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Regional System in South Asia

south Asiacomprises seven countries—India, Pakistan. Baneladesh. Sri
Lanka, Nepal, Bhutan and Maldives. According to ,somegwriter; ?t
includes Al {;,hamsta.n also, though Afghanistan is asmuch a part of South
Asia as of.‘v\ est Asia. Sout.h Asia forms a distinct geographical entity.
Geographically, South Asia is a contiguous land mass without any
natural frontiers except for narrow water corridors between India cn the
one hand and Maldives and Lanka on other hand. It is bounded by the
Himalayan mountains on the¢ north, by the Indian Ocean and 1ts
offshoots—the Bay of Bengal and the Arabian sea—on the south,and by
mountains and jungles on the east. Only in the north-west, where
Afghanistan stands astride the junction of South Asia, West Asia and
Central Asia, do the external geographic and political frontiers fail to
coincide.! Thus South Asia's well defined external boundaries provide
one of the pre-requisites for regional cohesion. In contrast with South
Asia's external boundaries, the political geography within the region
follows no neat patiern. The three most important river sys.tems——the
Indus, Ganga and Brahamputra—cut across the bogndanes of the
principal countries in a way that has exaccrbgted the disputes between
them. Most of the internal political boundaries of the area have begn
determined by ancient animosities between religious or ethnic
communities and by the history of the pre.-mdependence period. The
boundaries between India, Pakistan anq Bgngladesh roughly follow the
lines between Hindu and Muslim majority areas. I\«I.epal and Bhutan
remained independent nations, because British India never tried (o

absorb them. Afghanistan retained its independence largely because it
Served Britis.h and Russian nterests that it remained a buffer statc. The

border imposed by the British still stands as the boundary between

Afghanistan and Pakistan but it bisects the territory of importantPushtun

tribes in such a way as © cause continued disputes between the two
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countries.

Historically, the countrics of the region have cxperienced similar, jf

1O ] ] nce,c inlic
notidentical, processcs of historical cvolustl(?fli-ai(l)(; l:ﬁ?Ma] (;?chosncll?(linsm
that gripped India, Pakistan, Bangladesh, ST not

lcave Nepal and Bhutan untouched by the imPIiCZUO;:‘ Ofslhe llC\olon‘ia]
rule, though they remained formally unannexed. 1he South Asian
S n history, they also belong 10 a common

nations not only sharc acommo - :
) hno-religious groups of the region have

civilisational pattern. Even the ct :
cross national characteristics. The members of the region have severa]

commonalities—cultural heritage, similar social babits and clim.al_ic
conditions as well as economic complementarities. Thus, South Asia is
a distinct civilisational entity, bound together by shared languages,
religions, culture, cthnicity, historical memories and developmental
predicament.

Economically, notwithstanding differences in the levels of poverty
and deprivation, the whole of South Asia is under-developed. In fact,
South Asia is one of the poorest, most densely populated, most illiterate
parts of the globe. Over a billion people (20 per cent of the global
population) live here, occupying only 4 per cent of the land surface. Its
share in world’s GNP is justa little over 2 per cent. Its export share is just
0.8 per cent of world's export and its share in import is just 1.3 per cent.
It contributes hardly one per cent of the total world's trade. Its total
foreign exchange reserve amounts to just .7 per cent of global reserves.

Yet,because of internal animosities, South Asia is one of the world's most
militarised region.

THE REGIONAL SYSTEM

A regional system normally comprises four kinds of actors—hegemon,
bargamcr,'p eripheral-dependents and external chaliengers. The Scuth
Asian reglonal system revolves around India as g domir;ant wer
Pakistan as bargainer and others ag peripheral-dependents PoRE

India and other states is striking ?nf:izmbcr. But the disparity between
of South Asian population, three. accounts as much as 77 per cent

fourths of its | ati
( ) ) _ and ar 78
percent of its GNP and two-thjrq, of itsdefence poten ﬁi?;ﬁzng(;ﬁ?g:cm
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of 1ts global trade and 7¢ per cen

eminent position in ) -
region th\s been furtll(:ZTrSc(i)rfgucf S»POpulation anl(rjl;::iﬁtlpul‘. ]n(liu's. pre-
whose birth India played lhcortcd alter the Cmcrgcnccg Etlrcng}h in the
still further enhanced by jtg role Of_mid-Wircry. India's s, EL%IJQCSh'ZIl‘
launching of satellites a C)'(Dl.osn()n of a nuclear d‘ s \[ (()my was
S and missileg (both short andc[\:]ncg'(lﬂél) and

edium range).

pakistan’s reaction to India's nuc

- | dismay. No wondcrr]dl;d Sh nuclear explosion was one of apprehension
‘ »Ootharconthe verge of patecr: hi

club or pose as near nuclear rivalg saseEstEhengelcar

India is the only country j

L y In the regi . :
maritime borders with all of them. wh errccg;:;m that has common land or
withany other state of the region p h none others share the border
. e -Further, Indiais the only country whose
interests impinge directly on all others. Both geography and history
combine to give India natural . -t

_ _ _ preponderance. A certain dissonance
betwee?1 Ind}a and its nelghbours 1S thus built into the situation and India
cannot elp iL. The paranoia of smali nations existing uncasily with abig
pauon 1s.f amllla-r. History shows thatlarge nations are condemned tolive
in uneasiness with small neighbours. Metaphorically speaking, it is the
dread of doe obliged to share a habitat with an ¢lephant. After all, no big
country can hope to win a popularity context. No wonder, there is not a
single nation in the neighbourhood with which India has a tensicn-free
relations except Maldives.

Pakistan: Pakistan is the nextimportantcore mefnber of the region.
Though both Pakistan and India have a great deal n common—their
background and history, linguistic, cultu.ral_and eth.nllc affxm'ues_ and twin
ceasarian birth, and both have inherited snmllar' po'lmcal 1n§t1 tutions from
the British, their paths diverged soon after their birth. While India isone
P few’Asiaﬂ or African countries that has demonstra‘led a unique
record of politicalstability—oldingof TeguarECnere o0 rspeace
succession of leadershipand adopting of some 1mponamsocxo-;cor}oplm(cj
reforms Pakistan's record incomparison is palpably poor. Shchas faiie

> d political system- Herattemptto operate aparliamentary
toconstructasound po dored so far wm]clndiaisaseculardemocracy.
: g undere ‘ .
;yslgm hd.s almostﬂ0_c state. Further, Pakistan has developed strong
akistan is an Islam! Muslim statcs of the Middle-East, specially
cmotional links with other .ch. and nowW ils i trying for the same with
after the birth of the Bangladcsh ber of the Regional Cooperation and
Central Asia. Sheis alrcady 2 mem

din 1965) along with Iran .and Turkey. T!IC RCp
Dcvclopmcnt (formc d into an economic out-fit known as Economic

was, however, chan&c™ in 1985, .nd now includes ‘Afjghanistan,
Cooperation Organisallo
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- ' ’ A van slates '/’ ',',.'A‘,f.f;' (
Azerbaijan and live other Central Asian s

success in turning religious ues 1mto l"‘)”"‘“'] and '

The political and military rl:l:muu", f;',t;:bu‘..:x’:’fi fr'] j o ;
by South Asian countrics have been f,iil’fllflif ‘J”’ ’ }"”";:h’,’.":‘ . " )
hoped to limitexternal involvementin South /-.',l.«: )‘u-. .’fm n - Irity
perception was different. Pakistan has ;flwa ys been o U.'-’, i
could hope 1o gain sccurity against a neighbour four imes its sze

. . < s & o g (-r,?',v f oo A
secured suppori from outside the subcontinent. Subsequently, fr

“4 o
-ny

military action in 1971, assisting the development of an independe..

4'1'11. L

Bangladesh, was taken as a positive proof of Delhi's diabolical design.
by Pakistan. Pakistan's alliance with the USA (since 1954 ) aroused gres
resentment in India and compelled her o move w the Soviet Union zn4
to China (until 1960). Afier the 1962 Sino-Indian war both the supe:
powers at odds with China gave arms o India until the 1965 Indo-p
war,

_a
oX

Bangladesh: A productofadouble partition, Bangladesh is the third
core country of the region. The forcign policy of Bangladesh reflects in
preoccupation with the struggle for survival. It is derisively nicknamed
the ‘ghetto of Asia’. Itis also known as international ‘bread basket’, and
lately the basket has become bottomless. Further the country is sigular!
unlucky in facing intermittment natural calamitics
region in has litde choice but to beg and acce
It wants to keep correct relations with In
(former) Soviet Union.

Itsfriendly period with India ended with the murder of Sheikh Mujib

in August 1975 and remained 5o irrespective of change of regimes in
81), H.M. Erg -91) and

Begum Khalida Zia (1991), Apart frorr)l the Gafgzzaia(tl?%zisiii; é

frcs.h conuovcrsy has been currently contrived to counter the claim of

lndn.a over the island of Ney, Moore (Talpatti), which lies in the Indian

territorial waters and the Chakma refugees. ,

Real politick has guideqd the
although often masked in moral te

. Being poorest in the
pt help from all quarters.
dia, China, the US and the

foreign policies of these countries
rmes. Yet idcology has [; X ~tof
1 el a2 14 » . , p ’ S lll‘]e lm a"
theticscreated and abandonced gyer . years. India's close rclau'oﬁs with
B ARE FS 0ol Um.o? hasbeenacomer-yone of her foreign policy. The
same is almost true of Pakistan's iny o, the USA and China (since 1963 -
- _fecaill,

‘ PER"’HERAL

The other countries of South A

3

MEMBERS

PP ,
dare of mych Jegs significance as the?
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ack the streng i

l‘“}.\ A[hL quﬁ.lh Lo mnfluence decisi

pohlwul systems range from parliar
; . Je C

(swllCth over o presidenti

" events. Their
neny; >
Nlary democracy of Sri Lanka,

al form of ¢

r v v 14 ¢ . ()Vcn > 3 I
monarchic authoritarian governmens i‘; the 1IliT;anmlwm ol
: alayan kingdoms of

Nepal and Bhutan. Afghanistan which . b
¢en a traditional

monarchy 15 now a Republic since 1973 when Daoud Kh |
. are 2 - an overthrew
the monarchy. Presently, the country is in the throces of 3 political Cr.f.
c 1S1S.

With the exception of Sri Lanka all these countries are at the periphery

of South A“‘l ‘\" Pk of geography as well as power. They share few
common Chdrd(,lCI'lS‘llCS and‘ their relations with one another are generally
minimal. .A ccn-LraI 1ssuc of these countrics is how to relate their larger
1Sou.th Asldn neighbours. Bhutan has little choice but to accommodate
India. .Sr.n Lanka and Nepal have generally tried to adopt a neutral stance
or cquidistance postures in Sino-Indian and Indo-Pak disputes, a course
not palatable to India. Afghanistan has ofien pursued a policy of
confrontation with Pakistan. Just as a shared Islamic faith was not strong
enough bond to hold Pakistan together, it has not been sufficient to
overcome the antagonism that has characterised Afghan-Pak relations
during the last four decades. Their dispute has centred on the Afghan
demand that the Pushtu speaking people of the North West Frontier
Province in Pakistan be given the right to establish an independent
Pushtunistan. Afghanistan, itselfaconglomerateof diverse tribal groups,
has been ruled by Pushtuns living on the Afghan side of the Durand
Line—a line which Kabul had claimed as invalid on the 'groun.d Phat the
Britishimposed it by forceinthelate 1.9th century. Pakistan'sunwillingness
to acknowledge any valid Afghan m_terest c?ast of tl.le Durand Line !ed
n acainst Pakistan and to provide
Kabul to conduct propaganda campaign e d the border periodicall
subsidies to tribal leaders. Pakistan has closed the border p Y,

iet Union for transit rights,

- arned to the Sovie S
4 Afg.hamgtan has ldarms 2Morereccntly,asacoumerwc:lghtto the
¢conomic assistancean ' n India and Iran more attention. His

i i oud had give
Sg:mts, Presnder:igzi‘cd the issue which lay dormant from 196‘3 to 1 973.
%) ermment resu verthrowninthe April 1978 coup, aI}d Afgpannslap
aoud, however, was o ked by the Soviet Union until

: tv rule bac e )
was placed under a MarXIStrp i-lgc}(,)gniscd. But in the post-Najib period,

1 ; istan Neve : , )
Pakisin hasacquired groat1evera 1t ATEharet EVE BT
Gulbuddin Hik ar, the present Prime Ministe g o it
uddin Hikmatyd®, ka (Emereld Island) covers an area of 63, q
SriLanka: SriLA%50 g mittion. Lanka is hardly 30 miles away
lf\rr:)lrsn ‘:23 gz(l)iztlhlc):?lgniilguof [ndia. According o A.L. Basham, “Lanka 1s
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ith Lanka arc of the deepest son

‘ontinuati ia.” Indian tics W
continuation of India. 4 commerce. Historicall,

involving history,‘ rcligion, mngl.m.%gsé:z relations with the main 1;5-&

culturally and C".hl‘.lCLl”.)’, Lgmka.hﬂb " v»t us and social groups in why

(India). Lanka is mosaic of ethnic, religious A
=y E e m | Niority. Inter-group [CNS10N 1S A pcrennig|

Sinhalese Buddhists are in majority

fcature of Lanka. o

Sri Lanka's relations with India have been uncaiil}',il[.l”:zs bu.t‘ﬂ‘:‘m:r
very unfriendly. Though sharing many c.ommonglntxg.?,dt. cir b:.ﬁt:r:l
relations have been characterised by strains aqd SUCss Ujm&’ the last
three decades. The major problem belween India and Lanka concerned
the status of Indian Tamils who constitute 5.0 per cent of lfhcrtgm
population. India agreed in 1964 1o accept repatriation of 3,23,000 of
them but the implementation of the Agreement had been slow until a
fresh agreement (1974) by which both agreed Lo share equally 50,000 of
Indian Tamils. Besides Indian Tamils, there are 12.6 per cent Lankan
Tamils who mostly live in north easteri (Jalfna) part of Lanka. What
divides the Sinhalese and the Tamils is mainly language and religion,
Sick of discriminatory treatment in matters of religion and language
some of the Lankan Tamils led by LTTE have been fighting a war of
liberation since 1983. They are demanding recogniticn of a distinct
nationality with the right of self-dctermination. Since across the narrow
stretch of salt water live no fewer than S0 million people with tiesof blood
and kinship (Tamil Nadu), “India could not be treated just another
country and unconcerncd,” as Indira Gandhi had said. For the last ten
years Lanka has been living an uncertain and tense existence. Ethnic
violence has been tearing it apart. Even the despatch of IPKF under the
Indo-Lankan, Accord of 1987 could not resolve it, and had to be
withdrawn by March 1990.

Sr_i Lanka's economic. and cultural links with the West are most
extensive. l.n rccen_t years, .1t has moved closer to China and the USA in
world politics. Allinall, pride and pique rather a real conflict of interests
have been responsible for.occasional tension in Indo-Lanka relations.

Nepal: No two countrics are so closely tied with

history and even economy as Nepal and India. Geog

ancxtension of India. Its low-land ar .
itoccupies the central part of the Himﬁ;;raﬁ If);l:ll?lflll?z %angcs plaln 3:\::
extend for nearly 3,000 miles between China and the s nb mognumsB |
India and Nepal have open border of 1,700 kms. N eI
cultural affinitics with Indian socicty are Tory :
of its population consists of Indian migr

gcography, culture,
raphically, Nepal1s

cpal's religious and
strong. About 25 per cem
ants. Its economic Jinks witl
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dranarcoverwhelmine in g : Y
(l')nf Indian aid. Bcsicizll,]illlzli(fn;?m lrudc‘N“lmlislhc highest recing
outside world. > dependeny o India I'n‘r ”}”‘:;I: rrL.L';::]xull(l

Nepal is strategic SR
trcaty with Nepal which Provided for ¢op
ancxternal threat. The treaty binds them in
However, since Indig's dele
considerable cfforts 1o reduce
military rclalions.Lalcly, 1S i
and it has accepted aid from scveral qu
arc its principal donors apart fr
Tibctan border to Kathmandy w
insisted thatitnolonger needed g

ally essenyial L0 India, 1p, 1950, Ing;
» Indj

Sultation if cith

COmmon defep
at by Ching (1

IS tics with Ind
crnation

ancgotiated a
cr should face
ceframework,
.9(?2) Nepal has devoted
1ain terms of political and
alcontacts have been broadened
arters. Now the USA and China
om India. Recently a road from the
as built by China's aid. In 1970, Ncpal
. nIndian Army Mission (o train its army
or India troops to check posts on s northern border. After India's role in
Bangladesh and outright annexation of Sikkim (1974) thereisalegitimate
[carof India’s intentions. No wonder, since 1975 Ncepal has been pressing
India to recognisc her status as a zone of pecace.

Squecezed between two regional giants, Nepal would always have 10
walk on the razor's edge. Very recently, Nepal acquired 400 trucks of
sophisticated arms from China, including anti-aircraft missiles. Since
India behaved like a jealous husband, any symptom of coquctry aqd
fliration with China on the part of Nepal creates problem between India
and Ncpal. In fact, Nepal suffers from D‘avn.d and Goliath Syn(lf()'T‘C: llnf
1962, King Mahendra had remarked; “This country cannot be dl “11_'
standing between two fighting bulls.” Some of.lhcmuants‘ bcfw?cn‘ :1}:(1:
and Ncpal are—uncqual Treaty 0f 1950, trade 1mba1an§cs, ;\rldnmrl“r]lcglcg;,
waler resources, ‘zonc of peace’ dc_m and andc:hnl?iluﬁlsg(f)rzﬁc CP\::(E)PIC md
because of geographical proximny,CU“”r(;‘ S'L]r:vgs ccial relationship.
cconomic dependence, both arccondcm“]C l(;q & inII)\Icpal.
and India will continue 1O cnjpy a grca]l’ C;':afd girdcd by China and

Butan: Nestled in 'lhccr;i‘;‘:libﬁl;r::)al:grcm i oA RGN
India, Bhutan is largely 1nacets:

) . and conscrvative
- o o closed country by its geography “l{]d o erimeter
in the sky, itis the mo: s within India's strategic defence p i
monarchy. Bhutan also 1¢ “nlhcnor[hcrnﬁimk()flhcnum)\\ Strij

along the Himalayas. 111 loc;::s;l New Delhi maintains Cf’hununiQnlf”l"i
Of Indian erritory hrough ,thulzm is guided inits l'orcl}!n rcl:nllrml'_‘ ‘i
ith is north castern ;—1{‘0215- ol 1949, and has litle choice but (o \-\UT[
New Delhi under the .I rle}lilt;(lL‘pcmlclm: on India I'nrlr:ult‘fln‘lll_ri:!:‘:'lc
Py L |wiL;T-s(-z)|I‘;(') land locked. Bhutan whose people have
rights, as, like Nepal, 1597
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thnic and religious links with Tibet,moved closertoIndiibecy g (o
c slink: »

X 1) » A
[ China after the rape of Tibel (1950) and after the Smo-Indy, War o
0 ' Z - ‘ ! v O 1 ) ) ) o1 ., ‘
1962. But Indiarccogniscs Bhutan's sullu.‘? as J(H(icpa,n(lunp;1.11.‘ iy,
<pdnsorcd its claim to UN membership in 1971 as a salepuary e

lndclﬁgfgin\;(;-: Maldives is a tiny island situated ncar S::i Lankaangy,.
a population of 2 lakhs. In 1798, it camc un.dc.r llI(C Bmf.'-sh rule, Iy o,
independence in 1959, and becamce a RC])U])].IC m. 1968, For 4 long Utne.
Abdul Qayum has been its president. Maldlv.cs i1s the only country j,
which India had never any problem. It was India who Sflvcd the Qayup:,
regime in 1988 from a pocket coup by sending small force (o the iy,
As a member of SAARC, Maldives hosted the fifth summit of SAARC
at Male in 1990.

INTRUSIVE MEMBERS OF THE REGION

South Asia has been at the cross-roads of intcraction among the three
largest military powers of the world—the US, the Soviet Union and
China. Yet, despite the continuous interests displayed by them, South
Asiawasnoton their priorities in termsoftheir vital interests. The region
was drawn into world politics because of mutual animosities betwees
India and Pakistan since independence ang between Pakistan and
Alghanistan in the cightics. “Just as South Asia's internal quarrels and
;hrid dfglgg :})(r E)Crogflf: rlr(]:a%r;):lh and'n‘lodcrn.isalion led the country of the

PPOrt, 1ts location as the only part of non-

communist world bordering boyh the Soviet Union and China mede itof

rreat | : - _ |
icoglr;nlﬁgzblloscl'?['lhc major Powers during the ¢olq war days. In short, 1t
gug SoI\)/ic[ Ch‘ir:ggc, Tlcjnrl disputes ang Cxternal links led (o continu-
= ’ ; d]( ['ncr P _ . N
region.™ ‘can cfforts 1o influence events in the

The political Sysle
dESYSICEMS Or ll liaiaiine: . .
South Asian affairg ranged I'romlflprmupd] cxiemal powers invelve ”rI
s i - ] ) a , ) b

China through ‘magyre’ Marxig; “revolutionary Marxism (M“Ow”)ux
S ool (he Sovict Union 1o the cuplmll-

democrac of the Uni .
and ide - | lc‘lSldlcs,Thcdil‘l"chn. ¥ e nolitical systen”
and 1deologics have heep secon| Cesin their political sys

= : . Ary 10 conc: . : il
determining their relagion s illy Lo consideration of real politik!
For instance. Moscow inif ' the varig,

: non-
lally SUppore

S countries of the rel i
: . I
amnmeny, gy dIndia Targely 1o disrup [=r
China. As long g S”“M;“\'i'u] ( llnm-c recently has done so o counlt
_ . , : elation.e : - Tk

needed close links with New, 1 . UONS remaine stile. Most
New Delhy M order o n lfd h”"“:}' “-VL-]ylrl

partcipate effectver
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o~ l“”ll)”\.\‘ \‘\l‘ ‘.m\“‘r i.“ the region. Moscow e 11 .
ew problems supporting monarehjes or ln"l““.l\‘( ke Washington, had
l”"l.“m\l o Sl'l‘}’\‘l'l [elst forees \\’hL“I'L‘ lhi~;I lll_dly n\'ulmc'ﬁ‘ although 11
mmediate consuderations, Unlike Wil\‘l‘lin “l ¢id not conflict Wim, -
gpprectating the wenacity of Asian culAlurcf “|”: M()SCOW lQSl e
and the imits o Soviet inflyence 4 lnil‘i"lll]L i 0 navionatisny
,\\Sl-_mlislwdil.\‘cll'inlhc arca by l’ileil;gllloqé]‘ y l‘h‘c S(.)V.‘Cl UI‘"O“ b
but by the mid-sixties it sou-ghl o brmd‘ §l‘-]lc'bSllS!)lCl(){ls ° l-l']CWCSl
P . aden 1ts tics. Therefore, 1t LOOK a
neatral postoninthe Indo-Pak war 001965« ’
maker atthe Tashkent Conferen . »andassumed therole of pedce
o CC,convened in January 1966 atherown
IMUELVE. Yet, MOSCO_W had no more success than Washington in
u‘-\'l‘-\l‘E‘Shl“S close FCl‘d.llons withboth Pakistan and Indiaat the same time.
1-1\‘0 1;1ng‘]11d(‘.\\‘h. warin 1971 led the Soviet Union to give clear priority
toisrelatons with India once again. The Sino-American rapprochement
sparked Indian fears of a Sino-American Pakistani axis. It was promptly
followed by the signing of a 20 ycar-Indo-Sovict Treaty in August 1971
and by the open Soviet support to India during the Indo-Pak war of 1971.

China's links with a conservative (and Islamic) Pakistan and the
monarchy in Nepal are based largely on Peking's desire Lo counter India
both because of Sino-Indian hostility and because of New Delhi'slink to
Moscow.

The US has worked closely with an authoritarian Pakistan but has
found it difficult to establish firm tics with a democratic India. Though
both share certain common valucs, India and America have alternately
experienced inflated expectations and frustrated cfforts at cooperation.
The US, while fricndlicr to Pakistan than to India, gradually came to
accept India's pre-cmincnt position and pivotal rolclin South' Asia,
particularly after the creation of Bangladesh. Foralong time Washington
refused 1o supply Pakistan with significant amounts of arms and thus
challenge the regional balance of power. But the Afghan cns_ns-broughl
the USA back to South Asia after 15 years. The Reagan admnmstratnon
¢ 3.5 billion dollars worth ol arms .to'Pak.nsLan in the wake
of Soviet intervention 1n Afghanistan, lo. India’s dngcommurc. Th_c,
Aflghan crisis and the Irag-Tran war had Consmcrahl.y hcnghtqmd Amecri-
can interest in this reglon. The result was that !’zlklslan again bcczu_nc‘;n
hot favourite and a front 1in¢ state, nn'd therefore, a part of America’s
strategic orbit against Govictexpansionisim. Butnow in 1hc‘p0.s‘l-c:(')ld “\“f
Period the US L\Bprouch (o0 India and Pil‘le.lL-]‘n hi‘lh h‘c‘co\n“lc cvlc‘n, lin'm‘d(u‘l
and consequently W ashington has acquired considerable leverage in

South Asia.

decided 1o giv
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The major West European states, whose of ficial activities in the areg
arc largely cconomic, have tricd to work cvenhandedly with the countries
of the region regardless of their systems of government. Though Britain
still remains a major trading partner of most of them and has the largest
privale investments in the arca, its influcnce is showing a downward
trend. Japan regards the subcontinent with considerable distaste and still
shows no desire to assume morce than a modest role.

Scanned with CamScanner



