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W.H. MCLEOD came to Punjab, studied and taught
here, went back to New Zealand and remained in
touch with the land, its people and much more so,
with their faith. With his death on July 20, we lost one
of the foremost scholars of Sikhism. McLeod was
born in New Zealand 1935. He grew up on a farm and
his father was active in local politics in Feilding,
where he made his home, with his wife Margaret in
the last decades of his life. 

Hew, as he liked to be called, started his academic
journey via evangelism. He had earned his MA from
the University of New Zealand in 1955, and as he
says in his autobiography, Discovering the Sikhs:
Autobiography of a Historian: “When I first arrived
in India in 1958, I proceeded to the Punjab to take up
a teaching appointment. Living in the Punjab I fol-
lowed my interests from university days which meant
that I would take up the history of the area. But what
variety of history appealed to me? .... I devoted my
nine years in the Punjab, first to learning the elements
of Sikh history and then to pursuing research in the
subject. Since then the interest has persisted unabated
and doubtless will continue until the day I die.” 

He learnt Punjabi, delved into manuscripts, interact-
ed with scholars like Professor Ganda Singh and Prof
Harbans Singh, and wrote a thesis for which he was
given a PhD by the University of London in 1965. 

It was published as, Guru Nanak and the Sikh
Religion in 1968. His other prominent books include
Early Sikh Tradition: A Study of the Janamsakhis
(1980) and Who is a Sikh? The Problem of Sikh
Identity (1989), both published by the Clarendon
Press, Oxford, The Chaupa Singh Rahinama (1987),
University of Otago Press, Dunedin, and of course his
autobiography which came out in 2004. He faced
much controversy when his views clashed with tradi-
tions, but he kept at his tasks and produced a formi-
dable body of work. 

McLeod re-joined to the History Department of the
University of Otago in Duned, New Zealand, where
he remained until his retirement in 1998, after which
he was appointed emeritus professor. He played a
prominent role in establishing Sikh studies as an aca-
demic discipline outside India, especially in the USA
and Canada, and in his own university. Many of the
prominent scholars of Sikhism in the West are either
his students, or he played a role in their selection for
the positions they hold. 

Before his death, New Zealand TV broadcast a doc-
umentary, Hew McLeod: A Kiwi Sikh Historian ,
directed by Jasmine Pujji, a Punjabi immigrant and
journalist who lives in New Zealand. 

Hew was an unfailing kind person, soft-spoken and
generous with the encouragement he gave to those
who sought his advice. He was indeed scholar
extraordinary whose research and scholarship will be
useful to scholars and lay people as they seek to
understand the Sikh religion and culture.?

THERE is some quite unwar-
ranted criticism in our media
and among our intellectual
elite of  the India-Pakistan
joint statement issued after

the meeting of the Prime Ministers of
Indian and Pakistan at Sharm el-
Sheikh.  The brunt of this criticism is
on two accounts: first, why did we
agree to the mention of Balochistan in
this joint statement, and two, why did
India agree that “action on terrorism
should not be linked to the composite
dialogue process, and these should not
be bracketed”?  

It is insinuated by the Prime
Minister’s critics that the inclusion of
these two matters in the joint statement
is either due to a weakness of heart and
mind on the part of our negotiators, or
that they had simply fallen to Prime
Minister Gilani’s guile; or worse, the
ill-advised deed was done to propitiate
Washington DC on the eve of Secretary
of State Clinton’s long awaited visit.  In
other words, our government has, once
again, succumbed to US pressure to
make concessions to Pakistan ! The
Opposition even chose to stage a walk -
out when the joint statement came up
for discussion in Parliament.  

There is a belief in some circles in
Delhi that international relations and
diplomacy are all a matter of pressures,
that the US in particular, is constantly
pressuring India on every imaginable
issue and that we Indians, or, at least,
the Congress government headed by Dr
Manmohan Singh is bereft of the heroic
quality with which we once used to
stand up, rock like, in defiance of the
United States.  

Indeed, there was such a time when, in
the early years of Independence, we had

defied American pressures and British
machinations on Kashmir, and on other
issues on which our interests clashed.  

But times have changed; issues have
changed; Washington’s view of India
has changed, and even Pakistan is
changing.  Therefore, our thinking must
also change.  But few seem to share
Prime Minister Manmohan Singh’s far -
sightedness and statesmanship in deal-
ing with Americans and the Pakistanis
in a vastly changed world.

The Pakistanis had been preparing for
this meeting at Sharm el-Sheikh for
weeks; obviously they were keen on
taking home something from the two
Prime Ministers’ meeting; and in his
wisdom our Prime Minister decided  —

rightly I believe — to go along with
them and agree to what they asked
without incurring any detriment to any
vital Indian interest.  

On the other hand Mr. Gilani’s pro-
claimed triumph in securing a mention
of Balochistan in the list of outstanding
India-Pakistan problems may well turn
out to be a hollow victory and an
embarrassment for Pakistan.

The joint statement speaks of Prime
Minister Gilani mentioning that
“Pakistan has some information on
threats in Baluchistan and other areas”.
These threats, their sources, their nature
and the causes leading to them need to
be discussed.

Therefore, Balochistan should now be
firmly on the agenda of the composite
dialogue.  The past and future of

Balochistan, the Pakistan Army’s atroc -
ities to suppress a freedom movement
in that hapless region are now on the
table of the composite dialogue.  

There is much sympathy for the long-
suffering Baloch people in India, but
out of good neighbourly decency our
government and even our media had
refrained from giving voice to it.   The
instrument of accession signed by the
Khan of Kalat did not have the backing
of the Baloch people, and they have
ever since been in revolt against it.  

The ruler’s arbitrary action was not
endorsed by the people through a
plebiscite or referendum or a free and
fair election, and understandably the
region has been in a ferment ever since.

Islamabad’s colonialist exploitation of
Balochistan’s resources and the
Pakistan Army’s periodic depredations
have deepened the Baloch sense of
alienation.  

Not only India but also Afghanistan
and Iran, which have historic ties with
Balochistan, have reason to be concerned
over the sad plight of a people denied
their legitimate rights in this age of
democracy’s surge in South Asia.  In
their struggle, at the very least they
deserve our sympathy and moral support.

The truth is that India, at least, can do
no more.  For any capability that we
might have had earlier to meddle in
Balochistan was effectively disbanded
in a fit of moral rectitude years ago.
Surely, the ISI could not be  so incom-
petent as not to have noticed that much.

The other part of the Sharm el-Sheikh
statement under attack  has the two
Prime Ministers as recognising that dia -
logue is the only way forward–a simple
truth–and that action on terrorism
should not be linked to the composite
dialogue process and the two should
not be bracketed.  

Pakistan needs to do more, but we
must recognise the fact that it has  initi-
ated action against some of the 26/11
accused.  Judicial processes in Pakistan
are as dilatory as they are in India and
bringing the culprits to justice will take
time.  We need to look at our own
record. How many terrorist killers cap-
tured in India have been hanged so far?
We should be patient and watch what
Pakistan’s government and courts do in
this matter.    

For the first time, Pakistan has admit -
ted, at the highest level, having nur-
tured terrorist groups for short-time
political objectives. And now Kasab,
one of the 26/11 killers in Indian cus -
tody, has spilled the beans about the
planning, the planners involved and the
preparation that went on for months
under the ISI’s sharp eyes for the
heinous crime in Mumbai.  

If all this has any meaning,  the
Zardari government is bound to pursue
action against the perpetrators of 26/11.
If it falters, we should use the compos-
ite dialogue to prod it to meaningful
action.  Pakistan-sponsored terrorism in
India should be on the agenda of the
composite dialogue, which should now
be, resumed in response to President
Zardari’s  penitent confession of
Pakistan’s guilt.?
––––––––––––
The writer is a veteran diplomat and
former Foreign Secretary

A new beginning
Balochistan reference may embarrass Pakistan

Recovery to bring problems too

I T is a horror story in slow motion, as
every month the Government’s bor-
rowing rises yet higher. It is a meas-

ure of the scale of the disaster that in June
it had to borrow “only” £13bn, against an
expected £15bn.

So the Government is borrowing double
as much this year as it did last. And last
year it borrowed double as much as it did
the year before. It is now spending £13.50
for every £10 it raises in tax. Spending will
reach at least 48 per cent of GDP, roughly
the same level as the mid-1970s peak. 

It is only during the Second World War,
when spending reached 60 per cent of
GDP, that the government has spent sig-
nificantly more that it is set to do now.
Total public debt, already higher than it
has been at any time since 1979, will dou-
ble, reaching the highest level as a pro-
portion of GDP since the middle 1960s.

You can see this in the charts. During
wartime of course spending surges; and
during recessions it rises too. But what
has happened in this recession is worse
than during the 1980s and 1990s reces-
sions and in some ways worse than during
the 1970s, when the Callaghan govern-
ment had to call in the IMF for an emer-
gency loan.

This cannot go on. The annual deficit is
larger as a proportion of GDP than that of
any other large developed country. The
only questions are how quickly the deficit
can be brought under control and how this
should be done.

Not only has the deficit to come down
but more money has to be allocated to
paying the additional interest on the debt.

So the whole of the next economic recov-
ery will be spent paying off debt. The aim
must be to get public finances under rea-
sonable control before the next downward
swing of the economic cycle, in – who
knows? – some time around 2018.

How should it be done? There has to be
some kind of balance between higher
taxes and lower public spending but most
of it will have to come on the spending
side for two reasons. One is that no gov-

ernment will want to put up taxes by
much until growth returns: pushing them
up too soon might abort the recovery. The
other is that it is very hard to get more
money in. 

At the moment tax revenues are more
than 8 per cent down year-on-year. The
recovery in revenues will be very slow.
We know now that we relied too much on
the financial sector, both the banks and
other institutions and their high-earning
staff, to pay the bills. Those earnings will
recover a bit but they won’t be back to
where they were for several years, and
while some might welcome that, if people
in the financial service industries pay less
tax everyone else will have to pay more.

The success in cranking up growth will
determine the scale of the cuts in spending.
But savage cuts, particularly in capital
spending, are already projected by the pres-
ent Government in its last Budget and these
are expected to be tightened further in the
pre-Budget report. Tory plans are uncertain,
as is perhaps inevitable at this stage of the
electoral cycle, with some major areas such
as health supposedly being protected. But
the more areas that are protected, the
greater the cuts elsewhere.

The truth is that whatever the political
make-up of the next government and
whatever its aims and objectives, econom-
ic realities will make the decisions for it.

Because it inherited a strong economy
and a rapidly-improving fiscal position,
the Labour government in 1997 had an
unusually large amount of freedom to
take big fiscal decisions. 

If it wanted to spend a lot more money –
which it did – it could do so. The next
government will not have any such free-
dom. Indeed it is even possible that the
forthcoming change in policy will come
earlier. This Government may be forced
to announce a fiscal consolidation plan
this autumn, long before the
Government’s favoured date for an elec-
tion next May.

There is one reason on past experience
to be fearful. It is the mood of the mar-
kets. If you have to borrow the thick end
of £200bn from them this year and next
you need the lenders to be on your side.
The mood of the world’s financial mar-
kets has been to cut some slack for gov-
ernments as they have fought recession.
That is sensible. 

But as recovery takes hold, as it will
through the winter and spring, the pres-
sure for policy changes will grow.
Paradoxically the stronger the recovery
the stronger the pressure on governments
to make a start on putting public finances
on a sustainable basis.?
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