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Current Issues in Asian Security and the United States Regional Interests
By Dr. Sohail Mahmood
The political dynamics of the region have changed drastically in the past few years. Asia faces a number of potential security threat situations, including but not limited to, WMD proliferation, North Korean, and Iranian nuclear issues, the civil war situation in Iraq, the continued threat of Al Qaeda related radical terrorism in Asia, and the US-India strategic relationship.

The foundation stone of US Asia policy is the Global War on Terror.   The new US security architecture in Asia is the direct fallout of the 9/11 terrorist incidents. In the “Axis of Evil” policy, the US continually talked about the threats posed by Iraq, Iran and North Korea. These three countries were castigated as “rogue states” that were bent on acquiring WMD. Specifically, the US pledged to prevent its enemies from threatening it with WMD.  The doctrine was actually invoked against Iraq, and the country occupied by the US in 2003. Eventually, it was the repeated public identification of states like Iraq, Iran and North Korea as presenting clear threats to American interests at home and abroad through the development of WMD and sponsorship of terrorism that gave the teeth to the new strategy. The strategic goal of the American Global War on Terror was to rid the world of rogue states seeking nuclear weapons and supporting terrorism. The US armed forces are now engaged over a wide region as never before in history. This wide engagement will have enormous implications for Asia. In addition, the spread of WMD capabilities to states like North Korea is a dangerous aspect of the contemporary situation, as it threatens regional security. 
Pakistan-US Strategic Relations

The US-Pakistan strategic relationship remains strong. Pakistan is a major ally of the US in the Global War on Terrorism. We have won global recognition for effective action against terrorism. We wish to build a long-term strategic relationship with the US. We are heartened to note that the US also desires to broaden and deepen its strategic relationship with us over the long term. We hope that in the future a stepped-up civilian nuclear cooperation between the US and Pakistan can also be established. Meanwhile, Pakistan is concerned at the new strategic relationship being gradually built between India and the US.  

The situation in the Middle East is problematic, to say the least. There have been some important positive developments in Iraq. The US continues to maintain the resolve to stay the course in Iraq, a new constitution was enacted and ratified by the Iraqis, a new provisional government was elected and then a permanent Iraqi government was formed. Finally a new Iraqi political dispensation is over the horizon. In the political process the people have participated with enthusiasm. The Iraqi armed forces continue to be transformed through the assistance of the US. Meanwhile, the size and capability of Iraqi forces has increased substantially. 
On the negative side, the violence continues unabated. The war has now entered its fourth year. More than 2,300 US soldiers have been killed. The support for the war is at its lowest level since the invasion in 2003. Many Americans and their allies are questioning the direction of the US foreign policy in the Middle East. There is increasing internal criticism as well.  For example, it has been suggested that more troops are required in Iraq than are present. The political situation in Iraq is far from rosy. Iraq seems to be heading towards a civil war. Violence is now widespread.  The popularity rating of President George Bush is at an all-time low because of the Iraq war situation. It will not be easy for the US to get out of Iraq. The war situation shall continue for the foreseeable future. Meanwhile, the US has lost considerable public support in the Muslim world because of Iraq. The Muslims consider the war as immoral, unjustifiable and a mistake. Unlike Afghanistan, Iraq has very few backers in the Islamic world. Recently the President George Bush had vowed to keep on fighting in Iraq. He had claimed that Al Qaeda made it clear that Iraq would be the central front in its war against the US and the moderate governments in the region. 
The Iranian Nuclear Case and the United States
Meanwhile, the US- Iran standoff on the Iranian nuclear program and the impasse in the United Nations Security Council are worrisome developments. The US is now threatening Iran and many are convinced that eventually it will use force to thwart Iran’s nuclear capabilities. Previously, under a 2004 agreement with Britain, France and Germany, negotiators for the EU, Iran had agreed to freeze uranium conversion, enrichment and reprocessing activities in return for economic and political rewards. The deal broke down last year and Iran started uranium conversion in August. The IAEA agreed to report the issue to the UNSC, which received a dossier on March 8, 2006. The EU and US have threatened Iran of having the UNSC clamp down sanctions on Iran, if it did not stop activity at its nuclear plant. The matter was now being deliberated in the UNSC. The US, France and Britain are seeking a UNSC statement which will call on Iran to suspend all activities. The British and French draft includes points that effectively lay the groundwork for sanctions against Iran and was aimed at removing the nuclear issue from the IAEA agenda and referring it to the UNSC.  Russia and China oppose sanctions against Iran and have indicated that the IAEA should keep the lead role in handling the issue and the UNSC’s involvement at this stage might not be prudent as it could politicize the issue more than it already has. 
The US is vehemently opposing Iran’s attempt to acquire a nuclear enrichment capacity. The US is expressing confidence that an agreement would be reached on a plan for pressuring Iran into ending its enrichment activities that could produce fuel for a nuclear weapon. The US is adopting a hard-line and rigid stance, according to some analysts, because it is seeking to mount a confrontation with Iran. Meanwhile, Iran reiterates that its nuclear program is not up for negotiation. It maintains that the West does not want it to possess nuclear technology which is its legitimate right. 
Pakistan believes that the problem can be resolved through negotiations and compromise.   Pakistan is already playing a quiet behind-the-scenes role of mediation between the US-EU and Iran. Pakistan advocates an amicable resolution of the nuclear issue within the IAEA framework through a dialogue. Pakistan is playing its role in defusing the crisis. The US has ruled out the use of force inside Iran for the time being. Also, the US does not contemplate regime change or occupation of the country. The US is well aware that such a move would be detrimental to its larger Middle East interests. . Pakistan believes that the use of force, without first exhausting all available options would be counter productive.
Other important elements of the American security architecture in Asia are: (1) The key importance of the US–Japanese security relationship; (2) The US commitment to stability on the Korean peninsula and prevention of North Korea from acquiring nuclear weapons; (3) US’s relationship with China; (4) the US support for ASEAN; (5) The long–standing US partnership with Australia and New Zealand., and (6) The new US-India strategic relationship 

The American Japanese Alliance
It is acknowledged that the American–Japanese alliance represents more than ever the backbone of the region’s security architecture. It guarantees peace and security not only for Japan but for the entire Asia Pacific area. Most regard the alliance as the second–best option in the absence of a multilateral security and defense structure as can be found in Europe. The alliance can be a possible first step toward hard multilateral institutions. By safeguarding the region’s stability the alliance could pave the way for a multilateral security structure in the Asia–Pacific region at some later stage. 
Meanwhile, the Chinese military buildup is causing growing concern in Japan. Japan-Taiwan ties are blossoming as regional rivalry grows. The Japanese view a potential Chinese takeover of Taiwan gravely. Japan has countered China with noticeable assertiveness. In November 2004, Japanese warships chased a Chinese submarine that had entered Japanese waters near Taiwan in what was widely seen as a test of Japan’s resolve in defending the strategically sensitive zone. Japan is also investing millions of dollars in a joint missile defense system with the US. Some analysts say Taiwan could become part of the system, turning into a three-way defence against Chinese missiles. Japan might join the US in responding to Chinese aggression.  
Both Japan and the US perceive China as a potentially expansionist and aggressive power and therefore the US-Japanese alliance must act as a counterweight. As Japan seeks to reassert itself in world affairs, it has made a series of unprecedented overtures toward Taiwan. This obviously causes some concern to China. Pakistan believes that any containment strategy toward China could destabilize the region.

The US commitment to stability on the Korean peninsula and prevention of North Korea from acquiring nuclear weapons 
North Korea is the only country with which the US is still at war, interrupted by an armistice since 1953. American forces are still deployed there. North Korea is on the American terrorist list, and is considered as a grave threat to the Republic of Korea. The US is deeply concerned about North Korea’s WMD related activities. The first nuclear crisis in the early 1990s ended with the 1994 Agreed Framework between the US and North Korea. Then North Korea had promised it would mothball its plutonium producing nuclear industry in return for economic, political and diplomatic benefits. That agreement unraveled after the US accused North Korea of setting up a separate scheme to produce nuclear weapons through an enriched uranium program. 
The US seeks the cooperation of China whom it suspects of assisting the North Koreans in achieving a nuclear capability in the first place. Nevertheless, the US wishes to work with China to stop nuclear proliferation and to adhere to arms control arrangements. Meanwhile, China had hosted the Six Party Talks with Japan, Russia, South Korea and the US. The last round was held in China in September 2005. North Korea promised to abandon its nuclear programs in exchange for economic assistance and security guarantees. However, the issue continues to defy a final and amicable solution. 

Pakistan wishes that the issue is resolved in an amicable manner through the continuation of the six-party talks. We also hope that these talks prove a turning point for peace in the region.
US- China Relations
The Taiwan question remains a contentious issue between China and the US. In seeking to manage the problems created by China’s claim to sovereignty over Taiwan vs. the growing claim in Taiwan to sovereign, independent status, the US has warned Beijing not to assume it would stay out of any armed conflict, and cautioned Taipei not to assume it would get into it. The principal US goal has been to maintain peace and stability between Taiwan and China until they can come to a peaceful, mutually acceptable political accommodation.  In response to the growing sense of Taiwanese identity, China has enhanced its military deterrent against a move to any formal Taiwanese independence, and the US has countered with arms sales to the island and continued enhancement of its own capabilities against a rapidly modernizing Chinese Army.  
Meanwhile, the Chinese-US relationship has come a long way since 1979 when full diplomatic relations was established. The economic relationship between China and the US is exceptionally strong and getting stronger. Today, China is a prosperous capitalist economy, rapidly converging on an American-style economic system based on free trade and entrepreneurship. Consider that the US-China annual trade is now more than $200 billion. 
There exist irritants in the US-China strategic relationship; even though both sides profess it is healthier than ever. China is pushing back against American influence in Asia, both political and military. It maintains that the US has used the excuse of counterterrorism to get into Central Asia, and is now trying to influence the entire region. In 2005, China requested an explicit timetable for the withdrawal of US-led coalition forces form Central Asia. It believes that the US is trying to enforce its vision of democracy on others in the region. The US is concerned that China may divert from its peaceful pathway and become more assertive in its foreign and security policies. It believes that a continued strong economic performance, combined with rising nationalism and confidence, could lead China to translate its economic gains into fielding an increasingly capable military. 
Pakistan believes that China’s status as a great power helps peace, security and stability in Asia. China does not have expansionist designs and has demonstrated general openness toward multilateralism. It is contributing to the ARF–driven confidence–building measures in the region. China has made progress in recent years toward settling long- standing territorial disputes with its neighbors. Remember that China had fought small wars and skirmishes with several of these countries in the past. 
US Support for the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) 

The US is concerned that China might assert itself in the region, especially in the South China Sea where there are reportedly huge oil reserves. Several countries have overlapping territorial claims in the sea. China has flexed its military muscle in the conflict zone already. America is concerned a conflict could erupt in the future with wide regional repercussions. Therefore, the US is supportive of ASEAN which is the most successful regional forum. Another positive development was the establishment of the ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF) established in 1994. Later, countries like Pakistan were also invited to join the parleys. The ARF forum has vast potential which must be better utilized.
The Long-Standing US Partnership with Australia and New Zealand
The US has a long-standing security relationship with its two Western allies in the region. Australia and New Zealand are supporting the US-led Global War on Terrorism. Both countries are members of the ANZUS alliance, which brings them together with the US. This alliance is the cornerstone of both New Zealand’s and Australia's defence and foreign policies. Whilst New Zealand no longer participates to any extent in ANZUS, the agreement was invoked by Australia in 2001 in response to the terrorist attacks on the US. Australia is making a contribution to the rehabilitation and reconstruction of Iraq since 2003. Working with the Iraqi Government, the Australia military continues to contribute to Multinational Force efforts to develop a secure and stable environment in Iraq and assist national recovery programs. The relationship of the US with these two countries remains strong. 
The Rise of China as a Global Power?
The economic development of China has been phenomenal in the past twenty years or so. No nation has developed so fast in the entire history of mankind. Such is the economic growth that if current trends continue the Chinese economy will soon become one of the strongest economies of the world. The military power of China is also steadily growing. China boosted its military spending by 15% this year. China’s modernization of its military capability is inevitable. China pursues economic progress as part of its strategy to build comprehensive national power. It has established a goal of doubling by 2010 the size of its economy in 2000 and raising GDP per capita from $1,250 in 2004 to roughly $3,400 by 2049. 
China is modernizing its military forces emphasizing preparations to fight and win short-duration, high-intensity conflicts along its periphery. Over the past decade, Russia and Israel have been China's primary foreign sources of weapon systems and military technology. China continues to invest heavily in its military, particularly in programs designed to improve power projection. Current trends in China's military modernization could provide it with a force capable of prosecuting a range of military operations in Asia. 
Since the early 1990s, China has steadily increased resources for the defense sector. The defense sector received up to $90 billion in 2005, making China the third largest defense spender in the world after the US and Russia, and the largest in Asia. The US estimates that China’s defense budget could rise three-fold or greater by 2025. China is qualitatively and quantitatively improving its strategic missile force. This could provide it with a credible, survivable nuclear deterrent and counterstrike capability. China is fielding more missiles capable of targeting India, Russia, virtually all of the Asia-Pacific theater as far south as Australia and New Zealand. China maintains a small strategic arsenal. Its stated nuclear weapons doctrine remains one of "no first use." China currently is capable of targeting its nuclear forces throughout the region and most of the world, including the US. Newer systems, such as the DF-31 and DF-31A, will give China a more survivable nuclear force.  

Today's China implements a friendly, peaceful foreign policy, which stresses good-neighborly relations and peaceful coexistence. Internally, it strives to build a harmonious society and actively promotes the cause of peaceful reunification of the nation. Upholding peace and regarding peace as precious, this is not only the China's political commitment, but also result of the traditions of the Chinese civilization. 

China has become more active in the global arena, deploying its growing political and economic weight to increase its influence not only regionally but globally. As China's energy and resource needs grow, it desires to build special economic relationships in the Middle East, Africa, and Latin America. China has expanded upon the successful conclusion in 2003 of the China-ASEAN Joint Declaration of a Strategic Partnership for Peace and Prosperity. This was the first such agreement China has ever concluded with a regional organization. In 2004, China became the first non-ASEAN country to sign the memorandum of understanding with ASEAN on Cooperation in the Field of Non-Traditional Security Issues and endorsing the ASEAN Code of Conduct for the South China Sea.  Today China maintains active diplomacy, including military relations, with most ASEAN member states. It is pursuing a policy of engagement designed to bring together the whole region. China is also pursuing a strategy of ‘diplomatic diversification’ that has achieved better relations with Europe, South Asia, and South East Asian states. All this is aimed to provide a more favorable setting for its economic development and political stability.  

Chinese moves are based on the belief that the Asian security architecture is dominated by US bilateral alliances and therefore multilateral security forums may present an alternate. China is asserting itself chiefly by using inter-governmental organizations, one of which is the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) founded in 2001 by six countries, including Russia, China and some Central Asian states. It has granted observer status to four countries, including Pakistan, Iran, India and Mongolia. We wish the SCO expands further and becomes more influential in the international community.  China's emergence has significant implications for the region and the world. We believe that the rapid rise of China as a power is one of the positive developments in Asia.  

India: A Rising Regional Power
Lately, India has been the focus of a lot of global attention. It is widely seen as a rising global player. There are many things going in favor of India. India has a population of some 1,027 million people. It is now the second country in the world, after China, to cross the one billion mark. The UN estimates that by 2050 India will have overtaken China as the most populous country in the world. India is increasingly seen as a success story and it is often viewed as an ancient civilization with legitimate global power aspirations. Undoubtedly, India has done well in the economic area. It has averaged 6% growth rate in last 20 years. It has become the fourth largest economy in the world in terms of purchasing power parity. India hopes to redouble its economy by 2010 by a sustained annual growth of about 8%. 
Meanwhile, the US increasingly sees China as a future rival in the Asian region and desires to balance China’s growing power with that of India. However, India does not see its relationship developing with the US in this way. India seeks to develop friendship with China and does not see it as a potential rival (at least, not yet).  India-China relations have improved lately. Recently, the Chinese premier had visited India. Nonetheless, a rivalry between the two Asian giants who each see themselves as the inheritor of a great civilization and a future great power is axiomatic.
India continues to develop its military capabilities. India already possesses a huge military force some 1.2 million strong. It is equipped with a formidable arsenal of weapons both conventional and nuclear. India is expanding its military capacity in a big way. In 2003 India signed an arms deal with Russia for the supply of $3 billion worth of military hardware. In 2004, India announced that its shopping list for arms for the next five years included $15 billion worth of weapon systems for its armed forces.  In March 2006 India announced a 7% increase in its defense budget for the next fiscal year. The defence budget has been increased to $20.11 billion, with $8.91 billion as capital allocations. Pressure is growing on the Indian government to increase defense spending even more.  India now plans to spend $15 billion on upgrading conventional weapons. It plans to import eight nuclear reactors by 2012, at an estimate cost of $14.4 billion.
The New US-India Strategic Partnership
The geopolitical situation has changed remarkably in last few years. The US now sees India as a national strategic ally. India and the US have recently entered into a historical strategic relationship which will have regional implications.  In the past few years, these relations had grown gradually. In 2004, the US and India had agreed to expand cooperation in three specific areas: high-technology trade, civil space programs and civilian nuclear activities. In addition, both countries also agreed to expand their dialogue on missile defense. Indian premier Manmohan Singh visit to the US in July, 2005 resulted in a joint statement on cooperation in civilian nuclear technology. The two countries had also entered into a new framework for a defense relationship.  

The recently concluded March 2006 India-US Nuclear agreement is seen as a qualitative improvement in mutual ties between the two countries. The US has made an exception for India in agreeing to restore civilian nuclear commerce to it. In return, India will have to place its civilian facilities under safeguards of the IAEA. Before nuclear technology could be shared with India, the Congress must approve an exception to a US law that bans civilian nuclear cooperation with countries that have not submitted to the NPT. India remains outside the NPT. In return, India agreed to offer 14 of the 22 power reactors in operation or under construction to the IAEA for inspection to check that they are not used for making nuclear weapons. The other 8 reactors, 2 fast-breeders, and all dedicated military-nuclear facilities will remain out of the inspections regime. India can build any number of new facilities for military purposes. The 8 power reactors exempt from inspections can provide 130-kg of plutonium-239 annually which equips India the capability to produce 25 to 40 nuclear weapons annually. India’s present stockpile is estimated at about 100 nuclear bombs. India has also agreed that eventually 80%-90% of the country’s nuclear system would be under international safeguards once the deal was implemented. It should be noted that the agreement does not cap India’s nuclear arsenal. 


The nuclear deal has created euphoria in certain circles of Indian supporters. Many think that the deal had finally given Nuclear Weapon State status to India, something that it has craved for over thirty years. However, others are openly criticizing the deal. The critics of the deal include left-wing politicians in India and American liberals. Meanwhile, the treaty has yet to be approved by the US Congress. Some US legislators have voiced opposition to the deal as such and had asked for conditions to be attached to the agreement. The US has denied that it has recognized India as a Nuclear Weapon State.  Important questions need to be asked at this stage, such as: What does India stand to gain from the deal? What are the implications of this agreement for Pakistan in particular and Asia in general? What is the deal’s likely global impact? Why is the US assisting India to become a great power? Finally, why does the US want to contain China through a strategic alliance with India?  We need to further deliberate on these matters.

We believe that the US-India agreement is a setback to international agreements to stop the spread of nuclear weapons. Before signing the agreement the US should have asked India to stop the production of fissile material that may be used as key ingredient of nuclear bombs. Although the US-India agreement concerns the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, the assistance by the US would enable India to divert its indigenous capability to military purposes. If India steps up production of fissile material, Pakistan can be expected to follow suit, China could decide to resume production and even other countries may be encouraged to seek their own production capabilities. The US was well aware of this possibility. Earlier, the US had proposed a production cut-off in the negotiations in 2005 on civilian nuclear cooperation, but had discarded the idea when India protested. Thus, the agreement can be seen as a subversion of the NPT and could lead to an arms race in the region. 

It may be pointed out that the dilemma of dual use technology is neither new nor specific to India. Implications of the Indian quest for greater military power will have consequences in the region.  Seemingly, India is becoming America’s new grand partner in Asia. The balance of power in the Asian region will be shifted in new directions.  The new strategic relationship between India and the US is bad for the proliferation cause and also bad for the region as it may unleash an arms race in South Asia, and elsewhere. The US is aware that once the Congress and the Nuclear Suppliers Group approve the agreement, India is going to embark on a massive expansion of its nuclear power sector. However, the US hopes that the great majority of Indian investment in the nuclear industry would fall on the civilian side.  

Meanwhile, India is making several qualitative as well as quantitative improvements in its military capabilities. Plus, India already has a nuclear establishment much larger than Pakistan’s.  Therefore, it is imperative for Pakistan to further modernize its armed forces for its defense. This requires Pakistan to maintain a secure nuclear deterrent capability. 

The US is assisting India’s military development in a big way. It has sold India maritime aircraft (P3C) and UAVs to further augment Indian surveillance and offensive capabilities. India is acquiring blue water navy.  The Indian Navy is fast heading towards nuclear weaponization of its surface and sub-surface platforms through Dhanush SSM, KLUB, ATV projects and acquisition of Akula class nuclear submarines from Russia. The Indian Navy is acquiring the capability to attack deep land targets from the sea. The US has offered to sell F-16 and F-18 aircraft along with long-term manufacturing rights. India is also further developing its ballistic missile capability. Development continues on the Agni III, an IBRM with an expected range of 3,000 kms. India also continues development of sea-based ballistic missile capabilities. It has the technical expertise to pursue an ICBM capability. The Indian Space Research Organization had launched the Polar Space Launch Vehicle and also the Geosynchronous Space Launch Vehicle, which may serve as a technological springboard for an ICBM capability. India desires the perceived status and prestige of possessing an indigenous ICBM capability.  The rapid military buildup has the potential of de-stabilizing the entire region. 
India believes that in the final analysis, a country’s international standing is founded on the reach of the weapons in its armory, that it had certainly boosted its image by going nuclear, and that it will truly emerge as an international power only when it tests its first ICBM. India continues to further develop missiles and its nuclear capability. Why India is now spending more and more money on the upgrading of weapons systems? Why is India bent on the acquisition of new sophisticated weapons systems? How can India rationalize its massive military buildup? India has a history of aggression in the subcontinent. All neighbors of India have problems with it. The bullying tactics of India shall spell disaster for South Asia. Meanwhile, an arms race is in the making in the region as neighbors of India feel threatened by the giant in their midst. Instead of taking the leadership position for the betterment of South Asia, India has chosen the path of self aggrandizement. This is a tragedy. We do expect India to change its posture with its neighbors, especially Pakistan. India must earnestly negotiate with Pakistan to resolve the Kashmir dispute. Unless and until, the Kashmir dispute is resolved, South Asia will remain a tense region because of the Pakistan-India standoff. The region deserves better than that. For the sake of the people of South Asia, India must show some magnanimity and give some concessions to resolve the disputes with its small and weak neighbors. South Asia has a great potential left unrealized. Again, that is tragic. We hope that thins will change with India acquiring its due leadership role in South Asia and lead the region towards peace, development and stability. It all depends on India.
Deploying Forces for International Security
Today we all face the threat of international terrorism and other non-traditional security threats, such as the traffic in illicit drugs, arms smuggling, money laundering and people smuggling. Regional plans of action to tackle such problems have long been established as part and parcel of functional cooperation of various international organizations, but have largely proved to be inadequate in the face of the cataclysms like terrorist attacks in Bali, Indonesia and Pakistan. These tragedies have aroused the Asian community to the immense danger of international terrorism and other transnational crimes. It is now very clear that no single country or group of countries can overcome these threats single-handedly. It shall take a global coalition involving all nations, all societies, religions and cultures to defeat this threat. Various Asian countries have tried to respond to these threats in an appropriate and effective manner. However, Asia needs to come together and adopt a unified approach to respond to these security threats.  
There are examples of how defense establishments can develop multilateral cooperation against non-conventional threats like the global-level Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI). The PSI has built up a global network of like-minded states to counter the increasingly complex threat posed by the proliferation of WMD.  These multilateral initiatives were successful only because of the existing linkages and trust built up over the years among the militaries, and the practical action-oriented approach that they bring to the table. 
The security environment we are in today is more complex. To enhance our effectiveness in countering the threats requires more coordination, collaborative and cooperative efforts among countries. We shall have to strengthen our existing cooperation and also come up with new ways of working together. It is time now to move beyond principles to effective practice, through capacity-building exercises and other substantive cooperation. There has been some progress in such multilateral activities, such as the joint training of some militaries in the region, and Australia’s initiative to host a Regional Special Forces Counter-Terrorism Conference. The existing activities are a good start. But a sustained build-up of regional capacities requires a regular and more comprehensive program of activities that take place within an inclusive setting like the ARF. 

Construction of a Regional Security Community

Bbilateralism remains the backbone of the security relations in Asia. Today there is no Asian multilateral security organization that could effectively hold the interests of the countries of the region. However, several regional forums are now beginning to emerge. We suggest that the Asian Regional Forum (ARF) may become such a forum in working with the members to craft such a relationship. The ARF has succeeded in securing the participation of all the powers whose activities and interest impact on the security and political stability of Asia. The ARF already has an established defense track that brings regional defense agencies together for a dialogue on contemporary security challenges. The next step would be for defense agencies of ARF member states to come together in more substantive cooperation, such as in joint exercises. The range of capabilities, expertise and experience that various ARF countries can bring to such an exercise would make for an enriching experience for all participants.A future security community may include both China and the US. Countries like Pakistan would desire to join such a security framework and may contribute towards its establishment. We need to duplicate the ARF experience in South Asia.

In South Asia, we have established the SAARC and are also working on a free trade regime. Several other initiatives have also been taken towards economic integration of the seven south Asian states. Recently Afghanistan also joined SAARC. However, much more needs to be done in the area. We hope peace between the two biggest countries in South Asia – India and Pakistan – will develop a new era of regional stability, economic prosperity and development. The SAARC arrangement could have been better. Pakistan will definitely contribute towards building a stronger SAARC. In the future we may even have a SAARC Security Community.

The Challenges of Force Modernization
The strategic landscape has changed in the 21st century. This demands changes in the configuration and operation styles of the Armed Forces. The present military must be equipped and trained to match any future opponent. Pakistan’s defense industry has come a long way from the days it manufactured small arms only. Today, we are manufacturing a wide range of weapon systems, including intermediate-range missiles, short-range missiles, submarines, armored personnel carriers, light combat jet fighter aircraft, jet trainer aircraft, main battler tanks, field artillery and a wide range of munitions. Today Pakistan exports weapons systems to friendly countries in Southeast Asia, Africa and the Middle East. However, the missiles produced by us are not sold to any country. Even though we are not a member of the Missile Technology Regime, we act in conformity to it. 

The Pakistan Armed Forces are carrying out an in-dept study of the competencies of its forces and the international standards which they must strive to meet. The Pak military continuously evaluates and improves the entire system of the defense forces, including but not limited to, evaluation and improvement of the personnel development process to achieve high standards. The Armed Forces strives to better align incentives to outputs and reward excellence. Plus, a paradigm shift is on the table. Changed times require a rethink of our military strategy. Today, warfare is increasingly characterized by intra-state violence rather than conflict between states. Therefore, these adversaries are to be fought differently. Pakistan is facing internal threats rather than external threats. Defeating unconventional enemies requires unconventional approaches. For example, the skills needed for asymmetrical warfare, counter-insurgency and counter-terrorism operations require a different approach. 

Pakistan believes that while it needs to modernize its forces it must also work for peace. Following the resumption of the composite dialogue with India in 2004, our objective remains in avoiding an arms race, promote restraint, reduce risks and maintain the nuclear deterrent at the minimum credible level. While Pakistan would continue to act with responsibility in maintaining credible deterrence and avoid an arms race, we will not be oblivious to our security requirements/ Pakistan would do whatever it takes to ensure the defense of our homeland. 

Pakistan is taking all necessary measures to maintain the country’s defense impregnable. We have demonstrated our ability to master rare technologies with ease and professionalism. For example, Pakistan recently test-fired a cruise missile that can carry a nuclear warhead and hit targets within 500 kms. This is the second test-fire of the indigenously developed Hatf VII (Babur) which can carry all types of warheads.

Counter-Insurgency in the 21st Century
Counter-insurgency is the combating of insurgency, by the government (or allies) of the territory in which the insurgency takes place. It therefore falls somewhere between ordinary policing, on the one hand, and conventional warfare on the other. Counter-insurgency is normally conducted as a combination of conventional military operations and other means, such as Propaganda, Spy-Ops, and assassinations. Counter-insurgency operations include many different facades military, paramilitary, political, economic, psychological, and civic actions taken to defeat insurgency. The role of armed forces has expanded drastically after 9/11. The roles of Armed Forces in Asia in combating terrorism differ depending on the security environment in which they operate.

Many countries now have to harness their military capabilities to deal with the great diversity of terrorist threats. Today, we have to cater for the whole spectrum of the counter-terrorism threats that include preventing attacks, providing protection, and carrying out consequence management. In all these areas, the armed forces have unique capabilities and resources that no other agencies possess. The challenge is to improve inter-agency coordination so that there can be a more effective integrated response. 
After 9/11, Pakistan set up a national security framework to strengthen coordination across the government for counter-terrorism. Within this framework, the Armed Forces have been working closely with all the relevant civilian agencies. The Armed Forces has also developed new capabilities to counter terrorist threats. For example, we have redesigned and specially trained some service units and equipped them for the protection of key installations. Pakistan believes that we have to go beyond our own individual efforts because counter-terrorism requires international cooperation to be effective. Like-minded countries have to work together, for the threat is global in scale and in its objective and it does not respect national boundaries. It exploits spaces between national boundaries to be most effective. Previously, we have had useful consultations and dialogues at various levels in multilateral and international forms, from which we have developed useful principles. It is necessary now to move beyond principles to practice, to go beyond rhetoric to concrete cooperative measures – so that we have real capabilities for prevention, protection and consequence management. 
We believe that the armed forces of Asia are now well placed to collaborate in the fight against terrorism. There is a thick network of friendships and cooperative relations built up over many years. This has been nurtured through a multitude of bilateral and multilateral interactions, which include joint exercises and operations, such as the massive humanitarian assistance and disaster relief operations after the October 8 earthquake that struck in northern Pakistan. 
Some progress has already been made. The US and Pakistan set up a joint working group on counter terrorism in 2002. The group has met many times. The fourth such meeting of this group took place in Washington, DC in the first week of April 2006. The meeting deliberated on the various dimensions of counter-terrorism like the Waziristan situation, Taliban, the role of Frontier Corps, the Pak-Afghan Border situation and security, financial and criminal justice reforms. The working group is also considering an extradition treaty and matters of drug enforcement. We are also working closely with Afghanistan on these matters. Similarly, we are initiating counter-terrorism measures with India. For example, we will take joint action on human trafficking and criminal activities on the border zones between the two countries.  These developments are heartening indeed. We can and should cooperate with more countries in the region to adopt a joint counter-terrorism strategy for the entire region. More effort needs to be made in this direction. 
In Pakistan the main internal security threats facing it come from the remnants of the Taliban and Al Qaeda sympathizers active in Waziristan FATA. Despite scarce resources, the Armed Forces of Pakistan has achieved success in confronting these threats. We have seen a steady decline in the recorded strengths of these threat groups.    Pakistan’s efforts in addressing these security threats begin with the task of increasing the capability of the Government of Pakistan (GOP) in its internal security operations.    Evidently, the internal security threats we face have had a negative impact on our economy and the resolution of these threats will foster a climate conducive to faster economic growth. The intermittent conflict in Wazirsitan, FATA has rendered local governance difficult in some of its remote locations. This situation has been exploited by the Al Qaeda and the Taliban terrorists.  Addressing the threats posed by these groups is the primary responsibility of the Armed Forces. Primarily, through its regional Corps Command, they continue to undertake sustained military operations against them. This has resulted in a dramatic decrease of the recorded strength of these groups. The relentless military pressure has denied these terrorists their training grounds, lairs and sanctuaries and prevented their resurgence. But evidently, the job is far from over. Although their numbers have substantially decreased, their potential to launch terrorist attacks remains a serious concern.    Based on an assessment made by the GOP, the plan will enable us to exert firm and continuous military pressure that, in combination with other effective economic and political efforts, will resolve our internal security threats in the next few years.     We are pleased that our counter-insurgency campaign has been met with success.

Pakistan military in coordination with other security agencies has also given special attention to identifying, isolating and neutralizing operatives of the al Qaeda and the Taliban remnants. To further enhance our counter-terrorism capabilities, we have organized an elite Joint Special Operations Group to serve as our counter-terrorism strike force. It is composed of fully-equipped combat units specially trained for surgical counter-terrorism operations. Firm pre-emptive and punitive actions that have neutralized terrorists have been undertaken. These surgical strikes which avoid collateral damage have met with a lot of success. 
Successful intelligence operations are vital in our counter-terrorism efforts. The Intelligence Service of the Armed Forces continues to closely coordinate with other intelligence agencies, both foreign and domestic. These efforts have led to the identification and neutralization of a number of known terrorists and the interdiction of a number of their terrorist activities. To further enhance our intelligence capability, the Armed Forces have embarked on strengthening its intelligence services.  A vigilant community is essential in this campaign. Thus, local government officials, particularly the leaders of the smallest political unit at the village level, have been mobilized to provide intelligence and information to law enforcement agencies and the Armed Forces through the local intelligence network. For our campaign against terror to succeed, we must constantly check every attempt to radicalize the vulnerable segments of our populace. We must spread the thinking, even among those who have taken-up arms against the government, that engaging in acts of terror or providing support to those who do, is totally unacceptable and will not go unpunished. It must be clear to all that those who harbor terrorists will find no safe havens.

Considering that terrorism is a problem that knows no borders, Pakistan continues to enhance our cooperation with our friends and allies. To guard the borders the GOP has engaged in border patrol exercises with Afghanistan and Iran. The next logical step may be the establishment of a mechanism, consistent with sovereignty and international law that will afford us constant situational awareness of these borders through efficient exchange of intelligence and information. This will enhance, among others, the efficiency of our respective border patrols and provide the means for seamless security coverage in this important domain. Securing this area benefits all the three states and enhances our individual capabilities to protect our nation’s interest.

The GOP now looks forward to close cooperation with India to protect our eastern borders from terrorist and criminal activities.  Most importantly, we must all realize that much more needs to be done in the war against terrorism. Unless and until the root causes of terrorism are addressed the military component in the Global War on Terror will remain largely inadequate. The terrorist problem can only be solved if the genuine grievances of the radicals are met. It is imperative that the perceived injustices of the radicals must also be addressed. In short, the use of force by itself will remain insufficient to solve the problem.
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