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Withdrawal Dilemma

N diplomacy there are no short cuts: That is an age-old
lesson that New Delhi and ( Yolombo should clearly have
taken note of when putting theirsignaturgs to the Indo-Sri

Lanka accord 23 fnonths ago. India plunged into its military
misadventure in Sri Lanka on the mistaken but emphatic
belief that the Indian Army would'quickly wipewut the Tamil
Tigers; that Presidént Jayewardene, who co-signed the
accord, would still be in power and under moral obligation to
safeguard theaccord. And. aboveall, thatit would be a perfect
springboard for the projection of India’s military might:

Javewardene's successor, Uresident Premadasa, also ig-

nored the lesson, but at much greater peril. He has attempted
to find every available short cut to peace on his troubled islatid
um!.mrhrh;lrg‘nn.puinlud!vimx'dr—und'1i~;muvm'v intou
corner. Hislatest gambit— threatening to take hisdemand for
a total withdrawal of the Indian
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anger and a visible Joss of morale within the ranks of the 1PkF

that has spread to amajor part of the Indian Army as a whole.
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It has lost almost 1,000 soldiers and officers. More seriously.

as Indian qfficers now admit in private, the frustration has led

. to increasing indiscipline and even acts of brutal retaliation.

T'o allow this to continue will mean paying a heavy price in
terms of discipline and morale of the Indian Army.

That New Dclhi realises the need to effect a withdrawal is
also evident. It was Rajiv himself who made it clear at the
army commanders’ conference last April that the Govern-
ment was quite keen to withdraw the bulk of the (Pkr as soon
as possible. In fact, somé withdrawals had already taken
place. But that was before Premadasa jumped the gun and
made his unilateral d‘umund for a total pull-out by July 29,
the second anniversary of the accord,
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s i By AT NINAN By hisill-judged act, Prema-

Peace Keeping Force(tpkr) by
July 29 to the UN—is a display of
panic not pragmaltism.

There is another related age-
old adage that both sides should
have taken note of: that diplo-
macy is often the art of thé
impossible. In a situation like the
Sri Lankan imbroglio, there has
always been one guiding princi-
ple for the profusion of protago-
nists—my enemy’s enemy is my
ally. Thus, the surprising turn-
aboul that has seen the vrre and
the Sri Lankan Government sup
ping at the same peace table has
a historical impetus of its own.

But what that situation has
provoked is & classic mplnmnlu

dasa hasmade any possible com-
promise solution well nigh im-
possible. New Delhi can now
hardly make a meek withdrawal
without losing considerable dip-
lomatic and military face. More
so, with generat elections
around the, corner. Doing so
would also mean leavinghthe
Famils vulnerable-t the blogd-
bath that would >u|clw‘ro|‘m\ as
the Tigers wage another armed
% asSault for supremacy againsi
the other Tamil groups and hun-
dreds of innocent victims are
caught in the cross-tire.
New Delhids also well aware
that any deal between the L¥TE
and Premadaga wilkhave te in-

dilemma. Should India with
draw its soldiers from Sri Lanka? The Americans fac '-d itin
Vietnam; chose not to, and paid a heavy price. ‘he Soviets
faced it in Afghanistan: took a hard decision (o lose face, and
turned withdrawal into a propaganda victory. i

But in India’s case, there is a crucial difference. 'The
presence of around (wo million Tamils in northern and
eastern Sri Lanka adds a comiplication that renders the
dilemma acute. For staging a withdrawal by the stipulated
date, even if physically possible, wonld leave the Tamils, still
haunted by their sufferings at the hands of the Sri Lankan
armed forces, totally defencele

At one level, there is a powerful case for pulling out the
pkk. In diplomatic terms, and undef the conditions of the
accord, New Delhi will tind it difficult to earn.any interna-
oroval if it refuses to pull out. The accord clearly
states: “An Indian Peace Keeping contingent may be invited
by the President of Srt Lanka to guarantee and enforce the
cessation of hostiliries, if so requested.” Thus, Premadasa
occupies the moral high ground in that particular confron-
tation.

There are other equally powerful caunpulsions. The ek, if
is now obvious, cannot achieve the objective it was given—
breaking the military back of the Tigers. There is [rustration,

tional apy

clude granting the former pc
cal daminance over the northern province. This again will be
perforce unacceptable to New Delhi, it having refereed the
Provincial Council elections that brought the pro-India EPRLE
rouping to political power.

There arealsodomesticimperativesinherent in the stands
ofboth governments. Premadasa’s political survivalisnowin
serious doubt as his country slides closer to anarchy. As for
Rajiv, the coming elections willundoubtedly play a majorrole
in his ultimate response.

And it is a responsc that requires careful thought and
adroit diplomatic tightrope-walking. A refusalito withdraw
by India will only reinforce the belief in Colombo that New
Delhi would like to maintain @ permanent military presence
on the island

L hebest possible path for New Delhiistoagree toaphased
withdrawal which will see a majority of the troops out of Sri
Lanka by November, when Colombo hosts the sAARC summit.
In the meantime, Colombo can be arm=twisted into ensuring
that @ Tamil police force is trained and deployed_to offer
security to the civilian populationiin the north-east. Phis will
also allow both sides the opportunity to save face and satisfy
domestic compulsions. Any other tack would drag Dethi and
Colombo into a confrontation that neither side can afford.
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