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Controversy

Musharraf’s Conviction
A special court in Islamabad has pronounced former military ruler retired General Pervez Musharraf guilty of high
treason and handed him a death sentence
under Article 6 of the Constitution. The verdict, which has no precedent in Pakistan’s
history, has generated a lot of heat and
controversy in the country’s political and judicial circles.
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Pakistan on its side to serve its regional interests.
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Economics

Another tough
year ahead
Shahid Hussain

The people of Pakistan have faced the toughest year of their lives in 2019
in the government of Prime Minister Imran Khan and international institutions and experts have warned the next year would not be easy either.
Pakistan will continue to face challenges related to lasting measures to
end a crippling cycle of debt.
The balance of payments crisis is imminent in Pakistan, if its economy
grows more than 3.8% annually without fixing existing structural economic imbalances, an Asian Development Bank (ADB) research paper.
In order to avoid the next balance of payments crisis, Pakistan will have
to fix its exports and reduce dependency on imports, according to the
working paper, “Why Pakistan’s economic growth continues to be balance of payments constrained,” written by ADB economists Kristian Rosbach and Lilia Aleksanyan.
“In the current structural and product specialisation circumstances, if
Pakistan’s economy is to grow faster than 3.8% in the medium-term, external imbalances will occur,” according to the finding of the authors. After
witnessing the 2013-18 period of high economic growth, Pakistan again
faced a balance of payments crisis, which forced the government of Prime
Minister Imran Khan to sign a tough International Monetary Fund (IMF)
deal that suffocated economic growth and is now causing increase in
poverty and unemployment, it noted. The working paper underlined that
the stagnating value of exports since 2012 and slowing remittance growth
since 2014 are likely further shifting the BOP equilibrium growth rate
downwards from the 3.8%. In the past, macroeconomic measures to reverse foreign reserve outflows often resulted in slowing economic growth.
Last year, Pakistan recorded a low economic growth rate of 3.3%, which
the finance ministry has expected to further slow down to 2.4% in this fiscal year. However, any growth rate that is below 5% to 6% increases unemployment in Pakistan, according to independent Pakistani economists.
Meanwhile, the International Monetary Fund (IMF) has warned that
Pakistan remains at risk of being placed on the Paris-based Financial
Action Task Force (FATF) “blacklist” that could have implications for capital inflows to the country. “A potential blacklisting by the FATF could result in a freeze of capital flows and lower investment to Pakistan,” stated
the staff-level report. It also disclosed significant increase in electricity
prices from the next month, in addition to re-introduction of debt servicing
surcharge in power bills on account of circular debt-related fresh borrowings. The report admits that the quality of fiscal adjustments under the
IMF programme was not high in the first quarter (July-September).
The general government debt, including guarantees and IMF borrowing, rose to 88% of GDP by end of last fiscal year, which was higher by
8.7% of the GDP against the IMF’s own estimates, according to the report. The IMF said that debt in the previous fiscal year increased as a
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consequence of the fiscal slippages, the exchange rate depreciation and
the government’s decision to increase cash deposits considerably to provide a financing cushion against potentially unfavourable market conditions. For this fiscal year too, the IMF has revised its public debt and
liabilities projections upward to 84.7% of the GDP or Rs37.6 trillion. The
IMF had earlier projected public debt and liabilities at Rs35.7 trillion or
80.5% of the GDP. It has now increased the estimates by 4.2% of the
GDP or Rs1.9 trillion.
The IMF has kept the economic growth rate target unchanged at 2.4%
for the current fiscal year but added net exports are now expected to provide a larger contribution to growth mainly due to greater import compression. Growth is projected to strengthen to around 3% in the next
fiscal year as policies take hold and confidence and investment
strengthen. The IMF has also kept medium-term economic growth rate
prospects unchanged at 4.5% to 5%. “Anecdotal evidence suggests unemployment is rising, but this may be masked by considerable underemployment in the informal sector”. The social conditions remain
challenging and poverty remains a significant concern and there is a
large gender gap.
Average CPI inflation is projected to decelerate slightly to 11.8% in
this fiscal year as administrative and energy tariff adjustments are expected to offset the effects from weak domestic demand. Thereafter, inflation is expected to converge to SBP’s 5% to 7% in medium- term.
Despite signs that inflation has started to stabilize, headline and core inflation remain high and are expected to decline only gradually as upcoming energy tariff adjustments and the pass-through from volatile
international oil prices put upward pressure on inflation.
Experts say Pakistan’s economic challenges will be compounded in
the next by several factors. One is its failing state-owned enterprises.
The domestic debt of these companies — which include Pakistan’s national airline and railway — increased by nearly 250 per cent between
2013 and 2018, and in 2019 they continued to borrow heavily. Their
struggles are a big reason why Pakistan’s public debt stood at a whopping 86.5 per cent of GDP in mid-2019.
To add to public woes, the Oil and Gas Regulatory Authority has
asked the government to increase prices for gas consumers by up to 221
per cent with effect from January 1, 2020, to generate about Rs40 billion
in additional funds required by the two gas utilities. If electricity and gas
prices are increased further, it will become unbearable for the common
man, who already finds it hard to make both ends meet. The opposition
will also attempt to exploit the situation. Doubts were raised about the
ability of the Pakistan Tehreek-i-Insaf (PTI) government to fix the economy. It has proved them true.
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Controversy

Musharraf’s
conviction
Nasim Ahmed

A special court in Islamabad has pronounced former military ruler retired
General Pervez Musharraf guilty of high treason and handed him a death
sentence under Article 6 of the Constitution. The verdict, which has no
precedent in Pakistan’s history, has generated a lot of heat and controversy in the country’s political and judicial circles.
This is the first time that an army chief has been declared guilty of high
treason. According to Article 6 of the Constitution, “Any person who abrogates or subverts or suspends or hold in abeyance, or attempts or conspires to abrogate or subvert or suspend or hold in abeyance the
Constitution by use of force or show of force or by any other unconstitutional means shall be guilty of high treason." The punishment for high treason is death or lifetime imprisonment, according to the High Treason
(Punishment) Act, 1973. The three-member bench of the special court —
headed by Peshawar High Court Chief Justice Waqar Ahmad Seth and
comprising Justice Nazar Akbar of the Sindh High Court and Justice
Shahid Karim of the Lahore High Court — announced the verdict.
Earlier, in a video statement from Dubai Musharraf called the treason
case "absolutely baseless. I have served my country for 10 years. I have
fought for my country. This (treason) is the case in which I have not been
heard and I have been victimized.” The high treason trial of the former military dictator for imposing the state of emergency on Nov 3, 2007, had
been pending since December 2013. Musharraf came to power after ousting then-Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif in a 1999 bloodless coup. He was
booked in the treason case in December 2013, when the PML-N government under Nawaz returned to power. Musharraf was indicted on March
31, 2014, and the prosecution had tabled the entire evidence before the
special court in September the same year.
In its detailed judgment, the special court has ordered that the dead
body of Pervez Musharraf should be dragged to D-Chowk and hanged
there for three days. Not surprisingly, the military has strongly reacted to
the conviction and sentencing of the former army chief. In a statement, the
ISPR DG has said that the verdict has been received with “a lot of pain
and anguish by the rank and file” of Pakistan’s armed forces. The statement came after an unscheduled meeting of top military officials at the
General Headquarters. The military’s point of view is that an ex-Army
Chief, chairman Joint Chiefs of Staff Committee and President of Pakistan,
who has served the country for over 40 years, fought wars for the defence
of the country can surely never be a traitor.
The paragraph 66 of the court order has specially drawn the ire of the
army and the government. It was authored by Peshawar High Court Chief
Justice Waqar Ahmad Seth who directed that the body of former President
General Pervez Musharraf be dragged to D-Chowk and hanged for three
days. The Minister for Law Farogh Naseem described the order as unconstitutional, illegal and against the shariah and announced that the govern-
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ment would file a reference against Justice Seth in the Supreme Judicial
Council.
According to him, public hangings are in contravention of the Constitution and Islam: "There is no room in Article 6 of the Constitution; in the
High Treason Act, 1973; in the Criminal Amendment Act of the special
court, 1976; for a judge to have the authority to present such an observation."
According to legal experts, the due legal process was ignored in pursuing the case, including constitution of the special court, denial of fundamental right of self-defence, undertaking individual specific proceedings
and concluding the case in a haste. It has also been said that the former
military ruler has not been given “the right to fair trail”, and that all the steps
in the criminal justice procedure have not been completed against him.
On the other hand, Attorney General Anwar Mansoor has said that the
judgment in the high treason case raises many questions as it was pronounced in a rush and did not provide Pervez Musharraf the right to defend
himself. The AG has also said that the action against Pervez Musharraf
was void as the cabinet did not allow the complainant to file a complaint
against the former president.
The special court verdict has touched off a storm of controversy in the
country. The judgment’s far-reaching implications for the country’s future
political developments cannot be underestimated. The primacy of the
army, which holds a predominant position in the current scheme of things,
has been challenged by a growingly assertive judiciary which earlier overturned the government’s notification extending the Army Chief’s tenure by
three years.
Some analysts foresee a clash of institutions in the days ahead. One
hopes that better sense will prevail on all sides and an effort will be made
to avoid unnecessary confrontation and ensure smooth working of the
democratic system.
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Conflict

A worsening global
refugee crisis
Nasim Ahmed

The first Global Refugee Forum was held at the end of a tense and troubled
decade in which the number of refugees worldwide doubled to well over
25 million. The conference was called to announce bold, new measures
to ease pressures on host countries, enhance refugee self-reliance, and
find lasting solutions for those uprooted from their homes by wars and persecution.
Jointly organised by Uganda, Japan, UNHCR, the UN Refugee Agency,
UNDP, OECD and the World Bank, all members of the main panel stressed
the importance of including refugees in national planning and investing in
both humanitarian and development aid.
Speaking on the occasion, Prime Minister Imran Khan warned that one
of the biggest refugee crises is about to take place because of recent actions by the Indian government. He said India's revocaton of Kashmir's
special status on Aug. 5 aims to change the demographics of the region
from a Muslim-majority to a Muslim-minority state, which is likely to provoke
a refugee crisis that will dwarf previous ones: "I would like the world community to take notice of what is happening. We in Pakistan are not just worried that there will be a refugee crisis. We are worried that this could lead
to a conflict, a conflict between two nuclear-armed countries."
Imran Khan pointed to India's new Citizenship (Amendment) Act in
Assam state as another flash point. Under this act, he said, Muslims must
prove they are citizens of India or will be stripped of their nationality. He
said: "Please understand the implications. There are 200 million Muslims
in India. If two or three percent of them cannot prove their citizenship,
where will they go?"
Khan warned that the riots in opposition to the new legislation are likely
to worsen, but said that Pakistan, which already hosts around three million
Afghan refugees, cannot accommodate more. He urged all nations to pressure the Indian government to reverse its discriminatory policies against
Muslims.
The main agenda of the three-day world conference was to explore and
create opportunities to lead meaningful lives for some 25.9 million refugees
worldwide. One key approach recommended by the conference was to
open new avenues for refugees in host countries where they first sought
safety to move to third countries, whether through resettlement or other
pathways such as the opportunity to work, study or reunite with family
members. This approach is part of the vision of the Three-Year Strategy
(2019-2021) on Resettlement and Complementary Pathways, which showcased what can be achieved with concerted action and drew new pledges
from states and other actors to expand their efforts in this area.
Self-reliance was identified as the key for refugees and their hosts to
lead a dignified life in safety. Yet, the majority of refugees and their hosts
live in low-income countries with little economic opportunity, pitching many
into the so-called “poverty trap.” Some of the world’s leading experts on
poverty alleviation, who attended the forum, identified concrete ways to
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give millions of vulnerable and extremely poor refugees, and their hosts, a
new chance to become self-reliant.
A key strategy highlighted in the discussion was the “Graduation Approach,” a sequenced, multi-sector intervention that seeks to lift the poorest
and most vulnerable households out of extreme poverty within a specified
period by achieving a sustained income. In addition to providing assets
such as livestock and agriculture inputs, the Graduation Approach supports
programme participants with livelihood and financial skills training, personal
coaching, connections to healthcare and education for families, promotes
savings and more. The method combines covering the household’s basic
needs – such as food – while the breadwinner of the household goes
through training, mentoring, and finally receives either a business grant or
a job enabling the household to be self-reliant.
Through a set of carefully sequenced, time-bound interventions, participants “graduate” from a state of severe destitution to a level where they
can maintain sustainable livelihoods with dignity to put themselves on a
pathway out of the so-called poverty trap. The programme has been tested
with refugees in six countries since 2013 by the UNHCR and TrickleUp,
an NGO, with funding from the US State Department with encouraging results, which call for a global scale-up and resource mobilization.
The Poverty Alleviation Coalition – a consortium of the UNHCR, World
Bank Partnership for Economic Inclusion and 13 NGOs – presented an
ambitious plan to alleviate the poverty of 500,000 households – equivalent
to five per cent of all refugee households globally - in 35 countries within
the next five years. The coalition is calling on the international community,
governments and the private sector for US$176 million in support so that
it can meet its goal. It announced a pledge to initiate programmes with
150,000 households by the time of the next forum, 2023, of which partial
funding has been secured. On behalf of the Poverty Alleviation Coalition
(PAC), World Vision announced that PAC has pledged to end extreme
poverty for 500,000 households within five years in 35 countries. The coalition is actively seeking US$ 176 million to realise all aspects of the pledge.
On the other hand, the European Commission also outlined efforts to
expand safe and legal pathways to the European Union, where resettlement has tripled since 2015. “Resettlement is a practical demonstration of
EU solidarity with vulnerable refugees and we are committed to continue
efforts to expand resettlement places through funding and operational support,” said Davinia Wood, Head of Unit for International Strategy in the European Commission. He pledged that in 2020, EU funding will directly
support EU Member States to resettle around 30,000 refugees.
Without doubt, in the midst of a serious worldwide refugee crisis, the
Global Refugee Forum represented a bold initiative to build new partnerships and develop innovative approaches to address the issue. It is hoped
that the efforts will continue till the last refugee is resettled in their home
country.
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Judgment

Judicial fireworks
Muhammad Hassan

A special court’s order to hang former President General (retd) Pervez
Musharraf on five counts in a high treason case has raised many questions
about the fairness of the trial. It also created tensions among national institutions besides maligning the image of the country abroad.
If Pervez Musharraf was found guilty of abrogating the Constitution,
what about the judges, who had validated his takeover and even allowed
him to amend the Constitution without requiring a two-thirds majority, as
required under the law? If his action amounted to treason, are many top
politicians patriot, who looted national wealth mercilessly and stashed it
abroad? The case was heard in Pervez Musharraf’s absence and a verdict
was announced in haste. But the law was not applied to former Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif’s sons, Hassan and Hussain Nawaz, and former Finance Minister Ishaq Dar, as their cases have been pending in courts
because they are absconding abroad. It is also a fact that Musharraf is seriously ill and can’t return to Pakistan. The trial could have been halted the
trial in the situation but it acted in undue haste and announced its verdict,
which is not against Pakistani and international laws, but also against Islamic injunctions.
In a strongly-worded judgment, the special court head, Peshawar High
Court (PHC) Chief Justice Waqar Ahmed Seth, ordered in its paragraph
66: “We direct the Law Enforcement Agencies to strive their level best to
apprehend the fugitive/convict and to ensure that the punishment is inflicted as per law and if found dead, his corpse be dragged to the D-Chowk,
Islamabad, and be hanged for three days.” However, it was a minority view
as two other judges did not agree to it. Justice Shahid Karim of the Lahore
High Court (LHC) upheld the death sentence awarded by Justice Seth but
did not agree to the dragging of the corpse. The third judge, Justice Nazar
Akbar of the Sindh High Court (SHC), opposed the majority verdict at all
on the grounds that there was no constitutional definition for high treason.
Countrywide protests erupted against the verdict. As expected, the
court order also angered the army and the government. Military
spokesman Maj Gen Asif Ghafoor, while referring to certain parts of the
verdict during a hurriedly-called media briefing, vowed to thwart the
“enemy design” and defend the institutional dignity. “Today’s verdict, especially the words used in it, is against humanity, religion, culture and our
values,” he said, adding that the army’s response plan to the threat was
also in place. Without elaborating the institutional response to the sinister
“design,” he said that conspiracies of “anti-state elements” both “internal
and external” would be foiled. The army believes the judgment is not
against its former boss but also against the institution. Earlier, the army
had expressed its concern after the announcement of a short order in the
case and said Musharraf was not getting the due process and being denied fundamental rights.
The government has decided to approach the Supreme Judicial Council for the removal of Justice Seth on the grounds that he is “unfit” to be a
judge. It also announced filing an appeal against the verdict in the
Supreme Court. Law Minister Naseem Farogh termed the verdict “unprecedented and despicable and an attempt to take Pakistan into dark
ages.” The controversial paragraph 66 was widely criticised by the lawyer
community as well as members of civil society. Attorney General Anwar
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Mansoor Khan said the verdict was “unconstitutional, unethical, inhuman,
and was given by an individual whose sanity is questionable”.
It is for the first time in Pakistan’s history that a former army chief was
found guilty of high treason. Critics question why Musharraf was singled
out for abrogating the Constitution and other military rulers were spared?
They say action should also be taken against them and their abettors, who
are still alive.
Analysts say the verdict is an attack of an institution on another institution at a time when there is tension on the Pakistan-India border. The verdict is nothing short of a judicial bombshell, as it is impossible to enforce
it and it will only create rifts among national institutions. How a court can
order the corpse of a convict, who has died before his execution, to be
dragged to a public square and hang up for three days? The tone of the
verdict smells of a personal vendetta against the former military ruler. The
harsh language of the judgment also violates international, Pakistani and
Islamic laws.
The special court, in its verdict against Musharraf, has ordered the government to initiate high treason proceedings against the then corps commanders and those who abetted the imposition of emergency and
lamented that “unfortunately the cronies of the accused has been left free
till date”. The court ordered action against all “those involved in facilitation
of the escape of the fugitive accused.”
The court order is impossible to implement. Musharraf could not be arrested when he was in Pakistan. He could not be arrested if he returns to
Pakistan. He is seriously ill, otherwise he would have returned to Pakistan.
The verdict has only created tensions among national institutions. It sent
a wrong message to all officers and soldiers, who served under Musharraf’s command. They cannot believe he could be a traitor. He is certainly
a patriot and honest person. It was unfair to try him in the high treason
case. The court could have ordered his hanging for abrogating the Constitution but it is unfair to try him for high treason. People say treason cases
should also be registered against politicians who looted national wealth
and harmed the country.
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Discrimination

A biased report on
religious freedom
Muhammad Ali
The bias of the United States against Pakistan and towards India is evident
from its latest report on religious freedom, in which it retained Pakistan
among the countries that “tolerate religious discrimination,” but exonerated
India despite the persecution of minorities, especially Muslims, a lockdown
of occupied Kashmir and its latest citizenship law, which leaves out Muslims.
Nine countries, including Pakistan, remained on the State Department’s
annual list of “countries of particular concern” for having engaged in or tolerated “systematic, ongoing, egregious violations of religious freedom”.
Sudan is the only nation removed from the blacklist. Pakistan was designated in 2018 after years of US hesitation over concerns on the treatment
of minorities. According to the announcement made by Secretary of State
Mike Pompeo, Pakistan’s name featured in the list of countries, which are
subject to sanctions over religious liberty.
Pakistan has condemned the report as arbitrary, detached from reality,
biased and unfair. The State Department’s designation of Pakistan is “unilateral and arbitrary,” Pakistan’s Foreign Office said in a statement. “This
pronouncement is not only detached from ground realities of Pakistan but
also raises questions about the credibility and transparency of the entire exercise,” it added. The US Commission for International Religious Freedom
(USCIRF), a government-funded body operating separately from the State
Department, said it was “particularly gratified” by the designation. Washington specifically referenced the case of Asia Bibi, a Catholic woman jailed in
2009 under Pakistan’s blasphemy laws and sentenced to death. She was
eventually released in 2018 after the Supreme Court voided her conviction.
Despite her release, the US did not remove Pakistan’s designation in the
2019 update to the list. Islamabad thus found itself in the same company as
China, Iran, North Korea, Sudan, and Myanmar, as well as “entities” such
as Al-Nusra Front, Al-Qaeda, Al-Shabaab, Boko Haram, Islamic State (IS,
formerly ISIS), the Taliban, and the Houthi rebels in Yemen. However, Pakistan did manage to avoid sanctions envisioned under the designation, which
were waived on grounds of “national interest” – as was also the case with
Saudi Arabia, Tajikistan, and Turkmenistan.
The US has maintained a religious freedom blacklist under a 1998 law,
passed at the peak of the “humanitarian interventionism” by the Clinton administration. The law also established the CIRF, which recently drew the ire
of India by criticizing New Delhi’s new citizenship rules. Though opposed on
almost every issue since the 1947 partition, Pakistan and India thus find
themselves agreeing that US meddling in their affairs on the pretext of caring
about “religious freedom” is unwelcome and worthy of condemnation.
The US government also announced designations of 68 individuals and
entities in nine countries for corruption and human rights abuses under the
Global Magnitsky Act, including four Burmese military leaders responsible
for serious human rights abuses against the Rohingyas. “Our actions have
been, and will continue to be, consistent with our position on religious freedom. No country, entity, or individual should be able to persecute people of
faith without accountability. We have acted, and we will continue to do so,”
Pompeo said. The “countries of particular concern” can face actions, including economic sanctions, by the United States.
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Pakistan has long faced international criticism over its blasphemy laws.
Generally, there is no problem with the law itself, it is the misuse which maligns it. The law exists in all Western countries and Pakistan inherited it from
British colonial authorities. Recently, the Islamabad High Court rejected a
petition against Prime Minister Imran Khan that had accused him of committing blasphemy. The petition cited some remarks made by Prime Minister
Imran Khan in the past. However, the court ruled, “A person’s faith or belief
is not open to be questioned by another person. Moreover, a mistake or
error committed by a person while addressing a public gathering cannot be
treated as blasphemous when the facts and circumstances clearly establish
that he or she could not have intended to commit such an offense. Faith or
religious belief is a personal matter and should not be questioned by others.
Likewise, extreme caution has to be exercised in making allegations relating
to blasphemy.” It is hoped the judgment will discourage people from leveling
frivolous blasphemy allegations against their political, religious and professional rivals.
Clerics and social media users also accused Prime Minister Imran Khan
of blasphemy when he uttered some “unsuitable words” in his recent
speech. It is despite the fact that Imran Khan has raised a strong voice
against a deliberate blasphemous campaign in Western countries. He dedicated a major part of his impassioned speech at the 74th United Nations
General Assembly to address the issue of blasphemous content produced
in Western countries. He asked them to stop ridiculing the Holy Prophet
(PBUH) since his reverence is the foremost component of Islamic beliefs.
He calls the Prophet (PBUH) his role model in his speeches. However, his
careless use of words hurt the sentiments of people. Some even called him
a Jew and blamed him for damaging Muslims and Pakistan. He must practice more caution since he has been accused of blasphemy by his political
opponents, particularly the JUI-F, which organised protests accusing him of
disrespecting holy figures. His slightest carelessness can endanger his survival. Former Punjab Governor Salman Taseer had lost his life over blasphemy accusations.
However, the US State Department report is self-contradictory as it points
out that persecution and discrimination on the basis of religion or belief existed in every region of the world. If it is the case, why Pakistan and other
countries were singled out? Rights groups and US officials accuse China of
incarcerating at least one million Uighurs and other Muslims, and US ally
Saudi Arabia is in the list for following a rigid school of religious thought.
However, recent developments in India, which see a phenomenal rise in attacks on Muslims since the Hindu nationalist government of Prime Minister
Narendra Modi came to power, is not included in the blacklist. During the
five years of Modi’s first term, hate crime against Muslims soared. According
to the Indian media, 90pc of religious hate crimes in the last decade have
occurred since Modi’s Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) came to power.
After Modi was re-elected, he abrogated the special status of Kashmir
and imposed a harsh lockdown, which still continues. Also, the government’s
latest citizenship law led to nation-wide protests, in which dozens of people
were killed and hundreds jailed. However, the US did not utter a word. It
proves the US bias towards India.
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Transition

Challenges for the
new Chief Justice
Muhammad Zain

Justice Gulzar Ahmed has taken oath as the 27th Chief Justice of Pakistan. Like his predecessors, he faces a daunting challenge to reform the
legal system of the country. Besides, he will have to defuse tensions with
the army and the government after recent verdicts in cases of extension
of the Army Chief’s tenure and former President General (retd) Pervez
Musharraf’s high treason trial.
Experts expect the return of judicial activism during his tenure. He was
a member of a five-judge bench which had disqualified former Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif in the Panama Papers case. He was also part of a
seven-member bench which had convicted the then Prime Minister Yousuf
Raza Gilani in a contempt case for not implementing the apex court’s Dec
16, 2010 judgment on the National Reconciliation Ordinance. He authored
a judgment in the ex-CJP Iftikhar Chaudhry manhandling case in which
police officers had been jailed.
He issued strict orders in land grabbing and encroachment cases in
Karachi and banned commercial activities in residential areas. Over 500
illegal buildings, wedding halls and cinemas were demolished in Karachi
on his order. He presided over the bench which convicted and disqualified
Pakistan Muslim League-Nawaz leader Talal Chaudhry in a contempt
case. One of the important tasks before the new CJP is to consider regulating the suo motu jurisdiction of the Supreme Court under the Article
184(3) of the Constitution. A working paper containing proposed amendments to the Supreme Court Rules, 1980, to regulate the suo motu exercise of the apex court and to provide for intra-court appeal is also under
active consideration of the full court, consisting all judges of the Supreme
Court.
In his speech at the full-court reference to bid farewell to Justice Asif
Saeed Khosa, the new CJP spelled out his vision by highlighting the need
of building civic infrastructure keeping in line with the time and pace of the
ever-progressing world. He emphasised the need of taking humanistic approach at all levels, not only by the State and in performance of its functions but at all levels of society for a healthy growth of the nation. He urged
State functionaries to focus and ensure deliverance to people. “Corruption
and illegalities in all departments of the State need to be seriously addressed and eliminated and persons involved in such activities be dealt
with deterrence for this is the most basic and fundamental scourge which
retards growth of the country,” he added.
The new CJP will have to work to end the general perception that justice is expensive and delayed in the country. The judiciary is short of judges
and the parliament has failed to reform the decades-old justice system.
According to the 2017-18 World Justice Project Rule of Law Index, which
measures whether ordinary people can resolve their grievances through
the civil justice system, Pakistan’s score was the worst in the region. It was
ranked the last in the six regional countries and stood at 105th out of 113
countries in the world. Over 40,000 cases were pending with the Supreme
Court, over 300,000 with the five High Courts and about two million with
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the lower courts of the four provinces and the federal capital, according to
the Law and Justice Commission of Pakistan. During the last five years,
the number of cases pending with the Supreme Court almost doubled and
reached the highest level for the last 15 years. In 2006, the number of
pending cases before it was 13,724. Today, it is almost thrice of it. Compared to other countries, the court procedures in Pakistan are complicated,
lengthy and expensive. On average, it takes 1,071 days to settle a commercial dispute in court. Then the case can go to the appeal stage first in
a High Court and then in the Supreme Court. It is not unusual for a case
to take more than a dozen years to be decided, says the World Bank report. Only one judge is available for 62,000 people in the Punjab and Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. In the Lahore High Court, only one judge is available
for 2.2 million people. In the Punjab, a single judge has a case load of
more than 660.
Chief Justice Gulzar Ahmed will have to address causes that contribute
to delay in disposition of cases at all levels of the judicial hierarchy. “There
are 1.9 million pending cases in the country with only 4,000 judges,” former
CJP Asif Saeed Khosa had observed few days before taking oath as the
top judge in January, 2019. “Even if all judges of the Supreme Court, High
Courts and subordinate judiciary work day and night for 36 hours a day,
they cannot clear the cases. When we ask the government to increase the
number of judges, so that justice can be delivered promptly, they reply to
us they are short of funds,” he had observed.
Bars have reservations over the appointment of judges as well as
Supreme Judicial Council proceedings against two superior court judges.
Tackling the two issues would be a challenge for the new CJP. He will have
to bring structural and systemic changes to the judiciary to minimise litigation, eliminate unnecessary delays and rationalise the workload on
judges. As work on judicial reforms is in the final stage, it is hoped the government will complete the process at the earliest to help the judiciary complete its job and fulfill its own promise of inexpensive and speedy justice.
It will be a great service to the nation.
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Diplomacy

The US-India salvo
Shahid Hussain

A joint warning by the US and India to Pakistan over its alleged inaction
on terrorism is in contrast to the Trump administration’s extensive engagements for rebuilding ties with Pakistan. It reflects the reality that the US
wants to maintain close relations with Pakistan’s archrival India while keeping Pakistan on its side to serve its regional interests.
After the conclusion of the second India-US 2+2 dialogue, the two sides
asked Pakistan to prosecute the perpetrators of cross-border terror attacks, especially Mumbai and Pathankot strikes. The two countries asked
Pakistan to take concerted action against all terrorist networks, including
al-Qaeda, ISIS, Lashkar-e-Taiba, Jaish-e-Mohammad, Haqqani Network,
Hizb-ul Mujahideen, Tehreek-e-Taliban Pakistan and D-Company of Dawood Ibrahim. The joint statement was issued at the end of the second
India-US 2+2 dialogue between US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, Defense Secretary Mark Esper and Indian External Affairs Minister S Jaishankar and Defence Minister Rajnath Singh at the State Department.
On the other hand, Pakistan took strong exception to the unwarranted
references to it in the joint statement and rejected the assertions. “The
anti-Pakistan assertions made by the Indian ministers of defence and external affairs are equally reprehensible and we also take exception to the
selective and one-sided nature of the joint statement,” the Foreign Office
spokesperson said in a statement. Pakistan’s reaction is justified because
the terrorist networks, which the US and India have mentioned, do not exist
on its soil. Pakistan has successfully dismantled hideouts of terrorists from
its areas bordering Afghanistan and their sleeper cells in urban areas. Most
of the terrorist outfits were created abroad and a few, which grew in some
areas of the country, have already been eliminated.
In another move by the US and India to put pressure on Pakistan, the
Financial Action Task Force (FATF) has asked Pakistan to ensure that individuals affiliated with proscribed organisations are convicted and also
sought details of legal measures it has taken to regulate madrassas. Pakistan has received a questionnaire from the global money-laundering and
terror-financing watchdog containing 150 queries. The FATF has also
sought copies of FIRs registered against members of banned outfits. It has
sent in the questionnaire in response to a report Pakistan had submitted
to the global body on December 3. Pakistan’s response will determine
whether the watchdog continues to keep the country on its grey list or not.
The latest US salvo comes at a time when the Trump administration has
decided to resume military training and educational programme for Pakistan
after it was suspended more than a year ago. The State Department announced the administration has approved the resumption of Pakistan’s participation in the programme. The International Military Education and
Training Programme was blocked last year in August citing cuts in funds. It
was a small facet of US security aid programmes for Pakistan worth some
$2 billion that remain suspended on orders that Trump abruptly issued in
January 2018 to compel Pakistan to crack down on Islamist militants.
The US has also openly opposed the China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) in a bid to malign the project and advance its interests in the
region. A US media report expressed concerns about “Pakistan losing sovereignty to its deep-pocketed Asian ally,” which can use Gwadar as a
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strategic card against India and the United States if tensions worsen to the
point of naval blockades as the two powers increasingly confront each
other at sea. The US is also “worried” about Pakistan’s Chinese debt problem and Chinese state-owned companies constructing seaports at strategic spots around the Indian Ocean, including places in Sri Lanka,
Bangladesh, and Malaysia, which it considers a threat to its interests and
India, its regional ally.
Then, US President Donald Trump wrote a letter to Prime Minister Imran
Khan, seeking Pakistan’s help to end the decades-old conflict in
Afghanistan. The letter requested Pakistan’s "full support for the US effort
to advance the Afghan peace process," but at the same time, US Defence
Secretary Jim Mattis warned that it was time for everyone to support the efforts of the UN, Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi and all those who were
trying to maintain peace in South Asia. The request by US President Donald
Trump and the warning by Defence Secretary Jim Mattis created an impression Pakistan was being forced to play a role in Afghan peace, as designed
by the US and India, even if it was not willing. It also made clear that the US
wants to resolve the issue by giving India a greater role in the war-torn country in the future. Trump's sudden request following a month of harsh language about Pakistan was shocking. He complained to the Fox News that
Islamabad doesn't do "a damn thing" for the US and charged that its government had helped Osama bin Laden hide. Later, he took to Twitter in an
extended diatribe, assailing Pakistan for doing "nothing for us." He also accused Pakistan of withholding information about the whereabouts of Osama
bin Laden. "We paid Pakistan Billions of Dollars & they never told us he was
living there. Fools!" he wrote in a tweet. "We no longer pay Pakistan the $Billions because they would take our money and do nothing for us, Bin Laden
being a prime example, Afghanistan being another. They were just one of
many countries that take from the United States without giving anything in
return. That's ENDING!," he added. Pakistan Prime Minister Imran Khan
fired back, tweeting the "record needs to be put straight on Mr Trump's tirade
against Pakistan. Our tribal areas were devastated & millions of people uprooted from their homes. The war drastically impacted lives of ordinary Pakistanis. Instead of making Pakistan a scapegoat for their failures, the US
should do a serious assessment of why, despite 140000 NATO troops plus
250,000 Afghan troops & reportedly $1 trillion spent on war in Afghanistan,
the Taliban today are stronger than before."
The US has blamed Pakistan again for providing the Afghan Taliban
sanctuaries on its territory, rather than accepting its failure to control the militants and check their cross-border movement. If analyzed carefully, recent
US actions reflect the feeling of an enemy and a former friend of Pakistan.
The US and India are concerned about rising cooperation between Pakistan
and China. Pakistan has also become a battleground between the US and
China in a trade war between the two superpowers. The US curtailed Pakistan’s security-related aid after opposing an International Monetary Fund
(IMF) bailout for it. It indicates the US frustration after Pakistan came out of
its influence and entered into strategic partnership with China. Pakistan has
accepted the new partnership between the US and India and they should
also acknowledge its geo-strategic relationship with China.
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Pakistan’s balance
of payments crisis
Husnain Shahid

Pakistan’s debt and liabilities have surged by Rs11 trillion and reached
Rs40 trillion in the first year of the Pakistan Tehreek-i-Insaf (PTI) government. Pakistan’s external debt is expected climb to $103b by June 2019,
and gross external financing needs would reach a record $27 billion for
the next fiscal year.
To compound the situation, the Asian Development Bank (ADB) has
warned the balance of payments crisis is imminent in Pakistan, if its economy grows more than 3.8% annually without fixing existing structural economic imbalances. According to a research paper, Pakistan will have to fix
its exports and reduce dependency on imports to avoid the next balance
of payments crisis. “In the current structural and product specialisation circumstances, if Pakistan’s economy is to grow faster than 3.8% in the
medium-term, external imbalances will occur,” the report warned.
The ADB paper noted that since end-2017, the government has implemented a number of economic reforms to address the BOP crisis, including
regulatory measures, reduced imports, increased interest rates, and depreciation of the exchange rate to the US dollar by almost 33%. In spite of
significant currency depreciation, merchandise exports declined by 2.2%,
between fiscal year 2017-18 and fiscal year 2018-19. On average, over
the last decade, Pakistan has lost global market share by 1.45% per
annum, with foreign exchange reserves further declining from $9.8 billion
at the end of FY2018 to $7.3 billion at the end of FY2019, only enough to
finance about 1.4 months of imports. “Improving Pakistan’s export performance remains the most relevant long-term structural challenge to alleviate
the balance-of-payments constraint to sustained economic growth,” according to the ADB paper.
According to the International Monetary Fund (IMF), Pakistan’s external
debt and liabilities would go up by $20.5 billion in the next three years
under its program. It projected that Pakistan’s external debt and liabilities
would go up from $104.165 billion by the end of fiscal year 2018-19 to
$124.688 billion in financial year 2021-22. It projected that total public and
guaranteed debt would surge by Rs11,000 billion from Rs30,000 billion in
2018-19 to Rs41,799 billion in 2021-22.
It is for the first time that Pakistan has borrowed a whopping $16 billion
in foreign loans in just one year. According to the government, it aimed at
avoiding default on international debt obligations and financing its imports.
The $16 billion worth of foreign loans have been obtained during fiscal year
2018-19, which included 11 months of the PTI government, according to
official documents. Out of the $16 billion, the PTI government took $13.6
billion loans – the highest ever by a government in a single year. The remaining $2.4 billion had been received in July 2018, during the tenure of
the caretaker setup. The massive borrowing in the last fiscal year included
$5.5 billion by Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates and Qatar. In the
preceding fiscal year 2017-18, Pakistan had obtained $11.4 billion in foreign loans. Loans of $16 billion in FY19 were the highest ever external borrowing in any fiscal year since Pakistan’s creation. About 42pc or $6.7
billion of the total external borrowing came from China alone. It included
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$2.54 billion in commercial loans, $1.6 billion under the China-Pakistan
Economic Corridor (CPEC), $2 billion in China State Administration of Foreign Exchange (SAFE) deposit and $628.4 million for Karachi nuclear
power plants. In fiscal year 2017-18, China had given $4.5 billion to Pakistan.
This is the third time in Pakistan’s history that a government has taken
over $10 billion in fresh foreign loans in a single year. The $16 billion in
loans were 71pc or $6.7 billion higher than the government’s own estimates. The government had to heavily rely on foreign loans due to a steep
decline in foreign direct investment, negative growth in exports, higher import bills and repayment of maturing debt. The government’s decision to
depreciate the rupee by over 26pc against the US dollar adversely impacted the country’s ability to repay debt.
Like the Pakistan Muslim League-Nawaz (PML-N), the PTI government
also relied on short-term foreign commercial loans. Against the budgetary
estimate of $2 billion, the PTI government took $4.1 billion in foreign commercial loans. The PML-N had added Rs15 trillion to public debt and liabilities in five years, while the PTI increased total debt and liabilities by
Rs11 trillion in one year. More than 80pc loan was piled up by the PTI in
one year in comparison with five years of the PML-N.
On the other hand, the government has retired record foreign loans
worth $9.5 billion in the last fiscal year, which is also unprecedented in
Pakistan’s history. External debt has increased by $2.7 billion in the PTI
government, whereas in the last year of the PML-N government, foreign
loans had surged by over $7 billion.
Pakistan’s total debt and liabilities have risen from Rs6,100 billion to
Rs31,000 billion in the last 10 years, when Pakistan was ruled by the Pakistan Peoples Party (PPP) and the Pakistan Muslim League-Nawaz (PMLN). However, the IMF believes Pakistan’s debt is still in the limit of
sustainability. “Public debt will only be sustainable with full implementation
of the adjustment programme. “Under the Extended Fund Facility (EFF),
a strong fiscal consolidation of 4.5pc of GDP in primary balance over four
years and a recovery in growth supported by structural reforms will help
public debt decrease to around 67 percent of GDP by FY-2024,” it noted.
The IMF forecast the external debt-to-GDP rate to steadily decline after
peaking in FY-2021 due to smaller current account deficits, capital inflows,
and flexible market-determined exchange rates. Pakistan’s underlying
gross external financing needs can be lower by 1.3 percentage points of
GDP on average every year during the IMF programme and beyond.
It is a fact that past governments failed to make structural changes and
improve governance and consequences of all their blunders, mismanagement and inaction lie on the table of Prime Minister Imran Khan and he
has no option of failure. The situation is not easy to handle. The government is finding it difficult even to foot debt servicing and necessary expenditure and funds for public welfare look impossible at the moment.
However, people can expect relief after two years when public debt will
start decreasing and the government would have funds for public welfare.
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Debate

Tensions among
state institutions
Raza Khan

After a special court’s verdict in former military ruler General Musharraf’s
case of subversion of the country’s Constitution, the resultant clash of state
institutions does not augur well for the country and it has taught us a number of lessons.
The decision by the special court constituted to carry out the trial of former dictator, General Pervez Musharraf, who had usurped state power on
October 12, 1999, by deposing the then elected Prime Minister, Mian
Nawaz Sharif, in the case filed against this action of the general, brought
the country’s superior judiciary and the military face to face. The war of
words between the two state institutions started and expressed through
the media. The special court gave a decision against Pervez Musharraf
and found him guilty of subverting the Constitution and, therefore, having
committed high treason. Consequently, the court awarded him the capital
punishment. The decision was widely hailed and criticised. However, the
military high command started taking exception to it once the detailed verdict was announced.
According to the detailed verdict, the court headed by Justice Waqar
Seth, Chief Justice of the Peshawar High Court (PHC), Musharraf committed high treason and, therefore, he shall be awarded the death punishment. However, the most critical part of the detailed verdict, due to
which a lot of hue and cry was raised, is that if Musharraf died before
he is awarded punishment, his dead body shall be hanged for three days
in a central roundabout of Islamabad. The learned judge, although has
been criticized for making an “inhuman” judgment to hang the dead body
of Musharraf for three days in a roundabout, yet he has given certain
solid legal justifications for his decision from Muslim judicial history.
Here, it is important to note that every judge is completely respectable,
whatever their decision may be. Here, one must not lose sight of the
fact that if the decision was vituperated by some people, it was equally
hailed by many others. So, without going into the issue that how many
people support and others decry the judgment regarding Musharraf, the
decision of a judge is binding and only constitutional and legal ways
could be adopted to appeal against it or set it aside. Therefore, the verbal attack on Justice Waqar is totally unjustified and is tantamount to
disrespecting the entire judiciary of Pakistan. It should not have happened.
The military has every reason to defend Gen. Musharraf for being the
former head of the institution. However, it must be kept in mind that as a
head of the military Musharraf must be respected but whatever unconstitutional steps he committed he must also be held responsible for his
wrongdoings. Here, history must be recalled a bit as Gen. Musharraf
usurped power in 1999, when he was dismissed by Premier Nawaz Sharif.
Dismissing an Army Chief by the country’s chief executive should have
been a straightforward administrative issue. However, the manner in which
Sharif had dismissed Gen. Musharraf, when he was on an official visit to
Sri Lanka and denying him to land back in the country, was bizarre and
equally illegal. This is despite the fact that an elected prime minister has
every right to dismiss a sitting army chief. But Sharif should have asked
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Gen. Musharraf to resign respectably face to face after telling him the
charges against him or even conveying his displeasure over his certain
actions done without the approval of the prime minister. As Sharif was fearful of a reaction from Gen. Musharraf, he deemed it appropriate to sack
the military chief when he was out of the country. What this situation resulted was the subverting of the Constitution by Gen. Musharraf. However,
on its part the general could have done wonders by holding new elections
within 90 days of the usurpation of power. Although still unconstitutional,
it could have laid the foundation of saving his skin in case of a future legal
process. Instead, General Musharraf wished to rule the country himself
and, therefore, he came up with a reform and rehabilitation agenda to justify his clinging to political power.
Here, it is important to note that if General Musharraf had committed
“treason,” then all others who, aided or abetted this act of Musharraf,
should also have been brought to justice, including judges who took
oaths under Gen. Musharraf’s self-declared Legal Framework Order.
The criticism, not of the decision but the person of PHC Chief Justice,
Waqar Seth, is indeed regrettable. The reason for this is that Justice
Seth is not merely a person but represents the revered institution of the
judiciary. So, any criticism of him is tantamount to disrespecting the judiciary. This should not have happened. It is to be noted that Justice
Waqar was made the head of the special court hearing the case of Gen.
(R) Musharraf by the Chief Justice of Pakistan and, therefore, it is an
institutional matter. If a country’s judiciary is disrespected, the entire political system and the state structure become questionable. Therefore,
any criticism in whatever means of the judiciary must be avoided.
The jumping into the matter by the federal government of the Pakistan
Tehreek-e-Insaf (PTI), led by Prime Minister Imran Khan, would add fuel
to the fire. The government of PM Khan unwisely decided to file a reference against Justice Seth in the Supreme Judicial Council, which is a constitutional body to look into the matters of misconduct and abuse of power
by the judges of superior judiciary. The federal government of PM Khan
has picked up an unnecessary quarrel with the country’s judiciary. This
should have been avoided by any means at a time when the country’s is
facing multiple internal and external threats. PM Khan should have acted
like a statesman and would have tried to resolve the issue between the judiciary and the military.
The media role in the issue of Gen. Musharraf’s conviction generally
has been irresponsible. The media should have ascertained the sensitivity
of the situation and acted very cautiously. However, there was extensive
coverage of the issue which further vitiated the environment. Whatever is
happening and unfolding is not good at all for the existing state dispensation. However, the situation is also important for the evolution of democracy. The history of various states is testimony to the fact that a clash
among institutions and coming to the fore of constitutional issues in the
public sphere results in strengthening of democracy, but not the political
system. However, this could only happen if the situation is handled very
carefully and respectfully.
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How media impacts
public agenda in Pakistan
Raza Khan

The relation of politics and the media has been symbiotic and it is evergrowing and evolving. In Pakistan, the democratic system and media are
in the process of maturation and, therefore, their mutual linkages need to
be understood as it is extremely important for the development of democracy and the media.
In the contemporary world, people are living in a milieu in which media
presence is ubiquitous and their influence is pervasive. Multiple media genres, channels and outlets are providing us information which is very difficult
to process. Therefore, there is a need to pick and choose which is not that
easy either. At times the information disseminated by the media seems to
be haphazard but it is mostly not the case and every media provides public
information with a set programme, which in communication lexicon is
called media’s agenda-setting role. Research has discovered that there is
a close connection between media agenda and public agenda. At present
times of great political changes in Pakistan, the role of the media has become extremely critical in particular the wrangling among the executive,
military and judiciary.
The basic premise of agenda-setting research hypothesis is that mass
media could configure the public agenda, meaning the matters of significance they think affecting their lives, by giving importance to various items
in their news agendas. The media through their role in the structuring and
construction of socio-political reality influence the public agenda in a manner that which issue to give how much importance. Thus, the media plays
an instrumental role in building political campaigns, influencing political decision-making, like voting. The hypothetical agenda-setting concept was
first put thorough empirical research by Mc Combs and Shaw (1972) during the 1968 US presidential elections. The researchers collected data
both about the agenda of the news media and the public. Pre-supposing
that the responses of undecided voters would be most likely to be measurable, the researchers conducted surveys on undecided voters in Chapel
Hill, North Carolina. Apart from it, they conducted content analysis of both
electronic and print media, national as well as local, which was used by
the undecided voters. The finding of substantial linkage between public
and news media agendas pertaining to political and social issues established a core bond of concatenated evidence regarding the role which the
press or media play in setting the agenda of the public.
The indecisive voters of Chapel Hill Study still had their leanings towards one of the two parties Democratic or Republican. Capitalizing upon
the information, comparisons were made between the total agenda of the
press, including all issues covered by it as well as the agenda of issues
attributed to the preferred part of voters and its candidates. So it was hypothesized that if the link between voters’ agenda and the total press coverage was higher, it was evidence of validity of the concept of
agenda-setting. On the contrary, if the correlation between voters’ agenda
and preferred party agenda was greater, it testified the viability concept of
selective perception. It was found that 18 out of 24 comparisons favoured
the concept of agenda-setting interpretation.
Observably, the links between the media agenda and public agenda in
Pakistan is quite intimate. The issues and events which the media, particularly news media channels, give prominent coverage seem to have be-
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come quite important for the public. However, it is important to note that
the media in Pakistan today may not put the most important issues for the
public on top of their agenda and instead pursue their vested interests, inflicting serious damage on the public interest.
Another important study which established the power of the mass
media in public political agenda-setting was a series of a laboratory experiment. The studies conducted by researcher Iyengar and Kinder (1987)
in which the agenda of issues of US defence or environmental pollution
were studied. It was very clear that news agenda had a great impact on
people’s agenda. Because the issues focused on in the experimental
newscast were perceived as more important. Some important findings of
the studies were that in one experiment even exposure to a single TV news
programme had influenced the public agenda. Otherwise, previously conducted research had shown that agenda-setting effects were evident only
after viewing a series of newscasts.
Brusius and Kepplinger (1990) conducted another study which is assumed as a milestone study of agenda-setting influence of the news
media. The researchers used the original research design of Mc Combs
and Shaws by comparing a content analysis of a significant West German
TV news programme of one year with the weekly public opinion polls on
the issues considered as significant agenda effects were recorded. On
other issues news agenda lagged public agenda or there was no correlation at all between them. The most important rather underlying findings of
the study, which was evident from pattern of results, that news media not
in totality dictate public attention. Although there is a need to carry out systematic-scientific studies in Pakistan in this regard but at the moment, as
pointed earlier the relations between news media agenda and public
agenda have strong correlation.
Further research on media agenda and public agenda established that
issues could be arranged along a continuum oscillating from obtrusive to
unobtrusive. The obtrusive issues are those which literally obtrude or impacted on our lives in real terms. Rising prices of food items and petroleum
and its products have been an obtrusive issue in the lives of Pakistanis.
Resultantly, no one in Pakistan is dependent on news media for information on the issue. Obviously, daily experience or everyone paying more for
food and petroleum products, being household items, put this issue in general discussion and automatically on the national agenda. Noticeably, the
media as a whole does not focus on the price-hike issue and, therefore, it
has not been instrumental in bringing down prices or could stop the everincreasing prices of key commodities.
On the contrary, the people are entirely dependent on news media for
information on many other issues, like a tussle between the judiciary and
the military, government corruption, the situation in Kashmir, Iraq and
Afghanistan. In broad terms, media agenda have a great role in setting
the public agenda regarding unobtrusive but no influence at all regarding
obtrusive issues of the day. In uncertain situations, individuals are in dire
need of information for orientation to the situation.
So, if the media has such a great influence on the public agenda, the
former must act extremely responsibly. Otherwise, the boom of the media
in Pakistan has no significance for the public interest.

13

Economics

ADB’s new warning on
BOP constraints to growth
Muhammad Jahangir

The Asian Development Bank (ADP) has issued a new warning about the
imbalances developing in the Pakistan economy and threatening its
growth prospects.
In its latest research paper titled “Why Pakistan’s economic growth
continues to be balance of payments constrained”, the ADB has said that
the balance of payments crisis is imminent in Pakistan, if its economy
grows more than 3.8% annually without fixing existing structural economic
imbalances. After analysing various underlying factors, the bank has recommended that in order to avoid the next balance of payments crisis, Pakistan will have to fix its exports and reduce dependency on imports.
According to the ADB, in the current structural and product specialisation
circumstances, if Pakistan’s economy is to grow faster than 3.8% in the
medium-term, external imbalances will occur and distort the entire growth
process.
The ADB research paper notes a long-term structural BOP-constrained GDP growth rate of 3.77% for the period 1980-2017. At 4.89%,
the average GDP growth rate for the period is higher than the BOP equilibrium GDP growth rate. Periods of GDP growth rates that are higher
than the BOP-constrained growth rate tend to result in foreign exchange
reserve depletion, followed by periods of fiscal and monetary policy-led
suppressed growth.
It is relevant to add here that after witnessing the 2013-18 period of
high economic growth, Pakistan again faced the balance of payments crisis, which forced the incumbent PTI government to sign a tough International Monetary Fund (IMF) deal that has retarded economic growth and
is now causing increase in poverty and unemployment as well as high
prices.
The ADB has pinpointed that the stagnating value of exports since
2012 and slowing remittance growth since 2014 are likely to further push
the BOP equilibrium growth rate downwards from 3.8%. In the past as
well, macroeconomic measures to reverse foreign reserve outflows often
resulted in slowing economic growth.
Significantly, last year, Pakistan recorded a low economic growth rate
of 3.3%, which the finance ministry has expected to further slowdown to
2.4% in this fiscal year. However, any growth rate that is below 5% to 6%
increases unemployment in Pakistan. The ADB paper has underlined the
fact that since end-2017, the government has implemented a number of
economic reforms to address the BOP crisis, including regulatory measures, reduced imports, increased interest rates, and depreciation of the
exchange rate to the US dollar by almost 33%.
But despite significant currency depreciation, merchandise exports
have declined by 2.2%, between fiscal year 2017-18 and fiscal year 201819. It should be a matter of concern for policy makers that over the last
decade, Pakistan has lost global market share by 1.45% per annum, with
foreign exchange reserves further declining from $9.8 billion at the end
of FY2018 to $7.3 billion at the end of FY2019, only enough to finance
about 1.4 months of imports.
In the circumstances, improving Pakistan’s export performance re-
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mains the most relevant long-term structural challenge to alleviate the
balance-of-payments constraint to sustained economic growth. Pakistan’s
export performance has been weak for decades. Since 2010, export
growth has been largely stagnant, with a growing average trade deficit.
Pakistan’s exports continue to lose market shares due to the growing proportion of unsophisticated export goods.
The hard fact is that gaps in Pakistan’s trade balance are structural,
which accentuate whenever domestic demand grows too fast. Raising
Pakistan’s economic growth rate in a way that remains consistent with
BOP equilibrium would require reforms that would help its industries produce export products that are more attractive to external markets, as well
as reducing the income elasticity of imports. It is important that Pakistan’s
import-competing industries should become more competitive, and the
energy mix should be altered to become less reliant on oil imports.
Diversification is the key to long-term growth. Pakistan’s industry
needs to diversify to help reduce the economy’s dependence on imports.
A more diversified economy results in more diverse exports, and this is
required to acquire the wider set of productive capabilities that is needed
to export goods with a higher level of sophistication. The first steps toward
export diversification would be to identify the causes of lost export value
in important industries and explore options for moving into new export
products that require productive capabilities similar to those used for existing Pakistani exports but have a higher level of sophistication within the
product space.
At the same time, there is a need to generate an environment conducive for exports (terms of trade, export insurance, export promotion,
and trade agreements). The ADB has also recommended improving the
availability of trade finance. To implement the steps, it is required that policy design, coordination, and implementation facilitate private sector attempts to acquire capabilities in latent and more sophisticated products,
as well as encourage meaningful strategies to develop new capabilities
and products. The composition of imports specially contributes to the BOP
constraint. Around 40% of electricity production in Pakistan is oil-based,
and 25% is gas-based. Direct and indirect subsidies for the energy sector
are incentivising oil consumption, thus driving imports. This needs to be
curbed.
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Economic challenges and
opportunities in 2020
Muhammad Jahangir

According to the State Bank, during FY19 there was a decline in revenue collection and steep rise in current expenditures which led to deterioration in all major fiscal indicators. The overall budget deficit during
the year stood at a historic high of 8.9 percent of GDP, which was also
in excess of the 4.9 percent target set in the budget 2018- 19.
Needless to say, the two most challenging areas of our economy are
debt servicing and high government expenditure. In 2018 and 2019, expenditure amounted to over 21 percent of GDP. On account of debt servicing in FY 2018, actual expenditure was Rs 1,987 billion against the
budgeted figure of Rs 1,620 billion. The allocation for the current fiscal
year is Rs 2,891 billion, 78% higher than the last year. Even if the Federal Board of Revenue (FBR) collects Rs 5,000 billion against the originally fixed target of Rs 5,503 billion, after the share of provinces under
the 7th National Finance Commission (NFC) Award, net tax collection
available to the federal government will be around Rs 2,400 billion, that
would be short by Rs 491 billion for debt servicing of Rs 2,891 billion
alone.
To recall, the high fiscal deficit of 8.9% of GDP for fiscal year 201819 posed a serious challenge for the PTI government on assumption of
power. It also inherited record public debt, trade and current account
deficits. The short-sighted economic policies of the PM-N left the PTI
government with no choice but to seek yet another bailout from the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and resort to massive rupee devaluation along with a high interest rate to counter riding inflation.
Driven by the IMF, the trade deficit fell from $11.7 billion from JulyOctober of FY18-19 to $7.8 billion during the same period of this year
and the current account deficit declined to $1 billion a month (in FY19)
compared to $2 billion a month last year. But despite the high interest
rate, inflation remained in double-digit and hit 12.28% in November
2019, from 11.08% in October and public debt rose to Rs 36 trillion.
The tragedy is that the FBR has failed to perform as per needs. In
2018-19, it was assigned the target of Rs 4,435 billion that was later reduced to Rs 4013 billion and then to Rs 3,935 billion. But it collected
only Rs 3,828.5 billion which was 0.4% lower than the collection of 201718. This year, the target of Rs 5,503 billion is unlikely to be achieved.
It is an undisputed fact that the FBR has not only miserably failed to
tap the real tax potential despite imposing all kinds of oppressive taxes,
it has impeded Pakistan's growth by anti-business actions during 201318. The previous government gave a free hand to tax officials to block
bona fide refunds. Exporters and other taxpayers, still waiting for refunds, have been denied their lawful right of payments/compensation
within the stipulated time. Had we concentrated on growth above 6%,
as done by China, India and even Bangladesh in the region, we could
have avoided the present fiscal and economic mess. Higher growth
yields higher taxes and harsh taxation only hampers business expansion.
One problem is that in Pakistan the privileged classes pay no or mea-
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gre taxes on their colossal incomes and wealth but the poor are subjected to all kinds of oppressive taxes. Adding insult to injury, they get
nothing in return - basic facilities of health, education, transport and
housing.
We need a new economic policy aimed at attracting investment, encouraging savings and facilitating capital formation in the private sector
for job creations, innovations and rapid economic development. Our policymakers have failed to achieve these goals, for them taxation means
raising more money and nothing else. Overemphasis on regressive taxation by the successive governments could not avert record fiscal, trade
and current account deficits.
For achieving fiscal stabilization/consolidation in Pakistan, it is imperative that the right to levy tax on income, including agricultural income, should be given to the parliament. There should be a single tax
agency to collect all taxes for the federation and federating units. The
share will be distributed as per the Constitution and provinces are
wrongly opposing it as centralisation of taxation. It is, in fact, the federalisation of tax collection in the wake of the 18th Constitutional Amendment.
The flawed economic policies of the past included reckless borrowing, wasteful expenses, heavy taxation on imports, no measures for export-led growth, rather anti-export actions, especially blocking of refunds
of exporters, and regressive taxation. As a result, we witnessed record
trade and current account deficits coupled with a fiscal deficit of 8.9%
of GDP in 2018-19. The last fiscal year was a disaster as highlighted by
the State Bank in the annual report 2018-19. One hopes this trend will
be reversed in 2020, as positive signs on all macro-economic fronts are
now emerging.
We need to put the country back to a higher growth path in the coming years after achieving stabilisation and overcoming the chronic challenges on the external front. Let us all pray and work for a prosperous
Pakistan in 2020 and beyond.
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Education

Poor at home,
poor at learning
Rasheed Ali

Abid Hussain’s helplessness is quite visible on his face. His poor parents
have high hopes of him and he understands it fully. A sixth grader at a
government high school in the Sattukatla suburban area of Lahore, knows
it well that his parents, especially his father, wanted to see him a “big” officer after he completes his education.
A domestic help-cum-gardener, Nazir Hussain, his father, tells him almost daily that he would quit his job the day he would bring his first pay
home as an officer. The youngest of his four female siblings, Abid Hussain
can’t tell his father frankly that he is learning nothing in school, and he is
admonished by his teachers almost daily for not joining their tuition
classes.
In classroom, the science teacher loves to listen to only songs on his
mobile phone or from his students, and seldom asks his students to open
their textbooks. The second teacher, the English subject teacher, never
teaches any lesson in classroom, and only asks his students to answer
the questions, put by him. All his classmates tell him from time to time to
join the teacher’s academy at his house if he wants to learn something or
pass his exams. But he can’t do it as his father neither affords the tuition
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fee nor likes the “tuition” idea. From class one to five, he has passed his
exams somehow, though he is unable to read even class two or three
textbooks.
Abid Hussain definitely falls in the category of thousands of students
who go to school regularly but learn almost nothing, despite spending
years in government educational institutions. A recently launched World
Bank (WB) report “Learning Target” says that three in four children in Pakistan cannot read and understand a simple story by age 10. The report
highlights that learning poverty in Pakistan is at 75%, which is substantially higher than the average in South Asia of 58%. According to the report, 27.3% of all children remain out of school, which particularly affects
girls, who are more likely to never be enrolled and to drop out faster in
early adolescence.
The World Development Report 2018 pointed out that the learning
deficit begins in early childhood and persists throughout a student’s educational trajectory. Failure to diagnose the problem early eventually results
in a poorly skilled workforce which spells doom for a country’s economic
future.
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Maha Qasim, a researcher, says that in some developing nations, education systems have failed to sufficiently prepare graduates entering the
workforce. Surveys conducted by the World Bank show that many workers take up jobs that require minimal amounts of reading or math, since
they can barely read or do basic arithmetic. Further, in a rapidly changing
technological landscape, workers are required to update their skill-set regularly.
WB Global Director for Education Jaime Saavedra believes that not
being able to read by age 10 means that a child is learning poor. What is
required is a learning revolution that involves everyone: parents, teachers,
school principals, policymakers, and partners to rally around one goal:
getting rid of learning poverty, he says.
The latest Annual Status of Education Report also highlighted some
of the glaring shortfalls in Pakistan’s education system. School enrolment
stands at 81%, and only half of the children in fifth grade can read a story
in their native language and less than half a sentence in English or divide
48 by 15, adds the report.
The ASER report found out that children enrolled in private schools
are ahead of their government counterparts in all three categories: reading in their native language and English as well as in mathematics. For
parents who can’t afford private school fees, this disparity further amplifies
the learning gap. Poor children are already at a disadvantage due to the
less-than-ideal conditions at home. Unfortunately, the current education
system ensures that they remain locked into lives of poverty.
Dr Irshad Ahmad Farrukh, secretary, National Accreditation Council
for Teacher Education (NACTE) Pakistan, believes that private schools
are no longer an urban or elite phenomenon. Even poor households are
also using these facilities to a large extent, due to their better locations,
reasonable fees, teachers’ presence and better-quality learning, especially in the fields of mathematics and language. Even though private
schools started off as an urban phenomenon, more recently they have
mushroomed in rural areas as well, he tells Cutting Edge.
However, he does not fully agree with the assertion that private
schools are providing quality education. He believes the learning levels
for both types of institutes remain poor in an absolute sense. The private
schools’ advantage over the public schools is marginally up if you look at
the problems of education in the country holistically speaking, he adds.
Therefore, the policy developers should cater to supporting and improving
both sectors and not either of the two, he suggests.
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The World Development Report findings show that due to debilitating
factors, ranging from malnutrition to lack of parental support, insalubrious
home environments and financial barriers, poor children learn the least,
which hurts them the most. To break out of the low-learning trap, the World
Bank recommends a complementary three-pronged approach. First,
measure learning through proper metrics, second, incorporate innovative
evidence-based approaches to learning in the classroom, and third,
streamline the learning process by ensuring that all parts of the education
system work in tandem.
Shehzad Roy, a singer, social worker and education campaigner, believes that reforming government schools is the solution to Pakistan's education crisis. In an informal talk with Cutting Edge at an education
workshop in the federal capital recently, he criticised the government curriculum. He stresses that it must be authored by private individuals. He
strictly believes that the present state of affairs in terms of educational
standards is solely due to the government institutions. Roy says importance must be given to teachers' evaluation. Both federal and the provincial governments need to do a lot more for improving the education
system.
Shafqat Mahmood, Minister for Federal Education and Professional
Training, agrees in principle to address the issue of learning poverty. At a
WB organised programme in Islamabad, he tells Cutting Edge all stakeholders will have to not only ensure that the maximum number of children
go to school but also ensue that they are provided with quality education
there.
The minister claimed that the government was focusing on efforts to
revamp the curriculum to meet the current and future requirements, build
the capacity of teachers through training, and introduce innovative ways
of learning. Shafqat agreed to an assertion that quality education is a key
to building human capital. Pakistan Tehreek-e-Insaf-led coalition governments in the Centre and Punjab are ensuring the equality of opportunities
geographically and across various streams of education, he said.
Shafqat Mahmood explained the key initiatives the education ministry
was undertaking to reform the education system in Pakistan, especially
with regards to implementing a uniform curriculum in the county. He
claimed that plans were under way to reorganise the ministry and establish a policy and research unit to analyse critical information on student
learning outcomes, school data and education financing from across the
country to devise better policies, and improve decision-making.
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Opinion

Shall truth prevail in Pakistan?
Faheem Amir

In Pakistan, the army is the most powerful institution which has, no doubt,
protected the country’s interests very expertly and bravely. It is the most
respected institution among the people. The Pakistan army is the only army
in the world that has won the war against terrorism by crushing terrorists
and eliminating their hideouts from the country. It is also successfully fighting the fifth-generation hybrid war which external enemies and forces have
imposed on Pakistan.
But, it is also a fact, that some generals have derailed democracy in
Pakistan in the name of national interests, Islam and security of the motherland. The judiciary has always supported military rulers by coining the
“doctrine of necessity”. But, this time, the judiciary, has written a new history by giving a death sentence verdict against Pervez Musharraf, the former military dictator and President of Pakistan, for committing high treason.
However, the decision of the special court has created a storm of criticism
against the judiciary from the PTI government ministers, politicians,
thinkers, journalists and, even, the Pakistan army. The army’s statement
on the short decision is also matchless and historic as it says that its rank
and file have suffered severe anger and agitation due to the decision. In
this brief statement, although the army has not talked about the national
interests or regional security, it has declared a man who “has served the
country for 40 years, fought wars for the defense of the country can surely
never be a traitor”.
But, after the detailed judgment, Inter-Services Public Relations (ISPR)
Director General Major General Asif Ghafoor while addressing a press conference, gave a strong reaction on behalf of the Pakistan army and termed
the verdict against "humanity and religion".
There is not an iota of doubt that the army is serving and saving Pakistan from all external and internal threats since the creation of the country.
It is also a fact that Musharraf’s death sentence cannot jeopardise the
country’s security and the army’s respect and professionalism. The judiciary is also a protector of national interests by performing its duties which
the Constitution of Pakistan has imposed on it.
The problem with the judgment is Para 66, which holds that a convict’s
corpse ought to be punished if he evades punishment in life. Babar Sattar,
a lawyer and columnist, writes: “The singular focus of the critics of the judgment on Para 66 tells a story of its own. It is no secret that Para 66 is the
opinion of one judge, and doesn’t form part of the Special Court’s order as
neither of the other two judges concurred with it. As a legal matter, one
part of a judge’s opinion on sentencing doesn’t undo his reasoning for returning a guilty verdict. Knowing full well that Para 66 is inoperative, using
it as a tool to beat up the judge and the judiciary smacks of mala-fide intent.
It has been claimed that injustice has been meted out to Musharraf. But
facts paint a different picture. The reaction to Musharraf’s conviction is a
natural corollary of the tension between the de facto and de jure systems
simultaneously in force in Pakistan. The contradictions are laid bare with
the suggestion that a soldier who has fought wars can’t be a traitor. But
Article 6 says that anyone who subverts the Constitution is a traitor. This
raises the obvious question: what happens when the Constitution is subverted by someone who has fought wars? Musharraf subverted the Constitution twice as Army Chief: once in 1999, but these unconstitutional acts
were validated by both parliament and judiciary, and then in 2007, which
actions weren’t validated and for which he has been convicted. Even
Musharraf’s ardent supporters can’t deny that he mauled the Constitution.
He had himself admitted in a BBC interview after the November 3 Emer-
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gency (which he imposed as COAS, not President) that he did so. So the
present debate isn’t really about right and wrong according to the law.
Should we amend Article 6 to hold that it applies only to civvies and that it
is okay for the Constitution to be subverted in supreme national interest
every 10 years or so to set corrupt politicos right? Article 6 was introduced
to deter adventurism by would-be dictators. It remained a dead letter of
law and deterred neither Zia nor Musharraf. If Article 6 should never be
used to punish a dictator if he has been Army Chief, so why keep it at all?
In a country ruled by a king, anyone rebelling against him is a mutineer.
Within the military, a junior officer rebelling against a superior authority is
a mutineer. Why then, in a state ruled by law, should anyone rebelling
against the supreme law (the Constitution) not be deemed a mutineer?
After all, our Constitution says anyone subverting the constitution is guilty
of high treason. The Musharraf debate is really about entitlement to immunity against enforcement of the Constitution that binds the rest of us. If the
PTI regime feels we aren’t ready to convict dictators just yet, let it take that
position and grant Musharraf a presidential pardon. Using the accountability of a dictator to drum up hatred against the judiciary and the justice
system doesn’t serve Pakistan’s interests”.
There is every possibility that Musharraf will never be hanged because
the entire system protects the powerful ruling elite. Examples of Nawaz
Sharif, Shahbaz Sharif, Maryam Nawaz, etc. are in front of Pakistanis.
They all are free after being convicted and sentenced by courts.
Mohammed Hanif, a novelist, writes in the New York Times: “Now that
a judgment has been issued, the Pakistan Army has claimed, in its we-reject-this-verdict statement, that Musharraf was not given the chance to defend himself. After the military’s passionate plea against the decision —
as well as strident criticism from the government of Prime Minister Imran
Khan — chances are that Musharraf’s death sentence will never be carried
out. The Pakistan Army demands and gets more love from its people than
most other professional armies. Still, with this court decision, it will have to
not only learn to live with its pain and anguish, but also work hard to reclaim
the impunity it has always taken for granted”.
On the other hand, former Chief Justice of Pakistan Asif Saeed Khosa
has slammed a malicious anti-judiciary campaign and hoped that the truth
shall prevail. “A malicious campaign has been initiated against me and the
judiciary in general. The allegations are baseless and incorrect. We know
the limits of our powers and we know that the truth shall always prevail,”
said Chief Justice Khosa, while addressing a full-court reference at the
Supreme Court on his retirement day.
In his address at the full-court reference, Justice Khosa – who remained
the Chief Justice of Pakistan for a little over 11 months – said that he always did what he “thought was right and was worth doing”. “And it did not
matter to me as to what the reaction or consequences would or could be,”
he added. Known as a literary person, Justice Khosa concluded his speech
with a poem by the late progressive feminist poet Fehmida Riaz, which
has given him hope and inspiration throughout his career: Learn to compromise, some may advice, Scary the consequences, they may apprise;
Robbed you may be of all you possessed, Strewn with robbers is this perilous quest; Tragedies, mishaps may befall, beware! For tragedies often
befall those who dare; Cherish every priceless moment thou have, For a
moment’s eternity is thy breath’s slave; This moment shall pass, not to
come again, Do what thou think is right – worth doing, Fear not tomorrow,
defiance goes not in vain”
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The judicial salvo
Askari Raza Malik

The short order of a special court trying Musharraf had left many questions unanswered. The detailed order that followed had no ambiguity as
to the intent and purpose of the court and the mindset of the chief judge.
Legal shortcomings apart, the language of the decision has attracted
scathing criticism at home and abroad.
It was a typical example of foul and street language. With a selected
sprinkling of a few four-letter words, the expression would have done the
downtown riffraff immensely proud. It also reflected a great deal on the
system that had brought the chief judge this far.
The social media has given the judge tit-for-tat. But somber minds
seemed seriously concerned about the mindset. They recommend his suspension. The last few days had seenthe commencement of a sudden judicial offensive for no apparent reason except a frustrated PM complaining
about a subordinate court permitting Nawaz Sharif to make his escape
without worthwhile guarantees. Immediately after that in his first public appearance, the Chief Justice (CJ) seemed visibly irritated in a “how dare
you” stance. He proudly recounted the accomplishments of the judiciary,
like sacking and disqualifying previous prime ministers. Then he had raised
his arms in taunting mimicry of Musharraf and said that an ex-Army general’s case was also about to be decided. This provocative gesture of the
CJ was thought to have spurred the junior judge into an abrasive action.
Earlier, an advocate, a known habitual spoiler, had challenged the extension granted to the Army Chief. Perhaps overawed by the enormity of
his challenge, he had immediately withdrawn his application. It was not
to be. It looked as if the Supreme Court was waiting for such an opportunity. It refused to let go the application and turned it into a suo moto notice.
Moving with a super-sonic speed, the court had reached its decision, humbling both the Chief Executive and the Army Chief in one swift blow.
Barrister Aitzaz Ahsan said that the act of the Supreme Court was absolutely unnecessary and superfluous or words to that effect. Mr. Aitzaz
had missed the inevitable “I”, the ego. Once it possesses a mind, it robs
it off all the good sense and smothers the sense of proportion, the hallmark of wisdom. The venerable Chief Justice, days before his honorable
exit, had chosen to badly compromise his stature.
The special court in its consequential decision on Musharraf was perhaps carried away by the unusual audacity displayed by the Chief Justice.
It readily took the plunge after him. The special court, according to the attorney general, had unfortunately acted rashly and in indecent haste.
A mortified military stood deeply hurt, with wounded pride, and tarnished image. For the first time in history an ex-President and Army Chief
had been sentenced to death for high treason. The narrative built by the
“special court” is clumsy and unconvincing.
The Musharraf saga is well documented. In 1999, he was compelled
to take over the country from a half-witted and whimsical Nawaz Sharif
busy playing yet another childish trick on the Army. In 2007, he temporarily
suspended the Constitution again and clamped emergency to deal with
what in his perception was a rebelling chief justice. On both occasions,
the Constitution had been temporarily suspended, not abrogated and restored the soonest possible.
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When Nawaz Sharif came back to take his turn in power as arranged
with the PPP in the “Charter of Democracy”, he ordered Musharraf’s trial
for treason in a clear act of personal vendetta. Sharif had not even cared
to get his cabinet’s approval. The obliging Supreme Court had immediately
constituted a special court to try Musharraf without bothering to scrutinize
in detail the validity of Sharif’s request. Nowhere in the world an apex court
is expected to act as impetuously in cases of national importance.
The terms of reference were intriguingly tailormade to suit Sharif’s viciousness. Instead of taking cognizance of Musharraf’s 1999 affront, the
court undertook to charge him for declaration of emergency in 2007, that
had empowered Musharraf to sack the then Chief Justice. It looks that
the honorable court was not so much interested in the violation of the
Constitution in 1999, as to the clamping of emergency in 2007 that had
clipped the wings of a troublesome justice. Though the Chief Justice was
later restored, much to the regret of the following government, the “I”
would not rest in peace unless Musharraf’s head was brought on a platter
to serve as a warning to all future rulers of Pakistan to stay clear of the
judiciary.
The salvo had been fired. The military became apprehensive for many
reasons. The Chief had to call an urgent conference to help ease taut
nerves. The commandoes live by a unique esprit de corps which an outsider can hardly ever imagine. The Army Chief alive to this sensitivity had
to rush to the Commandoes Headquarters to sooth the agitated minds
and calm the indignant souls.
The spontaneous nationwide support must have come as a surprise
to even the staunchest of Musharraf apologists. The court in its utter
naivety had indeed opened a Pandora’s box of unlimited proportions. The
military has maintained its professional focus and composure and has refused to be dragged into silly assertions of self-importance.
For a dwindling democracy to find steady legs to stand upon, all the
institutions must strictly operate in their respective territories. As far Pakistan, let us not forget that “my enemy is my enemy, my friend’s enemy
and my enemy’s friend”. Those whose actions please the enemies of Pakistan must decide for themselves where they stand.
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Conflict

The Afghan war: A
failure made in the USA
Ahsan I Butt

Weeks ago, the Washington Post published a six-part investigative series on
the United States' war in Afghanistan, based on thousands of government documents the newspaper procured.
The paper has shone a light on the disjuncture between what has been occurring on the ground in Afghanistan and what successive American governments have been saying about it. It has highlighted the strategic drift that has
marked the US engagement with what was once considered the "good war"
but is now the war that just will not end.
Most of all, these documents reveal that the failure of Afghanistan is mostly
made in the US - something those who have closely observed the conflict knew
all along. Officials quoted in the Washington Post investigation repeatedly blame
Pakistan and its partners in Afghanistan for undermining their war effort. Washington insiders, while correct in their descriptions of Pakistan's policies, are prone
to exaggerating their implications as the most important factor in the war. Even
if Islamabad had done exactly what Washington wanted, US forces would still
have strained to pacify a rural-based insurgency with as few troops as the Bush
administration had in Afghanistan.
For most of Bush's presidency, the US had 10,000-20,000 troops in
Afghanistan. This was a paltry commitment when juxtaposed with the administration's stated goals. After all, the US had roughly 150,000 troops in Iraq during
Bush's second term and, in more direct comparison, the Soviets had more than
100,000 soldiers occupying Afghanistan in the 1980s.
Furthermore, this relatively light American presence in Afghanistan was
aimed not just at fighting but also building hospitals and schools, digging irrigation canals, directing traffic, and cooking. What about the lack of a credible, popular, and competent ally on the ground? From the perspective of many officials,
the roots of US failure in Afghanistan lie exactly there - within Afghan society.
There are two main variants of this argument.
First, the corruption of Hamid Karzai, the warlordism of his governor allies,
and the wider kleptocratic system that Americans found themselves against
never gave the occupation a chance. Widespread corruption undoubtedly
played an important role in delegitimising the governments the US set up in
Kabul - first Karzai's and then Ghani's. But Washington made its own bed on
this score: it chose to centralise power in Kabul despite Afghanistan's political
history being marked by relatively autonomous regions and provinces, and it
chose to do so in the person of Hamid Karzai. It also chose to solve problems
in Afghanistan by throwing money at it.
As the New York Times sensationally reported in 2013, American fingerprints
could be found all over Karzai's behaviour. The CIA, invoking B-grade action
movies, was delivering duffel bags of cash to Karzai's office for distribution to
his allies. The Obama administration also looked the other way as Karzai ballot-stuffed his way to re-election in 2009.
Second, alongside the major problem of corruption, US officials considered
Afghans too uneducated, too undisciplined, and essentially too backward to
mould into a fighting force worthy of a sovereign state. According to the Washington Post, interviewed sources "depicted the Afghan security forces as incompetent, unmotivated, poorly trained, corrupt and riddled with deserters and
infiltrators". It is true that the Afghan rank and file suffered from illiteracy and observed cultural mores very different from what GI Joes and Janes were accustomed to. Nonetheless, it hardly seems fair to blame Afghan recruits if they could
not read aircraft repair manuals or if they confused urinals for drinking fountains,
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as some American officers have claimed.
The Afghan forces' petty corruption or their attacks on coalition troops were
admittedly a much bigger problem. But even here, it stretches credulity that
smuggled fuel and around 150 casualties can defeat a hegemonic superpower.
Rather, there were bigger forces at play. Pakistan may have been an unhelpful
ally and Afghanistan may have been an unruly client - pesky foreigners with
their own world views, agendas, and customs - but the central causes of American failure in Afghanistan were located in the US. Most importantly, the George
W Bush administration, whose neoconservative foreign policy was dictated by
the triumvirate of Vice President Dick Cheney, Defence Secretary Donald
Rumsfeld and Deputy Secretary of Defence Paul Wolfowitz, made two fateful
choices that doomed the US effort.
First, the decision to invade Afghanistan was more an emotional response
aimed at satisfying the collective psychological need for revenge for the 9/11
attacks than a result of careful strategic consideration. As one writer puts it,
American decision-making in the aftermath of 9/11 seemed rooted in "a kind of
irrational, all-encompassing, post-traumatic breakdown". Understandably, the
US leadership felt it needed to engineer a military response to the gruesome
attacks of 9/11. But in the autumn of 2001, the Bush administration did not adequately think through the precise aims of military action in Afghanistan.
Officially, the war that began in October 2001 was aimed at eliminating alQaeda as a threat. As a corollary, this meant a government in Kabul that would
deny that terrorist organisation sanctuary. Could the Taliban be such a government? The US seemed to believe that because Taliban leader Mullah Omar
had not taken a sterner line against al-Qaeda during the late 1990s, that he
could not be relied upon to do so post-2001.
This was a reasonable but tragically flawed line of thinking. It was reasonable
because the US had made several overtures to the Taliban before 9/11 to abandon Osama bin Laden and force him out of the country, most likely back to Saudi
Arabia, where he would face that regime's particular form of justice.
On the other hand, it is instructive that the Washington Post series quotes
national security leaders like Jeffrey Eggers, diplomatic officials like Zalmay
Khalilzad, and academic experts like Barnett Rubin to exactly that effect: the
US could indeed have reached a deal with the Taliban had it adopted a more
accommodationist course.
And while it was one thing to avoid talks with the Taliban, the Bush administration went much further, rejecting agreements that the Afghan government
itself struck with the Taliban in 2001 and 2004 that conceivably could have ended
major combat 15 years ago.
Simply put, the Bush administration failed to weld negotiations to its military
strategy. About five years later, President Barack Obama's administration would
repeat the same mistake of not contemplating negotiations seriously enough.
Indeed, rather than the "good war" monicker the Afghanistan conflict has
been cloaked with since its inception, it was ironically the "not good enough"
war. A bigger bang was needed to show the US meant business. Both the invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq stemmed from a shoot-first-ask-questions-later
attitude, one especially prevalent among neocons but shared by a significant
cross-section of the "respectable" foreign policy establishment. Such a cavalier
approach to the use of deadly force permeates American behaviour among citizens, between citizens and the police, as well as between the military and other
states, raising questions about US society beyond the ambit of foreign policy.
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Impeachment will
damage Trump — whether
he is removed or not
Joel Rubin

Impeachment is a solemn process that impacts the American nation like no
other political issue. At its core, the impeachment of a president is about determining whether that individual is fit to serve in the highest office of the land.
It is deliberately walled off from the question of that individual's political appeal or public support. This is because, when drafting the American Constitution, its founding fathers inserted provisions to ensure that monarchical rule is
never extended over the United States again. During the impeachment
process, the House of Representatives conducts an inquiry of, drafts, debates,
and then passes Articles of Impeachment. The US Senate then acts as a jury
of those articles, conducting a trial overseen by the leader of the third branch
of government - the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court - ultimately deciding
whether to remove the president from office or not.
The House voted to impeach President Donald Trump for obstruction of
Congress and abuse of power over his dealings with Ukraine, making him the
third American president to be impeached. Soon, impeachment will be in the
hands of the Senate. Embedded in the constitutional process of impeachment
is an understanding that members of Congress, once elected, belong to the
governing bodies in which they are serving and not to their own political parties. That is the burden of being an elected official - one must serve the entire
country and honour his or her oath to the constitution.
Senators from the Republican Party, however, have already indicated that
they will approach impeachment along partisan lines. Leading Senate Republicans such as Majority Leader Mitch McConnell and Lindsey Graham have
pre-emptively stated that they would seek to cut the impeachment trial short
and acquit the president.
Unfortunately, corruption of the impeachment process is surprisingly simple. There are no forcing mechanisms to require senators to be objective jurors. They must voluntarily choose to put their country first and to honour their
constitutional oath. Nothing legally compels them to do so - just their integrity.
From an overall political perspective, impeachment is a net negative for
President Trump. A Fox News poll reports that 54 percent of registered American voters support impeachment and 50 percent support his removal from
office. But this may not be enough to move the Senate, where 53 of the 100
Senators are Republicans and 67 votes are required to remove Trump. Many
Republicans ultimately see their political fates tied to the president's - in effect,
choosing their political fortunes over their oaths to the constitution and the institutions in which they serve.
Yet, there is still a chance that some Republicans may not hold the partisan
line, especially those who represent swing states, who are retiring, or who
have already spoken out critically of Trump, such as Senators Mitt Romney
(Utah), Cory Gardner (Colorado), Susan Collins (Maine), Lamar Alexander
(Tennessee), Mike Enzi (Wyoming), Lisa Murkowski (Alaska), and Martha McSally (Arizona).
Setting the rules for the Senate trial is the next phase of the debate. These
rules will define the procedures that will guide the trial, including determining
whether there will be witnesses, whether more information from the White
House will be sought, and the amount of time scheduled for debate. Senate
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Majority Leader McConnell will need 51 senators to support him, meaning
that any three defecting Republicans can prevent his rules from taking effect.
Currently, the pro-Trump camp is calling for limiting the number of direct witnesses to the president's Ukraine moves. They also seek to make the process
as short as possible.
Yet adding to the drama are the calculations of both Senate Minority
Leader Chuck Schumer and House Speaker Nancy Pelosi - they are trying to
push McConnell to call witnesses and have a fair Senate trial. Specifically,
Schumer is seeking testimony from direct advisers to and witnesses of the
president, such as acting White House Chief of Staff Mick Mulvaney, Secretary
of State Mike Pompeo, and former National Security Advisor John Bolton.
Thus, the internal Republican fight will be over whether to have witnesses
at the Senate trial, with Democratic pressure coming from both inside and outside the Senate Chamber. What is only guaranteed is that when the Articles
are sent over to the Senate by the House, that the chief justice will call for
them to be presented by the House prosecutors, and then for the president's
team to rebut the charges against him.
The downside risk for Trump right now is that if the Republican senators
decide to limit the Senate trial, they will permanently stain Trump's reputation,
as acquittal will be perceived as more an act of political loyalty than justice.
Questions about Trump's behaviour will never be publicly aired and answered,
and instead will be buried under the Republican desire to hide the testimony
of direct witnesses who could exculpate the president.
Senate Republicans would be doing him no favour, as Trump would
emerge deeply discredited in the eyes of a majority of Americans. Instead of
being seen as innocent and vindicated, the president would be seen as protected and damaged. And Americans who support removal will see the country's constitutional order threatened by a president who is no longer required
to adhere to any rules.
However, if some Republicans decide to hold their integrity above partisanship and make sure that witnesses are called to the trial, the potential exists for everything to change.
There have been moments in American congressional history where one
witness has changed everything. Take for example the McCarthy Red-Scare
hearings of 1954, when witness Joseph Welch confronted Senator Joseph
McCarthy, stating "have you no sense of decency?" in front of a nationally televised audience. That line was unexpected, and it destroyed not only McCarthy's crusade but also his career.
This is what the pro-Trump camp is most afraid of and will do anything to
prevent from happening. Ultimately, regardless of what happens in the Senate,
Trump will be damaged by the impeachment process. Either he gets acquitted
by the Senate after an open trial with witnesses and still carries the label of
"impeached", or he gets acquitted without a fair trial and is seen as politically
protected and above the law.
And looming, just ever so slightly, remains the prospect of him still suffering
the political death penalty and getting removed from office, the first time ever
for a president in American history.

21

Middle East

Iraq’s crisis: Deadlock or
political opportunity?
Kamaran Palani

In October 2018, when Adel Abdul Mahdi was named prime minister of
Iraq, there was widespread optimism both domestically and internationally
that the new government he would lead would be able to move the country
forward. A little more than a year later, he had to resign after a violent
crackdown on protests by security forces and armed militias left hundreds
dead and thousands injured.
Since early October, mass demonstrations have been held to demand
an end to corruption, better living conditions, independence from regional
(mainly Iran) and global (mainly the United States) powers, and the downfall of the entire political system that has been in place in Iraq since the
2003 US invasion.
Although the protests have largely been confined to Baghdad and the
Shia-majority areas in central and southern Iraq, the protesters' demands
have not been sectarian. And unlike the previous waves of protest movements in Iraq, the current upheaval has been characterised by strong public will, popular agency and belief in the power to change. Importantly, none
of the Iraqi parties has been able to coopt the demonstrations.
In addition, protesters have defined their movement as an ''uprising''
or a ''revolution'', which is challenging political legitimacy and current statesociety relations. In parallel, they have also labelled the Iraqi authorities
as "the regime", a word with clear ramifications for the people of this region
referring to an authority with no popular support or legitimacy.
What is happening in Iraq is truly remarkable and cannot be compared
with any other moment in its recent history. So what got the country to this
moment and what happens next? Chronic and growing dysfunction in three
sectors - government, economy and security - is at the heart of the current
upheaval in Iraq.
On the political level, the post-2003 system in Iraq is centred on a
power-sharing arrangement among the country's three largest ethno-sectarian groups: Shia Arabs, Sunni Arabs and Kurds. According to this informal agreement, the prime minister's post is reserved for a member of the
Shia community, the parliament speaker has to be a Sunni, and the president - a Kurd. On the ground, this system has constrained attempts for
meaningful political and administrative reform. As Nechirvan Barzani, president of the semi-autonomous Kurdistan Region of Iraq (KRI), noted recently, the political blocs representing Iraq's three main components have
been more interested in their respective constituencies and party politics,
than working for the good of the country.
The result is a weak government and a weak prime minister who do
not have the full support of political parties and are therefore unable to
counter corruption and pursue good governance. Another weak point of
this system is that it has not really allowed for genuine power-sharing. Political power has remained in the hands of dominant Shia actors and has
left some groups deeply dissatisfied. The protests of 2012-13 in Sunnimajority areas, which rejected the perceived sectarian rule of former Prime
Minister Nouri al-Maliki and the KRI's 2017 referendum on independence
were signs that this system has not been able to create a sense of equal
partnership. The continuing protests in Shia-majority areas demonstrate
this system does not satisfy the Shia population either.
On the economic level, the country's continued dependence on its oil
resources has prevented sustainable economic development, which, to-
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gether with the high level of corruption and public mismanagement, has led
to the failure of the state to provide for the basic needs of the population.
Successive governments have tried to placate the Iraqi public by expanding
the public sector to provide employment for the youth; today two-thirds of
the Iraqi budget goes towards paying salaries of government employees.
This approach has proven unsustainable and has prevented any real effort
being put in diversifying the Iraqi economy and boosting the private sector.
On the security level, Iraq faces major challenges because it does not
have unified security and military forces. In addition to the Kurdish Peshmerga and security forces, which operate in a state-within-a-state system
and themselves are split along Kurdish party lines, there is a multitude of
different forces within the security sector which are not immune to politicisation.
In addition, since 2003, there has been an ever-growing number of militias and armed groups which have wielded significant power within the
country and have been instrumentalised by various domestic and foreign
powers to pursue their own political interests. The lack of a unified security
force or a "command and control" structure in Iraq's armed and security
forces has weakened the country, giving space for terrorist groups to proliferate and foreign interference to grow.
Today, Iraq finds itself in a major crisis with no clear way out. The Iraqi
people have demonstrated that the political elite has lost all popular support and legitimacy. Even religious leaders and institutions, such as Iraq's
most senior Shia Muslim leader, Grand Ayatollah Ali al-Sistani, which have
been unable to unify the Shia parties, are now facing serious criticism.
The problem is, while there is a clear legitimacy vacuum, political actors
and militias continue to insist on maintaining their hard power through systems of political and sectarian patronage. These same political actors are
also supposed to select a new prime minister and vote on reforms.
So at this point, there seem to be at least two possible scenarios for
what happens next. First, political blocs could agree on a new prime minister who would remain in his post until new elections are held. His mandate would also include passing a new electoral law to satisfy one of the
demands of the protesters. However, given the current makeup of parliament, which lacks a clear partisan majority, the new prime minister will
have to be a consensus figure again - ie he would not be able to wield any
more power than Abdul Mahdi did. Hence, his attempts to push forward a
new electoral law or any reform could be sabotaged by various political
blocs.
And as no major party is ready to concede power or position, it is likely
they would seek to influence the next elections. Therefore, it is unlikely
that this outcome would satisfy the protesters who will likely continue with
their anti-government activity. Second, the parties may not be able to agree
on a new prime minister or may clash over the elections, and this could
lead to an internal conflict.
Unlike Syria, Iraqi protesters have not resorted to arming themselves,
despite the vicious crackdown on their demonstrations. Thus any escalation would be most likely the result of a conflict between Shia armed
groups, such as Muqtada al-Sadr's Peace Brigades on one side and the
Iranian-backed groups of the Popular Mobilisation Units (PMUs). There
are already signs of growing hostility between these groups.
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Your View
Propaganda against CPEC

Quaid’s prudence
Mohammad Ali Jinnah initially believed that Muslims and Hindus could coexist, but since he was a visionary, he later realised the people from the
two different faiths could not live in peace in the united India. Jinnah later
became the Quaid-i-Azam for Indian Muslims, who rose to struggle for a
separate nation on the call of their Quaid. Stanley Wolpert, in his famous
1984 book Jinnah of Pakistan, wrote: “Few individuals significantly alter
the course of history. Fewer still modify the map of the world. Hardly anyone can be credited with creating a nation state. Mohammad Ali Jinnah
did all three.” Today, we see India being ruled by a Modi-led fascist government. There is barbarism against Muslims not only in India-occupied
Kashmir, but across India. The recent anti-Muslim Citizenship Amendment
Act allows minorities — except Muslims — from Pakistan, Afghanistan
and Bangladesh, to migrate to India. At least 23 people have died in
clashes with the police in Uttar Pradesh during protests against the anti-

Pakistan should preserve, protect and complete the ChinaPakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) project as it is in our national interests.
But we must also continue to develop better, broader and
deeper economic and trading ties with the US. It is inevitable
that the Sino-US competition and rivalry will gather pace in
the coming competitive times. We must diversify and broaden
our interests and ties with all important regions i.e., the US,
the West, the Arab-Islamic world, China and its allies, and, of
course, Russia and Central Asia. This strategy is perhaps
what India has been following all along. The greater the variety in our ties, the greater will be our standing in the world
trade.
The more we are globally involved, the more we will be better
understood and, consequently, the more input we could put in

Muslim law, while millions of Muslims in Assam have already been
stripped of their citizenship and they live in detention centres. There is inhuman curfew in Kashmir since the abrogation of Articles 370 and 35A,
which ended Kashmir’s special status. Kashmiris face unprecedented
atrocities by the occupation forces today. Even RSS goons are involved in
mob lynching of Muslims across India owing to their faith. This brutal wave
of anti-Muslim violence in India is enough to prove how right the Quaid’s
two-nation theory was. The Quaid dreamt of Muslims flourishing in a soci-

to discuss and resolve pending and emerging issues in the
Middle East, South and Central Asia and Asia as a whole. We
are already one of the prized contributors of peacekeepers to
the UN efforts the world over. Our think tanks and the establishment should carefully assess this international relations
philosophy so that we do not become a part of ‘a specific
alignment’.
Abbas R. Siddiqi

ety where there is social justice. Unfortunately, we as a nation have failed

Lahore

to make his dream come true. Sadly, our political leaders failed to follow
his principles and live up to his vision, for they are more interested in
stashing their ill-gotten money abroad rather than in serving the country.
Alizah Shazad
Karachi

Three-dimension map
A graphic designer has produced a first-ever tourist guide map.
It is a three-dimensional graphic depiction which highlights

Musharraf’s case

most of the mesmerising tourist spots in Pakistan.

I am not exactly a Pervez Musharraf fan for the simple reason that, as
against his promise to rid the country of corruption, he re-imposed the corrupt political dynasties on the country, duly cleansed through the National
Reconciliation Ordinance. However, I was shocked, amazed and dismayed at the sentence that was announced for him, and which reads as
under: “Be hanged by his neck till he dies on each count as per charge,”
and if by chance he dies before the date of the death penalty, “his corpse

The exploration of the untapped tourism potential of the country has now become handy with such comprehensive tourism
guide. Our homeland has been blessed with everything. It has
a splendid climate, beaches, one of the highest mountains, oldest civilisations, heritage buildings and rich culture. Such
beauty will help us showcase Pakistan’s image to the world.
Owing to the lenient visa policy, the foreign tourists are finally

be dragged to the D-Chowk, Islamabad, and be hanged for three days.”

coming to see Pakistan after many years. This development is

This way of dealing with Musharraf’s corpse was prescribed by Peshawar

heartening.

High Court Chief Justice Waqar Ahmad Seth, who headed the bench. It is

The visually compelling map is a valuable addition to the ar-

quite unsettling to learn that in this day and age, we have, among the high-

chaeological and architectural archives of Pakistan. Places

ups in judiciary, people who feel no remorse in prescribing sentences

rarely known even by natives such Deosai, Malam Jabba,

prevalent in the dark ages long since discontinued. Also, since the judges

Shinkiari, Katas Raj, Princess of Hope and the Cave City, are

claim, and are supposed to act in accordance with the law, does our con-

now highlighted in the map. Such efforts by an individual need

stitution or Pakistan Penal Code provide for such sentences?

encouragement and praise.
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S. Riaz

Sajal Rizwan
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Ocean acidification could degrade
sharks’ tough skin

DNA from 5,700-year-old ‘gum’ shows what
one ancient woman may have looked like

Jonathan Lambert

Sofie Bates

The tough, toothy skin of
sharks may be no match for
the acidified oceans of the
future. After nine weeks of
exposure to seawater doctored to mimic projected
acidic levels in 2300, corrosion had frayed the edges
of many denticles — the
toothlike protrusions that make up sharkskin — on three puffadder
shysharks, researchers report in Scientific Reports. Damaged denticles
could make sharks more vulnerable to infection or injury and increase
the drag on shark’s sleek skin. Oceans gradually acidify as the seawater
absorbs increasing amounts carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and
converts it into carbonic acid. Climate change scientists estimate that,
if humans continue to burn fossil fuels and emit CO₂ at current levels,
the average pH of oceans will dip from 8.1 today to 7.3 by 2300. Ocean
acidification can cause a host of problems for marine life: It can weaken
the calcium carbonate shells of clams and other bivalves, make corals
more brittle and even cause some creatures to behave erratically. But
little had been known about how sharks might be affected, until now.
“Shark denticles are made from dentin, which we know from human
dentistry is susceptible to degradation from carbonic acid,” says Lutz
Auerswald, a fisheries biologist at Stellenbosch University in South
Africa. “That could make (sharks) especially vulnerable.” He and his colleagues caught puffader shysharks (Haploblepharus edwardsii) just off
the coast of South Africa. In those waters, sharks periodically experience drastic dips in pH, as low as 6.6, because of strong upwelling of
colder, more acidic water. For 36 hours, the team housed 66 sharks in
a tank filled with ocean water acidified to a pH of 7.3. That exposure
was meant to mimic acute exposure to lower pH.

Fossilized bones
and teeth aren’t
the only source of
ancient
human
DNA.
The genetic material also sticks
around in birch
pitch
“chewing
gum,” which can
hold enough DNA
to piece together the genetic instruction books, or genomes, of long-dead
people, researchers report in Nature Communications. By analyzing a
5,700-year-old chewed wad of pitch from Denmark, the team obtained
the genome of an ancient woman, and determined that she probably had
blue eyes, dark skin and dark hair.
Ancient humans likely chewed the pitch — made by heating birch bark
— to make it pliable, working cells from the mouth deep into the sticky
substance. Birch pitch is relatively resistant to bacteria and viruses as
well as water, which would have protected the DNA from decay, the researchers say.
The team also recovered DNA from microbes that may have lived in the
woman’s mouth, including from older versions of Epstein-Barr virus, which
causes mononucleosis, and bacteria that can cause pneumonia or gum
disease. Duck and hazelnut DNA were also identified, and may be remnants from a recent meal the woman ate before popping a piece of pitch
into her mouth. Scientists have gleaned information about ancient humans’ mouth microbes and diets from dental plaque in fossilized teeth.
“But that’s been built up over many years,” says study coauthor Hannes
Schroeder, a geneticist at the University of Copenhagen. “With the chewing gum, it’s kind of like a snapshot of one moment in time.”
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Blue light glasses - helpful or just hype?
Ralph Ellis
Erin Lynn Sattler started worrying when her vision became blurry while using the computer,
but her eye doctor said her eyes were fine. Then
she got a new computer at work, with a much
brighter screen, and her eyes and head started
hurting. She’d heard of blue light glasses and
did some online research to learn more.
“For $50 I figured it was worth a shot,” says Sattler, of Bellevue, WA. “Lo and behold, my eyes
don’t feel as strained, my blurry vision is gone,
and as weird as it sounds, my face doesn’t feel
so tired after work.” Sattler is among the growing
number of people who wear special eyewear to
block or filter the high-energy blue light coming
from digital screens. Market Study Report, a
market research company, says the global market for blue light eyewear will increase to $27
million by 2024, up from $18 million in 2019. The
advertised benefits of the glasses include less
eyestrain, improved sleep habits, and prevention of eye disease.
But do blue light glasses really work? It depends
on who you ask. Because the glasses are a
newer product, there’s not a lot of research to
show either way. The FDA doesn’t regulate the
eyewear because it’s not marketed as a medical
device. The American Academy of Ophthalmology says you don’t need them and has gone on

record as not recommending any kind of special
eyewear for computer users. The organization
says blue light from digital devices does not lead
to eye disease and doesn’t even cause eyestrain. The problems people complain about are
simply caused by overuse of digital devices, it
says. “The symptoms of digital eye strain are
linked to how we use our digital devices, not the
blue light coming out of them,” the AAO says. In
the United Kingdom, the Association of Op-

tometrists says there is “a lack of high quality evidence to support using BB (Blue Blocking)
spectacle lenses for the general population to
improve visual performance or sleep quality, alleviate eye fatigue or conserve macular health.”
But some eye professionals believe they have
benefits. Greg Rogers, senior optician at Eyeworks in Decatur, GA, says he’s seen the benefits of blue light glasses among the shop’s
customers.

Unhealthy eating costs U.S. $50 billion a year
Robert Preidt
Healthier eating could save the United States more than $50 billion a year in
health care costs associated with heart disease, stroke, type 2 diabetes and
related illnesses, according to a new study.
An unhealthy diet is one of the leading risk factors for poor health and accounts
for up to 45% of all deaths from these cardiometabolic diseases, the researchers noted. But the economic cost of illnesses caused by poor eating
habits hadn't been tallied. In this study, researchers from Brigham and
Women's Hospital and Tufts University in Massachusetts created a model to
measure the impact of 10 food and nutrient groups on cardiometabolic disease
costs for Americans aged 35 to 85 years. Those 10 groups were fruits, vegetables, nuts/seeds, whole grains, unprocessed red meats, processed meats,
sugar-sweetened beverages, polyunsaturated fats, seafood omega-3 fats and
sodium.
The researchers first looked at the effects of current eating habits and then
did a recalculation if Americans ate the healthiest amounts of the 10 food/nutrient groups. The study authors concluded that poor eating habits cost the
United States about $300 per person, or $50 billion, a year and accounted for
18% of heart disease, stroke and type 2 diabetes costs. Of those costs, 84%
was for acute care, the researchers reported. Costs were highest for people
with Medicare ($481 per person) and for those who were eligible for both
Medicare and Medicaid ($536 per person). "There is a lot to be gained in terms
of reducing risk and cost associated with heart disease, stroke and diabetes
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by making relatively simple changes to one's diet," said study co-author Dr.
Thomas Gaziano, of the division of cardiovascular medicine at Brigham and
Women's Hospital, in Boston. "Our study indicates that the foods we purchase
at the grocery store can have a big impact. I was surprised to see a reduction
of as much as 20% of the costs associated with these cardiometabolic diseases," he added in a hospital news release.
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Undocument

Jumanji: The Next Level

David Parkinson

Ben Travis

While there have
been a number of affecting
documentaries
about
the
ongoing migrant crisis,
fictional
approaches
to
the
situation have been
fewer in quantity and
quality. None of Britain's front-rank social realists have devoted an entire feature to the issue and newcomers like London Film School graduates Amin Bakhshian and Kyla Simone Bruce should be commended
for drawing audience attention to everyday instances of inhumanity and
injustice that occur across the continent without making the news headlines. In truth, this feature has been cobbled together from shorts made
at various intervals since 2012 and exploits the geographical coincidence of their setting to fashion a notional migrants' progress.
Bakhshian's contributions were previously known as ‘Cold Birth’ and
‘Deep Breath’ and respectively focus on Leila (Marjan Khaleghi), an
Afghan woman agonising what to do about her pregnancy before attempting to cross Iran's snowy mountain border, and Parsa (Parsa Bahadori), a young boy holed up in a Greek hideout while a pitiless
trafficker assesses the condition of an injured travelling companion.
Both set in London, Bruce's pair were previously shown as ‘Home’ and
‘The Interpreter’.

Star Wars: The Rise of Skywalker
Helen O'Hara
For the third time in many adults'
lifetimes, a conclusion of the Skywalker saga. Once again, a trilogy
has built to this finale; once again,
the fate of the galaxy hangs in the
balance. This one features no Sarlaac pit, nor is it as much of a step
up from its predecessor as Revenge of the Sith. But it does feel like a conclusion to the story that director JJ Abrams began in The Force Awakens, for
better and sometimes for worse. Although The Last Jedi split fan opinion, it
unquestionably caused the biggest shake up in Star Wars lore since that revelation in The Empire Strikes Back. That opened up the story’s universe to
exciting new possibilities: to characters beyond the small Skywalker group
and to injustices and shortcomings in the Resistance as well as the Empire.
Yet Abrams almost entirely ignores the doors it opened and goes back to his
first instinct, sticking close to elements established in The Force Awakens.
So abandoned ideas like the Knights of Ren are back, and the conversation
about Rey's parentage that Johnson seemed to lay to rest is reborn like the
Emperor. Perhaps it should feel like a relief after Last Jedi’s shocks, but instead the effect is to make this story feel like a step backwards at times rather
than a great leap forward, and to make the whole trilogy feel disjointed instead
of just one film in it. Still, some elements are wonderful. Daisy Ridley's Rey is
training now under Leia (Carrie Fisher) and has become more confident in
her power, if not in her capacity to resist the Dark Side. She is still linked,
bound even, to Adam Driver's Kylo Ren, and their clashes gives the film most
of its best emotional scenes.
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Nobody expected much from Jumanji: Welcome to the Jungle, a
belated post-Robin Williams reboot-quel. But it ended up a surprise treat — a frequently hilarious
body-swap comedy masquerading as a generic franchise revival,
its four seemingly cardboard-cutout heroes (including Dwayne Johnson’s
Dr Smolder Bravestone and Karen Gillan’s Ruby Roundhouse) revealed
as intentionally clichéd video-game avatars. Jack Black playing a prissy
teenage girl proved a particular, peculiar delight. If Welcome to the Jungle
flourished with bright ideas and broad comic performances, this sequel
brings more of both. With the body-swap cat out of the bag, returning writers Scott Rosenberg and Jeff Pinkner and director Jake Kasdan tweak
the formula — introducing more avatars and two screen legends as new
players. While all four teens are back — Spencer (Alex Wolff), Martha
(Morgan Turner), Fridge (Ser’Darius Blain), and Bethany (Madison Iseman) — this time the Jumanji cartridge also spirits away Spencer’s grandfather Eddie (a gloriously grouchy DeVito) and his former business partner
Milo Walker (Glover). In-game, that means Johnson’s Bravestone and
Kevin Hart’s Mouse Finbar cranking it up with laugh-out-loud impressions
of Dannys DeVito and Glover respectively — Hart in particular drawing
laughs from every confounded utterance and mannerism — their inner
old-timers failing to grasp even the vaguest concept of video games. “Jurgen The Brutal… is that Barbara’s boy?” Hart barks as the gang are filled
in on Rory McCann’s (Game of Thrones) new villain.

Cats
John Nugent
Where to begin with Cats,
the poem-turned-musicalturned-film-turned-internetpunchline? Ever since it
was first announced that
Oscar-winning director Tom
Hooper would be adapting
the long-running Andrew
Lloyd Webber musical, it’s become such all-consuming joke fodder that
it’s hard to see past the memes. So let’s focus on the positives first: this
is, actually, a film with some craft and talent behind it; it is bold and visually striking, upgrading the beige setting of the stage show into a wild,
gaudy, neon-lit approximation of London; and in a crowded ensemble,
newcomer Francesca Hayward stands out as the audience surrogate,
her empathy and charisma breaking through. And… that’s about it. The
writing was on the wall for Cats, and it turned out to be largely accurate.
And the first hint of its almighty folly was right there in front of us: the
stage show is also bad. It just is. There is nothing to it beyond the touristfriendly spectacle and showmanship. Adapted with alarming faithfulness
from the T.S. Eliot poems, there is no plot to speak of. It is essentially a
cat talent show with an afterlife spaceship. They bang on about “jellicles”
and dance a bit like cats. Eliot’s poems were gentle and child-friendly,
but in a narrative context they make no sense. Each song merely introduces a new cat, and each cat has one personality trait: this one is
magic! This one likes trains! This one’s fat!
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The Girl Who Lived Twice

Elevation

David Lagercrantz

Stephen King

Lisbeth Salander's mentor and protector Holger Palmgren is dead,
and she has been gone from
Stockholm since his funeral. All
summer, Mikael Blomkvist has
been plagued by the fear that Salander's enemies will come after
her. He should, perhaps, be more
concerned for himself. In the
pocket of an unidentified homeless
man, who died with the name of a
Swedish government minister on
his lips, the police find a list of telephone numbers. Among them, the
contact for Millennium magazine
and the investigative journalist
Mikael Blomkvist. Following the
scorched trail of her twin sister
Camilla to Moscow, Salander nevertheless continues to watch over her
old friend. Soon Blomkvist will need her help. But first, she has an old score
to settle; and fresh outrage to avenge. The next episode in David Lagercrantz's acclaimed continuation of Stieg Larsson's Dragon Tattoo series
is a thrilling ride that scales the heights of Everest and plunges the depths
of Russia's criminal underworld. In a climax of shattering violence, Lisbeth
Salander will face her nemesis. For the girl with the dragon tattoo, the personal is always political - and ultimately deadly.

Castle Rock is a small town, where
word gets around quickly. That's why
Scott Carey wants to confide only in
his friend Doctor Bob Ellis about his
strange condition: he's losing weight,
without getting thinner, and the scales
register the same when he is in his
clothes or out of them, however
heavy they are. Scott also has new
neighbours, who have opened a 'fine
dining experience' in town, although
it's an experience being shunned by
the locals; Deidre McComb and her
wife Missy Donaldson don't exactly fit
in with the community's expectations.
And now Scott seems trapped in a feud with the couple over their dogs
dropping their business on his lawn. Missy may be friendly, but Deidre is
cold as ice. As the town prepares for its annual Thanksgiving 12k run, Scott
starts to understand the prejudices his neighbours face and he tries to
help. Unlikely alliances form and the mystery of Scott's affliction brings out
the best in people who have indulged the worst in themselves and others.
From master storyteller Stephen King, our 'most precious renewable resource, like Shakespeare in the malleability of his work' (Guardian), comes
this timely, upbeat tale about finding common ground despite deep-rooted
differences. Compelling and eerie, Elevation is as gloriously joyful (with a
twinge of deep sadness) as 'It's a Wonderful Life.'

A Tribute to Ghalib

Muhammad Ali Jinnah

Azra Raza

J.B.P. More

Mirza Asadullah Khan Ghalib
(1797-1869) lived at a time of historic change in India, a period when
the British conquest of India was in
its ascendancy and the Mughal empire was coming to an end.
He was witness to the ravaging of
Delhi and its courtly culture, culminating in the uprising of 1857. This
trauma, accompanied by his personal losses, informs his poetry, evidenced
in
Divan-e-Ghalib,
containing 235 Urdu ghazals redolent with a sense of loss, grief and
a plangent longing for a vanished
way of life. Yet, what sets his poetry
apart is an irrepressible sense of
humour, energy and linguistic delight that drive his darkest lamentations. In A Tribute to Ghalib, Azra Raza
and Sara Suleri Goodyear select twenty-one ghazals that illustrate the astonishing range of Ghalib's many voices and the ideas that populate his
poetry. Every ghazal is accompanied by an introduction, a literal translation
and a detailed commentary, shedding light on the complexities of the individual sher as well as the ghazal as a whole. This book will be invaluable
not only to the Ghalib aficionado but also the lay reader.

M.A. Jinnah entered politics as a
congressman and as a nationalist.
While being in the Congress, Jinnah
joined the Muslim League in 1913.
It was in that new political avatar that
he brought about the Lucknow pact
as a communal settlement between
Hindus and Muslims in 1916. Exasperated by the rise of Gandhi in Indian politics, Jinnah left the
Congress and dissociated himself
from the non-cooperation and Khilafat movements. He continued to
be a leader of the Muslim League.
Jinnah raised his stakes. From his
Delhi proposal to the fourteen
points, he got almost everything
from the British. The communal
Award came as a shot in his arm to re-affirm the separate political existence
of the Muslims and their special destiny. The government of India Act of
1935 along with the communal Award, and the subsequent provincial elections of 1937 gradually pushed Jinnah to radicalise his stand related to the
separate political existence of Muslims in India, ending up in the demand
for a separate Pakistan in 1940. Jinnah would lead the Muslims to the promised land of Pakistan.
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