Contemporary South Asia T HhTeiH SfeT0T TR

OVERVIEW

Let us shift our gaze from the larger global
developments in the post-Cold War era to
developments in our own region, South Asia.
When India and Pakistan joined the club of
nuclear powers, this region suddenly became
the focus of global attention. The focus was, of
course, on the various kinds of conflict in this
region: there are pending border and water
sharing disputes between the states of the
region. Besides, there are conflicts arising out
of insurgency, ethnic strife and resource
sharing. This makes the region very turbulent.
At the same time, many people in South Asia
recognise the fact that this region can develop
and prosper if the states of the region
cooperate with each other. In this chapter, we
try to understand the nature of conflict and
cooperation among different countries of the
region. Since much of this is rooted in or
conditioned by the domestic politics of these
countries, we first introduce the region and the
domestic politics of some of the big countries
in the region.
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The various countries in South Tf&ur T¥rn & fafa= M o
hsiado nothave the same . s e 1
: ) I GHEIET AR G o

Despite many problems and

limitations, Sri Lanka and qTaSE MRA AR siciet # fae= @
India have successfully IS B o 9IS, dlhdifsieh

operated a democratic system
since their independence from \l Rl HhCIde H1EH &1 "R

the British. It is, of course, % dihdsl hi Sgd WK Hiweh &t
possible to point out many W® ShE foar S ghar @ e
limitations of India’s 29 I T aifet f& e +

democracy; but we have to . .
remember the fact that India 9 ¥ ARG THI AARAIR @

has remained a democracy  Jgl A il W N gldt =l
throughout its existence as an

independent country. The

same is true of Sri Lanka.
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Pakistan and Bangladesh have qifereae 3R aTaRe ¥ diditen 3R
experienced both civilian and df1er 1 @ o AdIs &1 A @I 2|
military rulers, with Bangladesh Wiagg & 9% & el ¥ areRy o
remaining a democracy in the post- s HEM @1 TEEE § IaTs %

Cold War period. Pakistan began . . .
the post-Cold War period with 91K % drell ® AR I dAlhdiis WhR

successive democratic governments 11 T8¢l THR TR e SR g
under Benazir Bhutto and Nawaz dI<1 It F o Aqcd ®§ &AW g3l cfdhd

Sharif respectively. But it suffered zgds a€ 1999 ® yifseeE o s
ad military coup in 1999 and has d&iele g3 dd @ qg-[' a-ﬁa;_w %l

been run by a military regime since , . - Jo & et woEs o1 Ik

then. Till 2006, Nepal was a o
constitutional monarchy with the ¥ ST 1 ©IAU SUST a1 311 A1 Tsh 4T

danger of the king taking over SO w1 | hrduifersht s W wifer o
executive powers. In 2006 a T wfehd, 2006 § Th hd SH-fagie
successful popular uprising led to  gan 3R I8 cihasl &1 &l g3l TS &l
the restoration of democracy and 3fgyg 7 & IR ® T TR 3R
reduced the king to a nominal U & ST S SMUR W & He Gha

position. From the experience of : D
Bangladesh and Nepal, we can say g f ¢ <faror aiken o dteds ©F Wi

that democracy is becoming an Y <1 =l 2
arcantad narm in the antira raaian
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Similar changes are taking place 3f&u1 Tf¥rn & st 994 i 390 4 i
in the two smallest countries of @ & sga@ ® TR 77 W &1 A
the region. Bhutan is still a ] o9 o Uoas & ofes ge7 & TS

monarchy but the king has : "N
initiated plans for its transition 1 e # agEet dihdd w@fia w1

to multi-party democracy. The H1 A 1 IEA@ HL A 21 gHT
Maldives, the other island gIdia 331 AR 1968 % Goa-d gl
nation, was a Sultanate till 1968 =ar oMl 1968 # I8 TH MUTGA &A1
when it was transformed into a  g\v oe7 s =7 SregeTHE QU
republic with a presidential form SR TR 2005 S e g =

of government. In June 2005, , :
the parliament of the Maldives %% 1 SgSed YUl i M

voted unanimously to introduce Y& ¥ ThAd 9 WagH fodn AreEifaad
a multi-party system. The efighfesh el (THEIH) T 9T <h
Maldivian Democratic Party OSHIfae amel O <«gdT &1 2005 oh
affairs of the istand. Demoaracy ST % A% s # wiwi wrg
' Y gon & witfr 5w q@ ¥ faweft ol

strengthened in the Maldives
after the 2005 elections when P FIAT AI=aal ] & |
some opposition parties were
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Despite the mixed record of the <faqor T o dihddA &1 Rare fiaen-<ien

democratic experience, the people in = 3| zgas CIES A M BRI e el e

all these countries share the N . .
aspiration for democracy. A recent Sl b 1 ehiene d Hewnil 2

survey of the attitudes of the people =Y B3 oh 99 98 < H B B H TH
in the five big countries of the region d9d&ur far =1 21l Gdeor € I8 o
showed that there is widespread st g8 fo 5 9il 29n o ofieas &l

support for democracy in all these C N
countries. Ordinary citizens, richas  ~ 1 SH-gnedq e €1 g 2w ° &

well as poor and belonging to different 1l SR ud o oW AfE — ik &
religions, view the idea of democracy 3r=s1 #d & R Ufafifuyes wiihas &t
positively and support the institutions geems &1 e 9@ T =7 23 & @

of representative democracy. They ..
prefer democracy over any other form A & frdll SR gomelt #1 srdan diehds

of democracy and think that %l Ul 2d 7 S °4Fd § o 3ok 290
democracy is suitable for their o fau cterds &1 i 21 3 fend o
country. These are significant WTJ]: ¥ e T2 @ 9T ST @7

findings, for it was earlier believed N o
that democracy could flourish and find f st faw fava o ot <ol A

support only in prosperous countries Hd-%d Hehdl 8| 39 foe @ 3@ at
of the world. In that sense the South  zfyur ufyrn & wiwas & sg9al @

Asian experience of qlemo_crac_:y has Athas skl df¥ae Heql &1 AU 921 2l
expanded the global imagination of :

nlnmnnvanu




Contemporary South Asia T HhTeiH SfeT0T TR

Let us look at the 3BU, U 3@ foh ORA &t SISHL
experience of democracy inzgfiur tiirn & 3 IR ¥ ]IM
each of the four big ﬁ' (rl\lch(l.)l CARCIRRC] af,_g'[ I8l?

countries of the region
other than India.
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THE MILITARY AND DEMOCRACY Uifsh&™ | 91 37 <liehds

IN PAKISTAN ifeh ™ A Ugdt dfada™@ oh 994 o 915
After Pakistan framed its first 391 & IMEA & GNSR SISl 3E @ A
constitution, General Ayub Khan Tt 7 F @ ot '3ﬁ_{ S # AT

took over the administration of the
country and soon got himself fratem it %3 feam 31w o fewrs

elected. He had to give up office  SIdl <l THTI Hg I IR T A 3T AW

when there was popular < Bel 981l 398 s oR fme dfew
dissatisfaction against his rule. IMEA 1 TET % g3 AR SR qifean
This gave way to a military @M 7 e H SISk garelt aifean @

takeover once again under General ¥ FF-9EE & R TR &

Yahya Khan. During Yahya’s .
military rule, Pakistan faced the ITATRRT-HeAE T AR HTA ST #R

Bangladesh crisis, and after a war 1971 4 ORd o iy iR 1 5 g3
with India in 1971, East Pakistan IS o URUIM&E®Y Qe AIfh&d™ IZhl Th

broke away to emerge as an Asl 231 o1 3 SRyl Hheddll 3Hoh
independent country called < UifesaE | Sfet FhR 3Tl Y@ oh
Bangladesh. After this, an elected I9T ¥ w Faifad WeER o+ s 1\971 3

government under the leadership .
of Zulfikar Ali Bhutto came to 1977 T HPA W 1977 ¥ SR

power in Pakistan from 1971 to fSarsd-g 4 39 W& w6l firn fen

1077 The Rhintta anvarnmaoant wae
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General Zia faced a pro-

1982 <h 9 SHid fSISd-86 &l

democracy movement from 1982 Figag-guefs stieiad &1 9T ST

onwards and and an elected
democratic government was
established once again in 1988
under the leadership of Benazir
Bhutto. In the period that
followed, Pakistani politics
centred around the competition
between her party, the Pakistan
People’s Party, and the Musilim
League. This phase of elective
democracy lasted till 1999 when
the army stepped in again and
General Pervez Musharraf
removed Prime Minister Nawaz
Sharif. In 2001, General

TSl 3 1988 # TH aR fHT =R
2l & A | dihdiiAe AR ol
qifeca™ | SHoh 91§ i TSI S-SR
q22 &l uIfpsa 9o el @i
qiem <t & ol ste & sR_-fR
gHdl W faifad cishds &t 98
3TTEAT 1999 o H1IH &Il 1999 #
T R R a1 3 sEa § iR 9a
TS IIR® A YUEHAT A9 ST B
&l g1 fgam 2001 ¥ &S PR A
g fratas useufa & ®9 9 ®aAnl
UIfeh&™ W 1 $t gHUd o eTeih

Musharraf got himself elected as {fie sl 3 3199 39T =l

the President. Pakistan continued

to be ruled by the army, though
the armyv rulers have held some

N\ s~

AhdisIe SIAM o fau 9@ HAT 2|
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Several factors have contributed to UIff& @ # wihdsl oh TR 4 o1 91 <%
Pakistan’s failure in building a F3 HROT o1 T&T A1 e 3 T

stable democracy. The social .
dominance of the military, clergy, A 1 TSI <A1 €1 FHRT I8

and landowning aristocracy has led 8 %% IR faifad @Rl &1 iR
to the frequent overthrow of elected df & ¥MET %EH g1 UIfh & i ARd
governments and the establishment 3; gy g wd 21 =9 9<% @

of military government. Pakistan’s )
conflict with India has made the g-wnefs Qe AR Weld @ 3R SRR

promilitary groups more powerful. 34 HHe Seftel ]d @ fop wifensar
These groups have often said that  TSHIfd% Toll 3R cihds ¥ @ie 2l
political parties and democracy in  ygHifge <l & el A 9o hds
Pakistan are flawed, that Pakistan’s =1 qarEteel @ gfewr o e et

security would be harmed by ) .
selfish-minded parties and chaotic 4 USTill 39 9@ 4 diehd dftn A Al

democracy, and that the army’s stay SIIsT 3eddl @ | clichdsl dl @Y Uifh&™
in power is, therefore, justified. % g WE Thd el 8l G & ofehd =9

While democracy has not been fully c N .
successful in Pakistan, there has ¥ H TSI FHT S ed "5"1_‘“ &

been a strong pro-democracy 1Yl HEM @I 81 WiewE § sTiangd
sentiment in the country. Pakistan T@qs X dEd 99 Hi9g @ 3R 98l
has a courageous and relatively free grgifyer arales ot 161 EEC 21

e e A~ Aadrrarmea lsrrree e micwladka
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The lack of genuine
international support for
democratic rule in Pakistan
has further encouraged the
military to continue its
dominance. The United States
and other Western countries
have encouraged the military’s
authoritarian rule in the past,
for their own reasons. Given
their fear of the threat of what
they call ‘global Islamic
terrorism’ and the
apprehension that Pakistan’s
nuclear arsenal might fall into
the hands of these terrorist
groups, the military regime in
Pakistan has been seen as the
protector of Western interests

qifeh & W dlshdileh IMEA dci— s9oh
T =i @™ aU=E qqedT TEl
fietan 39 astg € wit 991 &t U

Y A HEA & fau sgEr fiaen 2
ST qAqT 3 gfyadt ot

Y- @At € TeR dad |
ifesaE ® dfteh a1 Sgran fam
3 3TN i I NMdhdE ¥ ST ol @
f5g 4 3w ‘faveasardt st sdsarg’
®ed o1 37 23 ol g8 it ST Farw @
fo uifecam & qaTfiaes @R &El
g SMAHhdlRl &l oh &Y 7 & W)
g1 9l oh He-eik Uifh& &t 3 330
‘qfy=m’ qun <o of¥rEn o qafye
fedl =1 TEATC 9 2
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DEMOCRACY IN BANGLADESH qTARYT H Alshad

Bangladesh was a part of Pakistan 1947 @ 1971 9% SRy v T 310

the partitioned areas of Bengal and ! I TS & W 3 dwa st srem
o fawifsa fewl €@ gef wifhsad &1 3@

Assam from British India. The
people of this region resented the &3 &1 1l 39 & o &I 9=l

domination of western Pakistan and qifse o Jage 3R 10 FW I T
the imposition of the Urdu language. 5} qed &5 feamr 7 2 qifssam o faio

Soon after the partition, they began  _ . : : : :
protests against the unfair % T L B AT &AM A A Hepfa

treatment meted out to the Bengali 3R e & Wiy fay o1 @ gHARR o
culture and language. They also faarr faty sarm &+ fKam 359 &

demanded fair representation in %1 SHAT 4 9999 ® 394 I Igifad
administration and a fair share in  graffire g TsHifas a1 o gqfaa
political power. Sheikh Mujibur e = Oi ot S 9t wkee

Rahman led the popular struggle , .
against West Pakistani domination. o 9 & faarhk sA-g9d &1 A9 @

He demanded autonomy for the geiteeu™ 7 fwam 3= gl &7 & fau
eastern region. In the 1970 WAl 1 |7 &1 W YSLedH oh
elections in the then Pakistan, the ﬁ_q(_c' e o9 < &1 1970 & ﬁ""ﬁﬁ o
Awami League led by Sheikh Mujib T’ﬁ : e e

wohn all the seats in East Pakistan and

eanriivarl A mmaiavitv 1Imn Fha Rnranaeans
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But the government dominated by 3@t @ &t ¥qui wifsheaq o farg

the West Pakistani leadership yEifaq Gfay™ 991 °§ Sgqq st 8 T
refused to convene the assembly. Gfsq R W fvad awifesw™ & e
Sheikh Mujib was arrested. Under o cqeqy off ik w@R 3 39 9w # 3
the military rule of General Yahya FW @ THR w faan v g w5 AR
Khan, the Pakistani army tried to S - @‘«IW{'EITI%'&IT SRMME @

suppress the mass movement of ) )
the Bengali people. Thousands dfteh wree A wiiReart @ A Sl S

were killed by the Pakistan army. & STRI@T &l Faer & HIRRT &1 g5
This led to a large scale migration @I W&t W1 3 et AR W 59 918

into India, creating a huge refugee ¥ Y&l uifew™ 4 st 9& # @ 9R”a
problem for India. The government qqs &Y TU| 9Rd & 9@ 39 IRonfeay
of India supported the demand of =} gyt =t Toen oW @t &1 IRa =
the people of East Pakistan for wWHR 3§ gl wfewE & ann w1 e
their independence and helped = 7T B gudT fea sk 5 fad sl

them financially and militarily. This .
resulted in a war between India 1 wErEar <1 gHeh IRUTIEEY 1971 4

and Pakistan in December 1971 WA 3R wifrea & ‘_‘ﬁ?{ 75 B ™m I35
that ended in the surrender of the %1 TuIf Yaf wifhsq o wifsh&art @1 %

Pakistani forces in East Pakistan 3cq@wdur qen teh T@as U< ‘' SiaRy’ o
and the formation of Bangladesh  fmju & @y g3

ac an iInddanandant caititntrv
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Bangladesh drafted its qTARYT A YT Giay™ IR SUH'
constitution declaring faith in  31ya = e ydf 4T, AiRai= aen
secularism, democracy and guTSETet 291 =ifaa fowan seEe,
socialism. However, in 1975 . : .
1975 ® 39 WeioRed™ A Gfaym o
Sheikh Mujib got the TR st Tod A 54

constitution amended to shift
from the parliamentary to STTE STEAIICHsh YMET YUl &I A=

presidential form of frefll i@ gefle 3 ereHt wel Sram
government. He also abolished < &1 St 3= adl wfdal i

all parties except his own, the gurq +3 faan z@@ a3 GoW &t
Awami League. This led to feerfa et T2l 1975 % o § &1 3
conflicts and tensions. In a 3T faars TEd ®T & SR =™
dramatic and tragic - S Sp—

development, he was
assassinated in a military A o Frel 4R W) T AfTeh-wrEh

uprising in August 1975. The SAREaA 7 1wl srvemReT Fvra
new military ruler, Ziaur el s 3R 1979 & g ¥ fasE
Rahman, formed his own red

Bangladesh National Party and

A 4 BB 4P




Contemporary South Asia T HhTeiH SfeT0T TR

He was assassinated and fSarsieam &1 & g2 3R dfedc
another mllltary takeover gﬁq{@ Ud TH SWMK C\l’) '}“1('0' ﬁ

followed under the leadership SRy ¥ e sk dfe-wrE 3
of Lt Gen H. M. Ershad. The Y o] R SE S X

people of Bangladesh soon . S .
rose in support of the demand ¢! ®lesl gl Slishas o YA H 33

for democracy. Students were Eel g3l Asied H S 3 -3M I
in the forefront. Ershad was @ 9| 91t9 gl&h{ S SWIE 1 T
forced to allow political activity gz qo srifas nfafaf@at =1 s )
e ot e e ot tor 5% % T § Tt s o
el o fae usedfa faifaa gual

five years. Mass public \
protests made Ershad step SAl % ATIw faiy oh ANt Fahd

down in 1990. Elections were gU dftRA2 S¥al WIS i UUfd
held in 1991. Since then %1 95 1990 ® DI TS1l 1991 |

representative democracy e §Ul 39 915 4 «iTarRy ®
based on multi-party elections SEsea g W sneia

has been working in < .
Bangladesh. yfaffayes @isd HEd 2|
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A mural in 1987 7 Wf@wq;
Dhaka W@Wa;
University to o
remember A et o A
Noor Hossain o e B0 W'
who was o E - x gﬁqﬁwmaﬁ e
killed by the W 5 \‘.,‘ i ?iﬁsm H
police during *iL : b

i g T =T
democracy ! f’@- W e ’
protests 3 ! e
against y V)v o wi .
General : o, - dllﬂwl', -
Ershad in ? T " X
1987. Painted B ° qf—u}m i
on his back: aﬁtmﬁma»‘rﬁr ° g
“Let Eb—'[ A
Democracy be % T ferd
Freed” . Photo %Wl

credit: T
Shahidul o & wm

Alam/ Drik



Contemporary South Asia T HhTeiH SfeT0T TR

MONARCHY AND DEMOCRACY 39ral § Usasl 3 <ihds
IN NEPAL e oTdfid § T feg-Usa o

Nepal was a Hindu kingdom in :
the past and then a RS » il

d H s 9l do

constitutional monarchy in the T8 AT

a3 @I gaygifas

modern period for many years. {eay o R O A9 &1 TSHITGS

Throughout this period, qiffar
political parties and the R s

ST AR Eed

common people of Nepal have SR ITEE A F SME 3o/
wanted a more open and @ dfehd TS 4 941 &1 g8=dr 9

responsive system of e W qU s W faar SR

government. But the king, with c o~ .
the help of the army, retained REICIGESIETE
full control over the TR
government and restricted the

expansion of democracy in

Nepal.

% g 9% g &l
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The king accepted the demand for T&h Hdd dAlshds-gueieh 3T i
a new democratic constitution in g9z ¥ arept TS 3 1990 B TT

1990, in the wake of a strong pro- . . o
democracy movement. However, Alhdifh HGEM St AN AW w1 AT

democratic governments had a 4 Ahdl>Ih WHRI &1 BB Tgd
short and troubled career. During 3l 3K Gq&R @ W Wil 1990 h
the nineties, the Maoists of Nepal <y # g & HEN9R AUa & [

were successful in spreading their fecal o a9 9uE SOR A A
influence in many parts of Nepal.

They believed in armed gUI HRNaEl, Ut 3R garart stfas

insurrection against the monarch o f@dt v 93E fagis T 9Ed 9|
and the ruling elite. Thisledtoa g gsg @ TS &1 491 3R TEBH4AE)

violent conflict between the Tfical o o9 fegsw dsi B ) %o

Maoist guerrillas and the armed 1. )
forces of the king. For some time, S99 d% sl CNCEIRISIE T ERRERED

there was a triangular conflict IR mettarfeat o = wivig god
among the monarchist forces, the gsm 2002 o ol 4 99 hl 97 HY

democrats and the Maoists. In fear 3R &R &t iR f&an =9 o

2002, the king abolished the . N
parliament and dismissed the Iare o St il HiST-wgd dishds o1 39

government, thus ending even the TSI 7 ®cH &Y &A1

limitaed demacracv that avictad 1n
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gfaror wiemE

In April 2006, there were 3@ 2006 W J&T IT=AT4L
massive, country wide, drha- guefd U< gl goea

prodemocracy protests. ras-gaefe sifaaal 3 19t
The struggling pro- Teelt 92 S afae #1 < S
democracy forces ' : \
achieved their first major g i a:;rjaﬂ q?f EF elelel
victory when the king was | 2002/ H ?*_{
forced to restore the feen T em W AR W sfeEw
House of Representatives W@ 39 YRy &1 A9 9 It b

that had been dissolved in 3949 (949 Ul 3@ y),

April 2002. The largely qretare an grarfsie srlwdatsn

non-violent movement was 3 f&q)
led by the Seven Party
Alliance (SPA), the Maoists

and social activists.
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The aoist Party joined mainstream 2006 &} vrrﬁq;ufeﬁwrr% Hifd Bt
politics following the success of B dd] % &Prcme urdf

the peaceful democratic revolution H@W a-ﬁ Tﬁ-F-ﬂﬁ' 'E[ '.'{rrﬁﬁ 33[

of 2006;(°°! Nepal became a T; 991 9UTe T HHIRUS wcr g
secular state ;7% and on 28 May T lioinede] 3} 3 2008 1:|-5‘ 00, Pl

2008, it was declared status as 3’@ T THHTH ATATST B

the world’s only Hindu Kingdom.

[71] The country’s new designation URIE [Szlm waﬂ'cr
as the Federal Democratic AP difAd TR & =Y § a'QT DdI
Republic of Nepal was submitted '_-I'CIT ¥ 3TRT 2°°) ISP '\‘:I'ﬂaﬁ

to the United Nations on 4 Agust LR G ﬁ)‘EIT T &ﬁ? dlig 'l?[
2008,l721 and later confirmed by g%gn:[ m g'aaﬁe%_\f? ﬁ T|'§| W

the constitution. After a decade of

instability and internal strife which

saw two constituent assembly % dla, ﬁmﬁ E?f gcd ﬁ%rg-\qm
elections, the new constitution W E'Q 20 |%IEI§R 2015 LY
was promulgated on 20 September AfaU™ &1 yaR foar mar, forr
2015, making Nepal a fedral EUIS) Us O ?ﬁﬁm TMURTY
democratic republic divided into &+ [T, ol 91d widi | faurfora %I

seven provinces.[73174] [73] [74]
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ETHNIC CONFLICT AND stefept o ST 999 3R elihad
DEMOCRACY IN SRILANKA = 2 o ¥ fip armidt (1948)

We have already seen that Sri . :
Lanka has retained democracy % 9% ¥ AR AN qh HicHl |

since its independence In SIEGERC IR %I cifhl, Hicihl <l
1948. But it faced a serious T& & ﬂ:ﬁ?ﬁ ST AT HET
challenge, not from the I8l T Tﬁ?ﬁ It a1 =% o

military or monarchy but rather
from ethnic conflict leading to 3R T g T & sicdH B

the demand for secession by SIdid 999 &1 HAT ST REY
one of the regions. SRR IK] % & ANahT & 1G]

A+l A T S =T |




Contemporary South Asia T HhTeiH SfeT0T TR

After its independence, politics in  3TSIEI o 915 9 (i i 34 A1

Sri Lanka (it was then known as oot el Sirar o1) sicisht &t TsHifd W
Ceylon) was dominated by forces : faeeht TqE™ . AT
that represented the interest of the ng@qu > fel =1
majority Sinhala community. They HL A Em <EEl W1 81 A« ARd
were hostile to a large number of Bleeh giciel 1 8l Th w1 affel
Tamils who had migrated from India 1€t & T v 21 dafitelt &1 9941

to Sri Lanka and settled there. This sy o 31 81 & 9 ot S @I
migration continued even after foectt Teearfeal ®1 a9 o1 £ SieieT ?

independence. The Sinhala : . y e
nationalists thought that Sri Lanka afaetl o W Hiz RerEa’ T& S S

should not give ‘concessions’ to the T8¢ Fifeh gicieht fam faeet @i =
Tamils because Sri Lanka belongs to 2| dfitell & 9fd 39a R a9 9 TF 3
the Sinhala people only. The neglect gfiq e &1 amam= i< g3l 1983 oh

of Tamil concerns led to militant A . o =
Tamil nationalism. From 1983 = " 3 Ti1e Stid

onwards, the militant organisation, afre sam’ (faed) sicsr ¥ & iy

the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam U™A o Y @I’ 39 ‘afte dom’
(LTTE) has been fighting an armed It sfidiet o dfualt o fau e et

struggle with the army of Sri Lanka 5 ot 7 2 sficier & @ 7off e w
and demanding ‘Tamil Eelam’ or a T G S

separate country for the Tamils of

Cui | Aapmellbr & "L 1" e dan o e
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The Sri Lankan problem involves il 1 G ARASGY ARl 9 St
people of Indian origin, and there is 21 UG 1 dafael Sa1 @1 9RA 9 R

considerable pressure from the Tamil . .
people in India to the effect that the % "l <9E 2 T 9% i afret &

Indian government should protect the fedl =1 WM & 9T &R 7 909
interests of the Tamils in Sri Lanka. g R©® a'ﬁ:lt,ﬁ' ag il 9¥ gﬁa’qﬂ' q,ﬂ'
The government of India has from

d &R 4 draaid $1 S &t 21 afed

time to time tried to negotiate with . .
the Sri Lankan government on the 1987 # ARG WHR Hidwt o dfia

Tamil question. But in 1987, the 19d d 9y ®9 9 e g3 9Rd i
government of India for the first time T 3 seiF 8 e “v'l'lil?ﬂhT R T

got directly involved in the Sri Lankan

Tamil question. India signed an siiciert WHR 3R afel o = faa
accord with Sri Lanka and sent troops 9= &1 o fdu 9RA™ 991 &l 99l
to stabilise relations between the Sri anfier ¥ Ot o9 & S Ty gee o

Lankan government and the Tamils.

Eventually, the Indian Army got into a W.Tlél TR W1t Sufeufq Eﬁ .
fight with the LTTE. The presence of sficishl &l SHdT ° Wi 8 @MW YHg &l
Indian troops was also not liked much | %ﬁﬂﬂo‘l's‘ Sar 3 quen 6 9ra
by the Sri Lankans. They saw this as . . . A .

d Y ATl oh ASEAT ATHCl H SEAISIT h

an attempt by India to interfere in the ) .
internal affairs of Sri Lanka. In 1989, T 21 1989 ¥ wRd A 3rg ‘wnfa 4=’

the Indian Peace Keeping Force o sifad fee fam a9 e <)

fIPDKEY cassllad Ak AL Cuil | Avmlra varzidklea Al
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The cartoon depicts the dilemma of the Sri Lankan
leadership in trying to balance Sinhala hardliners or the
Lion and Tamil militants or the Tiger while negotiating

peace.

g SIS Infa amistt d gicist o A9 o AN WSS 9T i

fe@mar 21 Th 3 ¥R & &9 ¥ fagel weewuelt & 3k qEdt o
9™ &% ®9 ¥ affd YA

3
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In spite of the conflict, Sri o9l i 94< H 8iH oh 9§ o
Lanka has registered it 7 =3 e afg ik

considerable economic growth \
and recorded high levels of fasm @& 3I=9 T &1 wIfew foan

human development. Sri Lanka gl e & gig-W W

was one of the first developing Y%cards 70 #H ara
countries to successfully faarasie =90 A siiciahl 9™ 2
control the rate of growth of =faror wforn & 2w § ed TEd

population, the first country in

the region to liberalise the Hiciehl 4 €1 ATt Aefcawen &1
economy, and it has had the IR N TS & To A &
highest per capita gross CIES 2 grell @ 9 2T HT g

domestic product (GDP) for
many years right through the Afe Tha W IR Iferor TRen

civil war. Despite the ravages H 998 SR €1 ASEA Tod oh
of internal conflict, it has Al i AADL Al SficdAahT A

maintained a democratic AhdiTTh TSTAaEl A @l 2l
political system.
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INDIA-PAKISTAN CONFLICTS
Let us now move from
domestic politics and take a
look at some of the areas of
conflict in the international
relations in this region. The
post-Cold War era has not
meant the end of conflicts and
tensions in this region. We
have already noted the
conflicts around internal
democracy or ethnic
differences. But there are also
some very crucial conflicts of
an international nature. Given
the position of India in this
region, most of these conflicts
involve India.

TRA-YTfh & god

3T1ST, 319 BH el UsHITd & SRR
9 o a3 59 &9 o
USRI adi oh TH S0 W
TSR St ~el §od gu @1 ¥iags
%l A 61 I8 A Tl fh 30
godleh | ot god 3R aE gurw
8l Ul BH 3Mdfieh wlhasl AT
S @o & q8al W g
THEl &t W goh 7| AR, T
eyl 9oy AqU<d UHfd ok
qt ?1 <faor wfern o awa &t
feufa Il @ @ik 39 9= @
T8 4 3rfueTier gow &1 fEan
qRd 9 =
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The most salient and T uSl 4 g9 Y@ 3R geuTEl
overwhelming of these conflicts ggs arg ik gifssaE o 9 1
is, of course, the one between s 2| s & SRG A MY 2T
India and Pakistan. Soon after

HIHR oh A4t W a8 TS| UifhE™

the partition, the two countries
got embroiled in a conflict over 1 T&R &1 A1 A1 foh HIHR

the fate of Kashmir. The qifehs™ 1 81 9Rd X uifshsr o
Pakistani government claimed 5 1947-48 q1 1965 o g q =9

that Kashmir belonged to it. .
Wars between India and THS HT G & g 1948 &

Pakistan in 1947-48 and 1965 3§ o Ha@&y H¥HR & I & @l
failed to settle the matter. The 7UI T 8Tl Ulih&™ 31f¥hd HIHR
1947-48 war resulted in the el \T|®|r°h @'{[ 1%@'[ T hi

division of the province into S -HYHR T o I S T T

Pakistan-occupied Kashmir and , .
the Indian province of Jammu friso-dm dan @1 1971 § WRa 1

and Kashmir divided by the Line Y& & faars T fuias I
of Control. In 1971, India won a Sfiar dfe HYHR Age YT &

decisive war against Pakistan
but the Kashmir issue remained
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India’s conflict with Pakistan is
also over strategic issues like
the control of the Siachen
glacier and over acquisition of
arms. The arms race between
the two countries assumed a
new character with both states
acquiring nuclear weapons and
missiles to deliver such arms
against each other in the 1990s.
In 1998, India conducted
nuclear explosion in Pokaran.
Pakistan responded within a
few days by carrying out
nuclear tests in the Chagai
Hills. Since then India and
Pakistan seem to have built a
military relationship in which
the possibility of a direct and
full-scale war has declined.

s aaat S8 faafes i
a0 a1 s &t 8l &t dee
f) vRa 3R qifersa@ o st ara
wdt 81 1990 & 91k A A 2w A
] AR 3R T sfaEm w6l
Teh-qH T IO 1 &Hdl et
fourza sifger =X fau 9@ <= 3o
& w9 ARl &t gl 4 Th =
Ifel Tgur fhar 21 1998 A 9RA A
e o 3R 3hoh o KN o 3K
g Uifh&™ 4 97 9slel W
Y- &0 fhU) 3Heh &% € THl
o ® fo 9 3R uifesm
d-Hay o 99 goh @ 3N ek
i sk v 4w feed w
JWIHT HH & T2 o)




Contemporary South Asia T HhTeiH SfeT0T TR

But both the governments continue <f#, SHI 3TN &1 WHR MR T W
to be suspicious of each other. The =} gg F1 T5R @ 2@l 21 9Rd WHR

Indian government has blamed the F1 3T 2 f5 ufpss &R 3 qH-Tu
Pakistan government for using a =1 Q fer 3 AR ST et 2 e 2

strategy of low-key violence by .
helping the Kashmiri militants with for o8 SYHR ITar<Al i TER, iR

arms, training, money and 3R o9 2d1 & dMT 9Rd W AdHarR] gaa
protection to carry out terrorist o fau 3= L& Y kil 21 9d SR
strikes against India. The Indian F1 a8 ot e & f uifew 2

government also believes that .
Pakistan had aided the 1985-1995 i 3Gy H Wifed-gHd%

proKhalistani militants with arms Syarf<dl s AR qen Md-areg fKu &)
and ammunitions during the period dIifsw™ &1 ik TGl s Gfdas g
1985-1995. Its spy agency, Inter e (SETHSME) W ARy 3R AUt
Services Intelligence (ISl), is alleged . e el T"ﬁﬂ qrd §

to be involved in various anti-India Cox
campaigns in India’s northeast, HRA-ferieft tfyaml o Sam =i 1 i

operating secretly through 21 39 Vad B e & R AR
Bangladesh and Nepal. The TR 3R e girar eifge @ fay

government of Pakistan, in turn, iR W 3 T = -
blames the Indian government and .1 A3 :

its security agencies for fomenting

dumrrlvla iee Flan marmansisem e A Cieddls



Contemporary South Asia T HhTeiH SfeT0T TR

India and Pakistan also have had IRA 3R qfh&a™ o =9 TEI- Sl oh
problems over the sharing of river TZaR h gard R At d491 FE] 21 1960
waters. Until 1960, they were locked 9% a4 & a9 famy I % = %l
in a fierce argument over the use of . .

A i@ faag gul 997 €, 1960 # fava

the rivers of the Indus basin. .
Eventually, in 1960, with the help of 3% ® &% ¥ WA 3R wife™

the World Bank, India and Pakistan ‘fg¥-<1 9fy’ W <@ fee @ik g8 ofy
signed the Indus Waters Treaty which grg g & &9 +5 4= o & CIEE
has survived to this day in spite of a9 W wEm 2| Teife fe] Srer-wfa &1

various military conflicts in which the
two countries have been involved. = 3R TR-9d % TR H dH] A

There are still some minor differences Ht T 3R-12 fqak 8| =8 & @ #
about the interpretation of the Indus Yfsres 1 GHRET Hl dHT Al <90 =

Waters Treaty and the use of the river G5 g ¥ 98 foarc ster w9 v=ar &

waters. The two countries are not Iin
agreement over the demarcation line Afe saeh WYt fa=n 91 3t g2 21 39

in Sir Creek in the Rann of Kutch. The @& &1 waum fow 7 & fawar smem
dispute seems minor, but there is an 3ITHT 3T Tfshh Toloh 9 G2 GS-GATHH

underlying worry that how the dispute g; fisu7 v 9t v 9Ra 3k gifewm
is settled may have an impact on the 5. oo = g W' Y % o § amisi &

control of sea resources in the area a_{ . %.
adjoining Sir Creek. India and el |
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INDIA AND ITS OTHER NEIGHBOURS ¥Rd 3R 3Ueh 31 UgIHl 391
The governments of India and TARY 3N 9RA oh st9 1 3R F&g
Bangladesh have had differences over T4 & v o feikd gfed € 1R W
several issues including the sharin . q Y S

v issues including ing e & % 3

of the Ganga and Brahmaputra river N .
waters. The Indian government has €I g % FROT A WRa o™y SyaT

been unhappy with Bangladesh’s W Bl oh Ged, URd-fadel sem
denial of illegal immigration to India, Foorgeft SOy &1 guedw, arRd" a1 A1
its support for anti-Indian Islamic t@%ﬁ? ara § 98 % fou e sa @

fundamentalist groups, Bangladesh’s i )
refusal to allow Indian troops to move T W ITERY % THR, T R

through its territory to northeastern @t Tidfas 4 fafa 7 @ & Hhaa qon
India, and its decision not to export wHR i ITARTT Toh d BlIHT HARA hi

natural gas to India or allow Myanmar TIpfas Yo fafa 9 3@ 233 9 g9

to do so through Bangladeshi .
territory. Bangladeshi governments vifiel &1 SITemeyl 1 THR b1 A © E

have felt that the Indian government A THR ToI-5d 4 fewdsill o war«
behaves like a regional bully over the W 3dileh o TSI &l d(@ XAl il 2
sharing of river waters, encouraging % 3TAEl HRA H TWHR W Fenty gdda

rebellion in the Chittagong Hill Tracts, a5 N fagle #) a1 3 SR & 5
trying to extract its natural gas and P ’ .
¥ 9yl 6 3R AR o St

being unfair in trade. The two
countries could not resolve their Tt & ot WY 2

Iﬁﬁll“dav\' '.:inll'l\ ‘AF o ¥ IA“" ‘llh:lﬂ
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Despite their differences, India 993l & wESE ARG IR FTARY H3

and Bangladesh do cooperate
on many issues. Economic
relations have improved
considerably in the last 20
years. Bangladesh is a part of
India’s Look East (Act East
since 2014) policy that wants
to link up with Southeast Asia
via Myanmar. On disaster
management and
environmental issues, the two
states have cooperated
regularly. In 2015, they
exchanged certain enclaves.
Efforts are on to broaden the

AHell W 9849 & =) fUsq o4
g8 & E A b o= e gdy
Sq1E] dEdX U 8| SRy R o
‘g 3=’ 3R 2014 ¥ ‘wee e’ Hifq
w1 feemn 21 39 ifa & sravia =R
oh SIRT Ifaqul-qe Ti¥rEn 9 |ush Wiy
3 @ 9 1 SMIE-YSEA R GH 0T
% Ahct W o HF ]9 4 FR®R
wea fean 21 2015 ® St A FS
qfeisl (T=had) &1 SSHE-UgH fwan
T o o W 99 feu ST @ @ T
gl Gl &l 989 h 91 Th W
%l IOl oh fd SHIKI agAgierd

areas of cooperation further by SXdHL AN o IR &l dGHET AU

identifying common threats
and being more sensitive to
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Nepal and India enjoy a very IRA 3R A9 & =9 e gY@ 3
special relationship that has very =iy 29 & &9 & @fy g 3 =m

few parallels in the world. A treaty _.. . i
between the two countries allows afy & qed I /M & AN

the citizens of the two countries to F—3& & < # fol qrEdie (IRT)
travel to and work in the other T A= S-S Gha @ 3K M

countrv:vitgout _\;isa::_and _ T Thd ) oIk g & CIEE R
passports. Despite this specia N _n . S
relationship, the governments of ¥ % §9 S .ﬁ MR ¥ Fefud
the two countries have had e U1 gU §) AU & 91 H

traderelated disputes in the past. T T &1 AR IRT GHR 7 3T
The Indian government has often  yft sryg=rar s@rER 21 I R

expressed displeasure at the warm N .
relationship between Nepal and R-fattet awl o fears wxa =i

China and at the Nepal 33rdil 3HY Hl ARd el gl R &I
government’s inaction against L& TEfaAr Aurel § 91 | HISTArst
antiindian elements. Indian aTfeter &1 oo TR & fau @au

security agencies see the Maoist

movement in Nepal as a growing 14! g FEifh 9Rd § feR ¥ A

security threat, given the rise of 39 U3 d& fafy=1 yial 4 ToRA<IaTEl
Naxalite groups in various Indian gl &1 SYR g31 2

ctatac froam Ribar im the narth I
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Many leaders and citizens in A9 o Sgd 9 @ 98 9iEd @ @
Nepal think that the Indian TG bl G ﬁ'c"a a; awﬁ'
government interferes in its ¥ & cma 2 @ 2 sk sad

internal affairs, has designs on ,
its river waters and hydro- Tl NSl qAT YAfeSiell W 3E S

electricity, and prevents Nepal, a gu 2| 9/ ™% 4 sHi= 4 iR

landlocked country, from getting Jqret ) T & fF R S9F)
easier access to the sea through

Indian territory. Nevertheless, A & W BT TR q% Tg
Indo-Nepal relations are fairly @ Ushdl 21 d8@T ARA-A9Tel oh

stable and peaceful. Despite HoY Uhed Hoigd AR wnfaqel 2|

differences, trade, scientific SN :
cooperation, common natural fasial & @ENE W AR,

resources, electricity generation deifre wea, urg qiehfdeh AT
and interlocking water A, faeieit 3Saaed AR S yauq fire

management grids hold the two & 13 o3 T Y 21 AU o

countries together. There is a \ . \ ' ’
hope that the consolidation of dlehd~= ! dglcit 9 Al M oh

democracy in Nepal will lead to = &l & 3R A=I9d &4 i
improvements in the ties 3IafT g4t 21

L‘L---A‘-‘ LI“ l—--‘ “---‘L-‘-A‘
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The difficulties in the giciehl AR URd &1 G o oot
relationship between the ? 99 39 g9 ? IR S e
governments of India and Sri # AHT 2| S qfged el

Lanka are mostly over ethnic

conflict in the island nation. Torifah &9 @ e 8 SR 34
Indian leaders and citizens find AT ST @I & 9 T8 # HAH
it impossible to remain neutral  Jqrert st ST HT TEEA T3 @

when Tamils are politically i )
unhappy and are being killed. >0 19 dl 21 1987 & = T&ely

After the military intervention in & 1% ¥ ARAA &R Hicisht o
1987, the Indian government  31<&- AW A WAl &l ifd
now prefers a policy of W 3 T & 2| 9Rd IR A

disengagement vis-a-vis Sri .
Lanka’s internal troubles. India 1@ @ J1% T T TR

signed a free trade agreement ghgid W I&ed feu d) swd gt
with Sri Lanka, which 3 & WaY wEd gy ° | e §
strengthened relations between "\fﬁ“ﬁ’ 3 qaE % 9
two countries. India’s help in §"§ : i

qAH S § ORI 95g ° Wi

post-tsunami reconstruction in . .. '
Sri Lanka has also brought the 371 3% Th W & wA« 3T
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India enjoys a very special IR & e o 91U ot 9gd =8 &
relationship with Bhutan too and 2 33X Yl R o I hig 81
does not have any major conflict ST T2 TN o a9y w1

with the Bhutanese government. . .
The efforts made by the Bhutanese Y€1 % ® Yaiw HRd o Suar<di

monarch to weed out the guerrillas 31X TRl ® M 7 oo &5 § &)
and militants from northeastern TN e % 39 HgH 9 9Rd il 91
India that operate in his country e Tyl 21 9Rd T ] gafasielt 1

have been helpful to India. India is . o
involved in big hydroelectric a1 uiEtsHist § g1 Sl @ 8l 5

projects in Bhutan and remains the ferrert 391 o fawra @Al & fau =4
Himalayan kingdom’s biggest ST M 9Rd @ eifae giar 2|
source of development aid. India’s qyEdg & QY 9Rd & 99y W
o= it e Moldves remein ar sy i 2 7 31 1985 7 e 3
' e om 3T TS 98 & dfte Akt A ARl

when some Tamil mercenaries from
Sri Lanka attacked the Maldives, T &8cll f&al Ai<la 4 59 3Ry

the Indian air force and navy U oh folt 9Rd 9 9e< 90 df 9RdE
reacted quickly to the Maldives’ AR 3 AT A X SRR Sl 91d
request to help stop the invasion. Y a3 erfels g:_m w=feq 3tk

India has also contributed towards .
the island’s economic development, T 3FT # #t W8T i 2l
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You may have noticed that
India has various problems
with its smaller neighbours In
the region. Given its size and
power, they are bound to be
suspicious of India’s
intentions. The Indian
government, on the other
hand, often feels exploited by
its neighbours. It does not like
the political instability in these
countries, fearing it can help
outside powers to gain
influence in the region. The
smaller countries fear that
India wants to be a regionally-
dominant power.

My &4 T gim foh gfaror wivrn
% S-S TSiA oh 1Y 9Rd i
%3 GUEIS &1 YAl HET 9Sal ol
A T 3MMHR 81 & 3R 98
wifaeelt 81 3Tt a<ig @ 3Ti&NHha
SIe M BT IR b FUKE bl AR
Ik T AMSHT 21 TEL Wb, HARA
TWHR i TR HegH i1 @ &
3Gk USIHl 331 IGhI oI HIE]T I3
® ¥ 9Ra T8t 9edr fe T 2w o
UsHIfder a1feerar der 8l 38 W™
ot @ for udt feafa o sl qreeal
&l 39 &F H Y99 SHH H U]
faatiit 212 2w &) oran @ T Ara
SIRT0T TR § 3791 <]l ShEH
°|'){"||‘°||'6(||%|
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Not all conflicts in South Asia  Ifaro1 Tftran & @R o€ faw wrd
are between India and its 3T 3Gk vl 29 oh o= &
neighbours. Nepal and Bhutan, T 2 ﬁW—"{{H qT SRS

as well as Bangladesh and

Myanmar, have had AR oh s§tE S gl o
disagreements in the past over H4rfciEl o HeM YA e
the migration of ethnic QA & & =ER § 3Yary &

Nepalese into Bhutan and the ..
P - U0 T HA¥E ©@ 21 darRyl S

Rohingyas into Myanmar,

respectively. Bangladesh and AUdl & <9 feurert Afsal o <«
Nepal have had some »l feedeil & At @ewe B I8

dlfferf-:nces ovelf the future of o1 e % 6 =g scfllc\h & gt
the Himalayan river waters. The

major conflicts and differences, 9 @S ¥Rd 3R IGoh gsidt ]9t
though, are between India and o <id 21 SUHI Ueh HIUT FRI01

the others, partly because of  fyry &7 T it & 8T 9Rd o=
the geography of the region, In - pory 3 ik a1t 2w wRE 0

which India is located centrally

and is therefore the only i & €-Fd 1ed 7

coiintrv that hardare thhae
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PEACE AND COOPERATION

Do the states of South Asia
cooperate with each other? Or do
they only keep fighting with each
other? In spite of the many
conflicts, the states of South Asia
recognise the importance of
cooperation and friendly
relationship, among themselves.
The South Asian Association for
Regional Cooperation (SAARC) is a
major regional initiative by the
South Asian states to evolve
cooperation through multilateral
means. It began in 1985.
Unfortunately, due to persisting
political differences, SAARC has
not had much success. SAARC
members signed the South Asian
Free Trade (SAFTA) agreement

which promised the formation of a
fraa tradaea vana far the whala af

wifa SR W

11 Iferor TR o ]I TH-SW &l
TEATT hid € AWM A 3 Th-g @ fau &
dSd Wd 82 3 oW oh SIaSg IR0
ufyrn o 337 MU W S fivd qen
YeaIT & Hewd il Ygdrd ol YNfd oh
v fgueia +f gu € 3k &g W W
Tl <9 (WSY T Wi Bk
fora wtsiiyE (i) feror iy
29 g dgEd iy | ey o
gl & &t fIn d IS ™ €1
%< 21 SHHT I[3A 1985 | g2 gHiH
¥ faasl +t MR 3 HROT @Y
SIS ghordl T8l fiaclt 81 )19 & 959
el 3§49, 2002 § ‘3for wiEd g
ATIR-& guzid’ (SAFTA) W <&@
fed| sad QR <faror T o fauw gaa
MR & o 1 919l 2|
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A new chapter of peace and
cooperation might evolve in South
Asia if all the countries in the region
allow free trade across the borders.
This is the spirit behind the idea of
SAFTA. The Agreement was signed
in 2004 and came into effect on 1
January 2006. SAFTA aims at
lowering trade tariffs. But some of
our neighbours fear that SAFTA is a
way for India to ‘invade’ their
markets and to influence their
societies and politics through
commercial ventures and a
commercial presence in their
countries. India thinks that there
are real economic benefits for all
from SAFTA and that a region that
trades more freely will be able to
cooperate better on political issues.
Some in India think that SAFTA is
not worth the trouble since India

allvamncder lamnee Iniladkaval Aavraarme oo

afg gfaror af¥mn o w+ft ]9 eTuHl HiMREn &
3N-UR HFd-AMR W ¥gHd & <l at 39
s # wifa 3R "8 & TH U ™ &)
IS Bl Gehdl 1 IFe0T TR gea AR
&5 guEid (l1%s1) o 93 g€t A9rar wi
W 21 39 guEd W 2004 W sERR gU 3R
€ gUHA 1 SFE 2006 @ IHET 8 TN 39
Ut} 1 @ @ T 39 9 & &= et
MR H o did T 3ok &t A & a0
S| 3 SIS 3 A @ f ‘qeer’ =t e
Al RA 3o a=R 4 Y qRAT 9redl 8
3R AEHIfa® SUH qAT AFANIS HiSI
o SIf@ 379 guTSl 3 TeHIfd T 3R
ST 9edl @1 9Rd gr=ar @ e ‘g’ @
39 &% o &L 2 Hl BEEl N IR &N o
A& FUR 964 9 TsHias q9el 9¢ G8diT
SIS Sgal B ARd § S @l 1 9T @
fe ‘g’ o fau e s &t sTea el
Fifh ARG g2, AU 3R sicit @ vedt €
fguaiia =aTUR ww=ar #X gHT 2|
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No region exists in a vacuum. it 1 &= gar ® -&l &lail 4@
It is influenced by outside HiT &FA MR Hl W IATRIE drehdl
powers and events no matter 5 . Y S fgat ot HIET

how much it may try to \ ) .
insulate itself from non- R I W qEY qHdl R weeh

regional powers. China and the &1 38 Jgdl &l gl 99 R g
United States remain key g 3MhT <fRT0T UMD sl USHITd
players in South Asian politics. § 3y qfep fram 1 fisa <9

Sino-Indian relations have gt | B T g
improved significantly in the .

last ten years, but China’s gl &1 = &1 oI SRR
strategic partnership with qifhEd o |1 & AR I8 HRd-dH
Pakistan remains a major eyl § Tk SSt wisas 21 faw™
irritant. The demands of F1 T8I 3R AVHFHT & FROT

development and globalisation Tfyren WeRY & A I 9 T SR

have brought the two Asian . . .
giants closer, and their T 3 21§ 1991 % 91K 9

economic ties have multiplied 3Toh MY G4y AR TSI g 2
rapidly since 1991.
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American involvement in South ¥idds & &5 f&or i o

Asia has rapidly increased
after the Cold War. The US has
had good relations with both
India and Pakistan since the
end of the Cold War and
increasingly works as a
moderator in India-Pakistan
relations. Economic reforms
and liberal economic policies
in both countries have greatly
increased the depth of
American participation in the
region. The large South Asian
diasporas in the US and the
huge size of the population
and markets of the region also
give America an added stake
in the future of regional
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However, whether South Jelelcl, SIIUT TR &l 999l ol
II-(\sia will contlm;lt? tto be 3TTIThRT oot &5 o &9 § g2l
nown as _a conflic _prone ST @ AU A% UH TR e

zone or will evolve into a
regional bloc with some

TE o ®9 H IWN fS5@eh

common cultural features  HI&hids TU-4H q1 AWM fed
and trade interests will T& & - I 9 fedt aed i

depend more on the people 3 ey = & @l 3k @R

and the governments of the
region than any othe
outside power.

What does this cartoon
tell you about the role
of India and Pakistan in
the process of regional
cooperation in South
Asia?
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