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IN the 1970s, as Lebanon erupted
into civil war and before the era of
Western hostages, it was the PLO
that helped to protect the US em-
bassy and American personnel in
Beirut. At the time, everyone knew
this to be the situation. Articles
even appeared about this seem-
ingly incongruous situation in ma-
jor American newspapers.

Specifically it was primarily
Yasser Arafat’s circles in Al-Fatah
to which American officials
turned, more and more this was the
case during the Carter administra-
tion but it remained true, more or
less, during the Reagan ad-
ministration as well. Specifically it
was to one of Arafat’s closest pro-
teges, Ali Hassan Salameh — the
“Red Prince” assassinated by Is-
rael in 1980 — if my memory is
correct, who liaisoned with the
Americans on the chairman’s be-
half.

Then, in the early Reagan years,
specifically designated private
contacts with the PLO, and with
Arafat personally, were at first
continued through the personage
of Jonathan Mroz who was fol-
lowed by a variety of others in-
cluding current and former Amer-
ican diplomats.

Still in the late 1980s the US was
continuing to dance, albeit behind
the scenes, with PLO chief Yasser
Arafat. It was in 1988 that the
Jewish delegation of five led by
Rita Hauser and Stanley Schein-
baum went to Stockholm cul-
minating a great deal of indirect
negotiations between the US and
the PLO and with specific mes-
sages from the White House and
State Department promising Ar-
afat this and that if only he would
say the magic words and “rec-
ognise Israel”.

And once more Arafat com-

In short, American policy for
some time now has been essential-
ly to front for Israel on matters in-
volving the Palestinians. America
the ""Good Cop”, Israel the *Bad
Cop” — is what’s been going on
for a long time now with the US in
reality usually coordinating its po-
sitions and especially’ its overall
strategy with the Israelis.

Indeed, it’s been this duality of
an ongoing American-Israeli al-
liance over more than two decades
now with periodic ventures to the
negotiating table arranged by
Washington that has bought Israel
the time and given Israel the mon-
ey and the arms to conduct itself as
it has. In the process, of course, no
matter what public utterances
come from today’s White House
and State Department, the situation
has been created in the occupied
territories whereby “facts on the
grounds™ rather than schemes at
the negotiating table are in-
creasingly dominant.

President Arafat’s downed plane
— and the US had been asked
through direct PLO contact with
Jimmy Carter who then personally
phoned the White House the
official American response (o
President Arafat’s ordeal was the
now-familiar  ostrich-in-the-sand
one,

We did “absolutely nothing at
all” to help Arafat or to locate Ar-
afat”, State Department spokes-
person Margaret Tutwiler intoned.
And there was no expression of
any kind regarding Arafat’s well-
being.

Obviously with one eye to the
upcoming election, and near in
time to when Vice President Dan
Quayle and other ranking ad-
ministration officials were paying
homage to the Israeli-Jewish lobby
meeting in convention a few miles
up Connecticut Avenue from the
White House, the Bush ad-
ministration was far more inter-
ested in distancing itself from any
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This particular writer hasn’t
thought this way in the past, and
still doesn’t. And this particular
writer sees in the unfolding of
events this week, in the “absolutely
nothing™ approach of the Bush ad-
ministration to President Arafat’s
plight, a clear paradigm of just
what can really be expected from
the government of the United
States, regardless of who wins the
White House next November.

So far, and for a very long time,
most aspects of US involvement
with the PLO has worked to the
benefit of the US while the overall
Palestinian situation has continued
to degenerate.

Looking back just a few years,
after years and years of nego-
tiations then Chairman Arafat
“recognised” Israel and the Amer-
ican secretary of state then made a
big thing about beginning a “di-
alogue” with the PLO. The big
thing “dialogue” turned out to be a
series of ambassadorial meetings
in Tunis whose primary goal was
to get the PLO to publicly give up
the armed struggle and accept
some kind of Camp David auton-
omy. When the PLO kept coming
to the negotiating table with its
own proposals for an independent
Palestine, the US found a pretext
and refused to deal with the PLO
at all once again.

More recently, in the wake of
Iraq’s destruction and with feel-
ings running very high in the re-
gion, Arafat gave the go ahead for
Palestinians from the occupied ter-
ritories to go to Madrid, and then to
Washington, to negotiate with the
Israelis under another Washing-
ton-inspired umbrella.

In the end, after many months of
pressures and probably some as yet
unspecified bribes as well, Arafat
agreed to the PLO being kept in
nariah ctatne aoreed that the neco-
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the Israelis wanted to veto.

Indeed Arafat has been in-
explicably accommodating to the
Americans for so long now that an
awful lot of unanswered questions
have been generated about his
overall strategies. Had it not been
for the plane crash a few days ago
Arafat would be in Tunis as I write
answering a whole list of com-
plaints that have been brewing
within PLO circles for a very long
time.

Furthermore, Arafat has sur-
rounded himself with a group of
weak-minded Arab establishment
personalities, such as Nabil Shaath
and Hani Hassan, who have them-
selves been extremely excessive in
their acceptance of American dic-
tate and who usually seem to do so
at the behest of Arab leaders who
themselves have reasons of their
own, having nothing to do with the
Palestinian cause, to want to be
cooperative with the Americans.

And furthermore still, Arafat has
continued to allow rampant cor-
ruption — both political and fi-
nancial — to surround him. For
instance, the long-time PLO repre-
sentative in Washington, Hassan
Rahman, is widely known to have
siphoned off considerable PLO
money for his own uses and is
generally despised even by loyal
Palestinians.

While the destitute masses con-

tinue to adore Arafat as a kind of

cultish personification of the Pal-
estinian quest and with little se-
rious knowledge about his actual
policies, inadequacies and mis-
takes, there should be little wonder
why Palestinian intellectuals are so
uneasy about the state of the PLO
as well as the personality who has
come to symbolise the movement.

While everyone was stunned by
the news that Arafal’s plane was
down and the president’s well-

— actually the subject of a coming
column — in short the Palestinians
can expect to be further pushed,
cajoled, manipulated and threat-
ened, by both the US and Israel
who to my mind are still working
together on strategic matters while

juggling a series of squabbles, into

some kind of autonomy which
would resemble more a Bantustan
than anything that could be termed
self-determination.

In the 1970s the Israelis tried
local elections in the occupied ter-
ritories. When that didn’t work
they brought about the destruction
of the local leadership that was
elected.

Then the Israelis tried the “Vil-
lage Councils” and when that
didn’t work this
appeared.

Then the Americans tried the
“dialogue” in Tunis: only to find a
convenient excuse for bringing the
direct US-PLO connection to a
close.

Now today it’s Faisal Husseini
and Hanan Ashrawi who have been
anointed with legitimacy in hopes
they will bring about the long
sought settlement which will de
liver a coup de grace to the Pal-
estinian quest for independence;
and if they fail to do the dead they
too will be pushed aside one way
or another.

It should be clear that whatever
tactical  differences  between
Washington and Tel Aviv, both the
Americans and the Israelis want to
take today’s “peace process” down
the autonomy road providing a
cover for Israeli authority and nul-
lifying the Palestinian quest for
unity and statechood. Down the
road, maybe not to far down the
road, one can again expect the
American secretary of state to
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THE decision of the Custodian of the
Two Holy Mosques, King Fahad, to
implement the Shoora comes at a time
of many changes in the world political
environment. The enlargement of so-
cietiecs and their demands are in-
creasing as systems are becoming
more complex. It was only natural that
King Fahad answered the needs of the
new era in the Kingdom to maintain
the advancement and progress of a
developed Kingdom.

It was King Fahad's leadership that Saudi
Arabia affirmed its belonging to the
world of mankind when it stood with
the world community and_ the UN
aaainct tha Irani acoreccion of Knwait
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phed This time he gave his famous
press conference in = Geneva,
squeaked out a few words that he’d
actually been saying for some
time, and within a few hours out-
going secretary of state George
Shultz — clearly taking the heat on
himself in coordination with the
incoming Bush-Baker duo — went
before the cameras to announce
what was said to be a major change
in US policy and an official “di-
alogue” with the PLO.

Tronically it turns out it’s usually
been Arafat who has tried to ac-
commodate the Americans, even
though there is now such a lengthy
record of American complicity, of
purposefully missed opportunities,
of broken promises, and of Amer-
ican double-crosses.

Most recently, just a few days
ago — even though PLO diplomats
seemed (o be going quite out of
their way to thank all who had been
asked for assistance in locating

possible involvement, no matter ]
what the PLO had done in the past

for Americans in Beirut and else-
where in the region.

Many will insist one shouldn’t
make much of such incidents and
expressions. Many will insist that
the Bush administration is pushing
ahead, after all, with the “peace
process” and can be counted on,
after November, to push the Is-
raelis into some kind of a deal with
the Palestinians.

pariah status, agreed that the nego-
tiations would be about an interim
autonomy  arrangement  even
though the PNC had declared
statehood just a few years ago, and
further agreed that most of the
Palestinians  would be  dis-
enfranchised jin these talks by not
being représented in the official
Palestinian delegation which not
only excluded the PLO but also
excluded Palestinians from oc-
cupied Jerusalem as well as anyone

down and the president’s well;

being was in doubt, there was a
very clear undertone of relief that
Arafat’s death would have forced
the PLO to rise beyond the per-

sonality of Arafat and renew itself
at a very crucial time. It's tragic, of

course, that the situation has come
to this; but it would be foolhardy
and dishonest not to discuss the
“realities” of today’s situation.

In this context, and as for what's
likely ahead in the “peace process”

the only bus and one either has to
get on it in one way or cmothe{ or
be left behind.

But if the Palestinians really
want to face their contemporary
situation and really want to at least
try to come up with a sound strat-
egy for dealing with their pre-
dicament, then they should take
very much to heart that what they
can expect from the Americans on
the big issues that really matter is
“absolutely nothing at all™.
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THE arms race between In-
dia and Pakistan is heating
up. India is getting ahead, in
fits and starts, though, some-
where losing sight of its
larger aim. Pakistan is mean-
while plodding along un-
imaginatively, but managing
in the end to get where it
wants to. And nothing il-
lustrates this better than the
decades-old race between the
two countries for a main bat-
tle tank — MBT.

On July 10 last year, Paki-
stan unveiled its new T-90/
MBP 2000 tank called the
Khaled at its Taxila Heavy
Rebuild Factory. This was a
prototype and Pakistani mil-
itary leaders declared that
they would start rolling out
300 of them every year start-
ing 1993,

Pakistan’s approach to in-
digenous armaments pro-
duction has not been as am-
bitious as India’s. Instead of
thinking in terms of quantum
leaps, the Pakistanis have
concentrated in taking small
incremental steps in tank re-
pair and production to avail-
able expertise, opening of-
fered by foreign
collaboration and the avail-
ability of proven design. In
this manner Pakistan has
continually developed its
ability to maintain and up-
grade its tanks. At the same
time, it has succeeded in
producing high value sub-
systems like laser range
finders and advanced am-
munition.

It is this systematic, in-
cremental approach of Paki-
stan which is more com-
mendable than the products
themselves. Its approach to
defence research and de-
velopment displays a single
mindedness which, in turn,
stems from national aim: to
keep India at bay while
catching up with it militarily.
It has been successful in the
MBT race.

It was in 1974 that the
project to manufacture Indian
MBT, Arjun, was launched.
The Defence Research and
Development  Organisation
(DRDQ), which embarked on
this project, had planned to
start the production of the
Arjun by 1984. Though more
than Rs2.037 billion have al-
ready been spent on de-
signing and developing the
MBT, the project not only is
nowhere near completion but
it has also run into rough
weather on more accounts
than one. The cost of pro-
duction of a tank, which was
Rs2.5 million in the early
1970s, will not be given the
current rate of inflation and
devaluation of the rupee, less
than Rs45 million when it is
finally produced.

The Arjun is likely to be
made available next year for
trials. And if its performance
is satisfactory, production
will be taken in hand. But this
is a tall if. By the time the first
prototype of the Arjun was
unveiled in April 1984,
Rs300 million had already
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been spent on the project. Of
the 20 prototypes planned to
be produced for extensive
trials, 12 which have already
been put on test have re-
vealed a host of serious de-
fects.

At the trials early last year,
a former chief of army staff,
General V N Sharma, an ar-
moured corps officer him-
self, was angry to see the
performance of the tank as
only three of the five rounds
hit a five-metre square target
at an 1,100-metre range and
no hit was scored on the
moving target. Incidentally,
the design requirement is to
hit a 60-cm square target at a
distance of 2,000 metres.

As for the other defects,
the dimensions of the tank
are larger as compared to the
others MBTs in the world.
Because of its size and 60-
tonne weight, it will create
problems of tactical and stra-
tegic mobility. It’s engine,
imported from Germany,
gets overheated and sucks in
dust in the Rajasthan deserts
where the tank is likely to be
deployed. It's hydro-
pneumatic  suspension re-
quires  excessive  main-
tenance. The rubber-seals
cannot withstand high tem-
perature.

After rectifying several
defects, the Arjun 12 proto-
type was taken to Balasore
for further testing where it
was found that the firing de-
fects arose not so much from
the inefficiency of its 120-

mm indigenously designed
gun as from the defective
ammunition, No doubt, some
defects have been removed,
but a large number of them,
including overheating of the
engine, still remain un-
tackled.

The post-Coalition War
scenario has added to the
problems of the MBT be-
cause European firms which
have been producing es-
sential items for the Arjun are
reluctant to supply the com-
ponents as they do not want
their technology to be trans-
ferred to developing coun-
tries. Oldeft, a Dutch firm
which had accepted the order
to supply the sighting system
for the tank, is reluctant now
to make the deliveries.
Though initially it was
planned that the MBT would
be totally indigenous, it has
43 percent foreign com-
ponents, and this is likely to
create more problems re-
sulting in a further delay in
the production of the tank.

In 1961, India undertook
the production of its first
tank, Vijayanta, in collabora-
tion with Vickers of Britain.
More than a decade later,
when the first lot of tanks
was about to roll out of the
factory, Vickers experts re-
gretted their inability to align
the sight with the gun. This
caused a lot of delay, and a
sizable number of tanks had
to be imported to meet the
operational requirements.

Seeing the Arjun pro-

duction programme moving
at a snail’s pace in the late
1970s, the government of In-
dia decided to import 300 T-
72 tanks from the Soviet Un-
ion. Though a licence of pro-
duction agreement was con-
cluded in 1980,  the
production of the tank did not
start until 1987 and that too
with only 10 percent in-
digenous parts. There is a
strong opinion in favour of
adopting T-72, which as the
MBT is among the best tanks
in the world. But then, no
country can afford to pitter
away its finances and other
resources on developing two
competing tanks as MBTs of
the future. The Indian army
has now to make up its mind
whether it wants the Arjun or
the T-72.

The phasing out of the Vi-
Jjayanta and T-55 which was
to start in 1986, was stalled
due to an ordinate delay in the

\ production of the Arjun. Not

only that, instead of phasing

Y these tanks out, it was decide

to upgrade them by 1990-91
at a cost of Rs19.7 million to
meel operational re-
quirements. This project too
has been delayed and would,
according to the current
planning, be completed by
1996. The Comptroller and
Auditor-General (CAG), in
his report placed in parlia-
ment on August 6 last, rapped
the army for excessive delay
in the upgradation project,
resulting in heavy cost over-
runs and a setback to defence

preparedness.

Pakistan, on the other
hand, seems to have stolen a
march over India in its MBT
project. It was in January last
year that a decision on the
MBT was taken, and in July
this year the Heavy Rebuild
Factory at Taxila, 40 kms
from Islamabad, unveiled the
Khaled, which is co-
produced by Pakistan and
China. Pakistan expects to
start the production of the
Khaled next year after the
extensive trials of its proto-
types which will be produced
in Pakistan and China. The
secret of the fast production
of the tank is that Pakistan
has proceeded systematically
into the process by starting
with the Chinese T-59 as the
basic tank and then by grad-
ually improving it into T-69
followed by T-85 and cul-
minating the effort in the
Khaled.

The Khaled is as good in
performance as the Russian
T-72, the American M1A1
Abram and the French-
German Leopard 11. But
where it scores over other
tanks is that it carries a
three-man crew, while the
other tanks have a crew of
four. This is because some of
the tasks in it are performed
electronically and mechan-
ically. Some other plus
points of the Khaled are that
its 125-mm smooth bore gun
has a higher velocity than the
120-mm smooth bore gun of
the MIAl and Leopard.
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Also, the Khaled has an au-
tomatic loader for ammuni-
tion which the other tanks do
not have. Besides, like most
modern tanks, it is designed
to ward off chemical and bi-
ological attacks.

The Arjun is not the only
project that has been lan-
guishing for years. Add to it
projects like the HF-24 Ma-
rut fighter, the light combat
aircraft (LCA) and the ad-
vanced light helicopter
(ALH), among some others
which have not only dragged
their feet for years but also
cost the exchequer heavily.

Although, since 1987, In-
dia has started assembling
T-72 at Arabi, and imported
300 of it from the Soviet
Union, Pakistan could do
well start equipping its ar-
moured regiments with the
Khaled from 1993 onwards.
A production sum of 300 per
annum, as claimed by them,
might be a gross exaggera-
tion but even a smaller in-
digenous  production ca-
pability of an excellent MBT
would put India at a distinct
disadvantage in the later
years of this decade.

Currently, as much as half
Indian armoured regiments
are equipped with the Vi-
Javantas, another fourth with
T-56s and other tanks, and
only about a quarter of the
total Indian regiments have
the T-72s. And even these
T-72s could be outmatched
by the Pakistan’s Khaled.
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against the Iraq1 a;:.,gessmn of Kuwait

“and the dictatorship of SadhfifHuss- -

ein. The Shoora was a natural con-
sequence to these events, to show the
Islamic teachings in government and
daily life in order to maintain strong
national bonds. Such moderation in
thought demonstrates understanding
of the need of the new environment
and a rational choice as opposed to
dictatorship which is not Islamic.

There is no alternative to the Shoora as a

solution for the Mid-east. It is the ex-
plains the spirit of Islam in this era.
Unlike Western democracies, it is a
system of government and a way of
life. Unlike democracy, the Shoora
does not satisfy itself with the major-
ity vote. It is a consensus in every as-
pect of society, even down to the
family, where agreements are reached
on plural interests without excluding
the interest of any individual in the
society.

Thus the concept of democracy is ex-

panded to all institutions of life with
the Shoora. Such is the middle ground
that the Muslims are required to hold
and not to revert to extremism or i$0-
lation.

Saudi Arabia which always held a middle

ground on issues concerning the
Mid-east-and the Muslims by inter-
national consensus, is now seeing its
advancement in its society. It stood
firmly for Palestinian rights in the
Arab- Israeli conflict and continues to
do so in order to maintain the strength
of the Ummah. That exactly is the
road King Fahad has chosen.

This concern of King Fahad for the wel-

fare of his society and the region as a
whole was discussed in the Kuwaiti
magazine As-Siyasah in which King
Fahad affirmed Saudi Arabia's mod-
eration and stand away from what the
West describes as “Muslim funda-
mentalism”. He confirmed that Saudi
Arabian atmosphere is far away from
“fundamentalism” and that Saudi
Arabia does not encourage such sys-
tems, does not interfere in internal af-
fairs of other nations as does not allow
others to interfere in its internal af-
fairs.

Moderation and advancement in both in-
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tellect and national aspirations have
always been there to be culminated in
the Shoora. King Fahad said that the
people have a right to live up to the
progress of the society and share in
it.

protect the citizens of the Kingdom,
the region and the Shoora, the King
reiterated the need to unite the armies
of the GCC after the unification in
military education and military
equipment so that eventually there
would be a common defence policy to
protect the region. He sees that it is
necessary to have a strong bond be-
cause the danger still looms and
strength and unity would stand and
succeed against any evil.




