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From Huma Yusuf in Mumbai

In an exclusive interview with the Herald, Tarun Vijay, the editor of the
Panchjamys - an RSS mouthpiece publication and the most widely circulated

n May 30, Lal Kishenchand

Advani, president of the

Bharatiya Janata Party (BIP),
arrived in Lahore for a historic
week-long visit, the first offidal trip
by a leader of the Indian opposition.
While in Pakistan, Advani paid
solemn tribute to Mohammad Al
Jinnah, describing him as a “great
man” who espoused the cause of a
secular Pakistan. Advani also
publidy tted the demolition of
the Babri Mosque at Ayodhya in
1992. His comments were perceived
by many as a negation of the widely
held Sangh Parivar stand on

Hindi weekly in India - discusses the ramifications of Advani's frip to
Pakistan. Vijay also comments on the role of Hindutva in modem-day India,
the need for the BJP to reinvent itself and the challenge Advani faces as the
party’s president.

Q. In your opinion, what was achieved by Advani's visit to Pakistan?

A Advani’s trip to Pakistan served two . He travelled on the
inwitation of President Musharraf, who asked him to lay a foundation stone
at the Shaivite temple of Katastaj. By going to Pakistan, Advani hoped to
show that he is not a hawkish, anti-Muslim, non-secular leader representing
Hindu nationalism. He has been viewed with suspicion by Pakistanis and
wanted to change his image. At the same time, by inviting Advani, President
Musharraf hoped to change his image as well. Since Kargil, Indians have said
that the general is not nice, he is not decent. What better trophy could
Musharraf boast than a reconilation with Advani, who is perceived as India's
most hawkish Hindu leader.

Q. Do you think that these goals were achieved?

A. 1 think so. Pakistanis have a better image of the Hindu leadership

" “The BJP needs to strike
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“Akhand Bharat” (united India).
Not surprisingly, Advani's
remarks infuriated Hindu hardliners
of the Rashtriya Swayamsevak
Sangh (RSS) and Vishwa Hindu
Parishad (VHP), who termed the BJP
president a “traitor”. Following
widespread criticism from his party
cadres, Advani, who refused to
retract the statements he made while
in Pakistan, resigned from the BJP
on June 7. Although the
parliamentary board rejected
Advani’s resignation, his comments
have revealed a rift within the BJP as
well as the conflict of interests that
plagues the politics of the Hindu
rigi‘x;l Indeed, many still believe that
Advani's remarks in Pakistan were
unnecessary and avoidable.

a precarious balance
hetween placating its
core constituency and
moving ahead”

— Tarun Vijay, editor, Panchjanya

| while Musharraf should be admired for changing the image of Pakistan. He
| hasbeen speaking against madrasahs, ‘mujahideens’ and obscurantist
educational systems which have given a bad name to Islam. These are
points that even Indian politicians have hesitated to articulate. But Kargil
still remains a sore point.

Q. Why did Advani broach the topic of Jinnah's secularism while in
Pakistan?

A_ Firstly, Advani has since clarified that he was only quoting a comment
made by Sarojini Naidu [a leader of India’s freedom struggle] in 1923. Of
course, that darification does not amount to much because if you quote
someone, it implies that you agree with them.

But it seems as if Advani wanted to remind Pakistanis of Jinnah's vision for
their country. He hoped to trigger a debate there. How can a man be secular
vet found an Islamic state? Advani's comments have also begun a significant
debate in India, where Jinnah is perceived as the leader who divided the
motherland, which is not a positive image. The debate has also raised some
questions that may be uncomfortable for Pakistanis and Indian Muslims. For
instance, at the time of Partition, why did the Indian Muslims accept the
leadership of a non-devout separatist leader when they could have accepted
the leadership of Abul Kalam Azad, who stood for a unified India.







