
ihe rise of an independent Muslim channel 
which can be popular and be open and ac
ceptable to people, uniting the Muslims in 
the Muslim countries, so that the Muslim 
identity is not ignored in the influencing of 
the global identity. 

The fourth question that really faces us Is 
what is the Muslim identity, because, with 
the decline of communism the world has 
totally changed. The pro-communist world 
was dominated by nationalism and by re
ligion. 

So we are going to see greater emphasis 
on the question of what is our identity by 
virtue of our being Muslims, particularly on 
the question of Islam, which is a total code 
of life for an individual. And in this we are 
going to see. since we have different sects, 
and we have different thinking, a debate 

eral level. 
in this case, the greatest tensions^take 

place over allocation of resources'dnd ap
pointments to sensitive positions like the 
judiciary • bureaucrac). police structure, and 
Ihe foreign ser\ices. So. there has to be 
some independent criteria which are ac
ceptable to all the different communities, 
which can make for effective local govern
ment and integrative community politics at 
a provincial and at a federal level. 

These are the several challenges that I see 
facing us as we enter the 21 si ceniuiy. 

• Hindus recently razed the Babri 
Mosque in India. How you see this rise of 
Hindu fundamentalism in India, and how 
it is going to affect Pakistan? 

BB: This rise of Hindu fundamentalism 
was expected because it is an outcome of 

for Kashmir. But the third option of Kash
mir takes away the raison d'etre of the Par
tition, which was that one could only accede 
either to Pakistan or to India. Now. if we say 
that you can accede to India or Pakistan or 
have your own state, then with the fires of 
communalism gathering strength, with the 
rise of ethnicit)' in the post-communisl 
world, there will be a threat of Balkan-
isation of the entire India-Pakistan sub
continent. 

• How do you see the present struggle 
of Kashmiris? Is it for total in
dependence, accession to India or acces
sion to Pakistan? 

BB: People in Kashmir want self-
determination. The Kashmiri struggle start
ed off as struggle for accession to Pakistan. 

Kashmiris is this, that please do not judge 
from the yardstick of what happened dunng 
periods of dictatorship of auihoriiananism; 
a democratic Pakistan has always meant 
security and autonomy for the people of 
Jummu and Kashmir. It is my sincere and 
earnest hope that, when the) decide, the 
people of occupied Jammu and Kashmir 
will decide to accede to Pakistan. Will de
cide for cenain reasons. 

On reason is for the stability of Kashmir 
itself. Because if it belongs neither to Paki
stan or India, and acceded neither to India 
nor to Pakistan, then it might become a 
centre of intrigue and conspiracy, because it 
is placed between Pakistan. India, Af
ghanistan and the Central Asian region. So. 
for the stability and progress of Kashmir. I 

Kashmiris, the superpowers also discussed 
it for the first time during their meeting of 
1989-90. Subsequent to that, the Organ
isation of Islamic Countries (OICj passed a 
unanimous resolution on the Kashmir issue. 
It had occurred for the first time. 

Al l this we did, in a way, recognising the 
new global politics of democracy and hu
man rights, and out of the firm belief, that 1 
have, that the people of Kashmir cannot be 
denied their rights as long as it is a political 
struggle. 

A visiting American congressmen told 
me do you think the matter could be re
solved if there were elections held and they 
asked you to participate, and we ensure the 
elections are free. I said yes. However, 1 told 

Kashmiris as the real factor for ilie rise of 
Kashmiri nationalism. I think would be an 
incorrect approach to a solution of the 
problem. 

Unfortunately, since the dismissal of the 
democratic government m Pakistan, the 
people of Jammu-Kashmir have suffered a 
severe setback. Inlemationally. they are no 
longer getting the same moral and political 
suppon as they did in the past, number one. 
And. number two. it is increasing!) being 
viewed as an India-Pakistan problem; and 
the third question, which was not being 
mooted .so much, suddenly came up: "Let's 
get out of India and Pakistan and have the 
third option". 

CONCLUDED 

IN the midst of tragedy there is 
often opportunity. 

Hopefully this time the Pal
estinian leadership will learn that 
there is only one real game in in
ternational politics — hardball. 

Unfortunately, for many years 
now there have been many ques
tions — especially from those 
most knowledgeable and most 
concemed about Palestinian af
fairs — whether the PLO really 
knows how to play. 

When speaking of "hardball", 
however, one doesn't necessarily 
mean guns and killing. While it's 
obvious that ihroughoui history 
force and violence have played 
major roles, it's also true that 
more and more In the modem 
world there is authority in words 
credibly spoken, in symbols 
thoughtfully put forward, and in 
well-crafted appeals, to human 
rights, to iniemaiional law, to 
justice. 

Especially in today's new 
world of instant communications 
and mass media saturation, se
rious fighting on the battlefields 
of public opinion is more im
portant than ever before. 

It's not just a matter of building 
up suppon in the minds and 
hearts of ordinary people. More 
and more public opinion weighs 
heavily on the decisions policy
makers eventually take, con
straining them into choices they 
might like to not make but which 
they feel public opinion won't let 
them easily avoid. 

In other words, a crafty, tough, 
no-nonsense approach in the dip
lomatic arena is the least the Pal-
e.stinian leadership should be able 
lo come up with at this crucial 
lime. 

Everyone who cares about 
peace and justice in today's 

WHAT SHOULD T H E 
PALESTINIANS DO NOW? 

From 

Mid-east is well aware that most 
of the guns are on the other side. 
So no one is expecting the Pal
estinian and Arab leadership to 
match the Israelis and the .Amer
icans on the miliiars from. But 
when it comes to the diplomatic 
battlefield it's lime this lead
ership showed what it's made of; 
and if it turns out that it's not 
made of much then ii .should re
alise it really is lime to step 
aside. 

In this overall context, here k 
a brief prescription for immediate 
.steps the Palestinians should nou 
take at this possibly crucial turn
ing point that has been brought 
about by Israel's unprecedented 
expulsion of hundreds of Pal
estinians: 

Real suspension of the talks. 
The "peace talks" should be 
completely suspended.' the Pal
estinians reserving for them
selves alone w hen and if they will 
be begun again. 

First of all these talks were 
mishandled by the Palestinian 
side from the- very beginning. 
Quite tellingly it seems to me is 
that every major Jewish support
er of Palestinian statehood I have 
spoken to in recent months — 
Genera! Matti Pcled in Israel. 
Prof Noam Chomsk)' at MIT. 
journalist Maxim Ghiian in Paris, 

publisher Abi Melzer in Frank
furt among them — has been ex
tremely critical of how the Pal
estinians allowed themselves lo 
be manipulated into Trojan Horse 
negotiations on the wrong terms, 
in the wrong forums, through the 
wrong procedures. 

Secondly the credibility of the 
Palestinian leadership for taking 
firm and principled stands has 
been so badly damaged in the 
past that few believe this same 
leadership can rise to the moment 
now. This puts a double burden 
on them E G make the suspension 
the) have already spoken of 
credible. 

In short the current spiral of 
tragedies in the region offers an 
opportunit) to restart things on 
far belter lerms. Bui first what's 
needed is a serious and real sus
pension of the current frame
work: a suspension that has cred-
ibilit) and if necessary — as it 
probabi) will be — staying pow
er. 

This also means no more 
footsy game-playing between 
West Bank Palestinians and 
American officials in Washing
ton at the fancy hotels and dinner 
parties they have unfortunately 
got much loo use to already. 

Palestinian negotiators should 
go home where they belong and 

stay there at least until the "peace 
talks" suspension is resolved one 
wa) or another. The Americans 
know very well how to get in 
touch with them there: moreover 
they know very well who pulls 
Ihe real strings in Tunis and Cai
ro. 

New refugee camp. The ex
pelled Palestinians should stay 
right where they are — caught in 
a kind of no-man's land in south-
em Lebanon. They should .set up 
a new refugee camp — for what 
has happened to them is but a 
modem paradigm of what has 
happened to tens of thousands of 
their people before them. The 
new refugee camp could be 
called "Camp Palestine" and the 
Palestinians in it could devore 
themselves to establishing con
tact with and knowledge about 
each of the more than a hundred 
Palestinian camps throughout 
occupied Palestine and the sur
rounding countries, thus be
coming a kind of clearing-house 
for information about all the 
camps. 

UN initiative. While the coals 
are still hot the PLO should ab
solutely insist that the UN Secur
ity Council denounce Israel's vi
olations of international law and 
imposition of collective pun
ishments. 

It's also high lime for the Pal
estinians to be creative and sav
vy. For instance, they could pre
pare a short video presemalion of 
Ihe scope of Israeli law violations 
in the occupied lerritones — m 
addition to mass expulsions, the 
torture, severe beatings, death 
squads, never-ending curfews, 
home demolitions, land confisca
tion, discriminatory and racist 
use of identity card and road
blocks. By showing such a video 
in the UN itself it is quite likely 
at least parts of it would be shown 
by media around the world. 

And even if it means a US veto 
the Palestinian leadership should 
insist that at a minimum the Se
curity Council authorise an im
mediate on-site investigation of 
Israeli violations of international 
law. 

If the US vetoes such an appeal 
— after using the Security Coun
cil for its own purposes for so 
many years now and so visibly 
when it came to Kuwait and So
malia and now Bosnia — Amer
ican hypocrisy will be front and 
centre. If the US accepts the res
olution and the Israelis block the 
investigation it will be obvious 
that Israel is a leading inter
national law-breaker. 

Furthermore, it's probably a 
good idea in these weeks before 

Bill Clinton and his friends at the 
Israeli-Jewish lobby take over in 
Washington, for the Palestinians 
to try to institutionalise a few 
things that Clinton will then be 
stuck with. Everyone else is op
erating in this way; and there's 
every reason the Palestinians 
should do the same. 

New *"peace talks" stralegj. 
First of ail the Palestinian lead
ership should realise thai those 
who need these talks the most, 
but only as talks, are the Amer
icans and the Israelis. Whai the 
Palestinians need is not talks but 
action, and action can only come 
from talks that have a specific 
purposes and set deadlines, talks 
that do not drag on and on and 
result in more confusion than 
progress. 

In the past the talks have been 
of the first kind — talks for the 
sake of talks. 

If they are to be restarted it 
should only be in a context of 
firm timetables and specific goals 
so that the talks are not used by 
the Americans simply to claim, 
progress and by the Israelis to 
gain more time and give the ap
pearance of reasonableness. 

In the future, if and when there 
is serious reason to think that a 
renewal of "peace talks" might be 
useful, there should be new terms 

Washington 
of reference that the Palestinians 
should absolutely insist upon. 
And if anyone should challenge 
them they should simply say, 
"we've already played the Amer
ican game and gave the talks the) 
arranged more than a year. Now 
it's time to iry another way". In 
short, its high time the Pal
estinian and Arab leadership 
Slopped dancing to American and 
Israeli music. 

Key elements of any future 
talks should be: 

• The talks should in the fu
ture be under imemaiional. not 
US. auspices and should be held 
nowhere else but at the UN in 
New York or the Palais de Na
tions in Geneva. The UN mld-
wifcd Israel's creation and 
throughout the decades has had 
UNRWA as a symbol of its on
going commitment to the Pal
estinians. If the Israelis don't 
want talks under intemaiionai 
auspices then fine, no talks. 

• The talks should include 
Palestinians from both inside the 
occupied territories and from the 
Palestinian Diaspora on the ac
tual delegation, it's not absolute
ly necessarv that the PLO for-
mall) be involved, but ii should 
be very clear that the Palestinian 
people worldwide are making 
their ow n choices and the PLO is 
their agent of legiiimisaiion just 
as the Jewish Agenc) was for the 
Jews back in the i9-i0s. 

• The talks should be about 
mutual co-existence and should 
be full)' balanced in all ways. The 
only way this can be brought 
about is if Palestinians are al
lowed Ihe same self-
determination everyone else 
claims for himself. Any more 
talk about "transition periods" 
should be entertained only if 
there is an agreed outcome down 
the road and in the foreseeable 
future. Anything else is sub
terfuge, delay, and dishonest. 


