to us in
dealing with the next cruciai stages or n dealing with this important and complex

issue. Thank vou very much. Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Chairman: Aitzaz Ahsan .

Ch  Aitzaz Ahsan : Mr. Chairman. vou will recall that when we
were told in vour chamber that Mr. Sarta] Aziz, the Foreign Minister would like
to disclose or make. I should not use the word ‘disclose’ but like to make a
statement  on the Indian Prime Minister's visit to Lahore. We initially wanted

more time because vou will recall and 1 want to place this on the record for the

sake of v own colleagues that we i thi

| 1 FORep— 2w
sted that this was a Private M

3
o

=
1
]
r
}

and particularlv Mr. Igbal Haider had items on the agenda.

Now  his items on the agenda, it was pointed out related to
pharmaceutical products and svllabus. sir. generallv evervbody felt that since the
Forcign Mimster would not be here tomorrow . it might not be possible to
adjourn his statement. Although these two or three items could perhaps in on
account of the relative seriousness and contemporaneity of the matter raised by
the Foreign Minister could take priority.

Accordingly, we agreed even though, Mr. Chainman, I hope that vawn
was for the Foreien Minister and not for myv speech sir, but accordingly we
wanted, we hoped, we expected that the Foreign Minister would, when taking our
own time from us. a Private Members' Day, come out with a statement that
would be refreshingly indicative of what actually transpired. He must have been

a ring side presence in the talks he must have been in the cockpit, he must know
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more than what he has revealed. What he has said, seems to have, with respect I
dare say. concealed more than what he has told us. I am utterlv disappointed at
the statement he has made, I took some notes as he was making the statement, I
dont want to be wrong, an erroneous in recounting things he said but very
briefly. it is the same stereo.type copy taken out of a foreign office computer,
which said that nuclear test has changed the enviomment. The U.N. Security
Counci] Resolution 1172, the G-8 Resolution, Xufi Anan and U. S President Bill
Clinton asked for a dialogue between the two parties. Pakistan has sort the
peaceful negotiation and durable solution to Kashmir, use of force is no option,
dialogue and negotiations were the onlv options. |

Hence the Prime Minister Nawaz Shirf was unhappy at the poverty.
hunger and disease in South Asia and at the wastetul arms race. He said that in
June, 1997, Foreign Secretaries meeth_lgs for the first time brought Kashmir on the
agenda. I read, I disputc much of these things but what he has said, September,
1998, the Prime Minister in the United Nations agreed to resolve the Kashmir
issue and i October, 1998 the Foreign Secretaries met in Islamabad, progress on
Kashmir was vital but unilaterally, Mian Nawaz Shirt at the bus service, the
prisoners exchange and he decided to sell the power to India and decided to
participate in sports contest. So three documents were signed in Lahore, the
Lahore declaration, the memorandum of understanding and a joint declaration .
The Lahore declaration happily required the implementation of the Simla
agreement in letter and spirit and the three public statements of Vajpavee on
Kashmir in Lahore, a while in Pakistan. established the recognition by the
Indians that Kashmir was an out standing issue.

Then he said that there were eight concrete measures in memorandum
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and he assured us that there is no question of the govvemment con@ronﬁsiné on
Kashmir There is no secret understanding and viz a viz the gbvemmem of
Pakistan will continue to support Kashmir and the summit has been welcomed by
world leaders. Thank vou very much Mr. Foreign Minster. if you wanted to take
a class of eight vear olds, this might have done very well. But I think you:odg:ht
to give us some credit. We are not eight vear old, we have heard all this before
- 4

and heard it at nausea. There are many questions that have arisen before and
after the summit. Mr. Chairman, it appears obvious from herc when he mentions
the (-8 Resolution and the U.S. President, when he mentions for instance the
{act that this summit has been welcomed by all heads of States internationally, it
has been generallv welcomed. What seems obwious tirst of all is that Pakistan
was posturing, not with an idea of getting the Kashmur issue solved. not with
that idea of having a durable negotiated peace to use his own words. But it was
posturing to appear to be moving, without actually moving and to appear to be
moving to those powers with whom it ‘was not negotiating , it was for the
oalleries that this summit was bemg plaved, there was no substance . He has
almost between the line conceded that it was not meant for any substantive
purpose. What was the purpose that some people in power ternationally ought
to see and perceive Pakistan as moving towards the solution, as willing to move
towards the solution, that is why the roads of Lahore were painted and the trees
were white washed. That is why the roads suddenly had lights from them. the
street lights were replenished. but Mr.Chairman. the issue is. if that is so. then
why go through all this, because what ydu have said, is nothing new, nothing
post summit . /

But then there are other questions that arise, what prompted Mian
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Nawaz Sharif . Prime Minister of Pakistan on a particular day to talk to an Indian
Newspaper man and sav. why does ilot Mr. Wajpavee éet on to a bus and come
to Lahore. Thai is not all. you know, these Indian Newspaper men often tell
more than perhapes the Pakistam Mimsters or authorities and persons might
like them to tell. I see my friend Mr. Mushahid Hussain sitting, it is the same
kind of tlie question what prompted him to take an Indian Newspaper man once
upon a time to Dr.A.Q.Khan. The results of that might have been good or bad for
Pakistan. I am not getting in to that issue at thé nloi;ﬁ‘entA At the moment the
issue 1s, T wish the Foreign Minister had told us. was ill‘a calculated move or was
a just an off the cuff might dream that the Prime I\/&iniﬁef Just took a swipe, not
knowing what he was talking about . 3

Now if he was not knowing what he was talking about he should have

told us what did the Indian gang, the Indian Prime Minister certainly calculated

“his response. if ours was calculated then why was it calculated. if our was

calculated as mdeed it might be, 1 am giving the benefit of doubt 1 the Prime

Minister, I don't say with the casual, run of milk. kind of remark_. l'wh}-»' don't ydu
get out of bus and come"”, there must be some reasons, some homeworrk“tthat
might have been done, some concept, some deliberation with the Foreign Office,
with the kitchen cabinet in the colleagues when such a major gesture was being
made, what was that deliberation, what was behind that particular remark and
offer or invitation. And has the purpose that was deliberated been achieved or
not. The Foreign Minister does not tell us why did he come to this House?
Really, we are not eight vears old, now if there was a purpose and there was a

calculation that preceded that invitation, we are to be told, and whether it has

been achieved or not . if vou cannot tell us in public tell us in private but we
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ought to be told. Parliament has to be taken in to confidence. now if it was not a
calculated deliberated remark not with prior concern then once that remark had
been made the Indian surely calculated how to respond and Mr. Vajpayee. the
Prime Minister decided to get on to the bus. Now what was their purpose, what
was his purpose. what was his mtent? Have vou tried to discern that if you
have. please take us into confidence, if you have been unable to do that please
take us into confidence. and confess. if vou have not even thought about it
please let us know and then resign. because then you are not even thinking. you
are actimg off the cuff. But if you have acted with cold and clear deliberation, as
vou ought 10 and vou must , then let us know. if vou did not and thev did . let us
know If thev did and voushave a particular idea of what thev wanted to achieve .
let us know. Have they achieved that or not. let us know. Are vou doing some
work or studies on this in the Foreign Office or was 1t just a kind of invitation to
a" Basant" roof top. Mr Vajpavee come over and together we will flv Kites and™®
together vou raise Kites into the skv and both went back, both back to vour own
position because when Mr. Vajpayee. went back, he had something very different
to sav and his Home Minister. who is the major leader of his party, has even
more different things to sav which have been reported today.

Sir. what has come out of the Lahore Summit. What was vour game?
What did you expect of it and what have vou got? Merely saving we had dinner
together  He did not say that, I can mention those. He went to the
"Minar-e-Pakistan® and mentioned Kashmir and said that Pakistan is here, to
sav that was a great gesture, that was a solid gesture, we find re-assurance. We
don't need re-assurance from the Indians about Pakistan's existence. Pakistan has

always been and will always be. We don't need that re-assurance, you may need



that but Indus and India have always been separate and please read your history
and be confident.

Now Mr. Chairman, let us go farther, there are other developments that
have been taking place, now that you have been through the summit. now that
each partv has gone apparantly back to its original position, what is the Chief
Minister of Punjab doing in Washington. It is a major issue and I read from a
press but I must say that this has been reported in the national press that the
Pakistan's Ambassador admitted . sitting in a press conference with Mr. Shahbaz
Sharif , Chief Minister of Punjab. this is Mr. Khokhar who explains about Mr.
Shahabaz Sharif's meeting with Mr. Faily Burger . He says that the Pakistan: side
did not want to publicise the meeting. as 1t was held at the request ot the US
officials but he did say that the national security chief talked about the India
Pakistan summit, seeking a detailed briefing from Shahbaz.

Now Mr. Chairman, why should not be the Sindh Chief Minister give a
detailed briefing about this, why was he excluded, only because it was held in
Lahore. Lahore is a town of Pakistan then why should not Frontier Chief Minister
has been there in the talks. Is Punjab breaking away from the federation? What
are we to understand Mr. Chairman, is Punjab opting out of it, taking all on its
OWIL.

I am going to come back to the story and I am going to come back to
this particular point in conclusion but Mr. Chairman. when we heard that Mr.
Vajpavee \\:'as conﬁilg', we thought that the Foreign Office must have done a great
amount of homework. We thought that the Prime Minister's remark that why
don't you get out to a bus and come must have been preceded by enormous

thing then in the brain storming..... we thought may be, what a wise and good



thing for Mr. Nawaz Sharif. he has done. But Mr. Chairman. It appears that

nothing. nothing,

absolutely nothing was done. It was exact Mr. Chairman. as I
said that the two were making to fly kites on Basant i Lahore. Now we
nevertheless welcome that, because we genumely believe that there should be
no war . We genuinely . honestly believe that the issues between India and
Pakistan can only be settled through peaceful negouiation. We believe definitely
ourselves. that war is not the solution. It can create tremendous problems. the
much much greater than the problems that we face todav. Se, when the two
Prime Ministers were to meet. we were happv. We welcomed that interaction .
We said ves, this a good thing. Mr. Chairman, I am just being informed that a
Camera is retording mv speech. I have no objection but vou have already said
that, light is on. I have just been informed. I have no objection but I want that
video for my personal record. And I think. today vou must call an explanation of
that person who is responsible for having that light on.

Mian Raza Rabbani: Mr. Chairman. vou have given explicit orders
to this account that- ounly recording of Senate proceeding will take place after vou

have been disburse and here the government is totally violating vour directives.

Mian Raza Rabbani: And the camera is still on recording, kindly

have that man removed straight away and take action against him.
¥
iy §od e L
Mian Raza Rabbani: Sir, why dont vou ask the mnformation

Minister, he is sitting there.
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Mr. Chairman: I will do the more appropriate thing, I have asked
Mr. Mushahid Hussain to ensure that the cassette which has been prepared is

erazed.



Mian Raza Rabbani: No. ne, sir

Mr. Chairman: I am confident that the directions have been given to
the Minister will be followed.
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Mian Raza Rabbani: Why is the Minister denying it?

Mr. Chairman: I have taken note of it, I have directed the Minister
and I amconfident, he will carry out my orders.
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Mr. Chairman: Since the recording was unauthorised, it shail be
erased and the Minister would ensure that it 1s erased.
ST F- PRt S SYTRNY PR Y G PR |
unless there is &l u:'" d)‘ JS)@; Se S P TS L = R B L
U( Lf{ _331 LL‘” J &3y u"c: U/ ug e U—M. : .Sélllé procedure agreed to.
sacred proceeding U/ ;L"‘f/'l; c # Some subordinate officials decide _d)/ y S

il they have to be recorded, they have to be recorded in particular manner <

S it =tz (§+ and not random, with my permission

Ch. Atizaz Alisant Mr. Chairman, [ was submitting that when we
heard of it. we honestly, genuinely welcomed it. Because we thought this is a
movement iowards a substantive and honest dialogue. We did know that this
was going to be a mere photo -opportunity. We did know that after the photo
opportunity the Chief Minister: would flv to Washington with that photo album
to show to the officials there that look at it here. this is the Prime Minister of
India and this is the Prime Minister of Pakistan, mv elder brother, look at them
smiling at each other. We did know that it would be a mere matter of form and
not of substance.
Now, what thev have lost in the process? I mcan as a matier o
sometime also  diplomacy can take a shape. the shape, the form of
11011-511bstantiv¢ gestures and perhpas move. still move forward. but that 15 not
the case here. This was a substantive opportunity, a great window . Why?
Because in 1999, Mr. Chairman, in many aspects the 1999 situation_ was different
{rom the 1989 »situation. In 1989, when the Prime Ministers of Pakistan and India

had met, - neither of us had detonated the nuclear device, neither had come out of
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the closet In 1999 both were manifest , declared nuclear Powers. The nuclear
enviromﬁént was indeed a pressure upon both to negotiate and talk . Tt is not
Nawaz Sharif saying get on to the bus and Vajpayee coming. It was that
environment that was pressuring him to come even at uncalculated remark by
our Prime Minister. who did not know what he was saving at that moment
because if he had calculated him then we deserve to know from the Foreign
Minister what was the input that went into that calculation and whether or not
that input and the required desires and prognosis have been achieved or not.

Secondly Mr. Chairman, besides the nuclear environment, the second
major differcnce between 1989 and 1999 was that m 1989 Kashmir had not been
in affirmance for a décade For ten vears Kashmir has been m affirmance. There
has been an "imifada” in Kashmir. Tt trigered of at the time: of ‘tile first PPP
government and it has continued. It has sustained it. The Kashmiris have bogged
down a very large section of Indian Army m Indian held Kashmir. This was the
second pressure of which some advantage could have been taken in negotiations
and talks.

The third major difference between then and now. Mr. Chaiman. was’
that at that time the Indo-Pak hawks were in the Opposition. Both Mr. Vajpavee
and Mr. Nawaz were in the opposition. Today both of them are in govermmnent.
They could have given greater results like for instance it had to be a Republican
President who could go to China. I grant them they managed to get a greater
benefit of doubts. all democratic and Republican Presidents are the same.-I am
sure they are as committed to the progress and prosperity of the United States as
anybody else. But one can do something that the others can't. Nawaz Sharif had

that opportunity and he was talking 'to a gentleman who had that opportunity on
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the other side The hawks were talking like doves and they could go much farther.
The fourth difference. Mr. Chairman, between then and now is that in that time
we were in the tail wind of Afghan situation. 10th of February, 1989, the Soviets
were withdrawing from Afghanistan and there was a flush of victorv in Paksitan.
Although we had recently taken over but in that flush of victory, there were
opinions  and hawkish opinions of chasing the Soviets into the Russian
Republics. Chase them right up into the Russian republics to Sorbs valley of the
Soviet Union and it was said and that is what infact gave birth to the concept of
the Jalalabad operation. Now it just went down. It was a follow through. There
was a flush of victory. There was ne compromises. No talks. No dialogues. You
could win territory by wielding arms. That was the concept. If ves, the Sowviet
Unton had been destroved by a brave struggle. But in the flush of victory , there
was no possibility among great negotiation.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, permit me to say that with all due respect, to my
friends on the other side, I hope they should not mind this because it is certainly
a personal view. 1t is a personal perspective and i.e., that at that time, permit me
to say, the Opposition was not as mature as the Opposition today. Today the
Opposition welcomed the talks. In 1989 the Opposition came out with such
gross , fabricated allegations, which they have been showing ., unfortunately
repeating on television programmes, Press Conference of the then Prime Minister
of Pakistan and the then late Prime Minister of India and negotiation and trving
to give an impression as if there was a lack of patriotism. Now that, Mr.
Chairman, we could have done, we could have joined those who were protesting.
There were hawks amongst us who said, lets get up, push the Awam out, this is

the time. this is the time and had we added our numbers to those who were
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protesting? It was not just Lahore. we could have possibly blocked the whole of
Punjab if we asked the party workers because it is a major party. We could have
held and decided to hold a rallv on that dav in Lahore and call for all our cadre
from all over Punjab to come. No, we thought of national interest, we thought
that the government would perhaps come out with a durable, negotiated peace
for the betterment and the better future and the prosperity of our children. your
children and my children. But Mr. Chairman, it was a disappointment, it was an
utter gross disappointment and that disappointment, I do not only mention for
that disappointment what Mr. Vajpayee. the Indian Prime Minister said when he
went ‘back to Dehli or what Mr. Advani has said, that they are going to say,
possibly that is not the only disappointment but Mr. Chairman, there were a
number of opportunities that have been missed I recall Mr. Chairman, briefly,
when 1 had the privilege of travelling with the Prime Minister to China last vear.
on my return, I mentioned that I felt the foreign office had not done its home
work, it just is so. I think that foreign office as it is, I have nothing, no personal
grievance against any foreign office's official but they have to serve Pakistan and
if they serve Pakistan, and I, as a Parliamentarian, it is my right to demand of
them the best performance and I think there was a lethargic, I told them that this
is a lethargic. I do not hold the then energetic Foreign Minister, in fact I found
him even in China. was over energetic, he felt that too. where T am driving at and
I think that his successor Foreign Minister is also burdened with a paraphernalia
that does not work. Once vou have decided that, once Mr. Vajpavee had
accepted the invitation, the foreign office should immediatelv have engaged if
they had not already done it, months prior to that visit or weeks prior to the visit.

But they immediatelv engage the Indians and locked horns in a comprehensive
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dialogues before "the Prime Mimster met or spoke . could discussed and the
opportunity is that, that might have been opened out. Look at that. India and
Pakistan in October. 1998 before the UN, both committed expressly and I woﬁld
say despite these full stops and commas and emphasis. unambiguously. despite
some room of flexibility or a slight crack in the door but unambiguously Mr.
Vajpavee and Mr. Nawaz Sharif that they would sign the CTBTbut 1t would come
inte operation . Why could not a concrete declaration be made on the South
Asian platform for this, becuase we do not want nuclear conflict. We do not
want a nuclear arm race. As long as India can be restrained we want to be
restrained and to restrain ourselves. I think, we are all very clear of that. I think,
the government is clear and we are clear and I think. everv Pakistani is clear. We
do not want the madness of nuclear weapon. It 1s mutuallv assured destruction.
So, Mr. Chairman, a move could have been made and I think, the Indian nught
have been willing to go for the first in response to the second on a principled
position . thev take that on global de-nuclearization. Why should we not join that
voice [ think, a major part of the world, a modem developed nation would
accept that happilv. be verv happy with that and jomung with demand for the
global de-nuclearization.

Then, thirdly Mr. Chairman, Siachin. You have said that we kept
Kashmir over the side where we have started it. Fourthly. that the Foreign
Minister said that although the progress on Kashmir is vital but Mian Nawaz
Sharif unilaterally started buses and -may took initiative on exchange of prisoners
and sale of power to the Indians and in the sports. Siachin was almost sort of
scttled bilaterally. In Siachin. the enemy No. 1 of the Pakistani soldiers, our

brothers and sons, who are voung fathers or voung married, who have also sons,
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parents depending on them is not the Indian army or the Indian bullet as much as
the weather. as the climate and the enemv No. 1 of India is not the Pakistani
bullet, it is the climate. the weather. One ‘chappati’ from the Pakistani side costs
Rs. 300. jst one 'chappati' and vou have to feed thousands of troops. One
‘chappati® of the Indian side costs Rs. 567. Now. the analysis made that if vou had
done a little bit of home work, may be we would have gone to that position
where the Indian could have withdrawn down to Kargil and we on this side.
sparing our vouth. the best of our vouth, the worst of the climate and the worst
of the weather frost by imputated arms. imputated noses. disfigured faces and
dead bodies. Mr. Chairman. I do not know what really was 1 therr minds.

Now. fourth Mr. Chairman. iook at it. where are we. on the chess board
between India and Pakistan. which is the frozen chess board, not a pawn can be
moved or had been moved. India and Pakistan agreed to several things, both are
agreed that there should be peaceful settlement, both agree that there should be
good neighbourly rclations between India and Pakistan. because we are two big
nations of this sub-continent. Both agree that the war is not ‘a solution. both
agree that we should not have a nuclear conflict, both agree. theretore, we should
solve the outstanding issues. Where 1s the diversion, mainly the diversion is,
Pakistan says that the core issue is Kashmir, let us decide this first and every
other issue will get aside because without deciding, settlling according to our
perspective, the Kashmir issue, no other issue can be decided, its not possible.
The India savs. let us decide the peripherals first and then by that time we will
have good relations, better relations and then we will decide the core issue later"

Now the chessboard is frozen. Our king on the chessboard is Kashmir.

Their king on the chessboard is non-Kashmir. These cannot be moved according’
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to Vajpavee and Advani and ask for this side and there is not a pawn that can be
moved on this chessboard.

Now what homework did the Foreign Office do. I asked the Foreign
Minister once in Foreign Affairs Committee, what homework have you done
before this visit is. Are vou going to get them to move a pawn f{rom here to
there . to make an exposure? Are vou going to move something? Is there any
homework? If vou are pushing on Kashmir. their pressure is on peripheral. vour
pressure 15 on Kashmir . Supposing thev  suddenlv concede and they loose
pressure on Kashmir. on the pcripherai while vou are pushing on Kashmir. You
can fall.

Have vou thought of that. that imbalance of the whole thing can slide
on that side. There is no homework on this and Mian Nawaz Sharif is the person
who thinks. because he is Punjabi, because he 1s a Kashmiri, he is the onc who
can solve the Kashmir issue. T hope he does, anvbody does.

If anvbody wants to solve the Kashmir issue in accordance with the just
and principled position , we say ‘ves' it is welcomed bul you expose your
weaknesses. The tragedy is when such interactions take place and they go back
and at vour initiative thev take place and vou have not done the homework and
then people go back. they get frozen inte the freezing room again, where the
minds are f{rozen, where the issues are frozen, where the whole thing is jammed
and into their own lock position.

Everybody suffers, the credibility of the process suffers. It is not just
that we can go and show to the American that look at these photographs, No, it
is the Pakistani psvche. the mind, the confidence in such interaction, peaceful

negotiated interaction that suffers. Then those who are protesting, they get a
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greater credibilitv. What vou get out of it? Do mot go into such purposeless
contacts, Mr. Foreign Minister, when all you have got to tell us is what you have
told us at the end of the dav. This is nothing different from what vou told me7 in
the Foreign Relations Committee and the other gentlemen in the Foreign
Relations Committee, and the Chairman of the Foreign Relations Committeé I
present, before the meeting took place, nothing new.

This is a set back, the set back to the confidence of people who want
negotiated durable peace. You do damage this wayv. You may be happy to please
the Americans but vour foreign policy has major structurai defect. The first. of
course, in Nepolianic sense is that vou are not strong at home. The strength of
the foreign policy lies in the domestic policy. At home. vou are a disasler in
economics . The decisions vou have taken, I am not going into it, I have
recounted them from foreign currency accounts, to announcing the Kala Bagh
Dam and vitiating the federal concept on principle to putting out military courts,
to taking on the Supreme Court, all' that. And vou are not creating a consensus,
domestic consensus. How can you have a strong foreign policy if vou do not
have a strong domestic policy based on consensus. Sécondl_\;', there 1s a total
absence of direption in vour policy. You do not know whether vou are going or
you are coming . You really do not know. You do not know what Mr. Vajpayee
has gained out of this visit that he has made. he has come out as the man who
can walk the seas, cross that border on a bus, pat the Pakistani Prime Minister
on his back and go back and rigidly stay where he was in his positon. Whél
have vou gained. vou have told us what vou have gained, vou have just told us,
this inspirit. 20 minutes that you have taken of our time which gave us nothing

whatsoever. So, vou have a total absence of direction in talking to the Indians

3



and in talking to the Americans, the only two that are relevant in this context at
the present.

And vou have a total absence of management, a complete absence of
management Mr. Chairman. and that is reflected in what the Chief Minister of
Punjab 1s domg i Washington. And I am going to concinde with these remarks
Mr . Chairman, the Chief Minister of Punjab may be the most adapt . most
qualified person to mingle with foreign personalities and to'convince them He
mav be the best diplomat known in Pakistan. he mav be an expert in Foreign
Affairs. he may also be an expert in Finance because these are the two foretastes,
apparently that he wants to displav abroad in Washington. He mayv be the best
man we have known. the best Foreign Minister and the best Finance Minister.
almight - 1f he has that. please, bring him to Islamabad. initially make him an
adviser under Article, I think, 37 of the Constitution. He will have full ministerial
stature. Then bring him into the Senate or vou have save seats in Lahore, bring
him mio the Nautionai Assembly. make lim the Foreign Minister. make him also
the Finance Mimster, make him also the Culture and Tourism Minister. make him
that He is vour brother. make hun that and let him travel all over the world. let
him then negotiate on behalf of Pakistan, let him then be talking of the CTBT, let
him then be talking about the American briefing about talks between Indian and
Pakistani Prime Ministers, let him do that, but you can't have a Chief Minister.
They said. Mustapha Kher went like this and somebody said, Mr. Abbasi went
for this or that and then the Information Minister said that Mr. Shehbaz Sharif
has been called by the World Bank for a conference.

Now, look at this, what does this savs, the Punab Chief Minister, this is

Shahecn Sehbai from Washington," a ‘dest' Kessenger in the making? The Chief
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Minister Shehbaz Sharif has passed acquiring the nickname of 'desi' Kessenger in
Washington  circles . that is ability t bring and carry secret messages” .
Although under thinly way. badly camouflaged cover, creating the right lobby~
and crucial decision making circles here. Remember his first string last vear when
cruise mussiles were flying across Pakistan to hit Usama Bin Ladin capms in
Afghanistan and dropping in Pakistan territory as well, exactly at that time
Shehbaz Sharif was with Strote Talbot and company in the State department. His
latest mission to Washington, it has just been revealed and confirmed. was to
see the top most security officials of the White House. National Security
Adviser Sandy Bergar. Deputy Secretarv of Strote Talbot and his Assistant Rick
Endvfer. These meetings now. it was said that he has gone for a World Bank
Conference and on the invitation of the World Ban. These meetings according to
a State Department official were planned weeks in advance and then there is an
American being quoted, " Shahbaz's meeting with Handi Burgur came at the time
when the US was readv 1o launch its biggesi man hunt ever tor Usama. who the
US intelligence agencies believe has fallen with the Taliban lcadership and may
be on the run ably aided by Pakistani intelligence”. He was confronted

Shahbaz was confronted at his news conference at the Pakistan Embassy on
Thursday evening about his meeting with Burgur, a stony silence on his part
revealed more than he could have said in any number of words. Twice, he simply
passed on the questions to Ambassador Riaz Khokhar sitting on his right. Mr.
Khokhar explained and now this again tells it all. kindly see. Mr. Khokhar
explained that the Pakistani side did not want to publicise the meeting as it was
held at the request of the US officials but he did sav that the NSC Chief talked

about the India Pakistan Summit seeking a detailed briefing from Shalbaz .
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White House and State Department officials ~were more forthcoming in their
statements on the meeting. Osama was discussed as was CTBT and other kev
issues now being negotiated between the two countries, thev confirmed. What
becomes more eminent is that the Sharif Brothers are engaged in direct personal
diplomacy  at the level with the key decision makers of Washington bypassing
the Foreign Office and Khokhars attempt to prevent the Shahbaz's Visit  as
another ordinany investment seeking attempt by a provincial chief minister was
feeble and unconvincing since he himself started plaving down the New York
investment conference when a reporter pointed out that not enough ground work
had been done and no major investors were planning to attend. It is a modest
offort Khokhar said. explaining the conference. Now. the correspondent then
goes on 1o show and establish what a lot of mportance and what a lot of funds
were spent on Shahbaz's visit. Obwiously, must be the Federal Government's
funds because television crews and cars and press conferences and all that were
hired 1o tecord everv minute as if he was the Prime Minister himsell. Of course,
news are coming in the press that the Sharif family has changed horses already
and this is a prelude to some major changes that the father has already decided
upon. But that is their internal matter and I will not really dwell upon it. What
is of serious concern to us and let me conclude on that Mr. Chairman, the serious
concern is that there is no direction in foreign policy. The interests that dictate
and shape our foreign policy are insubstantive, personal, private corporate
interests. It is the sugar selling, largest sugar family of the country that has been
selling sugar at 11 rupees to the Indians when the Pakistani citizens have been
paying 18 rupees for the same amount of sugar. These are personal interests .

Power selling in the bloody conflict with the IPPs about which finally the
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WAPDA Minister has conceded that those actions have to be withdrawn for lack
of evidence or whatever the strength of that case.

Mr. Chairman, in that bloody arm twisting and sucking on the eyes and
on thenose of the IPPs , the Sharif family has gone mto that in a big way.
When Hub Co.'s shares fell from 60 to 11, who was buving those shares? Their
front men and now thev want to make all compromises with qll the IPPs that
they have substantial interst in and want to sell power to India when there is
none for Pakistanis. If it 1s a good commercial deal for the country we will still
not be able. but the judgements and decisions are not being taken in the
country's interest. It is one family that is not onlv running the foreign policy of
the countrv but running the countrv. Unfortunately. it is one familv based in
Raiwind that has taken over not only the main office of Prime Minister and Chief
Minister but now is eating up into the offices of Foreign Minister. There are
two Foreign Ministers in Islamabad but rione is briefing the Americans . if thev
need to be briefed, neither of them is briefing the Americans. If that is required,
neither of them is briefing the Americans but the Chief Minister Punjab. the
concern Mr. Chairman, is that for the sake of the interest of one family based in
Raiwind , not only he has the foreign policy of the country being put in
jeopardy, not only our other national interests are being thrown into the whims
but I fear that the precedents set by the Prime Minister's brother, who is only
afterall the Chief Minister of one province briefing foreign powers about Mr.
Vajpayee's visit is probably the most deleterious and the most insidious  aspect
of that dark corner of our environment todav on which the Foreign Minister
unfortunately threw no light. It could have been a corner thart could have been Iit

up. It could have been a corner that could have provided light to the rest of the )
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arca that we occupy a God gifted nation called " Pakistan™. That comer was
Lahore That declaration was the Lahore Declaration. That Memorandum was
signed in Lahore. That understanding was in Lahore. in that glorious citv, what
opportunies thev missed. [ think Lahore is never going to repent this as much as
this particular episode in her history. Thank vou.
Mr. Chairman: Akr‘anll Lakl Sahib, I think I will have to limit the
ume.
Lourdf wizre U aer
for each speaker I think if will be more than enough. o
Mr. Muhammad Akram Zaki: Sir. it would be insufficient for a
Minister to reply the questions. |
Mr. Chairman: No.
sl L«.’./[/Lf' wind up e 23 A _g’f/ﬂ ¥ - 23 u{f - t_f;: )
Mr . Muhammad Akram Zaki Mr. Chairman: [ will speak
tomorrow because for 10 minutes I can not speak.
- S M !Aff Ll TP LT LE -tz
) L‘/ a{
because 1 think, we should finish this tomorrow.
ol Jf@;/“ JE L F e i A,
{interruption )
Mian Raza Rabbani: Only the Minister, who will wind up then all

other members will have equal time.

-A_,Lfc;;’ e/ Gimiv 1559 wit 4 & w‘/gﬁ j‘yfug O - A

48



-
e 1

Mr. Muhammad Akram Zaki: Thank you Mr. Charman. I
have listened with great patience to the statement of the honourable Leader of
the Opposition ‘and I would like to first touch upon some of the positive aspects
of his speech 1 am verv glad 1o sav that he admitted and categorically stated
that the Opposition recognizes the fact that war is not desirable and not an
opﬁou. And that negotiated settlement of our disputes is the only path we are
readv to pursue. So. in that sense I am very glad that there 1s a conscnsus and
the "government's decision to choose the path of negotiations is recognized and
endorsed by the Opposition.

I wish that consensus having been declared the actions should have
also been analysed in the same positive spirit. It has been asked whether the
Prime Minister of Pakistan or the Government of Pakistan calculated when he
decided 10 make a statement that the Indian Prime Mimster could visit Pakistan
on a bus. while talking to a journalist. Yes sir, the whole sceriario was
considered and calculated. There was in the Indo-Pakistan Sub-Continent a very
serious effort being made by the Prime Minister of Pakistan, who secks a
negotiated sertlement of the core issue of Kashmir and other disputed issues.
And there was lack of response on the part of India. These efforts were made
during his first tenure in office also and this vision, that he talks of peace and
security in the region, 1s not sometiing that has suddenly come up. This was
clearly focused and announced even in the first lenure. But with the change ‘of
government came again a freeze and there were no serious negotiations for the 3
vears period that the Oppositioin was in office. Everything remained frozen. On

return to office serious efforts to find a negotiated peaceful settlement of the
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dispute were tesumed and the Foreign Minister has referred to the successful
agreement of 23rd June. 1997 But I would sav that there was a qualitative change
in the situation in Sub-Continent in May, 1998 It was totally a new phase.
India's attitude. in the past. had been its own self image of bemg a big and
powerful country holding Kashmir by force, not willing to talk to Pakistan. And
Pakistan's efforts were spurned by India in the past that they were not willing to
talk to somebody whom they regarded not as their equal. The international
community , for their own reasons of politics and economic interests, had more or
Jess, adopted a posture of conmivance at this approach. And the valiant struggle
of Kashmiri people did not really make an impact on the global conumunity's
conscience  But the situation of Mav, 1998, when India resumed its nuclear tests.
I would like to say for the sake of the record while the honourable leader of the
Opposition said, in 1989 both were not nuclear power states, that India had
demonstrated its nuclear capability as far back as 1974. So, there was one
nuclear power and a large country and the other was not a declared nuclear
power  That was a different situation. And when India adopted a threatening
posture against Pakistan and there was international pressure on Pakistan not to
respond in kind. but it was the bold and brave decision of the Government of
_ Pakistan to correct the strategic imbalance and to rectify the psvchological
atmosphere and giving the people of Pakistan a sense of security. by carrying
out its own fests. Now with this new situation the global community, which had
turned a blind eve to the sufferings in Kashmir, to the brutalities in Kashmur,
suddenly awoke up to the realization that now the conflict 1s too dangerous .
Previously. the option was between dialogue and deadlock and India opted for

deadlock because it had a self-image of its ability to carry on that policy. But the
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dialogue to deadlock situation has changed. the option today is “dialogue and
disaster” and neither of the two countries is willing to face a nuclear disaster.
Therefore, there is a growing compulsion, internal compulsion of the leadership
of the two countries to take the dialogue seriously. To allege that it was a
non-serious affair for Pakistan. I think it is unkind. Pakistan has been seriously
pursuing the Kashmir dialogue. it was India that was non-serious and it was the
same situation that changed the attitude of India to that extent that the pressure
they were feeling inside Kashmir, from the freedom struggle, their inability with
606,000 troops tw crush the rebellion was the ground reality that the world
recognized and there were voices raised all over the world which, the Foreign
Minister has referred to the P.3, the G-8, the Security Council etc., and there was,
therefore, intemational pressure on the India which did not exist before. And it
1s recognizing the factors of internal pressure of the rebellion and the
international  pressures that the Prime Minister of Pakistan made the calculative
move to extend an invitation to Vajpavee, and his calculation was correct
becasue this time the response was positive and he came. India was under
pressure to come. There were other factors also which compelled India and I
think, to say that it was qnl_v a non-serious affair and a photo opportunity is. I
think, uncharitable and it needs to be reconsidered and reviewed. Yes. the
Indians did some posturing while going back because after having come here and
having agreed to negotiate on Kashmir thev felt internal pressures. Let me say
what was the outcome? The outcome was that for 25 vears India was claiming
that Kashmir was an integral. part and they were not willing to discuss it. Th_ey
not only agreed to discuss it, but Vajpayee came to Pakistan to discuss it a;ld

vou know the significance and vou can see under how much pressure he was to



be able to come here.

Now . the Lahore declaration has laid the framework for continuation of
this dialogue on a serious basis. We are told and there are insinuations that
evervthing has been done because the Americans wanted and vet there is a
counter allegation that the Chief Mimster of the Punjab has gone to explain what
happned. If they know what happened and if they are the one who are dictating
evervthing then why do they want to understand what happened? There 1s a
hasic  contradiction between the two allegations that it 1s being done at the
nstance - of outsiders . Tt was an indigenous decision and it reflects a
determination of this Government that we want to seek a peaceful mternational
atmosphere  for our internal progress. for economic development and social
wstice. It is imparetive that we have peace m our region 1 would submit
through vou sir, to the Leader of the Opposition that the two positions of India
ond Pakistan that he has stated are somewhat outmeded that Pakistan insisted on
Kashmir first and India insists on other issues first. This was the position and in
fune . 1997 there was a substantial change in that position of both countries and
thev agreed to have eight different subjects and a composite and integrated
dialogue through eight different working groups. This position was reiterated in
the joint statement of the two Prime Ministers coming from New York on the
23rd of September '98 after the nuclearization of South Aisa.

So, now. it is not that Pakistan wants Kashmir first and they want other
issues first. it is that the two sides have to move on all fronts and trv to achieve
progress. But it is possible that there should be progress only in certain sectors
and the other sectors should remain frozen. So. the primary objective of the

Lahore visit. that has been achieved, is that the ice has been broken. That India.
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that was mnot willing, to discuss seriously and meaningfully the question of
Kashmir is now ready to- discuss. Sir, you know that the path of dialogue is a.
difficult path.

There are examples before us of our neighbouring countrv China. They
started negotiations with Britain to get back Hong Kong. It was painful process
of hcgoiianons spread over severai vears aud when they signed the agreeinent.
the agreement was to return Hong Kong after another number of vears and fmally
they achieved their objectives. They had similar process of dialogue to get back
Macao and that agreement also is going to be finally successtul by the end of
this vear and they are proceeding similariv for the return of Taiwan.

So. we are serious and determined and if there is national unity and if
the Opposition 1s really sincere in supporting this process of dialogue. there 1s
no reason why through united action we cannot keep India on the right path of
avoiding the disaster and continuing the dialogue with Pakistan which would
succeed. The prumary thing is that the rights of the Kashmiri people are the ones
which we are supporting. And it is now after the May events that the global
community has started speaking openly about the rights of the Kashmiri people
which they were not willing to raise in the past.

I think. to have accused the Foreign Office of not doing its home work,
is also an uncharitable view. I would like to place on record my compliments for
our competent Foreign Secretary and his team who have been working during the
last two vears to carrv on very difficult negotiations, very successtully and
skillfully with their Indian counterparts and one of the most important documents
that is on record is the agreement of 23rd of June, 1997. I have also seen how

india tried to get out of that in September at New Delhi and in Dhaka and in
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Columbo but ultimately it was their persistence and their clear vision that
brought India to agree back to the same position that the questions of security
and peace and the question of Kashmir are the primary issues which have to be
dealt with at the Foreign Secretaries’ level.

Secondly. sir. to say that the opportunities were missed and we could
have signed number of agreements in Lahore, T think. with a history of hostility
of 50 vears with the relations being frozen and to the frozen chess board to which
it has been referred, vou canmot expect major agreement in the first meeting.
The opportunities have been created. the opportunities have been opened up and
now . il we pursue the dialogue. I thmk, the resuits will become obvious. To
have said that on one meeting. thev could sit and make documents because the
secretaries should have prepared it earlier. is very unrealistic. The officials work
under directions of the political leadership. It is only when there is a log jam
and the political leaders meet, they create a new push, give new directions and it
is onlv under those new directions that the officials can move forward to make
progress.

] think the visit of Mr. Vajpayee was a very important, a Very
significant event in the historv of Indo Pakistan relations. It has brought the
focus of the international community on the problems of South Asia. The
emphasis on elimination of poverty and cooperation within the SAARC region
has aiso brought the interests of the international community. Now instead of
blaming each other. I think the need of the hour is that the government and the
Opposition, on such ar; important issue as relations with India, as the security of
Pakistan and the nuclear issues. we should work for a consensus and a united

approach . So that we move forward in a determimed way and not waste our
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energies. 1 am very sorry to say that the honourable Leader of the Opposition, of
course, this is the purpose of the Opposition, instead of attacking the policies of
the government, said that this was basically the interest of a family. I would not
go into that but if families are to be mentioned then families are those which
make themselves life Chairpersons, families are those which bring in their
husbands into everything in the government. But these are the kind of things
which vitiate the atmosphere. So let's not attack the families, let's say that it is
important that India and Pakistan avoid a war. It is important that India and
Pakistan conduct serious and meaningful negotiations and therefore , it is
absolutely essential that there should be a united national effort to move forward
and instead of tellng the world that our government is not serious on
negotiations , that they are just looking for posturing. We must support the
serious efforts of the government and find out where India is posturing so that
we can bring them in line to achieve national objectives. I thank vou Mr.

Chairman.

Mr. Chairman: The House is adjourned to meet tomorrow at 10.00a.m.

[The House was then ad journed to meet at ten o f the clock in the morning on Tuesday,

9th of March, 1999.]
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