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Executive Summary  
  

On 16th November 2020, Center for Global & Strategic Studies (CGSS), Islamabad 

organized an Online International Conference on the topic of “Emergence of Regional 

Security Structure in the Backdrop of Rising Asia”. This session was aimed to discuss 

various issues and topics related to security challenges and issues which have been raised 

in Asia and how a new regional security system is emerging with the rise of Asia. 

Dr. Shireen Mazrari, Federal Minister of Human Rights, Government of Pakistan was the 

Chief Guest of the occasion. Other Guest Speakers of the Conference included:  

 Ambassador Riaz Hussain Khokhar  – Former Foreign Secretary of Pakistan 

 Ambassador Abdul Basit- Former High Commissioner of Pakistan to India 

 Prof Dr. Zafar Nawaz Jaspal- Professor at the School of Politics and International 

Relations, Quaid-I-Azam University, Islamabad 

 Dr. Farid Shafiyev, Chairman, Center of Analysis of International Relations (AIR 

Center), Baku, Azerbaijan 

 Mr. Sadullo Rasulov, Head of Department, Institute of Strategic & Regional Studies 

under the President of Republic of Uzbekistan 

 Dr. Khurram Iqbal, Head of International Relations Department, National Defence 

University, Islamabad 

This Online International Conference was attended by 50 participants including students 

and experts from international relations and other diverse fields and was also viewed live 

on Facebook by a large audience. 
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Key Takeaways  
 

a. Pakistan lies in a challenging geo-political and geo-strategic environment 

because of three nuclear armed states in its vicinity, and having US presence 

in the maritime environment around Pakistan. With the rise of China, the 

competition of global powers is now shifting to Asia and for US the main target 

is containment of China.  

b. Extra-regional actors are not interested in resolving tensions in South Asia. 

They would certainly like to fish in Asia’s troubled waters because it 

complements the US’ global agenda of countering rising China. More tensions 

and territorial disputes in Asia, would complement US global agenda. 

Unfortunately, India has become the most important pawn of America’s grand 

strategy in Asia-Pacific. 

c. US approach in South Asia is diametrically opposed to Pakistan’s interest. US 

wants to contain China and dilute Pak-China strategic partnership. Secondly, 

US wants to isolate Iran. Pakistan can’t afford to isolate Iran because of cultural 

links, history and border with Iran. Thirdly, US wants India to be the hegemon 

in this region. Pakistan will never bandwagon with India, and will always try 

to balance. 

d. India on its own cannot harm Pakistan. But with the India-US strategic alliance, 

the threat from India is multiplied. American National Security Strategy which 

was released in December 2017 says that India has a role to play in South Asia, 

Indian Ocean and beyond. 

e. There is relentless pursuit of new weapons technologies by India. India has 

been building its nuclear capability and long range missile development, along 

with defense arrangements with the United States like the ‘Basic Exchange and 

Cooperation Agreement’ (BECA) that gives India a combat cloud capability and 

therefore creates added threat to Pakistan. 

f. Pakistan has sent a dossier to international community on India’s state 

sponsored terrorism in Pakistan. So Pakistan is going to play a critical role in 

region, and therefore, for Pakistan, the choices cannot be ambivalent anymore. 
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In the ultimate analysis, security of Pakistan is based in Pakistan, not outside. 

For security, Pakistan has to rely on itself.  

g. Modi’s political party have been propagating that Modi’s national security 

approach is to muster the support of Hindu nationalists. BJP manifesto 

released in 2019 states, ‘nationalism is our inspiration.’ In India, Hindu 

nationalism and Hindutva ideology in combination presents political 

Hinduism, which is the philosophical bedrock of current Indian ruling elite. 

This is alarming. 

h. India’s military doctrine change is driven by its great power inspiration in 

order to counterbalance China and become hegemon in the region. Indian 

military system has been gradually expanding, creating new agencies, 

commands and positions which will create a power transition in the strategic 

environment of South Asia as well as Asia-Pacific. 

i. Resolving crisis in Afghanistan is one of the main elements of regional security. 

SCO platform can work to promote social and economic reconstruction of 

Afghanistan within the framework of SCO-Afghanistan contact group. SCO can 

play an important role in consolidating the efforts of countries to ensure 

sustainable development of regional environment.  

j. A key lesson to learn from the Azerbaijan-Armenia is that there is no frozen 

conflict. A conflict should be resolved on the basis of international law, 

respecting United Nations Security Council. It is also important in the context 

of Kashmir dispute which unfortunately has even longer history since 1956. 

Azerbaijan resorted to the use of force, which is perfectly legal under 

international law and article 51, self-defense, of the UN charter. 
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Analysis /Policy Recommendations  
a. Europeans decolonized the region but left unresolved territorial disputes and 

ethnic tensions which continue to hinder peace, economic development and 

Intra-Asian cohesion. The seeds of discord sown during the British colonial 

regimes have given birth to imminent security threats including three evil 

forces of extremism, separatism and terrorism in the region.  

b. With the growing Indo-US strategic military dimension, Pakistan cannot have 

a strategic partnership with the US. Pakistan-China strategic partnership is 

going to be the dominating factor for our other calculations in terms of 

strategy, threat perception and threat analysis.  

c. The idea of the coalitions of the willing that US started post 9/11 to pursue its 

interests vis-a-vis the war in Iraq. This coalition of the willing is now being 

embodied in the NATO and is becoming a tool for this coalitions of the willing 

by US and its allies. This poses a lot of security problems for Pakistan.  

d. To have any expectations of the new administration in the US, Biden will be 

just as tough because now they have invested a lot in their relationship with 

regards to India. Pakistan should try to improve relations with US, but ban this 

term ‘strategic relationship’ with the US. We cannot have a Pakistan-US 

strategic relationship.  

e. India’s regional and global ambitions are a huge impediment in working out a 

formal security regime in South Asia. Pakistan has been always talking about 

South Asia nuclear free zone and in 1980s proposed to make South Asia a zero 

missile region. India always jettisoned these proposals primarily on the 

ground that India’s security calculus goes beyond Pakistan as it has threats 

from China.   

f. Even after 1974 Pakistan made a number of proposals to keep South Asia non-

nuclear which India always rejected. In 1998, following the nuclear tests by the 

two countries, Pakistan again put up a comprehensive regional nuclear 

restraint regime in South Asia which had three interlocking complements; 

i. Nuclear constraint 

ii. Conventional balance  

iii. Resolve bilateral disputes 
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g. India evolved Cold Start Doctrine aimed at further creating problems for 

Pakistan, and thus hinders possibility of a formal security regime in South Asia. 

Because of the tensions between China and India, India and Pakistan and 

global dynamics, US-India strategic partnership, the Quad, has made security 

situation in the region very difficult. 

h. Pakistan needs to have an understanding that ceasefire which came about in 

November 2003 has to be formalized as was proposed by Pakistan in 

September 2015. It is an understanding between Pakistan and India - an 

informal understanding which needs to be formalized. India has never 

responded to Pakistan’s, proposal to keep the LOC quiet and manageable. 

Secondly, as proposed by Pakistan both the states should have a non-use of 

force agreement. As far as India’s attitude is concerned, we know that India 

will not be agreeable to do this. 

 

1. Pakistan- China- India relationship  

a. Pakistan China relationship is based on very solid foundations and is definitely 

strategic. While China-India relations have largely been problematic. China has 

not only risen but is way ahead of India. Their relationship is also complicated 

due to the perception being created by US that India is a rival of China and will 

counter-weight China’s rise.  

b. Moreover in South Asia, India-Pakistan relations are getting worse. Indian 

threat to Pakistan is serious as India has continuously demonstrated that it can 

harm Pakistan. US growing partnership with India is one of the most serious 

threats to Pakistan.  

c. India has become absolutely irresponsible country the way it has acted post-

Palwama and so called Balakot operation manifest India’s approach has 

become very aggressive, greatly influenced by RSS agenda and may jeopardize 

the entire security arrangement in South Asia.  
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2. The Kashmir Dispute  

a. Kashmir is not an issue, it is a serious dispute, recognized by the international 

community, defined by the United Nations. The expectations of any dialogue 

with India are void and impossible. India regards Pakistan as irrelevant. They 

will continue to bring about demographic changes in Kashmir. 

b. Due to India’s continuous policies and its intransigence, Pakistan and India 

have not been able to move from conflict management to conflict resolution in 

Jammu & Kashmir. Therefore, these two countries have not been able to work 

out regional security architecture. 

c. Pakistan needs to demonstrate trust and confidence in itself first as it’s a 

nuclear power and has the capability. India thinks Pakistan is politically 

fractured and economically weak. So if they do anything in Kashmir, Pakistan 

will not be able to do anything. This is unfortunately the real thinking in India 

which we must understand. 

d. Pakistan should make a statement that India is in illegal control of Chinese 

territory as well as illegal control of Kashmir. India is also illegally controlling 

Nepalese territory, has problems with Bangladesh, Sri Lanka, even with tiny 

Maldives.  

e. Unless Jammu and Kashmir dispute is resolved, there is simply no possibility 

between Pakistan and India to have any kind of sustainable, tenable relation. 

 

3. Lessons for Pakistan from Azerbaijan-Armenia Conflict 

a. Azerbaijan-Armenia fought a 6 week war which began on September 27th and 

ended on November 10th. For 27 years Azerbaijani territory was under 

occupation in violation of United Nations Security Council Resolutions adopted 

in 1993. The tense situation in Kashmir and the influence of the global and 

regional powers in South Asia is somewhat similar to situation in South 

Caucuses.  

b. There are several lessons to learn from Azerbaijan-Armenia Conflict and how 

Azerbaijan managed to liberate occupied territories of former Nagorno-

Karabakh. For 27 years, United Nations Security Council Resolution remained 



 

9 
 

 Online International Conference Report  

unimplemented. United States, France and Russia connived to Armenian 

occupation. 

c. An important lesson is that the military solution is possible. Indeed, because of 

the influence of outside powers, especially Russia, Azerbaijan couldn’t find just 

solution. In order to avoid military clashes, the international community 

should not treat conflict as frozen second we should find better mechanism for 

implementation of the United Nations Security Council Resolutions.  

d. Azerbaijan Armenia conflict manifested the importance of a strong military, 

but in order to have a strong military you need to have a strong economy and 

security inside country. Azerbaijan lost territories to Armenia in 1992-1993 

when there was instability and internal fight for power. During 1992-1993, 

there were three coup d’état in Azerbaijan. So Armenians used this 

opportunity.  Internal stability in Pakistan is essential for its wellbeing.  

Azerbaijan and Pakistan can work on a number of transportation projects, 

while also promoting and supporting China’s Belt & Road Initiative. 

e. Azerbaijan re-building the formerly occupied territories and launching 

rehabilitation projects as everything was perished by Armenian occupational 

forces. Azerbaijan should prioritize the advantages to companies from 

countries who supported Azerbaijan like the Pakistani companies, private or 

state companies.  

 

4. Modi’s strategic vision and its impacts on region 

a. Inspirations of Prime Minister Modi in personifying the country as a great 

power has been shaping the very nature of India’s strategic role. Great powers 

for the sake of their interests, aggressively use threat of force or actual use of 

force. India’s Prime Minister and his associates are looking India within same 

context. 

b. Modi government’s association with the RSS or Sangh parivar is a serious 

threat. Modi’s nationalism is rooted in the ideological framework of Hindutva 

that creates the position for the BJP as Deshbhakt – nationalist, and the rest as 

desh darohi - anti-national. This is division inside India and is affecting the 

region’s strategic environment as well. Indian scholar, Haul Sagar writes that 

the Hindu nationalism is driven by impulsive pride and shame. Pride is what 



 

10 
 

 Online International Conference Report  

they consider important for Indian civilization and shame for its subjugation 

by Muslim and British invaders. This political philosophy is contributing to the 

BJP’s strategic vision. 

c. Offensive realism is shaping Modi’s strategic region. It advocates maximizing 

relative power with the ultimate aim of becoming the most potent power - 

hegemon. Offensive realism is also akin to Hindu hyper realistic thought 

originating from the classic Arth Shastar authored by Chankia Kutyara that 

international relations are always conducted with an eye to territorial 

aggrandizement, increasing influence, wealth and power of the state and 

attaining predominance.  

d. So, if you see and read the Prime Minister Modi’s speeches which have been 

documented, what you will find is that he has been repeating the application 

and execution of jaw for tooth strategy to punish the neighboring countries. 

And that is why, he has been modernizing his military capacities and as a 

result, if you find, we find a new kind of strategic competition has been taking 

place in the region.  

e. This kind of vision is also reflective in India’s economic strategy. Western 

powers think India is a big market. They must not forget that PM Modi on May 

12th 2020 said that he has vision of self-reliant India. He laid emphasis on 

using domestic resources to meet domestic needs. This clearly reflects a 

mercantilist approach rather than neo-liberalist economic approach. That’s 

the reason that Modi has been objecting BRI and trying to establish net security 

provided there and here comes another example in order to qualify this point.  

f. Modi has transformed the look east policy into act east. There are two prongs 

to act on this policy; commercial ties and a security component. Its security 

dimensions are more imperative and militaristic rather than economic. Their 

grand design is of deploying or using political, economic, diplomatic and 

military tool to accomplish India’s strategic vision. 

g. Modi is pursuing hard power. Even the Bihar elections in which Modi won, the 

major debate was based on the national agendas, threat from the external side 

and militaristic buildup of the armed forces, rather than on COVID challenge 

etc. 
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h. This power expansion is going to impact the strategic equilibrium in the 

region, as well as in the neighborhood, and if there is an imbalance of power, 

one cannot rule out the probability of the preventive warfare.  

i. The regional powers have to take into the account Modi’s strategic vision of 

military approach in the region as this region is very much vulnerable to the 

aspirations of the Modi which is very much based on the concept of offensive 

realism and ideological paradigm of Hindutva.  

 

5. Uzbekistan’s Contribution to Regional Security  

a. One of the main priorities of Uzbekistan’s foreign policy is regional security. In 

2016, President of Uzbekistan introduced new regional policy for creation of 

favorable political atmosphere in Central Asia. It has created the opportunity 

of expanding interaction and using untapped potential in trade in region and 

the world. This is one of the main contribution of Uzbekistan to the regional 

security.  

b. Uzbekistan proposed to establish an information exchange against the threat 

of spread of infectious diseases and create network of medical professionals. 

Within this framework, SCO can implement mutual beneficial projects.  

c. Uzbekistan has been a main advocate of resolving crisis in Afghanistan. Peace 

in Afghanistan is a main element in regional security, not only in not only South 

Asia but in Central Asia. Uzbekistan stands for all its possible development 

with an option of plan of practical measures to promote social and economic 

reconstruction of Afghanistan within the framework of SCO-Afghanistan 

contact group.  
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ANNEXURE 1: PROGRAM  
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

1030 – 1045 hrs  Reception of Guests/Sign up 
1045 – 1050 hrs  Recitation of the Holy Quran 

1050 – 1055 hrs Opening Remarks  
Major General Syed Khalid Amir Jaffery, HI (M), (Retd), President, Center 
for Global & Strategic Studies (CGSS), Islamabad 

1055 – 1115 hrs Security Threats to Pakistan : What are the Policy Options to Address 
the Threats in the Regional Perspective 
Ms. Shireen Mazari, Federal Minister of Human Rights, Government of 
Pakistan – Chief Guest 

1115 – 1135 hrs Strategic Framework for South Asia under the evolving Regional 
Dynamics 
General Zubair Mahmood Hayat, NI (M), (Retd) – Former Chairman, Joint 
Chiefs of Staff Committee 

1135 – 1145 hrs SCO: A Viable Platform for Regional Security & Economic Prosperity 
Video Speech by His Excellency Vladimir Norov, Secretary-General, 

Shanghai Cooperation Organization from Beijing, China  

1145 – 1205 hrs Prospects of Integrated Regional Model under the Belt & Road 
Initiative 
Ambassador of Peoples Republic of China to Pakistan  

1205 – 1225 hrs  Prospects of a Regional Security Regime in Asia 

Ambassador Abdul Basit- Former High Commissioner of Pakistan to India 
1225 – 1245 hrs Modi’s Extremist Policies: A Threat to Regional Security  

Prof Dr. Zafar Nawaz Jaspal- Professor at the School of Politics and 

International Relations, Quaid-I-Azam University, Islamabad 

1245 – 1305 hrs US Foreign Policy Shift: Implications for Regional Security  

Mr. Zahid Hafeez, Additional Secretary, Asia Pacific, Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs 

1305 – 1325 hrs  Co-operative Regional Mechanism to address the Non-Traditional 

Security Challenges In Future 

Dr. Khurram Iqbal, Head of International Relations Department, National 

Defence University, Islamabad  

1325 – 1400 hrs  Question and Answer Session  

1400 – 1430 hrs  Lunch  
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ANNEXURE 2: CONCEPT NOTE 
 

From the onset of post-Cold War era, US influence in Asia had remained the primary 

driver of geo-political, geo-strategic and economic dimensions of the regional states. Now 

that China has emerged as a strong regional power and is gradually rising as a competitor 

of US in the international arena, the latter’s influence in Asia is thereby declining. 

Consequently, the strategic dimensions and policy priorities of the key regional states 

including Pakistan, India, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka, Nepal, Maldives, Bhutan, and 

Afghanistan in South Asia as well as the Central Asian Republics will change in near 

future. These changing and evolving dynamics will determine the structure of a new 

regional order, particularly in the security realm. 

Interestingly, the Asian states face many common security challenges and threats. The 

current security apparatus in the region has largely remained US influenced, emphasizing 

the notion of ‘collective security’, but in fact directed to advance US’ security interests in 

Asia. This security structure has intensified the regional security paradox. Furthermore, 

with China’s Belt and Road Initiative aimed at developing and strengthening connectivity 

between the regional states and beyond, the countries are tilting towards Beijing. Against 

this backdrop, China needs to play a proactive role in providing and ensuring a viable 

security structure in the region, and help build a regional security framework 

encompassing all regional countries.  

The US approach in Asia has been misleading and has intensified regional territorial and 

maritime issues. The current security paradigm of Asia is such that it has enabled some 

countries to strengthen their national security, while made few others feel more insecure. 

Thus, with the rise of Asian economies, the current security order needs to be re-defined 

to address both traditional and non-traditional challenges faced by the region. This being 

the case, an enhanced security framework is required.  

Also, it is imperative to understand what the emerging regional dynamics means for 

Pakistan, with India being a bitter rival and China being a close ally. In recent years, the 

emergent regional dynamics of South Asia have made it more significant at the 

international level. Unfortunately, the overall security calculus of the region is very much 

affected by India’s aggressive posture towards Pakistan.  
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Objectives: 

To develop a long term strategy framework for helping Pakistan’s policy makers in 

devising a re-defined security mechanism as per the emerging regional security 

dynamics. 

To discuss the prospects of creating a common and more inclusive security mechanism 

in the region.  

To highlight the potential of Shanghai Cooperation Organization as a reliable platform for 

promoting regional security coupled with enhanced economic cooperation 

To promote the notion of co-operative security mechanism in Asia, so to accommodate 

the emerging nonconventional security challenges.  

To compile a comprehensive policy paper based on the input of experts, for relevant 

departments of the government. 
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ANNEXURE 3: BIOGRAPHIES OF THE SPEAKERS    
 

Ms. Shireen Mazari, Federal Minister of Human Rights, Government of Pakistan – 

Chief Guest  

Ms. Shireen Mazari is a Pakistani politician who is the current 

Federal Minister for Human Rights, in office since 20 August 

2018. She is the Chairperson of the Parliamentary Committee on 

Appointment of Chief Election Commissioner and Members of 

the Election Commission of Pakistan. She has been a member of 

the National Assembly of Pakistan since August 2018.  

Ms. Mazari studied at the London School of Economics and later 

received her PhD from Columbia University in political science. Ms. Mazari joined Quaid-

i-Azam University as an associate professor and went on to head the university's strategic 

studies department.  

 

Ambassador Riaz Hussain Khokhar  – Former Foreign Secretary of Pakistan  

Riaz Hussain Khokhar is the former Foreign Secretary of Pakistan 

serving from June 2002 to February 2005. Khokhar also served as 

Pakistan's ambassador to India from 1992–1997, the United States 

1997–1999 and China 1999–2002 before leading the top post of 

foreign ministry as Foreign Secretary of Pakistan. 
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Ambassador Abdul Basit- Former High Commissioner of Pakistan to India 

Ambassador Abdul Basit is the Former High Commissioner 

of Pakistan to India and former President of the Islamabad 

Policy Research Institute. He joined the Foreign Service of 

Pakistan in 1982. In the recent past, he served as the High 

Commissioner for Pakistan to India from 2014 to 2017 and 

Pakistan’s Ambassador to Germany from 2012 to 2014. He 

has also served in various diplomatic capacities while being posted at Moscow, New York, 

Sana’a, Geneva and London at Pakistan Missions. Ambassador Basit has also served as the 

Foreign Office Spokesman from 2009 to 2012. Ambassador Basit holds a Master’s degree 

in International Relations from Quaid-e-Azam University Islamabad.  

 

Prof Dr. Zafar Nawaz Jaspal- Professor at the School of Politics and International 

Relations, Quaid-I-Azam University, Islamabad 

Dr. Zafar Nawaz Jaspal is Professor at the School of Politics and 

International Relations, Quaid-I-Azam University, Islamabad, 

Pakistan, where he teaches various aspects of International 

Political and Defense Affairs; Nuclear/Missile Proliferation; 

National Security, Pakistan Foreign & Strategic affairs, etc. He 

holds PhD and M. Phil in International Relations and M.A. in 

Political Science. He did his advance Post Graduate Certificate courses in Peace and 

Conflict Studies, from European Peace University Stadtschlaining, Austria; Peace 

Research, International Relations and Foreign Policy Analysis from Oslo University, 

Norway. He is a prolific writer his recent book is "India's Surgical Strike Stratagem: 

Brinksmanship and Response".  
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Dr. Farid Shafiyev, Chairman, Center of Analysis of International Relations (AIR 

Center), Baku, Azerbaijan 

Dr. Farid Shafiyev was educated at Baku State University where he 

studied history and law. Amidst his professional career, he went on 

to Harvard University Kennedy School of Government where he 

obtained a Master Degree in Public Administration. Further, Dr. 

Shafiyev acquired a PhD in History from Carleton University in 

Ottawa. In 1996 he joined the Foreign Service. Within the 

Azerbaijani Foreign Ministry in Baku, he worked in the Political-

Military Issues Division and in the United Nations Affairs Division. On 19 February 2019 

he was appointed the Chairman of the Center of Analysis of International Relations. 

 

Mr. Sadullo Rasulov, Head of Department, Institute of Strategic & Regional Studies 

under the President of Republic of Uzbekistan 

Mr. Sadullo Rasulov is an International Relations expert. He is 

currently the Head of Department, Institute of Strategic & 

Regional Studies under the President of Republic of Uzbekistan, 

Tashkent, Uzbekistan. 

 

 

  



 

19 
 

 Online International Conference Report  

Dr. Khurram Iqbal, Head of International Relations Department, National Defence 

University, Islamabad 

Dr. Khuram Iqbal is an enthusiastic researcher, who has devoted 

nearly a decade to research and teaching in Peace and Conflict 

Studies, Strategic Studies and Counter-Terrorism. Having 

successfully completed PhD in International Security Studies and 

worked with top research centers and universities in Pakistan, 

Singapore and Australia, he brings in 10 years of experience in 

peace research and training.  

He was also awarded “Terrorism Study Analyst Award” by the 

International Centre for Political Violence and Terrorism Research (ICPVTR) in 

Singapore, Khuram was promoted to the position of senior analyst and tasked to lead 

South Asian team working on regional armed conflicts involving non-state actors. 
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ANNEXURE 4: TRANSCRIPT’S OF THE SPEECHES     
 

Ms. Shireen Mazari, Federal Minister of Human Rights, Government of Pakistan – 

Chief Guest  

Topic: Security Threats to Pakistan: What are the Policy Options to Address the 

Threats in the Regional Perspective? 

I am going to give a general overview of the regional scenario in which Pakistan operates. 

As you know we are in a very inevitable and challenging geographical space and 

environment because we have three nuclear armed states in our vicinity and we share 

land borders with two of them. We have Russia in our vicinity and we have a fourth 

nuclear armed State, US, which has a presence in the maritime environment around 

Pakistan. I am specifically talking about Gulf region. Pakistan, in any case, lies in a crucible 

of historic, geo-political and geo-strategic competition which never really ended. I really 

thought that cold war had ended this sort of geo-political competition in our area with 

the collapse of the Soviet Union but that didn’t happen. We found that this competition 

has been reenergized and we have for example Belt & Road Initiative which unfortunately 

got a very negative reaction from the West. We have distortions of geography that 

continue in the western strategic mindset. We had the absurdity of the AF-PAK. Suddenly, 

there was AF-PAK and our neighbor India was de-linked from Pakistan. Now that has 

been replaced by what I think an equally absurd concept of Indo-Pacific. There is no Indo-

Pacific if you look at the reality on the ground, the geography.  

Along with all this, you have a relentless pursuit of new weapons technologies. India, 

which is major source of threat for Pakistan, has been building its nuclear capability. It 

has gone for long range missile development also and India has now 6 to 7 defense 

arrangements with the United States, the latest being ‘Basic Exchange and Cooperation 

Agreement’ (BECA) agreement that they signed which actually gives India a combat cloud 

capability and that therefore creates added threat to Pakistan.  

So these are some of the things that have been shaping our external/regional 

environment. After 9/11, everything was fluid, bipolarity had ended already and all the 

trends which had started with the collapse of the Soviet Union were accentuated by 9/11. 

In post 9/11, we saw our external threats becoming increasingly more acute, especially 

with the war in Afghanistan and those trends have not dissipated and they are becoming 

more pronounced because now, we are finding with the rise of Asia, that the competition 

of global powers is now shifting very decisively into Asia and off course, for the western 

States especially for the US, the target is primarily China. Whether it is containment in 

our region through India or through the so called Indo-Pacific region, again with the India 

as the US playing a partnership role. So now we see the threat from India multiplied 

because of the India-US strategic alliance.  

Now, if you look at that, that means that Pakistani decision makers, not everybody in 

Pakistan, Pakistan’s decision makers, Pakistan’s government institutions, foreign office, 

so on, have always had this strange passion for jumping to the Americans every time they 
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see a little hello sign from Washington. But now the reality on the ground should be very 

clear to everybody. Pakistan cannot have a strategic partnership with the US. We can have 

an issue specific partnership but with the growing Indo-US strategic military dimension, 

the option of having strategic partnership with US is simply not there. Specially because 

demand from the US side to dilute our very strong strategic partnership with China, that 

is not an option anymore for Pakistan.  

So the dynamics have changed. The strategic partnership which Pakistan has with China 

is going to be the dominating factor for our other calculations in terms of strategy, in 

terms of threat perception, in terms of threat analysis. What the US wants strategically in 

our region, the South Asian region, is diametrically opposed to what is in Pakistan’s 

interest. Why? Because America wants to contain China. We want China to become 

increasingly more active economically in this region. For us, we have Belt & Road 

Initiative and CPEC which is critical to our economic development.  

Then the US wants to isolate Iran. Pakistan can’t afford to isolate Iran because we have 

cultural links with Iran, we share a border with Iran where we have no border conflict. 

We share a history with Iran. There is no reason for us to help America isolate Iran. And 

third, US wants India to be the hegemon in this region. Pakistan will never bandwagon 

with India. We will always try to balance. Especially in the nuclear dimension where you 

don’t have to balance bomb for bomb. We now have the capability to balance with India, 

not to bandwagon. So, if you look at what US wants and what Pakistan wants, it’s 

completely different. So we need to have a reality check on that issue.  

Then we also have a problem because the US is undermining the UN. The US started post 

9/11 with this idea of the coalitions of the willing. When the UN Security Council was not 

prepared to give the US what it wanted vis-a-vis the war in Iraq, the US created this 

concept of the coalitions of the willing. Now the coalition of the willing is a problem from 

Pakistan because we have always committed to multilateral diplomacy through the UN 

and the UN’s collective security system. And this coalitions of the willing is now being 

embodied in the NATO. Because to rationalize NATO, we are watching NATO’s outer area 

operations, Afghanistan being one of them. And by the way UN Security Council, just for 

the historical record did not ask NATO to come into Afghanistan. The NATO Secretary 

General wrote to the UN Secretary General that we are now taking over ISAF operations.  

So every time international forces are legitimized through the UN Security Council 

resolution, you always see the word ISAF/NATO because it is ISAF that UN Security 

Council advocated in past resolutions not NATO. So NATO is very much becoming a tool 

for this coalitions of the willing by the United States and its allies and that poses a lot of 

security problems for Pakistan especially because the criticality of India in all these 

strategic dynamics.  

So Pakistan has to reassess its security threats and now the Quad arrangement which the 

US has with India impacts Pakistan because it is an expansion of India’s naval military 

designs in the Indian Ocean. India already established its Far East command in Andaman 

and Nicobar islands. Now India is a partner with US, Japan and Australia in the Quad 

arrangement. So, we are now seeing a very much battle ground that is becoming Asia. And 
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today, we have this good news that ASEAN and China have formed a big economic block 

from which India is excluded.  

So you’re are seeing economic and strategic competitions which were played in other 

parts of the world, specifically in Europe are now coming directly into Asian environment, 

and Pakistan because of its location has a very critical role in this whole competition. Even 

if we want to stay out of it, at the end of the day because of our strategic location, because 

of our strategic relationship with China, and because we are a nuclear armed power and 

have a serious conflict with India, and because India right now is in an expansionist mode 

supported by US, and we are seeing it’s fascist Nazi like policies in Occupied Jammu and 

Kashmir and the world seems to be ignoring it.  

We have now sent a dossier to international community on India’s state sponsored 

terrorism in Pakistan. So for all these reasons, we are going to be playing a critical role in 

our region, in competitive dynamics. And therefore, for Pakistan, the choices cannot be 

ambivalent anymore. We have a strategic relationship with China. That should be our 

defining environment on how we deal with other powers in the region. So these are just 

the issues which I have thrown out for the discussion and I leave it at that. Thank you very 

much.  
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Ambassador Riaz Hussain Khokhar, Former Foreign Secretary of Pakistan.  

Topic: The China-India-Pakistan Triangle: Contemporary Perceptions, and Future. 

I have been asked to speak on Pakistan-China-India Triangle. This triangle, you know, 

came up more or less naturally post 1959. Pakistan China relationship - Pakistan China 

relationship are based on very solid foundation and please don’t forget that foundation 

of this relationship were laid by outstanding leaders in China and Pakistan. On the 

Chinese side you know it was Chairman Mao, it was Prime Minister Chou En-Lai and a 

string of very eminent Presidents of China, all of them have contributed to this 

relationship. Similarly on the Pakistan side too, practically all the leaders right from the 

time of Ayub Khan onwards have contributed to this relationship. 

Now our relationship with China is definitely strategic, there is no doubt about it. And we 

cannot thank China for all the support it has given to us whether the economic support 

or military support and of course China has shown quite frankly a lot of patience for 

Pakistan. Whenever there are some wrinkles between Pakistan and China, sometimes, 

they are usually on our side. It’s because we don’t understand how China functions, we 

don’t understand how Chinese government functions. But clearly, in my opinion, it is a 

relationship which is very solid and it will only get strengthened. There have been minor 

wrinkles, I would say in the present context.  

As far as China-India relationship is concerned, except for that for very short China-India 

‘Bhai-Bhai period’, it has always been a problematic relationship and with both countries 

emerging, China has not only risen but is way ahead of India. India is also rising but at a 

much slower speed. So Chinese-Indian relationship is complicated. They have a very 

serious border issue. It’s also because India thinks it is a rival of China and that is the 

perception which the west is trying to develop that the counter-weight to China is India. 

That’s actually a very foolish assessment because India and China both have a huge 

difference not only militarily, but economically, in all fields. China is developing at a very 

fast pace. There have been hiccups because of the COVID but by and large, China has 

regained its capacity to develop at a pace that is necessary for its development.  

Now, when we talk about architecture in Asia, it’s a very complicated issue. What we have 

to be concerned about is our region that is South Asia. Here India-Pakistan relationship, 

has always been problematic and it is getting worse by the day. Indian threat to Pakistan 

is serious and not only serious but they have demonstrated that they can harm Pakistan 

with all the evidences that have come out. So, the point is that we have to focus on 

Pakistan-India relationship and Pakistan’s relationship with China.  

USA, as Dr. Mazari has very eloquently discussed the overall security environment in the 

region, is a problem. No doubt that this triangle is no longer a triangle; this has become a 

quadrilateral relation as we may say. US relationship with India, Doctor Mazari is 

absolutely right, it is one of the most serious threats to Pakistan because United States 

has now signed these four very foundational, fundamental defense agreements with India 

which are basically pointed at China but they are also pointed at us. US policy in Asia at 

the moment is not only containment and restriction of China, but it is also about 

containment and restriction of Iran and perhaps containment and restriction of Pakistan. 
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And that is where there is real complication for Pakistan. India on its own cannot harm 

Pakistan. We can deal with India one to one, but when it comes to India-US relationship, 

that’s actually a dagger on Pakistan’s very heart.  

We have a long standing relationship with US, but it has always been a complicated, 

transactional relationship. It has never been a serious, shall we say, genuine friendship 

or partnership. But there is now there is a body of mistrust, which is not easy to abolish. 

It’s there and you can see how the former President of the United States Trump, actually 

abused Pakistan. It has never happened that kind of language has never been used 

between Pakistan and US. In fact it is not a language which is used in diplomatic parlance.  

So we must understand and identify, what are the threats to Pakistan? One of course 

India, second India-US relationship, thirdly, Afghanistan. Pakistan-Afghanistan 

relationship has been historically a very complicated one. I’m not sure I can describe them 

as friends but they have been misused by the Indians and only recently our government 

actually pointed out very clearly how India has been using Afghan territory against 

Pakistan. They have rejected it. Afghans have always rejected it.  

Now you see the important thing for Pakistan is that we are a nuclear power. We need to 

demonstrate trust and confidence in ourselves first. And that unfortunately is somewhat 

missing. We are a nuclear power, we have the capability. If somebody is a threat to you, 

then you deal with that threat. Not by making absurd statements and repeating those 

statements on a daily basis. You go ahead and clean up the swamp, that’s the way to do it.  

Now as far as India is concerned, whatever India has done in the context of Kashmir, they 

are working on the basis that Pakistan is a weak country at the moment. They think that 

Pakistan is politically fractured, economically weak, there are lots of issues of governance, 

and there are lots of other issues. These are their calculations. And that if we go ahead 

and do whatever we want to do in Kashmir, Pakistan will not be able to do anything. This 

is unfortunately the real thinking in India, this is what we must understand. So we have 

to demonstrate that we can deal with your threats, not by making statements, but taking 

action on not only LOC, but go ahead and clean up the swamps. If they are a threat to you, 

we can also be a threat to India. We should give them clear message that we mean 

business. When you say mean business, it doesn’t mean making statements because 

nobody takes statements seriously.  

We can rely on China as a friend; we can rely on it as an ally. But we cannot rely on 

anybody else. And most importantly, in the context of security, we have to rely on 

ourselves. In the ultimate analysis, security of Pakistan is based in Pakistan, not outside. 

When we talk about South Asia; you know India has hegemonic approach. It has always 

had so. It has now been magnified. When we say that India has problems with all the 

countries, it is correct but all the countries together can frankly do very little.  We may be 

supportive of Nepal’s position, we may support Bangladesh and others, but it may, in 

concrete terms, this support is only a lot of words but it is not translatable into policy and 

action.  
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So, first of all, there is no security structure in South Asia. SAARC was supposed to be an 

economic cooperation forum, but quite frankly, SAARC should be given a royal funeral 

now because it is not an organization which is going to go any further.  

Now Pakistan has three options, as Dr. Mazari has also emphasized; Strategic relationship 

with China, we have to have a relationship with Iran; and we have to have some kind of 

relationship with our Arab brothers. But when you talk about India and Pakistan, please 

try to understand that we have to deal with India ourselves. China is supportive, but 

ultimately the security and all the threats we are facing have to be dealt by Pakistan. Now 

here, please try and understand this point, foreign policy and internal domestic policy 

and situation have a symbiotic relationship. The two are like meshed together. So we need 

to do a lot of homework at home first before we talk about dealing with the threats. But 

the point I want to labor again, whether it is a threat from Afghanistan, if there are camps 

and these so called camps are around Qandahar which is an area controlled by the 

Taliban, why is it that these camps are existing in an area which is in Taliban area and we 

are supposed to have some kind of relationship with Taliban. We’ve assisted Taliban in 

the dialogue with the United States. That’s all we can do. But if we have to rely on 

somebody, this is not what I frankly understand.  

Countries that are nuclear powers, countries which have trust and confidence in their 

capabilities and capacity, don’t wait for somebody else to clean the swamps. You have to 

do it yourself. Finally, don’t have any expectations of any dialogue with India. There are 

some people in the government who are foolishly thinking that a dialogue with India is 

possible. India has made up its mind that Pakistan is irrelevant. There is no point in 

talking to them; they have done what they wanted to do to and they will continue with 

this effort. They will bring about a demographic change in Kashmir, if not in five year, that 

will be too fast but maybe in 10 to 20 years Kashmiris will be extinct. So the point I am 

trying to make is we are not clear about our Kashmir policy. What is our Kashmir policy? 

So the point I am trying to make is if you want to have a clear relationship with India, you 

have to define it. Kashmir is not an issue, it is a serious dispute, recognized by the 

international community, recognized by the United Nations, defined by the United 

Nations, but to expect that international community will help you with it, I am sorry I am 

not one of those. Even as Foreign Secretary I have maintained this position that this is a 

problem which India and Pakistan have to resolve themselves.  

To have any expectations of the new administrations, in the US when it takes over, well 

may be Biden will be more civilized and more polite but he will be just as tough. Because 

now they have invested a lot in their relationship with regards to India. So we should try 

to improve our relations with the US, but we should ban this term ‘strategic’ when it 

comes to our relationship with the US. We cannot have a strategic relationship, but we 

should have a decent working relationship. That’s what I believe and that is possible that 

the areas in which Pakistan-US relationship can develop.  

Now coming back to the triangle, I think whatever has happened between China and 

India, we should support China. We should make out a statement that India is in illegal 

control of Chinese territory. India is in illegal control of Kashmir. India is also illegally 
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controlling Nepalese territory, also problems with Bangladesh, Sri Lanka, even with tiny 

Maldives. So Indian hegemonic ambitions are something that we have to deal ourselves.  

My final argument is, do not rely on anybody. Rely on your own capability, your own 

capacity, and more important, our leadership, and I am talking about our entire spectrum 

of leadership, are they committed? Now this is not a question I want to elaborate on, 

perhaps Dr. Shireen Mazari can tell about it more because she is Mashallah in a very 

important position and a very outspoken expert, for which I respect, I have great respect 

for that. Thank you.  
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Dr. Farid Shafiyev, Chairman, Center of Analysis of International Relations, Baku, 

Azerbaijan 

Topic: Regional Dynamics Emerging out of Azerbaijan-Armenia Conflict. 

I would like to give a perspective from our region. First I would like to express my 

personal appreciation and probably I would express the feelings of the people of 

Azerbaijan because if these days you are in Baku, capital of Azerbaijan, you will see many 

Pakistani flags because Pakistan has vocally supported Azerbaijan’s fight for the 

territorial integrity. 

We are just six days apart from the peace deal, signed between Armenia and Azerbaijan 

on the auspices of Russia, which ended the 6 week war which began on September 27th 

and ended on November 10th. The war which was caused by Armenian occupation and 

aggression. For 27 years Azerbaijani territory was under occupation in violation of United 

Nations Security Council Resolutions adopted in 1993. And by the way I would like to 

underline that the first resolution adopted by United Nations Security Council in April 

1993 was done during the chairmanship of Pakistan in the Security Council and the 

diplomatic assistance to Azerbaijan which was even less than two years old in April 1993 

because we got independence from Soviet Union when Soviet Union collapsed in 

December 1991. So there are so many ties and links, which is a topic of separate 

discussion. But for now I would like to focus on what are the lessons from the war, the 

conflict and what implications for larger region not just in terms of and relations between 

the two countries but definitely security implications. And Dr. Mazari and Ambassador 

Khokhar spoke about very, I should say, tense situation around Pakistan, the issue of 

Kashmir, China relationship and United States etc. So we have something in similar in 

terms of the influence of the global powers and the regional powers off course, to our 

conflict and our region.  

So, basically, several lessons learned from this war which Azerbaijan won, with political 

support of friendly countries like Turkey and Pakistan. And we managed to liberate many 

regions outside of former Nagorno-Karabakh, which is still the contentious issue. And we 

also managed to liberate historical city of Shusha outside Nagorno-Karabakh. So the 

Azerbaijani military operation was indeed very successful.  

Well, for 27 years, United Nations Security Council Resolution remained unimplemented 

We had endless negotiations under the auspices of Organization of Security and 

Corporation in Europe, Minsk group, three co-chair countries; United States, France and 

Russia - all three countries have large influential Armenian Diaspora, and all three 

countries indeed connived to Armenian occupation. Despite numerous talks and the 

latest proposals of Madrid principles adopted in 2009, Armenia delayed the 

implementation and liberation of Azerbaijani occupied territories. And now, the 

Azerbaijan resorted to the use of force, which is perfectly legal under international law 

and article 51, self-defense, of the UN charter. 

I think there is a lesson to the international community that there is no frozen conflict. A 

conflict should be resolved on the basis of international law, respecting United Nations 

Security Council. I believe it is also important in the context of Kashmir dispute which 
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unfortunately has even longer history since 1956 and still did not find it’s just and fair 

resolution.  

The second lesson from this war is that the military solution is possible. Because all these 

years we felt that military solution is not possible. And indeed, because of the influence 

of outside powers, especially Russia, we couldn’t find just solution. Here now many 

experts talk about Turkish role but Turkish role was not military but Turkish role was of 

a political power which stood behind Azerbaijan in its quest for fair resolution, and also I 

mentioned Pakistan and few other countries who supported Azerbaijan’s territorial 

integrity. So this is the second lesson.  In order to avoid military clashes, the international 

community should not treat conflict as frozen second we should find better mechanism 

for implementation of the United Nations Security Council Resolutions.  

Now with this peace deal, we have Russian peacekeepers in the conflict zone and 

Azerbaijan restored territorial integrity in the occupied territory. There is off course the 

possibility for larger economic cooperation once Armenia recognizes Azerbaijan’s 

territorial integrity. The peace deal contains some clauses related to the regional 

infrastructure, regional roles specifically while Azerbaijan provides safe passage between 

Armenia itself an Armenian population inside Karabakh region of Azerbaijan. If you look 

at the map, the Azerbaijani territory is split in two parts, the main part and then so called 

Nakhchivan enclave which has border with Turkey. And according to this peace deal, a 

rail road will be established; a corridor will be established between Azerbaijan and 

Nakhcihvan. Which if we look at the projects which Azerbaijan is promoting, it’s the 

corridor between China and Europe. That also can be part of that corridor, and can benefit 

eventually Armenia too. For example, as of today, Azerbaijan built several years ago, the 

rail road from Azerbaijan through Georgia to Turkey. So, for example the transit country 

Georgia benefits from the transit fee etc. The same can be applied to Armenia if Armenia 

look into the future. 

On another note, I would also like to point that there is also more established vision of 

peace and security in the Caspian region, in Central Asia. Azerbaijan and Pakistan can 

work on a number of transportation projects, while also promoting and supporting 

China’s Belt & Road Initiative. So, and this is the way how to move forward. 

Definitely, the previous speakers spoke about some issues in Pakistan like economic 

development, security. I believe this Azerbaijan Armenia conflict manifested the 

importance of a strong military, but in order to have a strong military you need to also 

have a strong economy and security inside country, unity. Because as a matter of fact 

Azerbaijan lost those territories to Armenia in 1992-1993 when there was chaos, internal 

fight for power. And off course there was the second factor of Russian backing. But leaving 

that aside, during 1992-1993, there were three coup d’état in Azerbaijan. So it was a 

young Republic, and unfortunately Armenians used this opportunity.  So, the internal 

stability in Pakistan is essential for its wellbeing and the wellbeing of the region. And this 

will be based on economic development. So we have to think how we can reform, how we 

can improve, I mean it is a task for all the regional countries may it be transformational 

projects or other projects, we can think on regional scale. Close cooperation and extensive 

discussion of issues is required.   
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So the security inside Afghanistan is also essential because there are several projects 

which can connect Pakistan and the Caspian region through Afghanistan. So I think we 

need to really seriously think how we can implement and have some practical steps in 

this direction. I would like to end my remarks with the following facts that Azerbaijan is 

now going to re-build the formerly occupied territories. Everything was destroyed, 

perished, even the roofs and windows of the settlement, the houses, were perished by 

Armenian occupational forces. Today, even, when Armenian occupational forces have to 

vacate the Kalbaja region of Azerbaijan, they cut the trees and you can find their footages 

on BBC and Reuters and burning the houses. But Azerbaijan is returning and Azerbaijani 

refugees are returning to home and big rehabilitation projects will be launched soon. I 

am strong advocate that Azerbaijan should prioritize the advantages to companies from 

those countries who supported Azerbaijan. And here I mean the Pakistani companies, 

private or State companies. Whatever expertise off course in the sewage system, the 

house infrastructure but off course military cooperation between both countries remain 

a high agenda between both countries. Thank you for your attention.  
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Ambassador Abdul Basit, Former High Commissioner of Pakistan to India  

Topic: Prospects of a Regional Security Regime in Asia: 

The topic which I have been given is Prospects of a Regional Security Regime in South 

Asia.  Let me say at the very outset that prospects for such a regime are rather very slim 

if at all there are some prospects. We have a former security regime in South Asia and 

there are primarily two reasons for that. First is Pakistan and India – primarily because 

of India’s continuous policies and it’s intransigence, Pakistan and India have not been able 

to move from conflict management to conflict resolution particularly in Jammu & Kashmir 

dispute. Since that, conflict remains there, so that is one of the reasons that these two 

countries have not been able to work out regional security architecture.  

Secondly I think India’s regional and global ambitions are also huge barrier/impediment, 

in working out a formal security regime in South Asia. If you look at Pakistan India 

security relationship, Pakistan has been always talking about South Asia nuclear free 

zone, we at one stage in 1980s, even proposed India to make South Asia a zero missile 

region. And then India always jettisoned these proposals primarily on the ground that 

India’s security calculus goes beyond Pakistan it also has to factor in threats from China.  

Hence, several Pakistan’s proposals were not accepted by India and in 1974 we all know 

that India conducted its first nuclear test and that really changed the dynamics on the 

ground. Pakistan, having suffered the war in East Pakistan was conscious of its 

vulnerabilities. Though even after 1974 Pakistan made a number of proposals to keep 

South Asia non-nuclear. But India as I said always rejected Pakistan’s proposals. And then 

fast-forward we come to 1998, when India first and then Pakistan conducted nuclear 

tests. Following the nuclear tests by the two countries, Pakistan again put up a very 

comprehensive regional nuclear restraint regime in South Asia which has primarily 

speaking three interlocking complements;  

One was that there should be nuclear constraint. We should not be now entering into an 

arms race and both the countries should have a regional CTBT. Both countries should 

commit to non-deployment of ballistic missiles as well as non-deployment of missile 

defense systems.  

The next point was conventional balance and that was important in the sense that India 

has always been a threat to Pakistan, even conventionally as a bigger country, so we 

wanted to create not conventional parity but conventional balance between the two 

countries.  

And the third component or element of that restraint regime was that to resolve our 

disputes, particularly Jammu and Kashmir dispute. But as expected, India never 

responded to that proposal unfortunately.  

Now today, when we look around, obviously the situation has been compounded by India 

especially after the unconstitutional steps it took on Jammu and Kashmir on the 5th of 

August last year. And since then, even before that, we saw how India evolved its Cold Start 

Doctrine which is a dangerous kind of doctrine in the sense that it further creates 

problems for Pakistan. And that Cold Start Doctrine was further defined in the joint armed 

forces doctrine which was presented in April 2017 by the Indian armed forces together. 
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That creates more problems for any possible, formal security regime in South Asia 

because it explicitly adheres to a new doctrine in the sense that India is no more 

committed to keeping its nuclear deterrence at the minimum level and it says so 

explicitly. And then it pronounces the applicability of pre-emptive and preventive strikes 

against Pakistan and then we have seen that post Palwama incident on 14th February of 

last year, how India violated Pakistan’s airspace and came up to Balakot and threw 

bombs. Although Pakistan did not suffer any damage, but the fact that India gathered the 

courage to violate Pakistan’s airspace and came all the way and went back unhurt, that 

was in itself a huge challenge to Pakistan as how to deal with it. Though Pakistan, on 27th 

February, did settle the scores but this problem will be there for now for the months and 

years to come.  

Now the situation is indeed very complex from Pakistan’s perspective because, as it was 

mentioned by Minister Shireen Mazari and Ambassador Riaz Khokhar, that how India-US 

strategic partnership is a constant problem for Pakistan. And obviously Pakistan cannot 

really aim at having strategic partnership with the US, because US has invested heavily 

with its partnership with India. There are huge divergences when it comes to Pakistan 

and US on security matters.  So now, what could be the way forward? Though the way 

forward would require India and Pakistan to cooperate and that I do not see happening 

unfortunately. First, we have recently seen that there was intense fighting going on and 

many were killed on the Pakistani side of Kashmir and on the illegally occupied Indian 

Kashmir as well.  

First thing Pakistan would like to have in place would be to have an understanding of the 

ceasefire which came about in November 2003 is formalized and given the shape of a 

formal agreement as was proposed by Pakistan in September 2015, because the ceasefire 

arrangement which is currently in place is not a formal arrangement. It is an 

understanding between Pakistan and India - an informal understanding which needs to 

be formalized. But obviously, India, for its own reasons, to keep hammering Pakistan with 

its narrative of cross-border terrorism, would not likely go down that route and to 

formalize its agreement. India has never responded to Pakistan’s, this proposal of 

Pakistan, which makes sense in order to keep the LOC quiet and manageable. And so we 

are not expecting anything from India under the obtaining circumstances that it would 

be responding to Pakistan favorably. 

Secondly, as proposed by Pakistan, Pakistan and India should have a non-use of force 

agreement. I think in order to proceed, to have some progress on this, Pakistan and India 

to begin with, can make unilateral commitment that they would not use force or resort to 

threat of use of force against each other. But I do not know if there is any appetite in New 

Delhi to really accept this. As far as India’s attitude is concerned, we know that India will 

not be agreeable to do this.  

The third possibility, because Pakistan has always tried to avoid an interminable arms 

race with India, that’s why our doctrine continues to be the one which is at minimum 

possible level. Though India has now went a step beyond that, and have dropped 

minimum from their deterrent lexicon. Pakistan is still religiously adhering to this 

because we would not like to engage in a Sisyphean arms race with India. So Pakistan and 
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India need to, on the one hand, perhaps they can unilaterally declare that they will never 

resort to use of force or threat of use of force. And then somehow work on formalizing 

that unilateral declaration as well. In the meanwhile, I think it would be kind of important, 

imperative, for this region’s security that India does not go down the route of deploying 

missile defense system because it is acquiring one from Russia, S-400, and that will 

further compound the security situation because then obviously Pakistan will be looking 

for developing its second strike capability, third strike capability and so on and so forth. 

So this is kind of endless thing which will mire this region into further complexity that is, 

I think important for this region to avoid.  

It is important that Pakistan and India, and that again hinges on India’s responses, both 

the countries need to more forward and see how the Jammu and Kashmir dispute can be 

resolved because that is the crux of the matter.  In my view, unless this dispute is resolved, 

there is simply no possibility between Pakistan and India to have any kind of sustainable, 

tenable relation between the two countries. So much so that both countries can develop 

a kind of mutual trust in order to move forward. We have seen in the past that how we 

have taken a slew of confidence building measures, but every time something happens 

and everything comes back to square one. We starting consuming our energies and 

breaking stalemates after stalemates. And this has been a pattern for the last 30, 40 years. 

So this will continue, unfortunately, unless Pakistan and India, particularly India, reaches 

out to Pakistan to resolve this issue.  

For resolving this issue, I don’t think that there is any diplomatic space left between both 

countries to do it on their own, because too much time has been consumed on finding a 

mutually acceptable solution bilaterally. To me, it now appears almost impossible, there 

is no capacity left as for these countries are concerned to find a modus operandi 

bilaterally. A new mechanism has to be found which leaves some room for international 

mediation whether it is on the back channel or the front channel. But some kind of faith 

in international mediation is a must if both countries want to find a tenable solution to 

their problems.  

And then, internationally community really needs to come in because situation is so 

volatile that without international help there is every possibility that the security 

situation may spiral out of control. Because as we have seen, India has become absolutely 

irresponsible country the way it has acted post-Palwama and so called Balakot operation 

shows/manifest India’s approach has become very aggressive. That aggression is 

especially in the hands of the regime which is greatly influenced by RSS agenda that is the 

kind of, you know may jeopardize the entire security arrangement in South Asia. So we 

are in a very difficult situation and then the India’s defensive offensive doctrine which is 

there to destabilize Pakistan as Pakistan has now put forth irrefutable evidence as to how 

India is involved in destabilizing Pakistan, also targeting the CPEC. So the situation has 

become more complex and also complex because of China-India problems in the eastern 

Ladakh as well.  

Now India can somewhat convincingly convince that China is also a threat to its security. 

Hence, any bilateral arrangement or to have the regional security architecture, the South 

Asia has become a non-starter because unless China is also included in that security 
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architecture, it’s simply not possible for India to work out with security regime with 

Pakistan. So now because of the tensions between China and India, India and Pakistan 

and global dynamics, US-India strategic partnership, the quad, so everything happening 

has become very difficult. 

So I am personally not very optimistic that Pakistan and India there is a possibility of a 

formal security regime in South Asia.  I totally agree with Ambassador Khokhar that 

Pakistan has to rely on its capacities, its capabilities. It is important for Pakistan to ensure 

that the credibility of its all full spectrum deterrence because if we lose momentum in 

building our full spectrum deterrence then rest assure that India is in aggressive mode, 

and it will create more and more problems for Pakistan. And when push Pakistan cannot 

be shying away from using its capabilities. And that will be the test to how Pakistan 

positions itself in the years ahead because we cannot expect any positivity form New 

Delhi. It is hell bent to create more problems for Pakistan through Afghanistan as was 

mentioned earlier. So Pakistan has to keep all its options open and one thing which I will 

always suggest to my government is that never say war is not an option between Pakistan 

and India. This argument may have, you know may have sounded legitimate and justified 

but in the obtaining circumstances I do not see and agree for any room for making such 

statements that war is not an option between Pakistan and India. Keep building our 

capacity especially in the context of our full spectrum deterrence. That will be the key as 

to how we deter India from taking any irresponsible move against Pakistan. 

So these are some possibilities. But I do not see Pakistan-India being on any formal 

security regime for South Asia. Thank you very much.  
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Professor Dr. Zafar Nawaz Jaspal, School of Politics & IR, Quaid-e-Azam University, 

Islamabad.  

Topic: Modi’s Strategic Vision: Implications for the Region. 

Indeed it’s a great pleasure to be a part of this discourse. After listening to the previous 

presentations, especially Ambassadors, what we have identified, that the things are being 

transformed for the region at the edge of something more complexity, ambiguity. Having 

said this, I have constructed my talk on around the three questions. So I will try to answer 

these three questions. So that we are aware that whatever is happening at global and 

regional level, how   Modi is contributing it or will be going to contribute in it.  

So my first question is what are the constructs of Modi’s strategic vision? Second is, is he 

pursuing it in letter and spirit or mere rhetorically? How it impacts the region? The most 

important thing in this context is if we see and examine the policies of Prime minister 

Modi since 2014, what we can conclude is that inspirations of Prime Minister Modi in 

personifying the country as a great power under mythological enforcers has been shaping 

the very nature of India’s strategic role. And as you all know, when we talk about this kind 

of great power, one liner, about the great powers is that they, for the sake of their 

interests, they aggressively uses threat of force or actual use of force. So if we have this 

understanding, we find that India’s Prime Minister and his associates are looking India 

within that context. 

We have also to take into the account that the transformation taking place within there. 

So when we focus on the Prime Minister Modi’s party, what we find that his political party 

and Indian media have been propagating that Modi’s national security approach is 

without fetters, to muster the support of Hindu nationalists. The advantage of such 

doctrine is that there is no other focus except his deeply embedded patriotism and the 

awareness that for India to become a great power, a secure environment, both internal 

and external, is an absolute must. Now the same thing we find, and that is why it’s very 

alarming for us is, if you see the BJP manifesto, manifesto which was released in 2019, 

prior to general elections. By launching the manifesto, what it states, nationalism, Prime 

Minister Narendar Modi said, nationalism is our inspiration. And if we focus on the BJP 

nationalism of the Prime Minster Modi’s nationalism, we find Hindu nationalism and 

Hindutva ideology that in combination presents political Hinduism. The political 

Hinduism is the philosophical bedrock of current Indian, you can say, entire ruling elite. 

And that is why it is alarming. 

Within the regional context, we cannot ignore that the BJP or Modi government’s 

association with the RSS or Sangh parivar. So if we are focusing on these, you can say 

forces within India, how they are influencing, or what we can conclude out of it, we see 

more muscular military stance has been the guarantor of India’s security. Nationalistic 

forces for the domestic harmony it is different. But if they are using muscular military 

posture, or in their strategic region, giving it a priority, then naturally, regional as well as 

global actors need to be worried. So in this context, when we are focusing on Modi’s and 

his political party and his associates’ nationalism, which is muscular rather soft and it 

stresses upon the national security, what we can say it is rooted in the ideological 

framework of Hindutva that creates the position for the BJP as Deshbhakt which is 
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nationalist. This is very important, deshbhakt. And the rest, those stated as desh darohi 

that means anti-national. This is division we have been finding in India as well as it has 

been happening within the Indian setup, how it is going to affect the region’s strategic 

environment. And if you see the same party’s manifesto, and on which Prime Minister 

Modi has been working in the last one and the half years after his after his first term in 

the office. The manifesto’s first section promised strengthening of armed forces, self-

reliance on the defense sector, and the welfare of the soldiers and enforcing the broader 

security. So Hyperrealism and Hindu nationalism, Hindutva in the Indian polity that is 

going to guide India’s foreign and strategic policy.  

In this case, when we are focusing of this combination of all these kind of things, what we 

find, for example, there is an Indian scholar, Haul Sagar, he said, The Hindu nationalism, 

driven by impulsive pride and shame. Pride is what they consider important for Indian 

civilization and shame by its subjugation by Muslim and British invaders and at the 

continuing week response to security threats. This political philosophy, which you can 

very much say is contributing to the Prime Minister’s vision as well as government’s 

strategic vision which is very much centralized. two senior decorated former diplomats 

confirm it that within India today, it is not the South block which is in Delhi controlling 

the foreign policy but it’s a centralized group of people, led by outsiders Ajit Doval who is 

the national security advisor, that kind of forces have been recruiting it.  

So in a very simplistic manner, if you have to look at a strategic way of the vision of India 

and Prime Minister Modi, trying to map what is going to happen through it, what you will 

find that in International Relations theoretical framework, as student of International 

Relations we say that currently the offensive realism is that what is shaping Modi’s 

strategic region. Offensive realism advocates maximizing relative power with the 

ultimate aim of becoming the most potent power. That is a hegemon. Offensive realism is 

also akin to Hindu hyper realistic thought originating from the classic Arth Shastar 

authored by Chankia Kutyara. So Kutyara recommended that international nations 

always conducted with an eye to territorial aggrandizement, increasing influence, wealth 

and power of the state and attaining predominance.  

All these factors, four factors, you will find today in the India’s foreign and strategic policy, 

or in the pursuance of the Prime Minister Modi that what they are trying, they are trying 

to capture the territories, interfering in other States. In order to increase their power and 

in order to establish their rate within the region. 

 At the same time, in order to pursue, which is not only dangerous for the South Asia, but 

Southern Asia as well as for the global politics, that is that the Modi government seems to 

be in a mood to put on display it’s growing military power not only again regional actors, 

like regional neighbors you can say Pakistan and China, but even beyond. And this is a 

problem that is why American National Security Strategy which was released in 

December 2017 says that India has a role to play in South Asia, Indian Ocean and beyond.  

So, if you see and read the Prime Minister Modi’s speeches which have been documented, 

what you will find is that he has been repeating the application and execution of jaw for 

tooth strategy to punish the neighboring countries. And that is why, he has been 
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modernizing his military capacities and as a result, if you find, we find a new kind of 

strategic competition has been taking place in the region.  

Six years back Raja Mohan, an Indian foreign policy expert in his book released in 2014 

said that Modi’s vision is expanding India’s sphere of influence and fundamentally re-

invigorating India’s foreign policy, finally shedding many of the customs and traditions 

that have previously hobbled the India’s foreign policy choices. Practically what Prime 

Minister Modi did, he distanced from what we call it India’s non-alignment doctrine. After 

distancing from the non-alignment, he started to focus on the move with Americans, you 

can find the chauvinist ideas in the foreign relations policy.  

This kind of vision is also reflective in India’s economic strategy. And here I am saying 

because the western powers and our other friendly States in the other regions of the 

world. They think India is a big market and they treat India or deal with Modi that it is a 

hope for their economic prosperity. They have to not forget what Prime Minister Modi 

said. He said on May 12th 2020, a few months back, Modi said that he has vision of self-

reliance in India. What was his self-reliant India? He said to engage the world, but 

dedicated to using domestic resources to meet domestic needs. And as a student of 

International Relations, we all know what it is this reflecting. It means mercantilist 

approach rather than neo-liberalist economic approach. That means in Modi’s vision of 

India’s economic future differs from New Delhi’s commitment of liberal global 

integration, which has been very articulately projected by the Indian previous regimes in 

the last three decades. That’s the reason that Prime Minister Modi has been objecting BRI, 

he has been trying to establish net security provided there and here comes another 

example in order to qualify this point.  

As you all know that Prime Minister Modi has transformed the look east policy into act 

east. What is the difference? What are the prompts of the act east policy? There are two 

prongs to act on this policy. One is existing commercial ties but also included a security 

component. Now when we are talking about the security dimensions in this context, what 

is that? Its security dimensions stems inconceivable impart of the governments concerns 

about China’s growing presence in the region. It’s imperative, it’s more militaristic rather 

than economic. So in this context what we find is that it is something where he is looking 

a grand strategy or grand design. Their grand design is of deploying or using in order to 

what is India’s national strategy? It is to deploy its political, economic, diplomatic and 

military tool to accomplish India’s strategic vision. 

So under the leadership of Prime Minister Modi, we find it that he is going to utilize hard 

power to get desired outcome. Here is a shift, and shift which I want to submit to you is 

that before 2014, you are seeing India’s big challenge or rising of soft power image. But 

today it has gone and now it is hard power. Even if you see in the Bihar elections, recent 

a few days back in which Modi won. The major debate in the Bihar election was based on 

the national agendas, threat from the external side, what is happening in their militaristic 

buildup of the armed forces, rather than on COVID or other such kind of things.  

So my final talk in this context will be what are the implications? If we can focus on the 

implications, we have to take into India’s military doctrine change has been 

revolutionary, something which is transforming in a rapid way driven by it’s great power 
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inspiration in order to counterbalance China and dominate, which you say, being a 

hegemon in the region.  

Consequently, Indian military system has been gradually expanding in size creating new 

agencies, commands and positions which will be going to create a power transition in the 

strategic environment of South Asia as well as you can say Asia-Pacific if I can use from 

there foreign policy documents terminology and in the rest of the world it will be having 

severe consequences.  

So what I can say in such kind of a situation, there are three very quick interlinked 

developments. Interlinked in the way that this power expansion is going to transform 

India’s own power, impacting or denting the strategic equilibrium in the region, as well 

as in the neighborhood. And if there is an imbalance of power, one cannot rule out the 

probability of the preventive warfare.  

So the regional powers have to take into the account in this context, though Americans 

have been supportive to it that what is going to happen. India’s or Modi’s strategic vision, 

such as using its military power in order to pursue its interests with the region as well as 

in other regions. That is why you have heard such kind of thinking like surgical strike, 

blue water navy, net security provider, and all these kinds of things together. So this 

region is very much vulnerable to the aspirations of the Prime Minister Modi or his vision 

which is very much based on the concept of the offensive realism and in ideological 

paradigm Hindutva. Thank you very much.   
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Mr. Sadullo Rasulov, Head of Department, Institute for Strategic & Regional Studies 

under the President of Republic of Uzbekistan 

Topic: Uzbekistan’s Contribution in Strengthening Regional Security via SCO 

Platform. 

Dear participants, ladies and gentlemen, first of all, let me express my gratitude for the 

organizers of this event for inviting our institute. It is truly an honor for me to be part of 

this team, discussing emerging regional structure in the backdrop of rising Asia. Indeed, 

today we are witnessing creation of a new structure of the future world order in which 

Asia will play key role.  

As it was mentioned earlier, there are many factors that will define the future of Asia. 

They are Belt & Road Initiative, formation of port situation in Afghanistan, future of Iran, 

great power competition and India-China rivalry etc. We all know that this is a very 

complex process, on the one hand, and on the same time, it gives us opportunity to change 

configuration of relations between our countries. In fact, we have a unique chance to 

reconnect intermodal of the past. 

Dear Colleagues,  

Today I will speak about the contribution of Uzbekistan to the regional security, including 

via Shanghai Cooperation Organization. We know that in 2016, President of Uzbekistan 

introduced new regional policy. It is aimed at the creation of favorable political 

atmosphere in Central Asia. Building constructive and mutually beneficial relations 

between the countries of the region and introducing Central Asia as a single region in the 

world arena. 

As a result, we can now see absolutely new political situation in Central Asia that created 

the opportunity of expanding interaction and using untapped potential in trade between 

countries of our region and the world. This is one of the main contribution of Uzbekistan 

to the regional security.  

I wanted to mention that our country is paying great importance to increasing the 

cooperation between partner States in the framework of international organization 

including UN, OIC, SCO etc. One of the main priorities of Uzbekistan’s foreign policy in the 

framework of SCO is regional security. During his speech in SCO annual regional summit, 

President of Republic of  

Uzbekistan started that SCO is at a fundamentally new stage of it’s development. The 

more important is that strengthening the Shanghai spirit in a unique event of multilateral 

cooperation which is our common heritage, and express our desire to join development, 

respect for the diversity of our cultures. President of Uzbekistan emphasized that SCO is 

strong only when each member of the organization is strong. Our President also stressed 

that the main condition for ensuring security and sustainable development in Eurasia is 

a demonstration of mutual support and joint search for compromises on key issues in the 

SCO platform.  

Now I wanted to tell about the initiatives of Uzbekistan put forward during the summit 

of SCO. Taking into account the importance of expanding joint response to the new 
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challenges and threats to the SCO countries during the pandemic, Uzbekistan welcomed 

at the summit, the comprehensive plan of joint measures to counter the threat of 

epidemics, in order to show it’s practical implementation, we proposed to establish an 

information exchange against the threat of spread of infectious disease. Effective 

interaction between specialized clinics of the SCO countries is proposed to create 

network of medical professionals to combat these diseases. Within the framework of this 

network, SCO can implement mutual beneficial projects in exchanging experience in the 

field of diagnostics, prevention and treatment of disease, organizing training and 

activities of joint cooperation of doctors. In all these areas, we are proposing to intensify 

mutual beneficial cooperation, not only with SCO member states, but with observer States 

and dialogue partners and other international organizations.  

As we know that Uzbekistan has been a main advocate of SCO and delivers speeches in 

SCO about Afghanistan. We positive asses the role an place of SCO in resolving crisis in 

Afghanistan. Peace in Afghanistan is a main element in regional security, not only in not 

only South Asia but in Central Asia. This is why we think that today, it is important not to 

miss the historic chance to achieve long awaited peace in Afghanistan. Security and peace 

in Afghanistan, in this country should be used as an important element of stability and 

economic prosperity for entire region of SCO. In this regard, Uzbekistan stands for all its 

possible development with an option of plan of practical measures to promote social and 

economic reconstruction of Afghanistan within the framework of SCO-Afghanistan 

contact group. The proposed imitative will give a new dynamic to the involvement of 

Afghanistan and process of regional cooperation in Central Asia.  Strengthened economic 

cooperation and activities of the contact group to bring closer the positions of all SCO 

countries, partners, in the, and observe states, in the implementation of main socio-

economic projects in Afghanistan.  

New perspectives for all SCO countries can also open up transit corridors and other 

initiatives which will help to restore Afghanistan to its historic role connecting bridge 

between Central and South Asia. In this regard, our President proposed to discuss other 

issues of security and stability in April 2021 in Tashkent in an international conference, 

Central and South Asia, regional inter-connectedness, challenges and opportunity.  

We are organizing this event in next year; I think it will give good opportunity to discuss 

not only Afghanistan, but whole regional issues that will pay the security and stable 

development of our region. And we also proposed new initiatives about SCO itself. Today 

the SCO plays an important role in consolidating the efforts of countries to ensure 

sustainable development of environment. In this regard, Uzbekistan asked to support the 

initiatives of Uzbekistan on adoption of UN General Assembly resolutions to declaring 

this region as a zone of environmental innovation and technology as well as on 

establishing international day for protection and restoration of ecological system. 

As we know that climate change is, we view climate change as a threat to our life, to the 

future. That is why we are proposing this kind of initiative in the platform of SCO. 

Uzbekistan also proposed to halt international conflict on the role of SCO and modern 

international relations next year at the eve of 20th anniversary of establishment of SCO.  
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We believe that Shanghai Cooperation Organization, for the last 19 years showed itself as 

an organization that would probably provide good platform for the security and future of 

the new structure of the new world order. 

This was the highlights of my speech. Thank you very much for your attention. I will be 

ready for questions and answers. Thank you.  
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Dr. Khurram Iqbal, Head of IR Department, National Defense University, 

Islamabad.  

Topic: Co-operative Regional Mechanism to address the Non-Traditional Security 

Challenges in Future. 

Let me touch upon the historical side of this debate on the rise of Asia and in doing so I 

will try to link it with the topic assigned to me that is the likelihood of regional 

cooperative mechanism to deal with non-traditional security threats. I will argue that 

even evidences from the history, they support the argument put forth by Ambassador 

Riaz Khokhar, Ambassador Abdul Basit and Professor Zafar Nawaz Jaspal that possibility 

of any regional security arrangement, any regional cooperative mechanisms to deal with 

traditional and non-traditional security threats is quite slim. Mainly because of 

prevalence of an offensive realist mindset in the Indian strategic decision making 

community, that reflects itself in Hindutva package and ideology. 

To further elaborate my argument, let me start with the very title of this conference that 

denotes one theme that is, rise of Asia. Let us first be clear and get it straight that Asia is 

resurging, it’s not rising. Resurgence denotes reclaiming the lost glory and stature. While 

rising means something new and unprecedented. The energy and potential that we see in 

Asia at the moment it’s not unprecedented. We have seen only 500 years ago, Mughal 

India and main China. They contributed approximately to the global economy and they 

basically form almost the same portion of world’s consumer base. So what we saw 500 

years ago, that the wealth, rising from Asia, it flew across sea lanes, and caravan routes 

and it basically reinvigorated the market economy across the globe and there were two 

major engines of this global growth, both belonging to Asia. The Ming dynasty’s economy 

in China which was largest in the world at that time and Mughal India that produced, its 

share of the world economy was 23%. And then came the Europeans from the ashes of 

the dark ages. And they also carried with themselves the self-imposed burden of civilizing 

Asia, a continent which had served as cradle of civilizations since time immemorial. So 

what actually gave the Europeans advantage over Asians? It was their newly acquired 

advantage in the sea that basically enabled them to project power globally, and control 

the sea lanes of communication that had enable Asian civilizations, basically to serve as 

the engine for growth for more than a millennia.  

So when the Europeans came to this region called Asia, they raised this slogan No Land 

but Trade and then they ended up colonizing the whole Asia, an era which is rightly and 

aptly termed as the era of darkness by Shashi Tharoor. I will argue that there wealth and 

resources, looted which were taken from Asia that continued to fuel economic growth in 

Europe till date. And if it was not for the wealth and resources, plundered from the Asia, 

European ascendance to power was impossible.  

So when European came to this part of the world, they hardly had anything to sell, but 

opium and refusal to buy opium could result in devastating wars as we saw in 1840, when 

China lost the first opium war and it had to sign humiliating treaties, handing over a 

number of its ports and cities to the British Empire. And interestingly, whenever the 

European colonial powers raised wars for their own imperial agenda, they made sure that 

men and material should come from Asia.  
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So we have seen how recruitment from Asia, especially subcontinent, and grain export 

during the war times, how they led to widespread causalities among the natives of this 

land and it resulted in number of famines, especially in 1943 in Bengal which claimed 

more than 3 million natives of this place called Indian subcontinent. Then after Second 

World War, Europeans were forced to leave and to decolonize. But before decolonizing 

they fixed time bombs in the forms of unresolved territorial disputes and ethnic tensions 

which continue to serve as the biggest hurdle in realizing Asian century. Whether it’s 

Palestine, Kashmir, Tamil Eelum, Hong Kong, the seeds of discord was sown during the 

British colonial regimes. And these discords have given birth to some of the most 

imminent non-traditional security threat that we confront today and that includes three 

evil forces of extremism, separatism and terrorism and these three evil forces they 

continue to hinder peace, economic development and Intra-Asian cohesion.  

So now, how to deal with these problems which basically are rooted in the colonial 

legacy? Do we expect extra regional powers to come and help us to sort out Kashmir, to 

sort out the issue of Tamil Eelum. Will they do that? Well, we are witness that Sri Lankan 

government in the past, whenever they were at the verge of decisive victory over 

Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelum, Europeans would come and they would force the Sri 

Lankan government to go for a deal. And whenever there was a ceasefire, there was 

enough time for the LLT to recuperate and strike back at the time of its own choosing.  

Same is happening in case of Kashmir, there have been number of UN resolutions that are 

pending implementation. But on ground, Modi is bent on changing the ground realities. 

So I would argue that extra regional actors, they certainly do not have any stake in 

resolving the non-traditional conflicts especially extremism and terrorism in South Asian 

region. They would certainly like to fish in Asia’s troubled waters because it complements 

the global agenda that especially United States of American has set forth for itself. And 

that is not to counter terrorism, counter extremism or to eliminate poverty. They have 

clearly stated that it is to counter rising China. And more ethnic tensions are there in 

South Asia, more territorial disputes are there in Asia, it would complement US global 

agenda and unfortunately at the moment, India has become the most important pawn of 

America’s grand strategy in Asia-Pacific and that is to damage intra-Asian cohesion that 

is basically hindering the realization of Asian century as well. 

So what’s the way forward? Off course we have to look inward. When we have to look 

inward, we have to for regional, co operational mechanism to work, to evolve, it is first 

very important to create an environment which is conducive for such initiatives. And to 

do that, you first need to forge economic interdependence, you go for regional 

connectivity, and you go for a complex interdependence between the competing states 

which ultimately leads to cooperative regional mechanisms.  
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ANNEXURE 5: PRESS RELEASE     
 

Pakistan cannot have a strategic partnership with U.S anymore because of their 
demands of pulling strings on relations with China: Shireen Mazari 

-U.S wants Indian hegemony in the region and Pakistan cannot accept it 

Dr. Farid Shafiyev appreciates Pakistan’s role in helping Azerbaijan in Nagorno-
Karabakh conflict 

Mr. Sadullo Rasulov stresses that conditions for security in Central Asia is that joint 
support and collaboration between countries in the region should be established 

ISLAMABAD, November 16:  Center for Global & Strategic Studies (CGSS), Islamabad 
organized an online international conference on the topic of “Emergence of Regional 
Security Structure in the Backdrop of Rising Asia” on Monday. This session was aimed to 
discuss various issues and topics related to security challenges and issues which have 
been raised in Asia and how a new regional security system is emerging with the rise of 
Asia.  

Ms. Minahil Shawal Afridi, Research Executive, CGSS welcomed all the esteemed panelists 
in the conference and gave a brief overview of the purpose for holding this International 
Online Conference. 

Dr. Shireen Mazari, Federal Minister for Human Rights, Government of Pakistan 
emphasized that since Pakistan has three nuclear armed States in its vicinity, Pakistan 
needs to revise its policies and ties with the US. She further said that relentless pursuit of 
nuclear technology by India is a danger for the region and gives India combat cloud 
capacity. Post 9/11, Pakistan’s external threats became more acute especially in the form 
of Afghan war and India and US are creating threats by their strategic alliance for China 
and this region at large.  

In the end, she gave her observation that Pakistan cannot have a strategic partnership 
with US anymore because of their demands of pulling strings on relations with China and 
US-India military cooperation. US wants Indian hegemony in the region and Pakistan 
cannot accept it. Pakistan needs to have a reality check of our relations with US. 
Reassessment of security threats for Pakistan.  

Ambassador Riaz Hussain Khokhar, Former Foreign Secretary of Pakistan spoke about 
relations between Pakistan, China and India.  

He gave his opinion that relations between Pakistan and China are deep-rooted and many 
prominent Pakistani and Chinese presidents in the past have put their efforts to expand 
this relationship. However, India China relations have been tumultuous because India 
thinks it is a rival of China in this region.  

He warned the audience that Indian threats to Pakistan are real. US policy of containment 
of Central and South Asia is to shrink Chinese, Iranian and perhaps Pakistani presence in 
this region by backing India. India is also misusing Afghanistan against Pakistan for many 
years now.  
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Pakistan should rely on its strength and should eliminate threats against it with the help 
of unwavering Chinese support. 

Dr. Farid Shafiyev, Chairman of Center of Analysis of International Relations, Baku, 
Azerbaijan. The esteemed panelist highlighted and appreciated Pakistan’s role in helping 
Azerbaijan in Nagorno-Karabakh conflict and discussed prospects of projects between 
Azerbaijan and other regional countries including Pakistan. 

He also suggested that, to improve regional stability in the region, Pakistan, Afghanistan, 
and other countries should engage in joint projects for mutual development. 

Ambassador Abdul Basit, Former High Commissioner of Pakistan to India, highlighted 
Pakistan’s past effort for nuclear deterrence in the region and how India showed cold 
shoulder towards these peaceful efforts. He also emphasized that Pakistan should not shy 
away from using its capabilities to secure itself from regional threats against it.  

Dr. Zafar Nawaz Jaspal, School of Politics and IR, Quaid-e-Azam University, Islamabad 
discussed how India’s foreign policy of non-alignment has been tarnished by BJP’s 
expansionist policies in the region. He gave a glimpse of implications of how volatile 
power transition in India can change this region. 

Mr. Sadullo Rasulov, Head of Department, Institute of Strategic & Regional Studies under 
the President of Republic of Uzbekistan stressed that conditions for security and 
sustainability in Central Asia is that joint support and collaboration between countries in 
the region should be established. He highlighted how his government under Uzbek 
President Shavkat Mirziyoyev has taken concrete steps in this regard under SCO-Afghan 
collaboration initiative.  

Dr. Khurram Iqbal Head of International Relations department, National Defence 
University, Islamabad highlighted historical pattern of how European countries exploited 
this region. He discussed how seeds of discord were sown by English colonialism in this 
region in the form of regional disputes while their withdrawal from this area became 
imminent. His thought-provoking analysis of alarming instability in this region due to 
extremist government policies in India and US India collaboration for undermining 
security threats in this region also answered many questions regarding this topic.  

This online international conference was attended by 50 participants including students 
and experts from international relations and other diverse fields and was also viewed live 
on Facebook by a large audience.  
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ANNEXURE 6: MEDIA COVERAGE (National & International Media)      

a. Daily Islamabad Post 
https://islamabadpost.com.pk/relentless-pursuit-of-nuclear-tech-by-india-
a-danger-for-region-mazari/  
 

b. National Herlad Tribune 
https://dailynht.com/epaper/main.php?action=epaper&id=main&page=6&dt=f
iles 
 

c. Centreline 
https://centreline.com.pk/2020/11/16/relentless-pursuit-of-nuclear-tech-
by-india-a-danger-for-region-mazari/  
 

d. Diplomatic News Agency 
https://dnanews.com.pk/relentless-pursuit-nuclear-tech-india-danger-
region-mazari/  
 

e. Pakistan Economic Net 
https://pakistaneconomicnet.com/story/14578/  
 

f. Dispatch News Desk 
https://dnd.com.pk/pakistan-cannot-accept-indian-hegemony-in-south-
asia-shireen-mazari/204226  
 

g. The Daily Mail International 
http://dailymailnews.pk/2020/11/17/cgss-holds-intl-conference-on-
emergence-of-regional-security-in-asia/  
 

h. Daily Spokesman 
https://dailyspokesman.net/2020/11/17/international-conference-on-
emerging-regional-security-structure-in-the-backdrop-of-rising-asia/  
 

i. Azvision.az (Azerbaijan News Agency)  
https://en.azvision.az/news/135065/news.html  
 

https://islamabadpost.com.pk/relentless-pursuit-of-nuclear-tech-by-india-a-danger-for-region-mazari/
https://islamabadpost.com.pk/relentless-pursuit-of-nuclear-tech-by-india-a-danger-for-region-mazari/
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