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squarely blamed China for its nuclear tests. But the Post Vajpayee era changed the route and
remained bogged down with Pakistan. Modi started with a clean slate forgetting its earlier
sins and tried to rope with new confidence. But each time his initiative failed and patience
ran out after the Pathankot attack. The Uri was merely a lightening rod which stirred the
fire. If you track the non-stop visit of Modi’s external visits, there were two major agenda
one was to connect the world with India and another was to declare Pakistan a terrorist

state.

There were two predictions were being made by the pundits of the world politics. First, 215
century is an Asian Century. Asian century means two largest countries of Asia will be on
the lead roles of deciding the wave of the world politics. It is still partially true. When the
US forces decided to back out from Afghanistan and handover its reign to local partners,
China jumped on the stage to play the lead role. But the US is still active in Afghanistan.
The joint venture of China-Pakistan is one team, trying to encircle India in the Indian
subcontinent. China has been practicing this rule for the last three decades. Recent attempts
to protect a Pakistani terrorist Hafiz Saiad and diverting the Brahmputra rivers are glaring
examples. China did it to please Pakistan. Surprisingly the encirclement theory of China
was broken this time. India succeeded overwhelmingly to hijack Sri Lanka and Bangladesh
to call “a spade is a spade”. Many Muslim countries came out from the rings of
Organisation of Islamic Countries (once used to be a cohesive voice in favour of Pakistan),
blamed Pakistan for its nefarious designs. Now the power of the other team is to be tested,
that of India and US. It is part of history book that India quite number of times refused to be
a part of US strategy during the Cold War. Was it a good decision or bad, is a matter of
intellectual discourse. It is fact that the US and India are now strategic partners. Each
meeting between the two countries intensified the strategic prowess. Whenever, India and
the US move together, China becomes restless. This could be seen through the acrimonious
statements of Chinese leaders. China has many weak spots where the joint venture of India-
US can put pressure. India has not used this key so far. But time has come, India may use

this strategy.

India is not going belligerent. Its trump card is peace not war. But in the same breadth,
Modi said if the war is imposed on us we will show our valor. Modi demystified many
apprehensions which were holding back Indian hands. First was surgical strikes which
busted the nuclear bluff theory. Going by the generally accepted definition offered by
experts, a surgical strike comprises a swift, intelligence driven attack on a specific target or
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targets with minimum collateral damage to structures, infrastructures or civilian in the

targets vicinity.

Importance of Surgical Strikes

The surgical strikes by India on Pakistan do not mean it has shifted its China centric policy.
The “Make in India” project has inherent agenda of developing its capability on military
fronts; it is a long driven part of India’s strategic culture. Also, surgical strikes and
diplomatic isolation of Pakistan was a thoughtful exercise to deter Chinese perception that
India can’t use force against Pakistan. China was also pretty sure that its omnipresence in
Indian subcontinent will not allow Pakistan to be sidelined. Intelligent moves by Modi and
calibrated Indian diplomacy intruded the Chinese bastion. Indian as nation regained its
confidence and self-esteem. During the attack on the Indian Parliament, 26/11, the Mumbai
train explosion, Pathankot or Uri, each time we were gripped by a sense of helplessness and
hopelessness. We make preparations for war, amass troops on the border, raise the issue at
international fora, summon Pakistan’s high Commissioner in Delhi, talk of breaking
diplomatic relations. That’s what we all did. This made us look weak and fragile. The
surgical strikes have cured us from this lumping attitude. Second, a strong message has
gone to the world. India is ready to move away from the status quo, it can plan on its own
for the sake of its interests and dignity. Now terrorists’ groups active in Pakistan Occupied

Kashmir has this new learning, each terror attacks in India will be responded with hard
slapping.

India’s Successful Diplomacy after Surgical Strikes

Indian diplomacy has reached new heights after the surgical strikes. Not merely the US and
the West, but Islamic countries supported the Indian cause. The SAARC meeting was
cancelled and series of strong messages emanated from South Asian countries that holding a
summit is not safe in Pakistan. Pakistan has been completely ignored from diplomatic
landscape. It took China five decades to come to terms with North Korea’s military regime
and to recognise it as an incorrigible, demented Satan, which can stir unpredictable crises.
Finally, China moves away from its surrogated baby. The same scenario exists in South
Asia. Modi doctrine is deterring Chinese configuration. Through his tacit diplomacy, Modi
has hijacked all the friends of Pakistan and all but China have deserted Pakistan. Pakistan’s
campaign on Kashmir at the UN has fallen flat and Islamabad has been isolated in a world

focused on the horrors of terrorism. The thrust to ‘name and shame’ Pakistan as a sponsor of
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terrorism emanating from its soil was carried out systematically, at the national, regional
and global level across all fora. Indian diplomatic representations in the 71st session of the
United Nations General Assembly in response to Pakistan Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif’s
efforts to internationalise the Kashmir issue called out Pakistan on its “long-standing policy

of sponsoring terrorism, the consequences of which have spread well beyond our region.”

Key West Asian countries and members of the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation (OIC)
also issued statements condemning the Uri terrorist attack. The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia,
the United Arab Emirates, Bahrain and Qatar all issued statements on the attack. Post Uri,
the Saudi Arabian Foreign Ministry stated: “The foreign ministry expressed the Kingdom of
Saudi Arabia's strong condemnation and denunciation of the terrorist attack that targeted an
Indian military base in the Uri area of north Kashmir, killing and wounding dozens.” The
UAE’s “Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International Cooperation renewed the country’s
firm stand against terrorism in all its forms and manifestations and expressed... solidarity
with the Republic of India and support to all actions it may take to confront and eradicate
terrorism.” Russia came out strongly in support of Indian action saying Moscow stood for
“decisive struggle against terrorism in all its manifestations.” Within South Asia, India

found support from all its other neighbours.

Conclusion

India’s Pakistan policy was to have a stable Pakistan across the border. It bore all kinds of
pain and troubles to assert its policy through Panchsheel, Gujral Doctrine and First
Neighborhood Policy. Each policy failed to stitch the ruff mind set of Pakistan. It was a last
resort to use the force across the border through surgical strikes. As it has been principled
stand of India that war destroys human as well as pace of development, and peace is the
only option. The three wars are reminders of this fact. In the first of India-Pakistan wars in
1947-48, estimates say, Indian losses were 1,500 killed and 3,500 wounded and Pakistani
losses were 6,000 killed and 14,000 wounded. In the Second war, the fatalities were 3,000
Indian soldiers, 3,800 Pakistani soldiers. Tashkent Declaration signed by Prime Minister
Shastri and President Ayub Khan got Indian and Pakistani forces to pull back to their pre-
conflict positions, pre-August lines. In the third war, in 1971, India regained self-confidence
and Pakistan lost East Bangladesh. The Tashkent declaration (1966) and Shimla Agreement
(1972) have shown war as wrong-headed, peace the only condition for the two neighbours

to live with each other. But human history is full of wars. Sometimes wars bring durable
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peace. India’s tough stance is not aimed at stirring war but finally bringing peace. Now the
ball is in the court of Pakistan and everything depends on how Pakistan reacts. More

importantly, China has to rethink its Pakistan policy.
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