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Dr. Volgy

The Islamic Republic of Pakistan

1)  What seem to be the major foreign policy goals, interests, and objectives of your group?  Why?  Are there any particular domestic problems in your nation with strong implications for your foreign policy objectives and interests?

Pakistan’s foreign policy has, for decades, revolved around its desire to attain outside security to help defend itself against what it perceives to be a strong Indian threat. Because of Pakistan’s limited size and resources, it has sought to have diversity in its alliances in order to maintain balance in South Asia. Since the beginning of the Cold War, Pakistan has established alliances with the China, the United States, the former Soviet Union, and various Middle Eastern countries. Pakistan has used these alliances to strengthen its position in the region and provide a stronger deterrent to India, which it feuds with over the Kashmir region that borders the two nations.


The Kashmir region that borders both Pakistan and India is comprised of a population that has a Muslim majority. However, under Indian control, the region is subject to Hindu rule. Between 1949 and 1971, Kashmir was divided by a United Nations imposed line and a U.N. Security Council resolution in 1949 called for a plebiscite under U.N. authority to decide the issue. India, however, refused to hold the plebiscite and the dispute continued until the Indo-Pakistani war in 1971. While Indian military intervention in 1971 was in support of eastern Pakistani secessionist forces, fighting still occurred in the disputed Kashmir territory in western Pakistan. The Simla Agreement, which ended the 1971 war, re-defined the cease-fire line in Kashmir and brought temporary peace to the area. However, India’s subsequent accelerated nuclear development program in the 1970s again raised Pakistani fears about the strength of its belligerent neighbor and caused Pakistan to seek allies to strengthen its position in the region.


One significant ally in the latter years of the Cold War proved to be China. A positive relationship between Pakistan and China had existed since 1950 when Pakistan was the first Muslim country and just the third non-communist nation to recognize the People’s Republic. In the 1970s, China opposed India’s nuclear development program and reached an agreement for China to supply nuclear reactors to Pakistan. China has been Pakistan’s strongest ally in the region, as they have sided diplomatically with Pakistan in both its 1965 and 1971 wars with India. China has also been opposed to India in the majority of India’s foreign policy actions, which made an alliance with Pakistan seem natural. Today, Pakistan’s relationship with China remains strong and is an important tool in Pakistan’s efforts to maintain balance in South Asia.


Pakistan’s relationship with the United States has had the greatest impact on its current foreign policy status in the region. After 9/11, the Pakistani government reached an agreement with the United States that would provide for Pakistani cooperation in America’s military campaign in Afghanistan. This agreement resulted in an elaborate balancing act by the Pakistani government. In Pakistan, the military holds significant clout in the government because of the nature that the current leader took power. In October 1999, General Perez Musharraf took control of the Pakistani government through a coup. The lack of a legitimized, democratically elected leader gives the military more power within the government because they have the power to remove the leader if they do not approve of Musharraf’s policies. In turn, the military has strong ties with the Taliban because of their Islamist connections. Critics of Pakistan’s policy towards the Taliban argue that this is not because the Pakistani military sympathizes with the Islamist Taliban, but because they are protecting themselves in the event that some of their important allies, namely the United States, should abandon them.


These developments in Pakistani policy towards the conflict in Afghanistan have led U.S. officials to become upset and claim that the Pakistani government is not acting aggressively enough towards the Taliban. Because of this, the Bush administration (along with forces inside Pakistan) has begun applying pressure towards the government in Pakistan to hold democratic elections in order to give the government more legitimacy and allow it to act more freely from the military. The resulting National Reconciliation Ordinance 2007 was signed by Masharraf and represented a deal brokered by the Pakistani leader in order for him to keep the presidency. In exchange, Musharraf would both resign his post as chief of the army staff and grant amnesty to former Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto, her family, and her advisors, ending an eight year self-imposed exile. Bhutto will lead the People’s Party of Pakistan in the Parliamentary elections in 2008 and is likely to become the next Prime Minister.


Upon Bhutto’s return to Pakistan, an attempt on her life was made by two suicide bombers, resulting in 140 deaths.  This assassination attempt follows threats made by the Taliban that they would kill Bhutto if the moderate were to in fact return to Pakistan. Bhutto represents a much more moderate alternative to Musharraf, who led the military and was an Islamist sympathizer. Should Bhutto regain her title of Prime Minister, it is likely that the Bush administration would shift support from Musharraf to Bhutto’s party in the hope that a more moderate leader would result in a harder stance toward the Taliban in Pakistan and Afghanistan.


Finally, India’s current support of Afghanistan in the form of aid has raised suspicion in Pakistan of an Afghan-Indian alliance against the Pakistanis. India argues that a stable Afghanistan will only help the entire region by fostering balance and stability in South Asia. Pakistan’s mistrust of India, along with its desire to have Muslim leadership in Afghanistan, has caused the government of Pakistan to vehemently oppose significant Hindu-led Indian aid and support in Afghanistan.

2) Which other nations and groups seem to be your most important “friends,” “enemies”?  Why?
India as Enemy
Pakistan has had a rough and complicated history with neighboring India.  The long-running dispute over the area of Kashmir resulted in wars in 1947 and 1965.  It was during the Indo-Pakistani war of 1947, where the boundaries were established with Pakistan having about one third of Kashmir and India about two thirds.  The Indo-Pakistani War of 1965 began with a Pakistani attempt to seize the rest of Kashmir.  Both of these wars resulted in stalemates and UN-Negotiated ceasefires.  A “de facto” jurisdiction over the western parts of the Kashmir region is exercised by Pakistan.  This region is separated in two political entities, Azad Kshmir and the Northern Areas, which are also claimed by India as belonging to their territory.  Pakistan also claims that the Indian administered portion of Kashmir (Jammu and Kashmir) belongs to their territory.  Pakistan claims that Kashmir is culturally and religiously aligned with Pakistan since Kashmir is a predominantly Muslim region.  On the other side, India backs up its claim of the region by reminding Pakistan of Maharaja Hari Singh’s decision to give Kashmir to India during the India-Pakistan split.    
In 1971, a civil war turned into a simultaneous Indo-Pakistani war, and an Independence war for Bangladesh (back then Eastern Pakistan).  After India’s nuclear explosion of “Smiling Buddha” in 1974 and that of Pokhran-II in 1998, Pakistan decided to conduct their own nuclear weapon tests in 1998 to counterbalance those of India.  Other important events include the conflicts that have resulted in a success for India.  The state gained control of the Siachen glacier in 1984 after a low-intensity conflict.  Indian forces were able to drive away a Pakistani/Kashmir guerrilla attempt to seize portions during the Kargil War of 1999.  This help lead to a coup d’état in Pakistan by military general Pervez Musharraf.  Although the relations with India have been steadily improving following peace initiatives in 2002, Kashmir is considered by many the worlds’ most dangerous territorial disputes due to the nuclear capabilities of both states.
Afghanistan, Taliban and Terrorist Groups as Enemies
In 2005, with some UN assistance, Pakistan repatriated 2.3 million afghan refugees.  Pakistan also proposed a construction of a fence and laying of mines along its porous border.  Pakistan has sent troops into the Federally Administered Tribal Areas (FATA) to monitor and control the border with Afghanistan and to stem terrorist or other illegal activities, since some tribal leaders support the Taliban.  Pakistan has had to deploy the army in these regions to suppress the local unrest in Waziristan.
In September of this year, close to 300 Pakistani soldiers and officers have been held captive by pro-Taliban militants in a tribal region.  The militants have demanded that the military withdraw from the restive area of South Waziristan and release 15 of their men from government custody.  The capture of the soldiers was a serious setback for the Pakistani military in the tribal areas bordering Afghanistan.  As of today, South Waziristan, one of seven Pakistani tribal regions, can be considered as that has been a virtual Taliban state.  Here, the government has so little control that the military can move only with the consent of the local militants.  The captors of the soldiers seemed to be Pakistanis who are sympathetic to the Taliban and Al Qaeda.  Such is the involvement of these tribes with these terrorist networks that Al Qaeda’s top leaders, including Bin Laden and his deputy, are widely believed to be hiding somewhere in these seven tribal areas.
The insurgency in Afghanistan is a homegrown problem and stems from dissatisfaction with the Afghan government.  However, Afghanistan has often asserted that the source of the Taliban insurgency lies in training camps and religious schools in Pakistan, and that the insurgents take sanctuary there.  Relations between these two states have deteriorated over the past two years as their presidents have often repeated the same accusations.  Taliban fighters, who fled Afghanistan after the United States invasion in 2001 found in Pakistan a place to regroup. They have mounted a sustained insurgency in southern and eastern Afghanistan, in areas that were Taliban strongholds, and also have spread their influence in the tribal areas of Pakistan.  Afghanistan has for a long time accused Pakistan of harboring insurgents, and in recent months Pakistan has battled growing violence on its own soil from homegrown Islamist insurgents.  However the problems are, there is still a notion that Musharraf seeks to help Afghanistan in gaining prosperity and economic development because it sees it as beneficiary to its own country too.
United States as a Friend
In the past, Pakistan has had mixed relations with the United States especially in the early 1950s when Pakistan was the United States' “most allied ally in Asia.”  In 1991, Pakistan sent 5,000 troops to the Gulf War as part of a US led coalition.  They however, specifically sent them for the defense of Saudi Arabia.  The World Trade Center attacks in 2001 and the shortly followed War on Terrorism have seen an improvement in US–Pakistan ties, especially after Pakistan ended its support of the Taliban Regime in the Afghan capital. This was evidenced by a drastic increase in American military aid, which saw Pakistan take in $4 billion more in three years after the attacks on U.S. soil than in the three years before.  The United States plans to give $750 million in aid to Pakistan’s tribal areas over the next five years as part of a “hearts and minds” campaign to win over this lawless region from Al Qaeda and Taliban militants.  The main goal of the United States government in relation to the Federally Administered Tribal Areas is counterterrorism. 
The United States has tended to look the other way when nuclear offenders happened to be useful allies, like in the case of Pakistan.  The U.S. made little effort to shut down Pakistan’s nuclear program during the 1980’s, when the Pakistanis were valued partners in aiding Afghanistan’s insurgency against the Soviet Union.  The U.S. has thus cut a slack on Pakistan’s nuclear status.  They have also helped the administration has offered to help Pakistan impose more sophisticated controls on its nuclear program, like “physical safeguards” to lock down sites where fissile materials are kept.  The U.S. wants to make sure no terrorist organization can steal or take power of Pakistan’s nuclear weapon.
People’s Republic of China as a Friend

Pakistan maintains close economic, military and political relationships with the People’s Republic of China.  Pakistan ceded China the control of the northeastern portion of the Kashmir Area (Akasai Chin and the Trans-Karakoram Tract), a 37,555 km² area, in 1963.  India has never formally recognized the accession of the areas claimed by Pakistan and China. India claims those areas, including the one "ceded" to China by Pakistan, are a part of its territory.  India considers China its rival.  Thus, the enemy of my enemy is my friend.  For India, the end of the cold war meant a rising profile for China, a longtime antagonist and a nuclear power.  China, in turn, was helping arm Pakistan.  China was selling missiles to Pakistan during their aide to Afghanistan’s insurgency against the Soviet Union.
Probable Secret Friendship with North Korea

Pakistani’s Ghauri (Nuclear warhead) is a copy of a North Korean missile called the Nodong.  A strong suspicion of American and Indian intelligence services is that Pakistan paid for this missile in part by giving North Korea vital tidbits of information about the production and testing of nuclear explosives.  The father of the Pakistani bomb, A.Q. Khan, is known to have paid at least 13 visits to North Korea.  North Korea had bought about 20 centrifuges from Abdul Qadeer Khan, the rogue Pakistani Engineer.
There are many other states that can be considered allies or enemies of Pakistan.  However, I consider these being the most important states having interactions with Pakistan, and these being the states we might need to pay the most attention to.
3)
To what extent do the five domestic variables affect the foreign policies of your country?  To what extent do these domestic variables help in understanding the manner in which domestic problems in your nation are/or are not having an affect on your foreign policy objectives and interests?
Currently, Pakistan is dominated by internal politics. Foreign relations, as important as they are in that region of the world, have been temporarily thrown to the side as the country deals with issues of electing and keeping a new leader.
The idiosyncratic variable is high, but recently decreasing, in Pakistan.  General Musharraf obtained de facto power through a coup-de-tat in 1999.  Since this coup, he has become increasingly unpopular within Pakistan and abroad, though he is considered an ally of the United States.  Rumors constantly circulate that the CIA helped Musharraf gain power, though these stories are, at the moment, unfounded.  Musharraf’s long military career would suggest that he is a close-minded ideologue, but his decision making abilities suggest he is an open-minded waffler.  Musharraf banned teaching Islam to foreigners in his country in 2002, than partially lifted that ban in 2005.  He has claimed to seek open relationships with India, however, he was Chief of the army in 1999 (before his coup) when Pakistan sent troops into Indian-controlled Kashmir to back Kashmiri freedom fighters.  It is believed that he then pulled out the troops when he realized it was a losing cause.  He has struggled to deal with the extremist groups in the northwest of the country, and has allowed al-Qaeda to take hold around the border with Afghanistan. It is widely believed that Osama Bin Laden is hiding in this area.  Bin Laden has opposed the Musharraf regime, declaring a holy war on the army. In September of this year, militant forces in the northwest captured 300 Pakistani troops.  He has spoken before Jewish leaders regarding open dialogue between Pakistan and Israel, a strange move condemned by most Arab leaders.  In simple terms, General Musharraf cannot be counted on to
make tough decisions for the good of his country.


The role variable is small in Pakistan, but has increased very recently due to the arrival from exile of Benazir Bhutto.  Bhutto is the twice-elected Prime Minister of Pakistan, and will now reclaim that post in a power-sharing deal with Musharraf.  The role variable will increase further is Musharraf resigns his post as military leader, though this is unlikely.  Musharraf has thwarted various legal challenges to the legitimacy of his presidency.

The governmental variable in Pakistan is a small one.  Parliament does not make
many decisions regarding foreign policy, and the Constitution allows the President to dissolve the lower body of Parliament at any time.  Its competence is often questioned, both internally and externally.  The government has very little control over the actions of the militant groups in northwest Pakistan.  Musharraf has been open to influence by the United States.  Coalitions are a new thing to Musharraf, as his work with Bhutto is very much a change-of-face to his usual policy of exiling direct dissenters in Islamabad.

The societal variable is large in Pakistan.  The divergent interests of the common Pakistani and the ideologues in the northwest create dynamic public opinion.  The people generally fear both India and the United States, though they are hesitantly agreeing to closer relations with both.  The militant northwest opposes both these maneuvers, esp. closer relations with the U.S. Pakistani leaders have, in the past, been able to whip up nationalistic feelings when it comes to war with India.  As relations improve, this
nationalism subsides.

The systemic variable is also very strong.  Its status as the only Muslim
nation with nuclear weapons frightens many Westerners.  It has been accused of
providing nukes to terrorists and North Korea.  Its location on the Indian subcontinent and recurrent nightmare scenarios with India regarding Kashmir means that World War III is likely to start there.  Its long, porous border with Afghanistan has provided a power vacuum from which the Taliban and al-Qaeda have risen from.  Its status as one of the few American allies in the region has been an important factor in the wars in Iraq and
Afghanistan.

4) What range of resources do you have available to you to help pursue your foreign policy objectives, including military and economic capabilities?  How dependent are you on resources outside of your country?
Economically 

The economy of Pakistan is the 25th largest economy in the world as measured by purchasing power parity (PPP). With the world's sixth-largest population, Pakistan is developing a highly-skilled labor force with business friendly policies. Investment is getting stronger.  Pakistan's Gross Domestic Product is $475.5 billion. According to the World Bank, Pakistan is classified as a low-income economy.  This can be attributed to Pakistan’s decades of internal political disputes, previous low levels of foreign investment, and a costly, ongoing confrontation with neighboring India.  Although the country had been receiving IMF assistance, the government had difficulty meeting the conditionality of the IMF program, which was suspended in July 1999.  However, the IMF’s assistance was reassumed 2001 and since generated solid macroeconomic recovery the last five years.  Some macroeconomic reforms on 2000 have helped the country (such as privatizing the banking sector). Since 2001, poverty levels have been decreasing by 10%.  In the capital, a steadily raised development spending has been seen in recent years, including a 52% real increase in budget allocation for this fiscal year.  GDP growth has remained between the 6 and 8 percent range between 2004 and 2006.  Having improved its finances, Pakistan's government announced in 2004 that it would no longer require IMF assistance, and the assistance program ended in that year.  Regardless of such improvement, inflation remains the biggest threat to the economy, going from more than 9% in 2005 before easing to 7.9% in 2006.  
The sector in Pakistan that accounts for the greater percentage of the state’s GDP is the service sector (53.3%).  This sectors accounts manly transport, storage, communications, finance, insurance wholesale and retail trade.  The government is actually trying to promote the information and other modern service industries through incentives such as long-term tax holidays.  They are also launched an aggressive privatization of telecommunications, utilities and banking despite union unrests.

 The industrial sector is the second most important sector accounting for about 24% of the state’s GDP.  This sector is mainly formed by the two largest industries of Pakistan (the cotton textile production and apparel manufacturing).  These industries alone account for about 66% of the merchandise exports and almost 40% of the employed labor force.  Other industries in this sector include sugar, tobacco, edible oil, food processing plants, steel, cement, machinery, fertilizer, and chemicals.   There are large-scale privatizations allowed by the government.  Most recently, in 2006, reserves of copper and gold have been discovered.  The mining of this area, Balochistan’s Rekodiq, has brought about 2 billion tons of copper and 20 million ounces of gold, estimated at about $65 million.  Such mining will not only generate income for the country, but thousands of jobs. 

Now, the cost of construction in Pakistan has increased from 30 to 50% due to implementation of a new building code after the devastating 2005 Kashmir earthquake (which now requires strengthening of structures to withstand 8 or 805 magnitude earthquakes).  Thus, the price of cement has increased also by 50%, and in order to reduce the reconstruction costs the state has banned any export of cement to lower the prices.  On a foreign investment note, Dubai Ports World has announced that it will spend $10 billion to develop transport infrastructure and real estate in Pakistan along with real estate developments in Islamabad and Karachi.  In addition to that, a $43 billion deal will occur in the future to develop two island resorts in the Bundal Island and Buddo Island.  Pakistan has now become the most investment-friendly nation in South Asia.  Business regulations have been profoundly overhauled along liberal lines.  Most barriers to the flow of capital and international direct investment have been removed, helping encourage such investments.

One must forget another important source of economy, which are remittances of Pakistanis living abroad.  Pakistanis that have settled in North America and Western Europe are important sources of remittance to the state.  Let us not forget also the Pakistani workers in the oil rich Arab states have been sources of billions dollars of remittance.  Last fiscal year alone, Pakistan received $5.493 billion as workers’ remittances.  According to an IMF research, remittances are believed to account up to 4% to the state’s GDP (the equivalent of 22% of annual exports of goods and services).  Thus, I believe that although the percentage of remittances for the state is high, it is not high enough as for us to say that Pakistan is dependent on such external resources.  As we have seen, the state is mainly dependent on its own service sector and industrial sector (a total of about (77.3%) of the country’s GDP.  Thus the only external factor that might deeply affect the state would be problems with its trade partners (the EU being the single largest trading partner of Pakistan absorbing over one third of the exports in 2003) or a big decrease in investments
Military

Pakistan has the world’s 7th largest armed force as of 2007, with approximately 619,000 personnel on active duty in the military.  The total sized of the military of Pakistan, combined with the 302,000 strong paramilitary forces and the coast guard, is nearly 1 million personnel.  The military service is divided into a professional officer corps along with a greater number of enlisted personnel who perform day-to-day military operations. The Pakistani officer corps is not restricted by social class or nobility and is appointed from a variety of sources such as service academies and direct appointment from both civilian status and the enlisted ranks.  The armed forces are highly respected in civil society and the social ranks as an institution.  The Defense Day, celebrated every 6th of September, commemorates the military’s role in defense of the nation.  The Pakistani military is a completely volunteer force and has been involved in many conflicts with India.  The Military is also actively involved in contributing to the United Nations Peacekeeping efforts.  Other foreign deployments have consisted of Pakistani military personnel as advisers in many states in Africa, South Asia and Arab states African.  The Pakistani military has maintained division and brigade strength presences in some of the Arab countries during the past Arab-Israeli wars, and the first Gulf War to help the coalition.
Pakistan counts with nuclear capabilities as well as support from the United States and China.  This summer, it was discovered that Pakistan was building a third plutonium production reactor at a major nuclear weapons center, a sign of plans to increase the nation’s nuclear arsenal significantly.  Pakistan would be able to build a new generation of lighter, more powerful weapons that could be more easily launched on missiles and would have to depend less on its highly enriched uranium (currently Pakistan’s principal nuclear explosive material).  The new reactor, which had not been publicly known about, is a replica of a second heavy water reactor at Khushab.  The more powerful weapons, which use plutonium instead of highly enriched uranium would do greater damage to the large cities of its rival, India, which also possesses nuclear arms.  Pakistan also recently tested a cruise missile on which it could put a smaller, more lethal nuclear warhead.  Pakistan’s facilities at Khushab are not subject to safeguard inspections by the International Atomic Energy Agency because the nation has not signed the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty.  Pakistan had embarked on an ambitious program for civilian nuclear power that involved building new reactors by 2030.  Pakistan and India, which has also not signed the nonproliferation treaty, each have enough fissile material for more than 50 nuclear weapons, and possibly 100.  
5)  How important is ideology to your group?  How about nationalism?

There are two types of dangerous forms of nationalism present in Pakistan.  The

broadest is a high degree of Arab Nationalism.  These are the beliefs of the extremist groups in the northwest of the country.  This is a generic enemy orientation form of nationalism, though it is always teetering on specific enemy orientation.  The generic enemy is the West; the specific enemy is the United States.  These extremists are not part of the official state relations of Pakistan, but they are important to note nonetheless.  The ideas of Western influence on the Arab world have trickled through Pakistani society, much like the rest of the Arab world.  This Arab nationalism could also be viewed as
an ideology; that the entire world should be ruled under sharia law.  However, since the movement was started originally to cleanse the Muslim world of outside influence, we believe it be nationalism.  Islamic extremists certainly don’t believe that Israeli’s exist under sharia law.

The second form of nationalism, and most dangerous one, is the specific enemy
orientation of Pakistan against India.  Pakistan uses Persian symbols of pride when discussing India.  They are often at odds over Kashmir.  Thankfully, however, relations have steadily improved over the past few years between the two nuclear states, and this form of nationalism has quieted.  In 2004, a hotline was set up between their foreign secretaries, very similar to the red phone of Cold War era United States.  That same deal also brought about an extension of the ban on nuclear testing.  It is important to note, however, that relations between India and Pakistan are always improving until the next
nuclear crisis breaks out.  This could happen at any moment, and would be an incredible exogenous shock on world politics.  The crisis would likely start with one of the countries breaking the nuclear test ban.  Were this to happen, both countries would probably line up their conventional forces along the Kashmiri border.  However, any conventional war between the two could quickly escalate to a nuclear war.  Also, Kashmiri militants are constantly trying to stir up trouble.  If these actions are rumored to be supported by Pakistan, as they have been in the past, this could also lead to a build-up of tension.

6)  How actively are you involved with regional or global organizations and alliances?  Why?

Pakistan relies heavily on regional alliances for the purpose of self-preservation. As a young country, it lacks the economy, resources, and infrastructure to stand on its own against its enemies. In order to combat this, it has established alliances with China and the former Soviet countries in South Asia, along with opening relations with Southeast Asian nations in order to strengthen its own position.


Pakistan’s alliance with China has been built on both a long history of mutual support and by the fact that they possess a common enemy. Pakistan, as mentioned earlier, was the first Muslim nation to recognize the People’s Republic in 1950. Its positive relationship with China has given it a strong ally in the region and a serious deterrent to India. China has also been in opposition to India on various occasions, in part because of India’s nuclear program. When India accelerated its program in the 1970s, China supplied Pakistan with reactors to help preserve balance in the region. This is a strong alliance, as China has suffered sanctions in the past due to its unwavering support of Pakistan. In addition, Pakistan has been isolated because it was one of the very few supporters of China in the 1960s. These sacrifices for the sake of the other have remained in the memories of both nations, and have helped to keep the alliance very strong today.


Beginning in 1996, Pakistan turned to the east when it began the process of applying for full dialogue partnership in Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN). Pakistan was awarded Sectoral Dialogue Partner status in July 1997. Membership in ASEAN would mean economic cooperation with the nations of Southeast Asia, along with more free trade between the countries. A successful alliance with the ASEAN nations is vital for Pakistan’s development, as it would allow the young nation to radically improve its infrastructure and economic status. Knowing the need for such security through better relations with southeast Asia, Pakistan in 2003 began a policy of looking to eastern Asia for allies, partly in response to India’s “Look to the East” policy.


In 1992, Pakistan entered into a regional alliance with Muslim nations from the Middle East and the former Soviet Union, forming a Muslim economic bloc that connected Asia and Europe. The Economic Cooperation Organization (ECO) included Pakistan, Iran, Turkey, Afghanistan, Kazakhstan, Azerbaijan, Kyrgyzstan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan. The ECO became, geographically speaking, the largest bloc of countries in the region behind only the European Community. A major goal for Pakistan in this alliance was the stability of Afghanistan, which former Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif called “essential for political harmony and fruitful cooperation in our entire region.”
