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PREFACE 
 

Two highly provocative acts of aggression involving US/NATO/ISAF 
forces inside the territory of Pakistan, in Abbottabad and Salala, have 
caused government to conduct a review of its relationship with the 
United States. The persistence of Drone attacks in the Tribal belt was 
already souring mutual ties when these attacks proved the proverbial 
straw on the camel’s back.  

 
Abbottabad Attack (May 2, 2011) 

In grave violation of Pakistan’s territorial sovereignty, on May 2, 2011, 
the US carried out a surprise operation using its superior technology, in 
a residential compound in Abbottabad where, unknown to the world, 
Osama bin Laden was hiding. He was killed in this raid; his body was 
flown away and dumped in the ocean, according to subsequent US 
claims.  This highhanded adventure in the night’s darkness was carried 
out without informing Pakistan which shows lack of trust in a “war on 
terror” partner and scant regard for an ally’s sensibility. 

 

This gross violation of international law was subsequently 
projected in the western media to cast aspersions on Pakistan military 
and its Intelligence Agency’s competence, even insinuating their 
complicity in hiding the al Qaeda supremo. Reports and news analyses 
fail to mention that although Osama was living a few kilometers away 
from the Pakistan Military Academy (PMA), he was in a house located 
in a civilian locality of Abbottabad. Whatever might have been the 
length of his stay in that house, it is not reported he had ever ventured 
out. Other people living in the neighbourhood were so ignorant about 
the inmates of the house that they were taken aback and could not 
believe that bin Laden had been living in their midst. The Station House 
Officer or the Thanedar of the area, who is supposed to know who lives 
in his jurisdiction, had no inkling. Informants too, who keep intelligence 
agencies in business, were clueless – like the rest of the world’s spy 
networks. A medic however by the name of Shakil Afridi had access to 
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that house. He helped the US trace the presence of bin Laden in that 
house under cover of a medical survey.   

 

PMA’s vicinity has received much unnecessary attention in 
comments ignoring the fact of its being a military school that looks after 
its security within its boundaries and has no concern with the 
neighbouring civilian localities. Yet this was made much of in innuendos 
about Pakistan’s complicity in Osama’s hiding right under the 
Academy’s nose. Though it was acknowledged that the crucial lead had 
come from Pakistan months before regarding the movement of a 
carrier, the insinuations persisted. Director General ISI Lieut.-General 
Ahmad Shuja Pasha conceded an intelligence failure and even offered to 
resign. US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, who visited Pakistan about 
three weeks after the incident, admitted having found no evidence of 
any senior Pakistani official knowing about bin Laden’s whereabouts. 

 

The Joint session of the Parliament held on May 13-14 
condemned the US operation in Abbottabad and declared that such 
unilateral actions as well as continuing drone attacks on Pakistan 
territory were unacceptable and must be stopped forthwith. The 
government has set up a commission to investigate the US operation 
and the parliament is reviewing the terms of engagement with the US.  

 

In the follow up to that development, leaders of Pakistan’s main 
political parties met in Islamabad on September 29, 2011 to consider 
issues relating to national security. They passed a 13 point resolution 
which said that “Defence of Pakistan‘s sovereignty and its territorial 
integrity is a sacred duty which shall never be compromised. … The 
Pakistani nation affirms its full solidarity and support for the armed 
forces of Pakistan in defeating any threat to national security.”1 

 
Salala Attack (November 26, 2011) 

On November 25, 2011, the NATO commander in Afghanistan met 
the Chief of the Army Staff in Islamabad to discuss communication and 
coordination across the Pak-Afghan border. Surprisingly, within 24 
hours of that meeting, on the night of November 25/26, US/NATO 
airplanes and helicopters made a predawn attack on two Pakistani 

                                                 
1 Express Tribune (Islamabad), September 30, 2011.  
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border check posts at Salala in Mohamand Agency and killed 24 
soldiers, besides injuring 13. It is the most serious tragedy to date.  

 

Earlier, Four other incidents of a similar nature, though of lesser 
magnitude, had taken place: (1) on June 10, 2008, at Goraprai Post 
located in Mohmand Agency, an unprovoked US/ISAF aerial strike 
killed 11 Pakistani soldiers and injured seven others; (2) on September 
30, 2010, at Kharlachi Post in Kurram Agency, an unprovoked US aerial 
strike killed three soldiers and injured three others; (3) on June 17, 2011, 
there was an incident at Ziarat Post in the same Mohmand Agency close 
to the area of November 26 attack; and (4) on July 19, 2011 an 
unprovoked US/ISAF mortar and artillery fire in Angoor Adda Sector 
of South Waziristan Agency killed four Pakistani soldiers.  

 

The 5th incident of November 26 involved the Volcano and 
Boulder Posts in Mohmand Agency, which were established in 
September 2011 on a barren ridge about 8000 feet high and 1.2 km 
away from the border to check any suspect activity. Only two months 
back about 300 personnel from Afghanistan had entered Chitral on 
September 5, 2011 and killed 33 Pakistani security personnel. Pakistani-
Taliban, taking refuge in Afghanistan, had claimed responsibility.2 

 

Border forces therefore fire at any suspected movement. This is 
called “speculative fire”. It is a normal and recurrent occurrence. 
Pakistan’s Volcano Post did fire at a suspected terrorist movement 
about 400 meters away inside Pakistan’s territory and no casualty 
whatsoever was reported.   

 

These posts consisted of 5/6 surface bunkers open to view and 
easy to spot. A white flag flew over the post to avoid any possible 
mistake. In addition, an elaborate coordination mechanism between 
Pakistan and the US/ISAF was in place for effective “incident-free 
operations”. In case of mistaken fire from any side, there is a mutually 
agreed procedure to ensure immediate cessation of hostilities. But in 
this instance, US/ISAF violated all mutually agreed procedures. 
Pakistani posts were kept engaged for about two hours. The US/ISAF 
were immediately informed at multiple levels about the attack, yet the 
strikes were not stopped immediately and continued for another one 
hour and 24 minutes raising the number of dead and wounded on the 
post. 
                                                 
2 Editorial, News International (Rawalpindi), August 30, 2011. 
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The US claim that the attack was not intentional and was in self-
defence has been rejected by the parliament’s Defence Cabinet 
Committee. The attack was deliberate, illegal and disproportionate and 
well inside Pakistan’s territory in violation of ISAF mandate which was 
restricted to Afghanistan. Pakistan military has given its reaction to the 
American analysis. The details and sequence of events prove that 
Pakistani soldiers were intentionally targeted and the US version that US 
soldiers came under fire first is not correct.3  

 
Impact 

Since 9/11 Pakistan has been cooperating with the US and the 
international community in the ‘war on terror’. In the process Pakistan 
has suffered more than any other country in the world, losing close to 
4000 security personnel and 35000 civilians. The national economy is 
estimated to have been affected roughly to the tune of US$ 100 billion. It 
is Pakistan’s cooperation which has enabled the US/ISAF to conduct the 
war and achieve several successes in Afghanistan. Time and again this has 
been acknowledged by key figures of US government.  

 

The Abbottabad and Salala attacks have turned the public outcry 
against blatant acts like the broad day light killing of two young men by 
Raymond Davis, a lowly hired hand of American intelligence, into deep 
seated dismay and resentment against US policies. Pak-US relations 
have hit an all-time low. The NATO supplies have been blocked and 
the Shamsi airbase has been got vacated. Pakistan boycotted the Bonn 
Conference on the future of Afghanistan.  

 

Since Pakistan and the US need each other, efforts are under way 
to improve their relations. On the American national day at the US 
Embassy in Islamabad on July 4, 2011, Prime Minister Syed Yousuf 
Raza Gilani expressed the hope that Pak-US relations despite ups and 
downs would continue to grow.4 After a short aloofness between the 
CIA and the ISI, cooperation based on mutual interests has resumed. 
On Sunday, December 5, President Obama phoned President Zardari 
which signals that the US wants to defuse tensions after the NATO 
strike. 

 

                                                 
3 Editorial, Dawn (Islamabad), January 25, 2011. 
4 Editorial, Pakistan Observer (Islamabad), July 6, 2011. 
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The stick and carrot policy is still in operation though. While the US 
administration wants to normalize relations, a US Congressional panel has 
decided to freeze $700 million aid to Pakistan until it helps against the 
spread of improvised explosive devices (IEDs). 

 

The current IPRI Factfile provides selected articles, editorials and 
documents mostly appearing in the national and international media 
concerning Abbottabad and Salala attacks. At the end it includes 
Pakistan’s perspective on the US Investigation Report on Salala attack.  
The dark events of 2011 that the Factfile records are receding with the 
hope US-Pak relations will regain some of their lost buoyancy in 2012.  
 
 
 
 
 
February 25, 2012   Dr Noor ul Haq 
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TEXT OF OBAMA'S SPEECH ON OSAMA BIN LADEN'S DEATH 
Good evening. Tonight, I can report to the American people and to the world that the 
United States has conducted an operation that killed Osama bin Laden, the leader of al 
Qaeda, and a terrorist who's responsible for the murder of thousands of innocent 
men, women, and children. 

It was nearly 10 years ago that a bright September day was darkened by the 
worst attack on the American people in our history. The images of 9/11 are seared 
into our national memory -- hijacked planes cutting through a cloudless September 
sky; the Twin Towers collapsing to the ground; black smoke billowing up from the 
Pentagon; the wreckage of Flight 93 in Shanksville, Pennsylvania, where the actions of 
heroic citizens saved even more heartbreak and destruction. 

And yet we know that the worst images are those that were unseen to the 
world. The empty seat at the dinner table. Children who were forced to grow up 
without their mother or their father. Parents who would never know the feeling of 
their child's embrace. Nearly 3,000 citizens taken from us, leaving a gaping hole in our 
hearts. 

On September 11, 2001, in our time of grief, the American people came 
together. We offered our neighbors a hand, and we offered the wounded our blood. 
We reaffirmed our ties to each other, and our love of community and country. On that 
day, no matter where we came from, what God we prayed to, or what race or ethnicity 
we were, we were united as one American family. 

We were also united in our resolve to protect our nation and to bring those 
who committed this vicious attack to justice. We quickly learned that the 9/11 attacks 
were carried out by al Qaeda -- an organization headed by Osama bin Laden, which 
had openly declared war on the United States and was committed to killing innocents 
in our country and around the globe. And so we went to war against al Qaida to 
protect our citizens, our friends, and our allies. 

Over the last 10 years, thanks to the tireless and heroic work of our military and 
our counter-terrorism professionals, we've made great strides in that effort. We've 
disrupted terrorist attacks and strengthened our homeland defense. In Afghanistan, we 
removed the Taliban government, which had given bin Laden and al Qaeda safe haven 
and support. And around the globe, we worked with our friends and allies to capture 
or kill scores of al Qaeda terrorists, including several who were a part of the 9/11 plot. 

Yet Osama bin Laden avoided capture and escaped across the Afghan border 
into Pakistan. Meanwhile, al Qaeda continued to operate from along that border and 
operate through its affiliates across the world. 

And so shortly after taking office, I directed Leon Panetta, the director of the 
CIA, to make the killing or capture of bin Laden the top priority of our war against al 
Qaeda, even as we continued our broader efforts to disrupt, dismantle, and defeat his 
network. 

Then, last August, after years of painstaking work by our intelligence 
community, I was briefed on a possible lead to bin Laden. It was far from certain, and 
it took many months to run this thread to ground. I met repeatedly with my national 
security team as we developed more information about the possibility that we had 
located bin Laden hiding within a compound deep inside of Pakistan. And finally, last 
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week, I determined that we had enough intelligence to take action, and authorized an 
operation to get Osama bin Laden and bring him to justice. 

Today, at my direction, the United States launched a targeted operation against 
that compound in Abbottabad, Pakistan. A small team of Americans carried out the 
operation with extraordinary courage and capability. No Americans were harmed. 
They took care to avoid civilian casualties. After a firefight, they killed Osama bin 
Laden and took custody of his body. 

For over two decades, bin Laden has been al Qaeda's leader and symbol, and 
has continued to plot attacks against our country and our friends and allies. The death 
of bin Laden marks the most significant achievement to date in our nation's effort to 
defeat al Qaeda. 

Yet his death does not mark the end of our effort. There's no doubt that al 
Qaeda will continue to pursue attacks against us. We must -- and we will -- remain 
vigilant at home and abroad. 

As we do, we must also reaffirm that the United States is not -- and never will 
be -- at war with Islam. I've made clear, just as President Bush did shortly after 9/11, 
that our war is not against Islam. Bin Laden was not a Muslim leader; he was a mass 
murderer of Muslims. Indeed, al Qaeda has slaughtered scores of Muslims in many 
countries, including our own. So his demise should be welcomed by all who believe in 
peace and human dignity. 

Over the years, I've repeatedly made clear that we would take action within 
Pakistan if we knew where bin Laden was. That is what we've done. But it's important 
to note that our counter-terrorism cooperation with Pakistan helped lead us to bin 
Laden and the compound where he was hiding. Indeed, bin Laden had declared war 
against Pakistan as well, and ordered attacks against the Pakistani people. 

Tonight, I called President Zardari, and my team has also spoken with their 
Pakistani counterparts. They agree that this is a good and historic day for both of our 
nations. And going forward, it is essential that Pakistan continue to join us in the fight 
against al Qaeda and its affiliates. 

The American people did not choose this fight. It came to our shores, and 
started with the senseless slaughter of our citizens. After nearly 10 years of service, 
struggle, and sacrifice, we know well the costs of war. These efforts weigh on me every 
time I, as Commander-in-Chief, have to sign a letter to a family that has lost a loved 
one, or look into the eyes of a service member who's been gravely wounded. 

So Americans understand the costs of war. Yet as a country, we will never 
tolerate our security being threatened, nor stand idly by when our people have been 
killed. We will be relentless in defense of our citizens and our friends and allies. We 
will be true to the values that make us who we are. And on nights like this one, we can 
say to those families who have lost loved ones to al Qaeda's terror: Justice has been 
done. 

Tonight, we give thanks to the countless intelligence and counter-terrorism 
professionals who've worked tirelessly to achieve this outcome. The American people 
do not see their work, nor know their names. But tonight, they feel the satisfaction of 
their work and the result of their pursuit of justice. 

We give thanks for the men who carried out this operation, for they exemplify 
the professionalism, patriotism, and unparalleled courage of those who serve our 
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country. And they are part of a generation that has borne the heaviest share of the 
burden since that September day. 

Finally, let me say to the families who lost loved ones on 9/11 that we have 
never forgotten your loss, nor wavered in our commitment to see that we do whatever 
it takes to prevent another attack on our shores. 

And tonight, let us think back to the sense of unity that prevailed on 9/11. I 
know that it has, at times, frayed. Yet today's achievement is a testament to the 
greatness of our country and the determination of the American people. 

The cause of securing our country is not complete. But tonight, we are once 
again reminded that America can do whatever we set our mind to. That is the story of 
our history, whether it's the pursuit of prosperity for our people, or the struggle for 
equality for all our citizens; our commitment to stand up for our values abroad, and 
our sacrifices to make the world a safer place. 

Let us remember that we can do these things not just because of wealth or 
power, but because of who we are: one nation, under God, indivisible, with liberty and 
justice for all. 

Thank you. May God bless you. And may God bless the United States of 
America. 

 

Nation (Islamabad), May 2, 2011, 
http://www.nation.com.pk/pakistan-news-newspaper-daily-english-online/Politics/02-May-

2011/Text-of-Obamas-speech-on-Osama-bin-Ladens-death 
 

PAKISTAN DID ITS PART 
Pakistan, perhaps the world’s greatest victim of terrorism, joins the other targets of al 
Qaeda — the people of the United States, Britain, Spain, Indonesia, Afghanistan, 
Turkey, Yemen, Kenya, Tanzania, Egypt, Saudi Arabia and Algeria — in our 
satisfaction that the source of the greatest evil of the new millennium has been 
silenced, and his victims given justice. He was not anywhere we had anticipated he 
would be, but now he is gone. 

Although the events of Sunday were not a joint operation, a decade of 
cooperation and partnership between the United States and Pakistan led up to the 
elimination of Osama bin Laden as a continuing threat to the civilized world. And we 
in Pakistan take some satisfaction that our early assistance in identifying an al Qaeda 
courier ultimately led to this day. 

Let us be frank. Pakistan has paid an enormous price for its stand against 
terrorism. More of our soldiers have died than all of NATO’s casualties combined. 
Two thousand police officers, as many as 30,000 innocent civilians and a generation of 
social progress for our people have been lost. And for me, justice against bin Laden 
was not just political; it was also personal, as the terrorists murdered our greatest 
leader, the mother of my children. Twice he tried to assassinate my wife. In 1989 he 
poured $50 million into a no-confidence vote to topple her first government. She said 
that she was bin Laden’s worst nightmare — a democratically elected, progressive, 
moderate, pluralistic female leader. She was right, and she paid for it with her life. 

Some in the US press have suggested that Pakistan lacked vitality in its pursuit 
of terrorism, or worse yet that we were disingenuous and actually protected the 
terrorists we claimed to be pursuing. Such baseless speculation may make exciting 
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cable news, but it doesn’t reflect fact. Pakistan had as much reason to despise al Qaeda 
as any nation. The war on terrorism is as much Pakistan’s war as as it is America’s. 
And though it may have started with bin Laden, the forces of modernity and 
moderation remain under serious threat.  

My government endorses the words of President Obama and appreciates the 
credit he gave us Sunday night for the successful operation in Khyber Pakhtunkhawa. 
We also applaud and endorse the words of Secretary of State Hillary Clinton that we 
must “press forward, bolstering our partnerships, strengthening our networks, 
investing in a positive vision of peace and progress, and relentlessly pursuing the 
murderers who target innocent people.” We have not yet won this war, but we now 
clearly can see the beginning of the end, and the kind of South and Central Asia that 
lies in our future. 

Only hours after bin Laden’s death, the Taliban reacted by blaming the 
government of Pakistan and calling for retribution against its leaders, and specifically 
against me as the nation’s president. We will not be intimidated. Pakistan has never 
been and never will be the hotbed of fanaticism that is often described by the media.  

Radical religious parties have never received more than 11 percent of the vote. 
Recent polls showed that 85 percent of our people are strongly opposed to al Qaeda. 
In 2009, when the Taliban briefly took over the Swat Valley, it demonstrated to the 
people of Pakistan what our future would look like under its rule — repressive 
politics, religious fanaticism, bigotry and discrimination against girls and women, 
closing of schools and burning of books. Those few months did more to unite the 
people of Pakistan around our moderate vision of the future than anything else 
possibly could.  

A freely elected democratic government, with the support and mandate of the 
people, working with democracies all over the world, is determined to build a viable, 
economic prosperous Pakistan that is a model to the entire Islamic world on what can 
be accomplished in giving hope to our people and opportunity to our children. We can 
become everything that al Qaeda and the Taliban most fear — a vision of a modern 
Islamic future. Our people, our government, our military, our intelligence agencies are 
very much united. Some abroad insist that this is not the case, but they are wrong. 
Pakistanis are united. 

Together, our nations have suffered and sacrificed. We have fought bravely and 
with passion and commitment. Ultimately we will prevail. For, in the words of my 
martyred wife Benazir Bhutto, “truth, justice and the forces of history are on our 
side.” 

 

Asif Ali Zardari, The President of Pakistan, Washington Post, May 3, 2011, 
 http://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/pakistan-did-its-

part/2011/05/02/AFHxmybF_story.html 
 

WE HAD PAKISTANI SUPPORT IN TRACKING OSAMA: 
GROSSMAN  

US special Representative for Afghanistan and Pakistan Marc Grossman has made it 
clear that the cooperation of Pakistan helped lead the United States (US) to the 
hideout where Osama bin Laden was killed by US forces. The incident, he claimed, 
would strengthen ties between intelligence agencies of both countries. 
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Talking to Pakistani media, he said the cooperation between both countries to 
eliminate terrorism and extremism would continue. He said the body of Osama bin 
laden was dumped at sea in accordance with Islamic rituals. Declaring the death of 
Osama bin Laden as great achievement, he said, the war against terrorism has not 
ended. He thanked Pakistan for its cooperation and said that country has contributed 
greatly to our efforts to dismantle al Qaeda. When asked about why Pakistan was not 
taken into confidence over US operation to hunt Osama, he said, there were security 
reason. 

We have always admired Pakistans role in war against terrorism, he said. 
Replying to a query, he said, aid to Pakistan under Kerry-Lugar-Berman act would be 
continued. Pakistan, Afghanistan and India are most important country in the region 
and without their cooperation stability in the region could not be maintained. When 
asked about Kashmir issue, he said, Pakistan and India can resolve this issue 
themselves. 
 

Nation (Islamabad), May 4, 2011, 
http://www.nation.com.pk/pakistan-news-newspaper-daily-english-online/Politics/04-May-

2011/We-had-Pakistani-support-in-tracking-Osama-Grossman 
 

NO APOLOGY FOR VIOLATING PAKISTAN AIR SPACE:  
WHITE HOUSE 

The United States "makes no apologies" for making unilateral military strikes against al 
Qaeda leader Osama bin Laden in Pakistan, the White House confirmed late Tuesday. 

"We make no apologies about that," White House Press Secretary Jay Carney 
said when asked that US should not have gone unilaterally inside Pakistan to get Bin 
Laden. 

"He was enemy number one for this country and killed many many innocent 
civilians. And no apologies," Carney said. 

On Monday, Pakistan termed the US commando operation in Abbottabad that 
killed bin Laden an "unauthorised, unilateral action" without its knowledge. 

The White House said America has never been at war with Islam. "This has 
never been a war against Islam. President (George W) Bush said that; President 
(Barack) Obama has said that. Osama bin Laden was not a Muslim leader; he was a 
mass murderer of Muslims, as well as people of other faiths," Carney noted. 

"It has been our cooperation with Muslims in Pakistan and other countries, as 
well as Muslim Americans, which has helped in our overall effort to fight al Qaeda and 
protect Americans, to protect this country," he said, adding that taking action against 
bin Laden does not mean that one shouldn't be entirely respectful of Islam, which the 
US is. 

"It doesn't change the fact, the President's very strongly held conviction and 
expressed conviction, that this has never been about Islam, because, in fact, Osama 
bin Laden was a mass murderer who killed many Muslims," he said. 

Carney said bin Laden was a relic of the past, in many ways. 
"The kind of yearning for individual freedoms that we've seen... protest on the 

streets of the Arab world in these past few months represent a movement that is in the 
polar opposite direction that Osama bin Laden and al Qaeda wanted to take the Arab 
world," he said. 
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"I think that that's an important point to make and to observe because he's in 
many ways, the symbol of everything that those folks who have been demonstrating 
on the ground for their voices, for their rights, for their individual aspirations, he's a 
representation of everything they don't want," he said. 
 

Nation (Islamabad), May 4, 2011, 
http://www.nation.com.pk/pakistan-news-newspaper-daily-english-online/Politics/04-May-

2011/No-apology-for-violating-Pakistan-air-space-White-House 
 

FULL TEXT: PAK PM GILANI'S ADDRESS IN PARLIAMENT  
ON OSAMA RAID 

 
Pakistan Prime Minister Yousuf Raza Gilani today addressed his country's Parliament 
on the Osama operation in Abbottabad.  

Here's the full text of Gilani's address: 
Honourable Speaker, Honourable Members of the House, 
From the Floor of this August House, I wish to take the nation into confidence 

on the situation arising from the Abbottabad operation and the death of Osama bin 
Laden. 

However, before I do so, I would like to inform you about my visit to France 
which I undertook on 3rd May. This visit had been pre-scheduled. 

I was invited to visit France last year, but had to postpone my visit twice due to 
volcanic ash clouds and floods in 2010. 

France is currently the Chairman of G-8, an influential global power and enjoys 
prominent position within the European Union. 

Pakistan-France relations are close, friendly and cooperative. During this visit, 
two important Declarations covering economy and security were signed. The visit also 
provided me an important opportunity to discuss with President Sarkozy and the 
French leadership the situation arising from the operation leading to death of Osama 
bin Laden. 

President Sarkozy demonstrated complete solidarity with Pakistan and 
expressed appreciation for the great sacrifices of our people in the war against terror. 

Before leaving for France, I had extensive consultations with President Zardari, 
Minister of State for Foreign Affairs, the Chief of Army Staff, Director General ISI 
and other important stakeholders on issues relating to Pakistan's national security. 

The government's position on the Abbottabad operation and death of Osama 
bin Laden as enunciated in the official statements was based on extensive inter-agency 
and inter-departmental consultation process. 

Honourable Speaker and Members of the House, 
In today's age of information explosion, it is important to sift facts from fiction. 
Very often it is the virtual or the media reality that obscures the actual. Yet, 

truth cannot for long be submerged in falsehood. 
Fascination for high drama sometimes makes us forget the sequence and 

context of fast moving events that are splashed on television screens. 
However, every development has a context. Its correct appreciation requires a 

dispassionate view of history. It is well-known that those who forget history are 
condemned to relive it. 
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Some of the recent public discourse; narratives and counter narratives, in talk 
shows and public comments have missed some essential points. 

Reaffirmation is necessary. 
We are a proud nation. Our people value their honour and dignity. Our nation 

is resilient. Our real strength is our people and our State institutions. 
We all are united and fully committed to sparing no sacrifice to uphold our 

national dignity and honour; to safeguard our supreme national interests by all means 
and all resources at our command. 

No other nation has successfully met so many challenges. No other people 
have been put to so many tests by history and by circumstances of geography and geo 
politics. 

No other nation has borne the collective burden of the international 
community. 

Our nation has met all these challenges with supreme confidence, which is 
borne out of our firm belief in the noble injunctions of our glorious religion Islam, our 
societal values, our culture and traditions. 

Ever since our independence, Pakistan stood up for our values which are also 
universal: freedom, dignity, equality, tolerance, humanity, harmony and brotherhood. 

Pakistan's foreign policy has always reflected our national ethos which, 
undoubtedly, transcends considerations of narrow interests or politics of expediency. 

Pakistan is not only a state but an idea and an ideal that our courageous and 
talented people strive, in their daily lives, to translate into reality. 

Our democratic and pluralistic polity as epitomized by this august House, State 
institutions, free press, open and intense public discourse are, indeed, our great 
strengths. 

Our friends can from this discourse fathom the depth of our sentiments, the 
aspirations of our people, the authentic spirit that guides and inspires them to seek 
equity, justice, security, peace, progress and prosperity. 

For over thirty years, Pakistan was impacted by the conflict and strife in 
Afghanistan. In that struggle we, together with the rest of world, decided to uphold 
the principle of self-determination for the great Afghan nation. 

We opened our homes and our hearts to those who fled the conflict in 
Afghanistan and also supported the great Jihad. 

I talk of a bygone era. However, it is perhaps necessary to remind everyone 
about that era which has been so well documented including in the CNN series on the 
Cold War showing video footage of high ranking US officials exhorting the Afghans 
and Mujahideen to wage Jihad, to go back to their homes, to go back to their mosques, 
in the name of Islam and as a national duty. For us, all of this was real. We have 
continued to suffer from its effects. 

Is it necessary for us to remind the international community of the decade of 
the nineties which saw the Arab volunteers, who had joined the Jihad mutate into al 
Qaeda? Who was responsible for the birth of al Qaeda? Who was responsible for 
making the myth of Osama bin Laden? 

To find answers to today's question, it is necessary to revisit the not so distant 
past. Collectively, we must acknowledge facts and see our faces in the mirror of 
history. 
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Pakistan alone cannot be held to account for flawed policies and blunders of 
others. 

Pakistan is not the birth place of al Qaeda. We did not invite Osama bin Laden 
to Pakistan or even to Afghanistan. It is fair to ask who was Osama bin Laden and 
what did he personify? 

Osama bin Laden was the most wanted terrorist and enemy number one of the 
civilized world. Elimination of Osama bin Laden, who launched waves after waves of 
terrorists attacks against innocent Pakistanis, is indeed justice done. 

However, we are not so naïve to declare victory; mission accomplished, and 
turn around. 

The myth and legacy of Osama bin Laden remains to be demolished. The anger 
and frustration of ordinary people over injustice, oppression and tyranny that he 
sought to harness to fuel the fire of terrorism in the world, needs to be addressed. 
Otherwise, this rage will find new ways of expression. 

Pakistan believes in democracy and pluralism. A society that strives for equality 
and dignity. An open and transparent society is undoubtedly essential for addressing 
the rage and anger arising from political or economic injustices. 

When we say that in this war against terrorism, Pakistan has lost some 30,000 
men, women and children and more than 5,000 armed forces personnel, billions of 
dollars lost as economic costs; we do not intend to put a price or seek 
acknowledgement or recognition from any one. 

The war against terrorism is our own national priority. Our nation is united in 
its resolve to eliminate terrorism from our sacred land. Pakistan will not relent in this 
national cause and is determined not to allow its soil to be used by any one for 
terrorism. 

This national consensus was built by our democracy, this Parliament, and the 
entire political leadership of this country. Our patriotic citizens and State institutions 
are all united in their resolve to prosecute this campaign against terror to its logical 
end. We will utilize all means and resources and Insha Allah succeed. 

Honourable Members of the House, 
Now, let me briefly retrace the first decade of new millennium. International 

forces marched into Afghanistan to dismantle the Taliban regime after 9/11. In fact, 
Taliban had already left Kabul and taken along al Qaeda to their hideouts in 
Afghanistan. The Tora Bora bombings resulted in the dispersal of al Qaeda. 

Even at that time we had cautioned the international forces on the 
consequences of a flawed military campaign could lead to the dispersal of al Qaeda. Al 
Qaeda leaders and foot soldiers sought hideouts everywhere, in the mountains, and 
deep inside cities, including Pakistan. 

We did not invite al Qaeda to Pakistan. In fact, for the first time, our armed 
forces were deployed in the Tirah Valley to form a security cordon to interdict al 
Qaeda during the Tora Bora bombings. 

In that operation 248 al Qaeda members were captured by our armed forces. 
Subsequently, Pakistan's Inter Services Intelligence prosecuted the anti-terror strategy 
with a high degree of professionalism and superb determination. 

In fact, some 40 of the key al Qaeda operatives including Chief Operation 
Officer Faraj Al Libbi and Khalid Shaikh Mohammad, the master planner of 9/11 
were captured by the ISI. Pakistan's armed forces also carried out successful 
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operations in Swat, Malakand, South Waziristan, Mohmand and Bajour Agencies 
against terrorists and militants. 

No other country in the world and no other security agency has done so much 
to interdict al Qaeda than the ISI and our armed forces.  

This was done with the full support of the nation and in accordance with the 
political will articulated by the Parliament of Pakistan. 

It is disingenuous for anyone to blame Pakistan or State institutions of Pakistan 
including the ISI and the armed forces for being in cahoots with the al Qaeda. It was 
al Qaeda and its affiliates that carried out hundreds of suicide bombings in nearly 
every town and city of Pakistan and also targeted political leaders, State institutions, 
the ISI and the General Headquarters. 

The obvious question that has vexed everyone is how could Osama bin Laden 
hide in plain sight in the scenic surroundings of Abbottabad. Let's not rush to 
judgment. 

Allegations of complicity or incompetence are absurd. We emphatically reject 
such accusations. Speculative narratives in the public domain are meant to create 
despondency. We will not allow our detractors to succeed in offloading their own 
shortcomings and errors of omission and commission in a blame game that 
stigmatizes Pakistan. 

This issue of the hideout needs a rational answer. Recrimination and misplaced 
rhetoric is self defeating. 

Yes, there has been an intelligence failure. It is not only ours but of all the 
intelligence agencies of the world. 

The al Qaeda chief along with other al Qaeda operators had managed to elude 
global intelligence agencies for a long time. He was constantly being tracked not only 
by the ISI but also by other intelligence agencies. 

It was the ISI that passed key leads to CIA that enabled the US intelligence to 
use superior technological assets and focus on the area in which Osama bin Laden was 
eventually found. All this has been explained in the statements issued by the Foreign 
Ministry and the ISPR as well as in the detailed briefing by the Foreign Ministry. 

Asymmetrical warfare happens to be the tool in vogue against superior 
conventional forces.  Terrorism falls in that category. Osama bin Laden used terror for 
whatever cause that he espoused. Hiding in plain sight, as is evident in this case, is 
perhaps another technique that could be attributed to Osama bin Laden in the realm 
of asymmetrical intelligence. 

Nonetheless, we are determined to get to the bottom of how, when and why 
about OBL's presence in Abbottabad. An investigation has been ordered. 

Our people are rightly incensed on the issue of violation of sovereignty as 
typified by the covert US air and ground assault on the Osama hideout in Abbottabad. 

This has raised questions about Pakistan's defence capability and the security of 
our strategic assets. 

As the Abbottabad episode illustrates our Military responded to the US Forces 
covert incursion. The Air Force was ordered to scramble. Ground units arrived at the 
scene quickly. 

Our response demonstrates that our armed forces reacted, as was expected of 
them. 
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Abbottabad hosts a routine Military training institution, which does not require 
any elaborate special defence arrangement. There is no denying the US technological 
ability to evade our radars. We regret that this unilateral action was undertaken without 
our concurrence. 

Unilateralism runs the inherent risk of serious consequences. Suppose the 
operation had gone wrong. A US helicopter was abandoned and destroyed on the site. 
This is a small though important reminder of the risks in such operations. 

Let no one draw any wrong conclusions. Any attack against Pakistan's strategic 
assets whether overt or covert will find a matching response. Pakistan reserves the 
right to retaliate with full force. No one should underestimate the resolve and 
capability of our nation and armed forces to defend our sacred homeland. 

There are of course legal and moral issues that relate to the question of 
sovereignty. In a generic sense this is a question that continues to vex the international 
community as a whole. The Security Council while exhorting UN member states to 
join their efforts against terrorism has repeatedly emphasized that this be done in 
accordance with international law, human rights and humanitarian law. 

The drones are given out as an instrument to fight terror. Yet, as we have 
repeatedly said these attacks constitute a violation of Pakistan's sovereignty and are 
counter-productive. On this question which relates to operational matters, we have 
strong differences with the United States. 

The media spin masters have tended to portray a false divide between the state 
institutions of Pakistan. I would like to most emphatically reject the notion of divide. 

The political leadership is supportive of the strengthening of all of Pakistan's 
institutions. We follow a whole government approach. 

On all key issues, all stakeholders are consulted through inter-agency processes. 
The Statements issued by the Foreign Ministry and the Military on the death of Osama 
bin Laden were authorized by the Government. 

Let me also affirm the Government's full confidence in the high command of 
the Pakistan Armed Forces and the Inter Services Intelligence. Indeed the ISI, is a 
national asset and has the full support of the Government. We are proud of its 
considerable accomplishments in the anti-terror campaign. 

Now let me put the present situation in its proper perspective. Our foremost 
priority is development. This requires security and stability at home and in the region. 
The pursuit of this objective is the guiding spirit of our engagement with the 
international community and in particular major powers as well as regional states. 

I must say that this endeavour has found resonance and we are well on the road 
towards giving this vision tangible form. We realize that the world and in particular the 
Asian region is undergoing a fundamental and fast transformation. 

We are delighted that our all weather friend, the Peoples Republic of China has 
made tremendous strides in economic and technological development that are a 
source of inspiration and strengthen for the people of Pakistan. 

Apprehensions are being voiced about our relations with the United States. Let 
me dispel any anxiety in this regard. Pakistan attaches high importance to its relations 
with the US. We have a strategic partnership which we believe serves our mutual 
interests. It is based on mutual respect and mutual trust. 
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Pakistan and the US have strategic convergence. The dissonance that finds 
hype in the media is about operational and tactical matters. It is not unusual to have a 
different point of view on the methodology to achieve shared objectives. 

We have, however, agreed that whenever we find ourselves on "conflictual" 
paths and disagree, we should make efforts to reach common understanding by deeper 
and more intense exchange of views. 

Our communications at the official and diplomatic levels with the US, during 
this phase, have been good, productive and straight forward. We have agreed to a 
calendar of engagements. Most notably Afghanistan, Pakistan and the US have agreed 
to form a Core Group for promoting and facilitating efforts for reconciliation and 
peace in Afghanistan. 

On 3rd May, Senior Officials of the Three Countries met in Islamabad and held 
useful and productive talks. Another Trilateral is envisaged in the near future. On the 
bilateral track we look forward to the visit of Secretary of State Clinton to Islamabad 
in the near future. 

As you know, there has been a sea-change in our relations with Afghanistan. 
Destiny of Afghanistan and Pakistan is inter-linked. We must assume full ownership 
and responsibility for realizing our shared vision of stability and prosperity. 

With India we are embarked on an important process of engagement that 
should yield dividends for our two peoples and for peoples of South Asia, as a whole. 
We will pursue our engagement with India in a positive and constructive manner. 

I would like to conclude by underscoring the following:-  
 

One:  Pakistan is confident of its bright future. 
Two: Our real strength is our people, who are determined to over-come 

all challenges. 
Three: We have an ongoing multi-track process of engagement with all 

major powers including the United States. 
Four:  Our engagement with states within our region is being intensified in 

the interest of shared stability and prosperity. 
Five: Counter-Terrorism is a national priority. 
Six: Al Qaeda had declared war on Pakistan. Osama bin Laden's 

elimination from the scene attests to the success of the anti-terror 
campaign. 

Seven: Intelligence cooperation is critical for the attainment of the goals of 
anti-terrorism. 

Eight: Blame games serve no purpose. 
Nine: An investigation in the matter has been ordered which shall be 

conducted by Adjutant General of the Pakistan Army Lt. Gen. 
Javed Iqbal. 

Ten: Our security policies are constantly reviewed to enhance defence 
capabilities. 

Eleven: There are no differences among the State institutions. 
Twelve: Cooperation in counter-terrorism warrants a partnership approach 

which fully accommodates Pakistan's interests and respect for the 
clearly stipulated Red Lines. 
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Thirteen: Pakistan's relations with all States especially immediate neighbours 
and major powers are in good shape. 

Fourteen: Safeguarding and promotion of our national interest is the sole 
objective of the Government's policies. 

Fifteen: The Parliament is the right forum to discuss all important national 
issues. The will of the people shall prevail. 

 

A joint session of the Parliament has been called. I have directed the concerned 
services authorities in the armed forces to impart an in-camera briefing to the joint 
session on the subject. I look forward to a productive debate in the House.  

 

NDTV, May 9, 2011, 
http://www.ndtv.com/article/world/full-text-pak-pm-gilani-s-address-in- 

parliament-on-osama-raid-104553 
 

OBAMA’S PAKISTAN VISIT SHELVED  
NO PROOF PAKISTAN KNEW OF OSAMA: US 

 
NSA says Islamabad must investigate support network that sustained bin Laden.  

Washington wants access to Osama widows detained in Pakistan. 
The White House has demanded Pakistan investigate the support network that 

sustained Osama bin Laden, but one week after killing the al Qaeda chief the United 
States says there is no proof Islamabad knew of his hideout. 

“There was some support network in Abbottabad, Pakistan with the support of 
bin Laden,” White House National Security Advisor Tom Donilon told NBC Sunday 
talk show “Meet The Press.” “We haven’t seen evidence that the government knew 
about that. But they need to investigate that.” Donilon stressed that, despite the 
fugitive terror chief hiding for years in a three-storey house near the capital Islamabad, 
“I’ve not seen evidence that would tell us that the political, the military, or the 
intelligence leadership had foreknowledge of bin Laden.” 

“The second point though, is the fact which you’re alluding to, is that Osama 
bin Laden was in this town for six years, 50 kilometers away from the capitol of 
Pakistan –Islamabad. This needs to be investigated.” 

He added that despite difficulties in the US-Pakistani relationship, “We’ve also 
had to work very closely with Pakistan in our counter-terror efforts.” Donilon, like US 
intelligence officials on Sunday, described the data haul from the raid as the richest 
terrorism treasure trove ever collected. “This is the largest cache of intelligence derived 
from the scene of any single terrorist,” he said. “It’s about the size, the CIA tells us, of 
a small college library. Donilon said the US wants access to three widows of bin Laden 
being held by Pakistani authorities. Pakistan authorities were not immediately available 
for comment on the demand, which could be a fresh sticking point between the two 
countries. 

While killing bin Laden is a significant US victory, Donilon cautioned: “we 
can’t declare al Qaeda strategically defeated.” “They continue to be a threat to the 
US.” The White House rowed back Sunday on earlier plans for President Obama to 
visit Pakistan this year. Last October, Obama committed himself to visiting Pakistan in 
2011, but those plans now appear to be in flux as relations become increasingly 
strained by suspicions over who in Islamabad knew what about bin Laden’s 
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whereabouts. “There is not a visit on his schedule at this point to go to Pakistan,” 
Donilon.  
 

Daily Times (Lahore), May 9, 2011, 
http://www.dailytimes.com.pk/default.asp?page=2011\05\09\story_9-5-2011_pg1_1 

 
THE DEATH OF OSAMA BIN LADEN 

Osama bin Laden was a son of the Saudi elite whose radical violent campaign to 
recreate a seventh-century Muslim empire redefined the threat of terrorism for the 
21st century. 

With the attacks on the World Trade Center and the Pentagon on Sept. 11, 
2001, bin Laden was elevated to the realm of evil in the American imagination once 
reserved for dictators like Hitler and Stalin. He was a new national enemy, his face on 
wanted posters, gloating on videotapes, taunting the United States and Western 
civilization. 

He was killed on May 2, 2011, by American military and C.I.A. operatives who 
tracked him to a compound in Pakistan. 

President Obama announced the death in a televised address to the nation from 
Washington, where it was still late on the night of May 1. "Justice has been done,'' he 
declared. 

The United States had been trying to kill or capture bin Laden since it launched 
an invasion of Afghanistan in November 2001. The next month, he escaped from 
American and Afghan troops at an Afghan mountain redoubt called Tora Bora, near 
the border with Pakistan. For more than nine years afterward, he remained an elusive, 
shadowy figure frustratingly beyond the grasp of his pursuers and thought to be hiding 
somewhere in Pakistan's remote tribal areas and plotting new attacks. 

When he was hunted down, bin Laden was killed not in the wilderness but 
rather in the city of Abbottadad, about an hour’s drive drive north of the capital of 
Islamabad, raising anew questions about whether the Pakistani intelligence services 
had played a role in harboring him. 

 
Anatomy of a Successful Raid 

Behind the raid that killed bin Laden lay years of intelligence work.  The turning point 
came in July 2010, when Pakistanis working for the Central Intelligence Agency drove 
up behind a white Suzuki navigating the bustling streets near Peshawar and wrote 
down the car’s license plate. 

The man in the car was bin Laden’s most trusted courier, and over the next 
month C.I.A. operatives would track him throughout central Pakistan. Ultimately he 
led them to a sprawling compound at the end of a long dirt road and surrounded by 
tall security fences in the wealthy hamlet 35 miles from Islamabad. 

On a moonless night eight months later, 79 American commandos in four 
helicopters descended on the compound. Shots rang out. A helicopter stalled and 
would not take off. Pakistani authorities, kept in the dark by their allies in Washington, 
scrambled forces as the American commandos rushed to finish their mission and leave 
before a confrontation. Of the five dead, one was a tall, bearded man with a bloodied 
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face and a bullet in his head. A member of the Navy Seals snapped his picture with a 
camera and uploaded it to analysts who fed it into a facial recognition program. 

In its initial account, the American government said that bin Laden had been 
armed while taking part in the fierce firefight that broke out after a team of Navy Seals 
launched its assault. That was later revised to say that bin Laden had been unarmed. 

According to the later account, when the Seals reached the compound, they 
were immediately fired upon by bin Laden’s trusted courier, Abu Ahmed al-Kuwaiti. 
The commandos killed him and a woman with him. When the Seals moved into the 
main house, they saw the courier’s brother, who they believed was preparing to fire a 
weapon. They shot and killed him. Then, as they made their way up the stairs of the 
house, officials said they killed bin Laden’s son Khalid as he lunged toward the Seal 
team. 

When the commandos reached the top floor, they entered a room and saw 
Osama bin Laden with an AK-47 and a Makarov pistol in arm’s reach. They shot and 
killed him, as well as wounding a woman with him. 

And just like that, history’s most expansive, expensive and exasperating 
manhunt was over. The inert frame of bin Laden, America’s enemy No. 1, was placed 
in a helicopter for burial at sea, never to be seen or feared again. 
 
Background 

Elusive for Nearly a Decade 

Long before the Sept. 11th attacks, bin Laden had become a hero in much of the 
Islamic world, as much a myth as a man — what a longtime C.I.A. officer called “the 
North Star” of global terrorism. He had united disparate militant groups, from Egypt 
to Chechnya, from Yemen to the Philippines, under the banner of al Qaeda and his 
ideal of a borderless brotherhood of radical Islam. 

After the attacks, the name of al Qaeda and the fame of bin Laden spread like a 
21st-century political plague. Groups calling themselves al Qaeda, or acting in the 
name of its cause, attacked American troops in Iraq, bombed tourist spots in Bali and 
blew up passenger trains in Spain. 

To the day of his death, the precise reach of his power remained unknown: 
how many members al Qaeda could truly count on; how many countries its cells had 
penetrated; and whether, as bin Laden boasted, he sought to arm al Qaeda with 
chemical, biological and nuclear weapons. (His age also was unclear — either 53 or 
54.) 

Still, the most devastating blow to al Qaeda may not be the death of its 
founder, but its sudden slide toward irrelevance as the youth of the Arab world took 
to the streets in early 2011 to push for democracy, not the Islamic caliphate that was 
Bin Laden's goal. 

 
Early Life 

By accounts of people close to the family, Osama bin Muhammad bin Awad bin 
Laden was born in 1957, the seventh son and 17th child, among 50 or more, of his 
father. 
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His father, Muhammad bin Awad bin Laden, had immigrated to what would 
soon become Saudi Arabia in 1931 from the family’s ancestral village in a conservative 
province of southern Yemen. He found work in Jidda as a porter to the pilgrims on 
their way to the holy city of Mecca; years later, when he would own the largest 
construction company in Saudi Arabia, he displayed his porter’s bag in the main 
reception room of his palace as a reminder of his humble origins. 

According to family friends, the bin Laden family’s rise began with a risk — 
when the father offered to build a palace for King Saud in the 1950s for far less than 
the lowest bid. By the 1960s he had ingratiated himself so well with the Saudi royal 
family that King Faisal decreed that all construction projects be awarded to the bin 
Laden group. When the Aksa Mosque in Jerusalem was set on fire by a deranged 
tourist in 1969, the senior bin Laden was chosen to rebuild it. Soon afterward, he was 
chosen to refurbish the mosques at Mecca and Medina as well. In interviews years 
later, Osama bin Laden would recall proudly that his father had sometimes prayed in 
all three holy places in one day. 

His father was a devout Muslim who welcomed pilgrims and clergy into his 
home. He required all his children to work for the family company, meaning that 
Osama spent summers working on road projects. The elder bin Laden died in a plane 
crash when Osama was 10. The siblings each inherited millions — the precise amount 
was a matter of some debate — and led a life of near-royalty. Osama — the name 
means “young lion” — grew up playing with Saudi princes and had his own stable of 
horses by age 15. 

But some people close to the family paint a portrait of bin Laden as a misfit. 
His mother, the last of his father’s four wives, was from Syria, the only one of the 
wives not from Saudi Arabia. The elder bin Laden had met her on a vacation, and 
Osama was their only child. Within the family, she was said to be known as “the slave” 
and Osama “the slave child.” 

Within the Saudi elite, it was rare to have both parents born outside the 
kingdom. In a profile of Osama bin Laden in The New Yorker, Mary Anne Weaver 
quoted a family friend who suggested that he had felt alienated in a culture that so 
obsessed over lineage, saying: “It must have been difficult for him, Osama was almost 
a double outsider. His paternal roots are in Yemen, and within the family, his mother 
was a double outsider as well — she was neither Saudi nor Yemeni but Syrian.” 

According to one of his brothers, Osama was the only one of the bin Laden 
children who never traveled abroad to study. A biography of Bin Laden, provided to 
the PBS television program “Frontline” by an unidentified family friend, asserted that 
bin Laden never traveled outside the Middle East. 

That lack of exposure to Western culture would prove a crucial distinction; the 
other siblings went on to lead lives that would not be unfamiliar to most Americans. 
They took over the family business, estimated to be worth billions, distributing 
Snapple drinks, Volkswagens and Disney products across the Middle East. On Sept. 
11, 2001, several bin Laden siblings were living in the United States. 

Bin Laden had been educated — and, indeed, steeped, as many Saudi children 
are — in Wahhabism, the puritanical, ardently anti-Western strain of Islam. Even years 
later, he so despised the Saudi ruling family’s coziness with Western nations that he 
refused to refer to Saudi Arabia by its modern name, instead calling it “the Country of 
the Two Holy Places.” 
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Newspapers have quoted anonymous sources — particularly, an unidentified 
Lebanese barber — about a wild period of drinking and womanizing in bin Laden’s 
life. But by most accounts he was devout and quiet, marrying a relative, the first of his 
four wives, at age 17. 

Soon afterward, he began earning a degree at King Abdulaziz University in 
Jidda. It was there that he shaped his militancy. He became involved with the Muslim 
Brotherhood, a group of Islamic radicals who believed that much of the Muslim 
world, including the leaders of Saudi Arabia, lived as infidels, in violation of the true 
meaning of the Koran. 

And he fell under the influence of two Islamic scholars: Muhammad Quttub 
and Abdullah Azzam, whose ideas would become the underpinnings for Al Qaeda. 
Mr. Azzam became a mentor to the young Bin Laden. Jihad was the responsibility of 
all Muslims, he taught, until the lands once held by Islam were reclaimed. His motto: 
“Jihad and the rifle alone: no negotiations, no conferences and no dialogue.” 
 
The Turning Point 

For bin Laden, as for the United States, the turning point came in 1989, with the 
defeat of the Soviets in Afghanistan. 

For the United States, which had supported the Afghan resistance with billions 
of dollars in arms and ammunition, that defeat marked the beginning of the end of the 
cold war and the birth of a new world order. 

Bin Laden, who had supported the resistance with money, construction 
equipment and housing, saw the retreat of the Soviets as an affirmation of Muslim 
power and an opportunity to recreate Islamic political power and topple infidel 
governments through jihad, or holy war. 

He declared to an interviewer, “I am confident that Muslims will be able to end 
the legend of the so-called superpower that is America.” 

In its place, he built his own legend, modeling himself after the Prophet 
Muhammad, who in the seventh century led the Muslim people to rout the infidels, or 
nonbelievers, from North Africa and the Middle East. As the Koran had been revealed 
to Muhammad amid intense persecution, bin Laden saw his own expulsions during the 
1990s — from Saudi Arabia and then Sudan — as affirmation of himself as a chosen 
one. 

In his vision, he would be the “emir,” or prince, in a restoration of the khalifa, a 
political empire extending from Afghanistan across the globe. “These countries belong 
to Islam,” he told the same interviewer in 1998, “not the rulers.” 

Al Qaeda became the infrastructure for his dream. Under it, bin Laden created 
a web of businesses — some legitimate, some less so — to obtain and move the 
weapons, chemicals and money he needed. He created training camps for his foot 
soldiers, a media office to spread his word, and even “shuras,” or councils, to approve 
his military plans and his fatwas. 
 
A Terror Network 

Through the ’90s, al Qaeda evolved into a far-flung and loosely connected network of 
symbiotic relationships: Bin Laden gave affiliated terrorist groups money, training and 
expertise; they gave him operational cover and a furthering of his cause. Perhaps the 
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most important of those alliances was with the Taliban, who rose to power in 
Afghanistan largely on the strength of bin Laden’s aid, and in turn provided him 
refuge and a launching pad for holy war. 

Long before Sept. 11, though the evidentiary trails were often thin, American 
officials considered bin Laden at least in part responsible for the killing of American 
soldiers in Somalia and in Saudi Arabia; the first attack on the World Trade Center, in 
1993; the bombing of the Khobar Towers in Saudi Arabia; and a foiled plot to hijack a 
dozen jets, crash a plane into the C.I.A. headquarters and kill President Bill Clinton. 

In 1996, the officials described bin Laden as “one of the most significant 
financial sponsors of Islamic extremism in the world.” But he was thought at the time 
to be primarily a financier of terrorism, not someone capable of orchestrating 
international terrorist plots. Yet when the United States put out a list of the most 
wanted terrorists in 1997, neither bin Laden nor al Qaeda was on it. 

Bin Laden, however, demanded to be noticed. In February 1998, he declared it 
the duty of every Muslim to “kill Americans wherever they are found.” After the 
bombings of two American Embassies in East Africa in August 1998, President 
Clinton declared bin Laden “Public Enemy No. 1.” 

The C.I.A. spent much of the next three years hunting bin Laden. The goal was 
to capture him with recruited Afghan agents or to kill him with a precision-guided 
missile, according to the 2004 report of the 9/11 Commission and the memoirs of 
George J. Tenet, director of central intelligence from July 1997 to July 2004. 

The intelligence was never good enough to pull the trigger. By the summer of 
2001, the C.I.A. was convinced that al Qaeda was on the verge of a spectacular attack. 
But no one knew where or when it would come. 
 
The Aftermath of 9/11 

After the attacks of Sept. 11, bin Laden did what had become routine: He took to 
Arab television. He appeared, in his statement to the world, to be at the top of his 
powers. President Bush had declared that the nations of the world were either with the 
Americans or against them on terrorism; bin Laden held up a mirror image, declaring 
the world divided between infidels and believers. 

Bin Laden had never before claimed or accepted responsibility for terrorist 
attacks. In a videotape found in the southern Afghan city of Kandahar weeks after the 
attacks, he firmly took responsibility for — and reveled in — the horror of Sept. 11. 

“We calculated in advance the number of casualties from the enemy, who 
would be killed based on the position of the tower,” he said. “We calculated that the 
floors that would be hit would be three or four floors. I was the most optimistic of 
them all.” 

In the videotape, showing him talking to followers nearly two months after the 
attacks, bin Laden smiles, hungers to hear more approval and notes proudly that the 
attacks let loose a surge of interest in Islam around the world. 

He explained that the hijackers on the planes — “the brothers who conducted 
the operation” — did not know what the mission would be until just before they 
boarded the planes. They knew only that they were going to the United States on a 
martyrdom mission. 
 Bin Laden had long eluded the allied forces in pursuit of him, moving, it was 
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said, under cover of night with his wives and children, apparently between mountain 
caves. Yet he was determined that if he had to die, he, too, would die a martyr’s death. 

His greatest hope, he told supporters, was that if he died at the hands of the 
Americans, the Muslim world would rise up and defeat the nation that had killed him. 
 
Continued Operational Role 

After reviewing computer files and documents seized at the compound where he was 
killed, American intelligence analysts have concluded that the chief of al Qaeda played 
a direct role for years in plotting terror attacks from his hide-out. The documents 
taken at the Abbottabad compound, according to American officials, show that bin 
Laden was in touch regularly with the terror network he created. With his whereabouts 
and activities a mystery in recent years, many intelligence analysts and terrorism 
experts had concluded that he had been relegated to an inspirational figure with little 
role in current and future al Qaeda operations. 

The documents include a handwritten notebook from February 2010 that 
discusses tampering with tracks to derail a train on a bridge, possibly on Christmas, 
New Year’s Day, the day of the State of the Union address or the 10th anniversary of 
the Sept. 11, 2001, attacks, officials said. 

The world’s most wanted terrorist lived his last five years imprisoned behind 
the barbed wire and high walls of his home in Abbottabad, Pakistan, his days 
consumed by dark arts and domesticity. American officials believe that he spent many 
hours on the computer, relying on couriers to bring him thumb drives packed with 
information from the outside world. 

Videos seized from bin Laden’s compound and released by the Obama 
administration showed him wrapped in an old blanket watching himself on TV, like an 
aging actor imagining a comeback. Other videos showed him practicing and flubbing 
his lines in front of a camera. He was interested enough in his image to dye his white 
beard black for the recordings. 

His once-large entourage of Arab bodyguards was down to one trusted 
Pakistani courier and the courier’s brother, who also had the job of buying goats, 
sheep and Coca-Cola for the household. While his physical world had shrunk to two 
indoor rooms and daily pacing in his courtyard, bin Laden was still revered at home — 
by his three wives, by his children and by the tight, interconnected circle of loyalists in 
the compound. 

He did not do chores or tend to the cows and water buffalo on the south side 
of the compound like the other men. The household, American officials figure, knew 
how important it was for him to devote his time to al Qaeda, the terrorist organization 
he founded and was still actively running at the time of his death. 

As the bin Laden trail grew cold and he stopped broadcasting videos to the 
world in the last several years, his status as the world’s most influential terrorist 
seemed to diminish. Still, in the decade since he fled Afghanistan in late 2001, he 
managed to release four to six audio messages each year, often making reference to 
current events, showing that his hide-out was not entirely cut off from the outside 
world. 
 

New York Times, May 9, 2011, 
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/b/osama_bin_laden/index.html 
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A DEFINING MOMENT 
Bin Laden’s hideout in a mainly garrison town seriously compromised the credibility 
of our intelligence agencies and our armed forces. That he was not in some cave was 
no surprise. The embarrassing security lapse in the failure to locate him within days 
and weeks, let alone nearly six years, was shocking. The terrorist’s presence close to 
the Pakistan Military Academy (PMA) defiled what is “hallowed ground” for all army 
officers who have graduated from Kakul. The intelligence treasure trove of computer 
hard discs, storage devices, documents, etc., recovered by the US is perhaps the only 
silver lining for us in this sorry episode.  

Pakistani accessories complicit in the murder of nearly 3,500 of our soldiers, 
over 2,000 policemen, and more than ten times that of innocent Pakistani civilians can 
now be positively identified. These scoundrels deserve vengeance with the same 
vehemence as the Americans very rightly sought for the 9/11 atrocity. Has the 
“support system” “nothing official about it”? If there was any official connivance, it 
must be exposed. However, if no “smoking gun” is found, one expects the US will 
correct the prevailing perception about official culpability with terrorism. 

The US repeatedly told us bluntly that they would go after bin Laden wherever 
he was. While it is demeaning to our self-respect that they did not trust us enough to 
take our consent, President Obama told ABC’s “60 Minutes” that for security reasons 
he did not tell even some close associates in the White House or his family. The US 
navy Seals needed that blanket of silence for “mission accomplished.” When the 
Pakistani government’s response to security and PR disaster finally materialised, it was 
patently awful. For the record, it was the Americans who flew bin Laden into our lives 
in the 80s, so it is fitting that they flew his dead body out a quarter century later. 

Stealth helicopters notwithstanding, gaping holes were exposed in our air 
defence system. Modified Blackhawks and Chinooks with main rotors increased from 
four to six to slow down rotor speed to reduce the thumping noise, covering of the 
main rotor and tail motor hubs, use of special paint, etc., or not, three hours in 
Pakistan airspace is almost forever for such a strike mission. The PAF must not fool 
itself behind PR rhetoric and insist the radars were working. Even the Indian COAS 
got the occasion to become bellicose. An enquiry to find out criminal negligence 
and/or dereliction of duty should not be used as a “cover-up.” Let’s fix the system and 
procedures that failed us when it is meant to work to perfection. When Musharraf 
allowed foreign combat aircraft and drones to not only operate from our airfields but 
roam Pakistani airspace with impunity, with their own traffic control, he set in motion 
the disintegration of our aviation security. Abbottabad was simply a security 
compromise waiting to happen. 

Without the nexus of corruption with organised crime feeding our democracy, 
it would be impossible for terrorism to proliferate. Yet for political expediency a 
dedicated Counter Terrorism Force (CTF) at the “ground zero” of terrorism is non-
existent, allowing terrorism’s evil roots to spread without check within our heartland. 
Why is the army complacent and reconciled to its men dying in the field, while 
civilians, uniformed personnel and their families are increasingly being targeted? Why 
is the government reluctant to accept that without a CTF there is no hope of 
combating terrorism? Could bin Laden have escaped a CTF dragnet as easily as he 
escaped the attention of our law-enforcement agencies? 
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Economically speaking, one can paraphrase “sixteen tons and what do you get, 
another day old and deeper in debt” into “over forty thousand dead and what do you 
get, more and more blame and deeper in debt.” Zardari is a fairly stubborn person. It 
must have cost him some measure of pride to have the badly split PML-Q as 
uncomfortable bedfellows to have Abdul Hafeez Shaikh get the federal budget passed 
in June. While it is important to correct the injustice done to the late Zulfikar Ali 
Bhutto, the Pakistanis living today deserve some priority by having the Supreme Court 
judgment on the NRO implemented and/or the Supreme Court tackle related issues 
that have made our present governance a farce. One really admires the present 
superior judiciary, one can only respectfully request that they must not let the 
constitutional oath become a convenient camouflage for chicanery and fraud. The rule 
of law is being flouted at will under the cover of democracy. Where do you think 
terrorism gets the ingredients to flourish? Prime Minister Gilani’s belated attempt at 
damage control in the National Assembly notwithstanding, the faith in our armed 
forces has been badly shaken by Abbottabad. Our tremendous counterinsurgency 
operations, which inflicted many times more casualties on the terrorists than all the 
coalition forces in Afghanistan and elsewhere combined, have been brought to zero. 
While this faith must be restored, we cannot afford to lose our newfound one in the 
superior judiciary. 

Unlike his predecessor, Kayani put a premium on merit over loyalty in the 
promotions to the upper echelons, particularly to the rank of lieutenant general. Even 
though some who really deserved promotion more than others were not promoted, 
Kayani has not promoted anyone who should not have been. He would have made a 
good chairman of the JCSC, making the JCSC operationally effective as it should be. 
He opted instead for three years’ extension as COAS. This was two years too much. 
This was grudgingly accepted within (and outside) the army because of the adverse 
security situation. By next October the last of “Musharraf’s Mohicans” remaining in 
service would have retired. The turnaround in professionalism and morale effected by 
Kayani through the broad spectrum of the Pakistani army from soldiers to officers is 
truly admirable. It is always good to go out when you are ahead. He should seriously 
consider an honourable exit on a “high” one year into his three-year extension on Nov 
27, 2011.  

By the time the first day of May 2011 was barely over, we can be excused for 
sending out the internationally recognised distress signal “mayday, mayday.” Without 
drastic measures taken immediately, the very existence of the country as a sovereign 
state governed by the rule of law will come into a question. Even for an incurable 
optimist like me, the loss of hope has been devastating, but the successful US raid to 
get bin Laden was shock therapy, a moment of truth that can be used to turn challenge 
into opportunity. Terrorism not only gives us a bad name but causes us considerable 
pain and grief. Removing its dregs from our soil is a must. Do we slide further down 
into the abyss or have the courage to use this defining moment to seize the 
opportunity to redefine our values? 
 

Ikram Sehgal, News International (Rawalpindi), May 12, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=46491&Cat=9&dt=5/12/2011 
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RESOLUTION ON UNILATERAL US FORCES ACTION IN 
ABBOTTABAD ON 2N D MAY 2011  

The Senate of Pakistan and the National Assembly, in a Joint Session held on 13-14 
May 2011, considered the situation arising from the unilateral US forces action in 
Abbottabad on 2 May 2011. 

After an in-depth discussion, including presentations made on the relevant 
issues by the Director General, Inter-Services Intelligence, Director General (Military 
Operations) and Deputy Chief of Air Staff (Operations), the Joint Session of 
Parliament resolved as under:  

Condemned the US unilateral action in Abbottabad, which constitutes a 
violation of Pakistan's sovereignty;  

Strongly asserted that unilateral actions, such as those conducted by the US 
forces in Abbottabad, as well as the continued drone attacks on the territory of 
Pakistan, are not only unacceptable but also constitute violation of the principles of 
the Charter of the United Nations, international law and humanitarian norms and such 
drone attacks must be stopped forthwith, failing which the Government will be 
constrained to consider taking necessary steps including withdrawal of transit facility 
allowed to NATO/ISAF forces;  

Determines that unilateral actions cannot advance the global cause of 
elimination of terrorism and the people of Pakistan will no longer tolerate such actions 
and repeat of unilateral measures could have dire consequences for peace and security 
in the region and the world.  

Reaffirmed the resolve of the people and Government of Pakistan to uphold 
Pakistan's sovereignty and national security, which is a sacred duty, at all costs;  

Affirmed the resolve of the people and state institutions of Pakistan to 
safeguard Pakistan's national interests and strategic assets and, in this context, 
underscored that any action to the contrary will warrant a strong national response;  

Expressed its deep distress on the campaign to malign Pakistan, launched by 
certain quarters in other countries without appreciating Pakistan's determined efforts 
and immense sacrifices in combating terror and the fact that more than thirty 
thousand Pakistani innocent men, women and children and more than five thousand 
security and armed forces personnel had lost their lives, that is more than any other 
single country, in the fight against terror and the blowback emanating from actions of 
the NATO/ISAF forces in Afghanistan;  

Called upon the Government to ensure that the principles of an independent 
foreign policy must be grounded in strict adherence to the principles of policy, as 
stated in Article 40 of the Constitution, the UN Charter, observance of international 
law and respect for the free will and aspirations of sovereign states and their peoples;  

Further Called upon the Government to re-visit and review its terms of 
engagement with the United States, with a view to ensuring that Pakistan's national 
interests are fully respected and accommodated in pursuit of policies for countering 
terrorism and achieving reconciliation and peace in Afghanistan;  

Affirmed the importance of international cooperation for eliminating 
international terrorism, which can only be carried forward on the basis of a true 
partnership approach, based on equality, mutual respect and mutual trust;  
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Affirmed Also full confidence in the defence forces of Pakistan in safeguarding 
Pakistan's sovereignty, independence and territorial integrity and in overcoming any 
challenge to security, with the full support of the people and Government of Pakistan. 
Reaffirmed the Resolution passed by the Joint Sitting of the Parliament on National 
Security held on 22 October 2008 and the detailed recommendations made by the 
Parliamentary Committee on National Security in April 2009.  

Called upon the Government to appoint an independent Commission on the 
Abbottabad operation, fix responsibility and recommend necessary measures to ensure 
that such an incident does not recur. The composition/modalities of the Commission 
will be settled after consultations between the Leader of the House and the Leader of 
the Opposition. 
 

Resolution Date: May 14, 2011. 
 

National Assembly of Pakistan, May 14, 2011, 
http://www.na.gov.pk/en/resolution_detail.php?id=52 

 
OPERATION GERONIMO AND ABBOTTABAD FIASCO 

On seeing the dramatic live action TV footage of Navy Seals jumping into the 
compound of Osama bin Laden, and killing him, US President Barrack Obama 
gleefully yelled, “justice had been done.” He misused the word “justice”, he should 
have said, “Retribution has been accomplished”. Visiting Ground Zero, President 
George Bush had vowed revenge against Osama bin Laden and other perpetrators of 
9/11 bombings of World Trade Center and Pentagon. It has taken ten long years and 
thousands of terrorist bombings, and hundreds of thousands of lives lost by terrorist 
attacks, and US bombings in Iraq, Afghanistan and FATA (drone bombing’s) before 
President Barrack Obama could claim that, “Justice has been done”. Osama bin Laden 
was killed on the morning of May 02, 2011, during a well planned and professionally 
conducted night attack by US Navy’s commando’s called Navy Seals.  

Thirty five US Navy Seal personnel fully equipped for a surprise shock assault, 
took off from Bagram Airfield north of Kabul in four Black Hawk Stealth helicopters. 
They flew in the lap of high hills ranging from six to eight thousand feet, before 
emerging near Tarbela. By flying between high hills and evading radar detection and 
using most advanced low level flight navigation technology, the four Blacks zeroed on 
Osama bin Laden’s compound undetected, and launched a powerful ambush and 
killed the most wanted enemy of America. 

For the safety of the pre-emptive attack by the Black Hawk helicopters, United 
States Air Force had positioned an armada of EC 130E/H, MC 130, E-3 AWACS, 
and F-15 long range fighters with BVR- beyond visual range capability. According to 
the Washington reporter of Pakistan Observers “Operation Neptune Spear” 
conducted on May 02 night comprised four Black Hawk armed helicopters and twenty 
advanced aircraft including EC 130 H and E-2C AWAC’s to jam Pakistani radars, 
F18E Super Hornet fighters from a US Navy aircraft Carrier specially positioned for 
this mission to intercept PAF F-16‘s, and Type-68, MH-X and MV 22 helicopters. 
Several of these aircraft and helicopters were orbiting close to FATA inside 
Afghanistan, in readiness to assist the assaulting Black Hawks, in case things went 
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wrong. It can be assumed that these aircraft flew drone like patterns, to confuse the 
Pakistani radars.  

Their route to Osama bin Laden’s compound near Pakistan Military Academy 
PMA Kakul in Abbottabad cantonment ensured complete secrecy and zero possibility 
of radar detection. Pakistan Air Force has a number of high power radars, which 
operate round the clock, and look deep into Afghanistan. There are also a few low 
level radars with limited range, for the defense of vital installations along the border 
adjoining Afghanistan. These modern radars, were operating at the time the Black 
Hawk intruders entered Pakistan air space, flew for 40 minutes en-route to 
Abbottabad, remained over the target for about forty minutes and took another forty 
minutes to exit Pakistani air space. All the PAF radars were operative and vigilant, but 
did not detect the Stealth (radar evading) Black Hawks, flying in radars shadow 
between high hills. The PAF also has a few SAAB Erieyes AEW-AWAC’s for radar 
detection and electronic surveillance and intelligence. They were not airborne, because 
such a heli-borne threat from the West was never visualized.  

American Black Hawk attack planners had rightly assessed that USAF aircraft 
flying and orbiting west of the FATA will arouse no suspicion. American assessment 
that flying the mountain terrain pattern no Pakistan Army unit or Pakistan Air Force 
fighter or ground to air missile could react before one hour was proven correct. Had 
such an air borne attack force come from the East, the PAF air defenses would have 
reacted within five minutes, and the radar controlled guns and SAM’s-surface to air 
missiles would have fired and brought down the attack helicopters including the USAF 
or USN Black Hawks. But the attack helicopter assault came from the West, which 
was unexpected. It ensured total radar evasion, and therefore no detection or reaction 
by Pakistani air defense system was possible. 

Mobile Observer Units-MOU’s are a vital component of the PAF Air Defense 
system. In the 1965 and 1971 Indo-Pak wars the Wireless or Mobile Observer 
squadrons were deployed along the Indo-Pak border, and in arcs around vital airfields 
and important installations. The MOU’s send voice mail report of low level enemy 
aircraft entering Pakistan. Being experts at aircraft recognition, they are able to report 
type, height, estimated speed and direction of the enemy bombers and fighters. Before 
1965 war the PAF had developed aircraft interception system based on visual and 
audio reporting by the Mobile Observer units. As many as 35 Indian Air Force 
bombers and fighters were intercepted and destroyed by PAF fighters based on 
MOU’s accurate reporting. These units were not deployed along the Pak-Afghan 
border. I am confident that had the Mobile Observer units been deployed, the US 
Black Hawks would have been detected, and F-16’s or FJ-17 Thunder fighter 
interceptors would have been immediately launched.  

The Pakistani nation needs to understand the limitations of Pakistan’s military 
response to the May 02 attack on Osama bin laden compound in Abbottabad. 
American nation and its leaders claim Operation Geronimo as “mission 
accomplished”. For Islamabad it exposed failure of intelligence agencies and of the 
military. Pakistan’s response exposed intelligence failure of Himalayan proportions. 
Osama bin Laden was thought to be dead as a result of carpet bombing of the 
network of caves in Tora Bora mountains where the al Qaeda leader was hiding. But 
he slipped out into Pakistan, and lived here ever since. What did the CIA, ISI and the 
Military Intelligence do to track, search and hunt for him needs to be revealed by the 
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US and Pakistani Intelligence Brahmins. Gilani has shielded the Inter Services 
Intelligence Agency which was supposed to monitor bin Laden’s movements, hide 
outs and residence. ISI did catch over one hundred al Qaeda commanders and key 
leaders, but had no inkling of where Osama bin Laden was since ten years. That he 
was living in our middle, in Abbottabad cantonment, next to Pakistan Military 
Academy has come as a huge shock. Prime Minister Gilani has rightly praised the ISA 
as a national asset. But after the Germino fiasco the Pakistani nation has the right to 
ask, what was the Police, Intelligence Bureau, FIA, the Military Intelligence and the ISI 
doing while Osama bin Laden and his family were enjoying the bracing weather of 
Haripur and Abbottabad, since seven and a half years.  

Here was the al Qaeda warlord, who was instrumental in the death and 
maiming of one hundred thousand Pakistani men women and children, destruction of 
three hundred mosques, fifty shrines, five hundred schools, road side bombings, 
bombings of Army and Police Training Centers. The al Qaeda and Taliban terrorists 
violence has brought the Pakistani economy to its knees. Foreign investment has dried 
up, yet the terror mastermind is living as “our guest”, in our midst. Who were his 
protectors and his couriers? Our intelligence agencies have floundered on the rocks of 
failure. And there is an urgent need of top to bottom overhaul. 

Gilani Sahib has rejected US allegations of incompetence and complicity. 
Incompetence is galore. We cannot hide it, and our failuremust not be put under the 
mat. The roots of Police and IB incompetence are excessive political interference, 
deficient funding, corruption and poor leadership all around. While rejecting American 
allegations of complicity, it is in order to fully investigate and clearly establish, who 
facilitated OBL’s movements and long residence in Pakistan, especially close to the 
Pakistan Military Academy and in the middle of three Army Regimental Centers. The 
PM has rightly blamed the CIA, and global intelligence agencies for not tracking 
OBL’s movements. Osama bin Laden was their focus, yet they lost track of him. 
Pakistan has handed over hundreds of al Qaeda operatives and allowed US drone 
bombings of FATA villages. So if there is any complicity, it is with the Uncle Sam-big 
brother America and not with al Qaeda and Taliban, who plan to continue killing us. 
 

Ayaz Ahmed Khan, Pakistan Observer (Islamabad), May 14, 2011, 
http://pakobserver.net/detailnews.asp?id=92133 

 
PAK-US TIES AT CRITICAL JUNCTURE, SAYS KERRY 

US Senator John Kerry arrived in Islamabad on Sunday for talks with Pakistani leaders 
at what he earlier warned was a “critical moment” for relations after the raid that killed 
Osama bin Laden. 

He landed two days after parliament insisted there must be no repeat of the 
secret commando operation that killed bin Laden and said US drone strikes targeting 
extremists on its territory must end. 

The first senior US visitor since the al Qaeda kingpin’s death, Kerry was to 
meet President Asif Ali Zardari and Prime Minister Yousuf Raza Gilani, Foreign 
Office spokeswoman Tehmina Janjua told AFP, to discuss “bilateral relations and 
regional issues”. 

Senator Kerry has arrived for talks with the senior Pakistani leadership,” US 
embassy spokesman Alberto Rodriguez told AFP. According to latest reports, Senator 
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Kerry met Chief of Army Staff (COAS) General Ashfaq Parvez Kayani at the General 
Headquarters late Sunday night. 

According to a statement, Kerry and General Kayani discussed matters of 
mutual interest. In the Afghan capital Kabul before travelling to Pakistan, Kerry told 
reporters on Sunday that US relations with its nuclear-armed ally were at a “critical 
moment”. 

He said he was he was ready to listen to Pakistan’s leaders but the discovery of 
the al Qaeda chief living close to Islamabad meant talks had to “resolve some very 
serious issues”. “We need to find a way to march forward if it is possible. If it is not 
possible, there are a set of downside consequences that can be profound,” said Kerry, 
whose trip to the region has been endorsed by President Barack Obama. 

Kerry, chairman of the influential Senate Foreign Relations Committee, also 
repeated Washington’s belief that the Pakistani authorities know where Taliban safe 
havens harbouring the leaders of Afghanistan’s insurgency are located. 

“There is some evidence of Pakistan government knowledge of some of these 
activities in ways that is very disturbing,” he told reporters in Kabul, adding that he 
would raise the long-standing issue in Islamabad. 

But Kerry also sought to dampen the diplomatic fallout from the bin Laden 
raid, which severely strained ties with the US and stirred renewed anti-American 
sentiment in Pakistan. “It’s important to try also to not allow the passions of a 
moment to cloud over the larger goal that is in both of our interests,” he said in 
reference to efforts to combat militancy.  

Senator Kerry said in Kabul he will press Pakistani leaders for answers on 
Osama bin Laden in talks. Kerry said he would hold a series of “important 
discussions” in Islamabad today (Monday). “It is fair to say that some of my colleagues 
in the House and Senate have deep reservations as to whether or not Pakistan is 
committed to the same goals or prepared to be a full partner in pursuing those goals,” 
Kerry told reporters. 

Kerry said if there is no “improvement in the current situation” it will become 
increasingly difficult to convince people at home of the need to give aid to Pakistan. 
Kerry said Pakistan was also a victim of “terrorism” and that the death of bin Laden 
provided a critical chance to move forward. “This is not a moment for anything but 
very sober and serious discussion with an understanding that there is a lot at stake. 
There is no other way to put it. I think they understand that, we understand that,” he 
said. 

Asked if the United States would conduct a similar raid inside Pakistan to kill 
Mulla Omar, the reclusive leader of the Afghan Taliban, Kerry said Washington would 
consider all options.  
 

News International (Rawalpindi), May 16, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=6009&Cat=13&dt=5/16/2011 
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PAKISTANIS CRITICIZE US ACTION THAT KILLED 
OSAMA BIN LADEN 

 
Many Believe Pakistan will be Less Safe from Terrorism 

A new Gallup poll finds almost two-thirds of Pakistanis condemn the US military 
operation that killed Osama bin Laden -- a sharp contrast to Americans' nearly 
universal approval of the action. Sixty-four percent of all Pakistanis surveyed a week 
after the operation said they disapproved; 10% approved, 23% were still unaware of 
the incident, and 3% did not have an opinion. 
 

 
 

Although the news about the US military operation that killed bin Laden near 
Abbottabad, Pakistan, had not reached all Pakistanis by the time the survey took place 
May 9-12, 82% of Pakistanis who did know about the incident disapproved, while 
13% approved. 
 
Pakistanis Would Have Preferred to See Bin Laden Captured Alive 

Pakistanis and Americans are also at odds on what should have happened to bin 
Laden. The plurality of Pakistanis (41%) said he should have been captured, rather 
than killed, and half as many (22%) said neither should have happened. Eight percent 
said he should have been killed. Among Pakistanis who were aware of the action, 52% 
said bin Laden should have been captured, rather than killed, and 29% said he should 
neither have been captured nor killed. 
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The majority of Americans (60%), however, when asked a similar question, said 
bin Laden should have been killed, and 33% said he should have been captured alive. 

  
Nearly 9 in 10 Dislike That Operation Took Place Without Government 
Knowledge 

Regardless of how they feel about bin Laden's killing, Pakistanis who were aware of 
the operation disapprove that it was carried out inside Pakistan without the 
government's knowledge. Nearly 9 in 10 of these Pakistanis disapproved, which 
suggests they may perceive it as a violation of sovereignty, as former President Pervez 
Musharraf recently told Newsweek. "There is one downside to [the death of bin 
Laden], and this is the violation of the sovereignty of Pakistan," he said. "I strongly 
believe that, and the people of Pakistan are very sensitive to this." 
  
Pakistanis See Themselves as Less Safe From Terrorism 

While a slight majority of Americans (54%) believe bin Laden's death will make the US 
safer from terrorism, Pakistanis, who have often been the targets of terrorism in recent 
years, feel vulnerable. Before the suicide attacks in northwest Pakistan on Friday -- 
which the Pakistani Taliban claimed were revenge for bin Laden's death -- nearly half 
of all Pakistanis (46%) said his death made their country less safe from terrorism. Sixty 
percent of Pakistanis who were aware of the US operation felt more at risk.  
 

 
 

The fact that the US found and killed bin Laden in Pakistan did not particularly 
boost Pakistanis' confidence in their country's efforts, either. Half of Pakistanis who 
are aware of the US operation said it made them less confident in their country's 
efforts to fight terrorism, while 15% said it made them more confident and 26% 
volunteered that it made no difference. Gallup surveys in 2010, well before bin 
Laden's death, showed many Pakistanis felt the government's anti-terrorism efforts 
were falling short. 
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Implications 

Americans' and Pakistanis' different reactions to the operation and bin Laden's death 
illustrate the wide gulf that exists in their respective perceptions about the war on 
terrorism and Pakistan's participation. Although news reports suggest bin Laden's 
killing has angered many Pakistanis, the perceived attack on their country's sovereignty 
perhaps hurts them more. 

US Sen. John Kerry's visit to Pakistan aimed to defuse the situation, but if both 
countries want to rebuild trust they will need to demonstrate shared commitment. 
Additional Gallup analyses in the coming days will cover the operation's effect on 
Pakistanis' views of US Pakistan relations, as well as their views of their own 
leadership's handling of the situation. 
 For complete data sets or custom research from the more than 150 countries 
Gallup continually surveys, plesae contact 
SocialandEconomicAnalysis@gallup.com or call 202.715.3030. 
 
Survey Methods  

Results are based on face-to-face interviews conducted between May 9-12, 2011, with 
approximately 1,000 adults, aged 15 and older covering both urban and rural areas 
across all four provinces in Pakistan. Federally administered areas and Azad Jammu 
Kashmir were excluded from this study. For results based on the total sample, one can 
say with 95% confidence that the maximum margin of sampling error is ±4 percentage 
points. 

Results for this USA Today/Gallup poll are based on telephone interviews 
conducted May 2, 2011, with a random sample of 645 adults, aged 18 and older, living 
in all 50 US states and the District of Columbia. 

For results based on the total sample of national adults, one can say with 95% 
confidence that the maximum margin of sampling error is ±5 percentage points. 

The margin of error reflects the influence of data weighting. In addition to 
sampling error, question wording and practical difficulties in conducting surveys can 
introduce error or bias into the findings of public opinion polls. 
 For more complete methodology and specific survey dates, please review 
Gallup's Country Data Set details. 
 

Julie Ray & Rajesh Srinivasan, Gallup, May 18, 2011, 
http://www.gallup.com/poll/147611/pakistanis-criticize-action-killed-osama-bin-laden.aspx 

 
CHINESE SUPPORT 

While one should not read too much into China’s support for Pakistan on the 
Abbottabad raid, it would not do to dismiss it as a routine exercise in diplomacy either. 
By asking America to respect Pakistan’s sovereignty — the raid to take out Osama bin 
Laden was, after all, conducted on Pakistani soil, without the government’s knowledge 
— China has reiterated a principle cardinal to relations among nations. Considering 
that no other country has come out so categorically in support of Islamabad on what 
has turned out to be a demeaning episode for Pakistan, the Chinese prime minister’s 
remarks, during the course of his Pakistani counterpart’s visit, must be a source of 
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satisfaction for the government. They uphold Pakistan’s stance that the raid should 
have been jointly conducted and that the SEALs’ foray and the intermittent drone 
attacks demonstrate an unwarranted unilateralism that undermines rather than 
strengthens the war on terror. Two other points emphasised by Wen Jiabao deserve 
attention. First, he said he had raised the May 2 raid with American officials during 
their strategic dialogue and emphasised the need for Washington to understand 
Islamabad’s problems; second, Beijing expects Washington to recognise Pakistan’s 
own sacrifices during the war. In fact, what Mr Wen said has often been acknowledged 
by American officials themselves.  

Ever since 9/11, no country has suffered the way Pakistan has at the hands of 
terrorists of all hues. A minimum of 30,000 Pakistani soldiers and civilians have been 
killed, evoking condemnation from most Pakistanis few of whom have supported 
Osama bin Laden. On the whole, Mr Wen’s statement after talks with Prime Minister 
Yousuf Raza Gilani is expressive of the restraint that characterises China’s foreign 
policy, especially towards its neighbours, because he lauded the Pakistani leader’s 
acceptance of the Indian premier’s invitation to Mohali. Given the doubts being cast 
by the international community on Pakistan’s commitment to the war on terror, the 
Chinese prime minister’s assurances that changes in international politics will not 
affect Beijing’s relations with Islamabad, the commitment to help strengthen this 
country’s defence capability and the decision to supply 50 Thunder jets are a matter of 
satisfaction for the government. 
 

Editorial, Dawn (Islamabad), May 20, 2011, 
http://www.dawn.com/2011/05/20/chinese-support.html 

 

US HAS ‘SET OF EXPECTATIONS’ FROM ISLAMABAD: 
HILLARY 

Working with Pakistan is a strategic necessity for the United States, US Secretary of 
State Hillary Clinton said on Thursday, even as she pressed Islamabad to act more 
decisively on counter-terrorism. 

Praising Pakistan as “a good partner” in global efforts to fight terrorism, 
Clinton sought to blunt US anger at the discovery that al Qaeda leader Osama bin 
Laden lived there for years before US commandos killed him in a raid on May 2. 

US lawmakers, sceptical that Pakistani officials did not know of bin Laden’s 
presence, want to cut US aid to Pakistan, which the White House views as vital to 
counter-terrorism and to hopes of stabilising neighboring Afghanistan. 

Clinton acknowledged that the two countries have disagreed on how hard to 
fight al Qaeda, Afghan Taliban fighters and other militants, but made clear she saw no 
choice but to work with Pakistan, saying it would overcome “these near-term 
challenges”. 

Among those challenges is Pakistan’s decision to tell the United States to halve 
the number of military trainers stationed in the country, the latest sign of growing 
distrust. 

“We do have a set of expectations that we are looking for the Pakistani 
government to meet but I want to underscore, in conclusion, that it is not as though 
they have been on the sidelines,” Clinton told a news conference in Paris. 
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“They have been actively engaged in their own bitter fight with these terrorist 
extremists. The killing of bin Laden by US special forces in the Pakistani town of 
Abbottabad has sparked a wave of militant attacks. 

“There have been times when we have had disagreements. There have been 
times when we’ve wanted to push harder and for various reasons they have not. Those 
differences are real. They will continue,” Clinton said. 

“But the fact of the matter is that the international community has been able to 
kill more terrorists on Pakistani soil than any place else in the world,” she added. “We 
could not have done that without Pakistani cooperation.” 

She appeared to be referring to US drone attacks and covert action against 
militants, which Pakistani authorities have publicly denounced in response to public 
hostility, but privately condoned, according to Western officials. 

“I believe strongly it is in our national security interest to have a 
comprehensive, long-term partnership with the government and people of Pakistan,” 
Clinton said. Some security analysts make the case that a half-hearted Pakistani partner 
is better than none. 

“Despite this affront (bin Laden’s presence in Pakistan), the United States 
should recognise the importance of maintaining Pakistan as an unpalatable friend 
rather than an implacable adversary or, worse, seeing it tumble toward becoming a 
failed state,” the Washington-based Center for a New American Security think-tank 
said in an analysis this month. 

Among other things, the United States wants Pakistan to help promote 
reconciliation in Afghanistan so as to help the United States begin to withdraw US 
troops in July and completely handoff security responsibility to Afghans in 2014.  

Mullen arrives 
News Desk 
LAHORE: Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Admiral Mike Mullen reached 

Pakistan on Thursday. US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton will also arrive in the 
country on Friday. Both the leaders will meet the Pakistani military and civil 
leadership. Various top-ranking US officials have visited Pakistan after the Abbottabad 
operation on May 2. 
 

News International (Rawalpindi), May 27, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=6265&Cat=13&dt=5/27/2011 

 
BIN LADEN COMMISSION 

After some delay, the government has set up a commission to investigate the US 
operation against Osama bin Laden in Abbottabad; the joint parliamentary resolution 
calling for establishing such a body was issued on May 14. Despite the wait, however, 
some positive developments must be noted. First the mandate of the commission 
includes investigating Bin Laden`s presence in Pakistan. This intelligence failure and 
source of national embarrassment had been left out of the resolution, which had asked 
only for an investigation into the operation. Given international and domestic 
condemnation of the presence of the world`s most wanted terrorist in a Pakistani 
garrison town, and especially given questions about whether it indicated complicity 
rather than incompetence on the part of Pakistan`s security establishment, the 
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inclusion of this point in the mandate is an important step forward. Second, the 
commission largely consists of well-respected figures, which would help make its 
conclusions credible at home and abroad. It is disappointing, however, that the 
opposition was apparently not consulted, a point underscored by the reservations of 
one senior nominee. Not taking everyone on board, including, it appears, some of the 
nominees themselves, will result in a wasted effort arising from the government`s 
mishandling of the situation.  

The success of the commission now depends on the extent to which it can 
conduct its investigation unhampered and in an impartial manner. Bin Laden`s 
presence, the foreign operation against him and the incidents of terrorism, especially 
the attack on PNS Mehran, that have followed have left Pakistanis deeply insecure. 
More disturbing has been the lack of answers about the intelligence and security 
lapses. Anxiety about the recent course of events is only heightened when combined 
with the public`s lack of information, and private briefings and conflicting statements 
fixing responsibility for the PNS Mehran attack have not helped. Answers are needed 
about how and why Pakistan has become a safe haven for terrorists and is lurching 
from one devastating attack to another. Even within its mandate to address one 
particular situation, the commission can do much to provide some clarity — if a 
consensus on its composition is evolved and it is allowed to operate independently. 
 

Editorial, Dawn (Islamabad), June 2, 2011, 
http://www.dawn.com/2011/06/02/bin-laden-commission.html 

 
INTELLIGENCE REFORMS 

The Military Intelligence Agency (MI) is the third important intelligence agency in 
Pakistan. I am not sure if the MI’s reach today is greater than that of the Intelligence 
Bureau (IB), but it is a top intelligence player. Although it does not have a significant 
external presence, military attaches in selected embassies around the world are the eyes 
and ears of both the ISI and the MI. The MI, however, operates directly under the 
control of the Pakistani army. During Musharraf’s rule, the MI had a central role in 
Balochistan and military operations there. Understandably, the role of the MI expands 
during the rule of a military government. 

Naval and Air Intelligence are junior partners of Military Intelligence. All three 
service intelligence branches have linkages with the ISI. While the work of the three 
services basically focuses on counterintelligence, they do follow changes and 
developments in the capability and intentions of the external threat as it relates to their 
specific areas. They also carry out limited trans-border intelligence at the tactical and 
operational levels. This is true of defence service intelligence agencies throughout the 
world.  

Each province has a Special Branch. Special Branch is the prime provincial 
intelligence agency with its focus on prevention of crime, and now fighting terrorism 
as well as. The special branch has a presence down to the tehsil level. It is headed by 
an additional inspector general at the provincial level and a superintendent at the 
district level. The Special Branch, being integral to the provincial police, has a close 
relationship with the police at almost all tiers of the government, the two share the 
task of crime prevention. It is this close relationship between the Special Branch and 
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the police at the lowest level of government which can be a major asset in developing 
actionable intelligence against militancy at the grassroots level.  

In the heyday of the IB, the director general of the Intelligence Bureau used to 
hold two annual conferences with the heads of the four Special Branches. This 
arrangement provided critical institutional linkage between the local police and the IB, 
which is almost nonexistent today. The fact that both the IB and the Special Branches 
drew their officer cadre from the Police Service of Pakistan greatly facilitated the 
required sharing of the provincial and federal intelligence assets. 

The police are a provincial law-enforcement agency whose job is to prevent 
crime, maintain, and investigate breaches of, law and order. Not a long time ago it was 
believed that the officer in charge of each thana (police station), the thanedar, had his 
finger on the pulse of his area of jurisdiction. In other words, a police station had an 
excellent intelligence network at the grassroots level. This is no longer true, for a 
variety of reasons.  

Besides the obvious decline in professionalism, rampant corruption and 
political interference in the operations of the police force are the other reasons. Today, 
a thanedar would be lucky to stay on his post even for six months. In the old days, 
police officers usually spent an average of three years on a single assignment. With 
enhanced professionalism, better working conditions and solid guidance the police, the 
Special Branch and the IB together made up an efficient force. 

There are a number of law-enforcement and investigative agencies like the FIA, 
Railway Police, Pakistan Customs, the Anti-Narcotics Force, the Immigration 
Department and the CID, which all have small intelligence units to support their 
respective missions. Many times these units come across a wealth of information 
which could be very useful for the overall intelligence effort against militancy. For one, 
the Immigration service has a record of all foreigners entering and leaving Pakistan.  

Recently I read about the possibility of the creation of a new ministry in 
Pakistan, like the Homeland Security Department of the US. I hope we understand 
that Homeland Security is mostly a collection of law-enforcement agencies.  

The two most important issues to move our intelligence efforts to face the 
challenges of the future are: 

 

• Reforming each major intelligence agency to fulfil its prescribed mission. 
• Develop a mechanism to integrate the total intelligence effort to fight the 

primary national threat, without sacrificing their specific missions.  
 

There are a number of models that are available around the world, we are fairly 
familiar with the British, the US and the Indian models, but we will eventually need to 
develop a model most suitable to our specific environment and needs.  

For starters, we need to build up the IB, to bring it at par with the ISI. It should 
be given a mandate and an organisational structure of the pre-Musharraf era and a role 
possibly beyond that. For it to be effective at gathering intelligence at the grassroots 
level, there is a need for the development of a vertical link between the IB, the Special 
Branch and the police in all the provinces. The ISI already has a vertical link with the 
three service intelligence agencies. But there may be a need to review the ISI’s mission 
and mandate.  
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However, it will be counterproductive and short-sighted to reduce the 
capability and capacity of the ISI to fight militancy and terrorism, as it will take years 
for the IB to develop its full potential. 

The fundamental point that needs to be kept in mind is that the coordinating 
office for all intelligence agencies must report directly to the prime minister, and not 
be placed under any one ministry. The office should have the capability of evaluating 
raw and processed intelligence and place an integrated intelligence picture in front of 
the prime minister and his or her cabinet. The coordinator may have any title like 
Advisor on National Intelligence, Advisor on National Security, or Chairman of the 
Joint Intelligence Committee. He should have the status of a federal minister to be 
able to play an effective role. 

It is no secret that both ISI and the IB have been used to spy on political 
opponents of governments in power. In fact, intelligence agencies have in the past 
actively participated in the making and breaking of governments. This practice must 
end, once and for all. This should be done through an Act of Parliament forbidding 
the present and future governments to use intelligence and law-enforcement agencies 
for political advantage. 
 

Mahmud Ali Durrani, News International (Rawalpindi), June 18, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=53239&Cat=9&dt=6/18/2011 

 
FIGHTING TO SAVE HIS POSITION 

The New York Times, relying on its usual and conveniently anonymous sources who 
brief selectively and effectively on Pakistan, has reported that General Kayani is 
“fighting to save his position in the face of seething anger from top generals and 
junior officers since the American raid that killed Osama bin Laden.” 

What an intriguing concept. Has the army chief any reason to “fight to save” 
himself from “top generals and junior officers”? Who are these energetic conspirators, 
one wonders? The notion that “top generals” are somehow influencing majors and 
captains to encourage them to revolt against their commander is fascinating. Or maybe 
it’s the majors and captains who are pressuring the generals. Taking advice from Elvis 
and Michael Jackson, perhaps. Anything is possible in the fevered imagination of 
tastily-briefed reporters. But how do they imagine that these bold plotters will 
overthrow the army chief and seize command of the army? 

Now this doesn’t mean to say that officers – and non-commissioned officers 
and soldiers, as well – are not mightily upset with the way the army is being treated by 
the United States of America. It appears that some people in Washington are intent on 
humiliating the army and, for that matter, the entire Pakistani nation, and it would be a 
natural human reaction for those most affected to feel aggrieved about this. 

From the talk-shop on Constitution Avenue to the do-shop in suburban 
Rawalpindi there is indeed evidence of what the New York Times ecstatically 
describes as “seething anger”, which is understandable. But this doesn’t mean to say 
that the fury is focused on the Chief of Army Staff or even on the international joke 
who lives and loves in sybaritic splendour in downtown Islamabad. 

Some reporters of the New York Times and the Washington Post have tidy, 
instantly accessible and delectably spicy US sources, never-to-be-named, who feed 
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them with tidbits of disinformation which are based, cleverly and plausibly, on juicy 
gossip from around the world. 

These frisky tipsters are empowered and encouraged by their Washington 
bosses to talk to reporters. If there were no permission given to do so, there would 
indeed be a drought of unattributable tittle-tattle. We should bear in mind that leaks to 
the media are greeted with energetic condemnation and savage reprisals by the White 
House, the Pentagon, the State Department and the CIA – when the leaks aren’t 
authorised as a matter of policy. Given official reaction to leakers who have had the 
courage to provide uncomfortable facts publicly, as distinct from passing on officially 
embroidered rumours, it would be a very brave American official who dared reveal the 
truth to the media off the record. 

So the anonymous official leakers plant disinformation. They are purveyors of 
the sort of stuff we like to believe. (Come on, let’s be honest with ourselves – we all 
love scandalous chitter-chatter.) And the genius of such operations is that some of it – 
just a fraction – a grain, a scrap, a peck on occasions – is pleasingly, attractively, 
compellingly true. It’s what sells the New York Times’ pages commenting on Pakistan. 
And it can influence people. That’s what the anonymous ‘sources’ are told to do; and 
they are good at carrying out their orders. 

It appears that the main targets of government agencies’ propaganda are their 
own and foreign citizens. So the point-people are reporters. 

Here’s another one of them, saying that “The military has to be understood to 
be a world unto itself in Pakistan. If you walk onto a military base, if you see how 
people are housed, if you see the quality of living, the quality of just basic food 
supplies amongst the military families, you understand that there is a real Catch 22 
situation.” 

I very much doubt that this man – described as “Sebastian Gorka, a military 
affairs analyst at the Foundation for the Defence of Democracy in Washington who 
advises the United States and its North Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO) allies, as 
well as the British military and the United States Special Operations Command” – has 
walked around a battalion or regimental lines or visited a married quarters’ building in 
Pakistan. (The head of the Foundation for the Defence of Democracy is Mr Clifford 
May, formerly of the New York Times, the Republican National Committee, and the 
Republican Jewish Coalition.)  

The quality of living on Pakistan Army bases and domestic areas is pretty much 
the same as in every army in the world, even Mr Gorka’s, although it has to be said 
that some cantonments are a bit basic. There aren’t any caviar jars or gold taps in the 
kitchens. 

But Mr Gorka is believed by the people who want to believe him. Just like 
those who trust the New York Times reporters who write that General Kayani is 
“fighting to save his position in the face of seething anger from top generals and 
junior officers since the American raid that killed Osama bin Laden.” 

There is a campaign being mounted against the Pakistan Army and 
government, and it’s proving to be quite effective in stirring up hostility against these 
institutions. Who are the directors of the Crusade? Just who is stage-managing all this? 
And why? 

 

Brian Cloughley, News International (Rawalpindi), June 24, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=54248&Cat=9&dt=6/24/2011 
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USA MOUNTS MORE PRESSURE ON PAKISTAN 
In a shocking development, the United States has withheld $800m worth of military 
aid for Pakistan as part of its policy to put maximum pressure on the country, forcing 
it to toe American lines blindly throwing national interests in the dustbin. According 
to media reports, Washington has come out with a 10-point demand, two of which 
have already been met by Pakistan but the US wants fuller and faithful implementation 
of all. 

The move confirms beyond any doubt that the United States is not a 
dependable ally and never hesitates to stab in the back of otherwise declared friends 
and allies. Eversince its independence, Pakistan chose to align itself with the US-led 
West and joined CEATO and SENTO, earning wrath of the erstwhile super power 
Soviet Union and leading ultimately to its dismemberment. But in return Pakistan was 
betrayed by the West on all difficult moments and even spares of vital military 
equipment were blocked during wars when Pakistan’s very existence was in danger. 
The United States imposed highly discriminatory sanctions against Pakistan because of 
its nuclear programme which proved counter-productive but Americans have not 
learnt the lesson and are treading the same path again. In fact, as CIA Director Leon 
Panetta had demonstrated his clear bias against Pakistan and as Defence Secretary he 
is taking the process to extreme limits. The United States is much annoyed because of 
Pakistan’s decision to cut down the strength of its military and other personnel, which 
Americans claim were trainers but in fact, were engaged in activities like that of 
Raymond Davis. If they were genuine ‘trainers’ then there was no cause for anxiety for 
the US but the way the issue is being agitated is manifestation of the fact that they 
were mere spies and nothing else. Dr Maleeha Lodhi, who served twice as Pakistan’s 
ambassador to Washington, has rightly pointed out that the US will be repeating a 
historic blunder and hurting itself in the bargain by using a blunt instrument of policy 
at a time when it needs Pakistan’s help to defeat al Qaeda. 
 

Editorial, Pakistan Observer (Islamabad), July 12, 2011, 
http://www.pakobserver.net/201107/12/detailnews.asp?id=102599 

 

ABBOTTABAD FIASCO: AN INTROSPECTION 
Even after more than two months, public anger against America’s cowardly ambush in 
Abbottabad has not receded. It has changed in form. From an outrage against the 
armed forces, it has transformed into a national resolve; an anti-America attitude. 
Focus of anger has largely shifted from the armed forces to other reasons leading to 
Abbottabad fiasco. A recent survey indicated that 79% Pakistanis did not consider it as 
a military failure alone. It was a pleasant surprise for the people of Pakistan that for a 
decade their armed forces have been foregoing about 70% of American military aid to 
support civil sector economy. After Iran, America has lost another ally in Asia, the 
people of Pakistan, and that too for times to come. Neither public opinion would 
reverse nor would the national leadership be able to go against it. In long term 
perspective, armed forces have no option but to scale back their dependence on 
American cash and technology. Once again, time tested strategy of self reliance and 
indigenization of ‘sanctions days’ needs to be re-invoked. 
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Armed forces of Pakistan held the Soviets at bay during their protracted 
occupation of Afghanistan. Political leadership of that time was clear about the status 
of war and its who’s who’. When Prime Minister Junejo gave clear orders to shoot 
intruding Soviet aircraft, even if they had to be chased into Afghanistan and shot 
down in Afghan airspace, Pakistan Air Force (PAF) displayed brilliant skills and shot 
down a number of intruders without any combat loss. Nation expects similar resolve 
and direction from the present political leadership. Today, the PAF is equipped in a 
much better way; it has acquired additional capabilities and competencies. The only 
reason why it could not react to shoot the American intruders over Abbottabad is 
because who’s who about the so called war on terror is ambiguous at the national as 
well as at military leadership level. It was never envisaged that while those with whom 
PAF is fighting shoulder to shoulder against a common enemy would ditch it is such a 
way.  

Likewise, only a year back ISI topped the ranking of ten best intelligence 
agencies of the world with a citation that its agents have never been caught under 
camera. Out of complacency it committed a cardinal sin of trusting CIA. Beside other 
attributes Operation ‘Geronimo’ (Abbottabad attack) has a unique distinction of being 
an operation by a superpower against its own ally. It was indeed a stabbing at the back; 
a misadventure against an ally who had suffered the most in supporting America’s 
fight in so called war on terrorism. Had America publically announced the location of 
Osama, and asked for his extradition, in all probability Pakistan would have obliged. 
But Americans never wanted to capture Osama alive; they could not have absorbed his 
revelations during a fair and independent trial. Only dead Osama suited Americans. 
Adopted method also carried the advantage that Pakistan could be blamed for all 
American failures in Afghanistan. And a sense of insecurity could be created amongst 
the masses of Pakistan to rupture the bond of trust between the armed forces and the 
people.  

Ongoing criticism of Pakistan on its ‘failure’ to do the US bidding or for 
providing safe havens to some groups of anti-US militants, as well as the mounting 
pressure for taking certain actions is a part of well thought out psychological war 
against Pakistan. Venomous Secretary Defence Leon Panetta has promptly picked up 
the threads from where he left them as Director CIA. During his recent visit to Kabul, 
he urged Pakistan to go after Ayman Al-Zawahiri. Pakistan needs to call the bluff and 
ask Americans to pinpoint Al-Zawahiri’s exact location and make an offer of 
conducting a joint operation. The US media has also stepped up its campaign of 
vilification against Pakistan, by finding holes in the military and ISI’s performance and 
reincarnating the old stories regarding some former Generals’ kickbacks for allegedly 
supplying nuclear secrets to North Korea. Admiral Mike Mullen sternly stated that the 
Pakistani government had “sanctioned” the killing of a Pakistani journalist. American 
ambassador in Islamabad violated the diplomatic norms and made an uncalled for 
statement during recent Karachi disturbances.  

Announcing the decision to hold back a portion of aid, the US said Pakistan 
was an important ally but there were “difficulties” to overcome in this relationship. 
White House Chief of Staff Bill Daley told ABC television that Pakistan had “taken 
some steps that have given us reason to pause on some of the aid”. “When it comes to 
our military assistance, we’re not prepared to continue providing that at the pace that 
we were providing it unless and until we see certain steps taken,” State Department 
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spokesperson Victoria Nuland said. Pentagon has stated that Pakistan’s aid would be 
resumed if the expelled ‘trainers’ are again permitted to resume their functions. The 
US trainers stationed in Pakistan were monitored and found involved in illegal 
operations that aimed at acquainting themselves with the Pakistani terrain in FATA, 
KPH and Baluchistan. Hence they were expelled. 

Reacting to American decision to withhold a portion of aid, Pakistan’s military 
spokesperson said, “The US decision will have no significant effect on Pakistan’s 
counter-terrorism efforts...The Pakistan Army will continue its operations in the tribal 
areas as it was doing in the past.” On an average, Pakistan gets $600 million a year 
under the Coalition Support Fund. During the recent years, flow of CSF was often 
interrupted on one flimsy pretext or the other. During the last ten years, against an 
expected figure of over US$ 13 b, Pakistan got US$ 8.6 b as military aid. Out of this 
amount, only US$ 2.6 b went to the military, rest was used by the government for civil 
sector budgetary support! For quite some time, the American Joint Special Operation 
Command, in unison with infamous Black-water category troops, has been conducting 
assassinations of high value targets in Pakistan. This clandestine guerrilla war inside 
Pakistan was further hyped by General David Petraeus while he was commanding the 
US troops in Afghanistan, in collaboration with former CIA chief Leon Panetta. It is 
not without reason that the duo has been retained in Obama’s new war team. 

Time has come for Pakistan’s national leadership to undertake a holistic review 
of Pakistan’s multidimensional relations with the US. There is a need to clearly 
articulate the steps that Pakistan would undertake in case of a repeat of Geronimo like 
cowardly act. Military leadership needs to come out of an aura of complacency and 
upgrade the readiness posture to minimise the chances of success of such operations 
in future. Moreover, public opinion needs to be informed that even with full military 
readiness, there would still remain some chances of success of such cowardly covert 
missions.  

The Inquiry Commission looking into Abbottabad incident is expected to 
conduct a wholesome probe digging into the reasons that led to this strategic fiasco. It 
would be worthwhile to refer to the recommendations of Hamood-ur-Rehman 
Commission, and extent of their implementation. Commission must also evaluate the 
correctness of our national policy after 9/11 which led to incremental proliferation of 
American influence in some important institutions including the media. There is also a 
need to re-evaluate the military doctrine and the efficacy of our Higher Defence 
Organisation by comparing it with contemporary models. Commission would only do 
a worthwhile service to the nation if it comes out with convincing findings to fix the 
responsibility alongside concrete recommendations to avoid recurrences. 
 

Air Cdre Khalid Iqbal (R), Now Consultant at Islamabad Policy Research Institute (IPRI), 
Pakistan Observer (Islamabad), July 18, 2011, 

http://www.pakobserver.net/201107/18/detailnews.asp?id=103812 
 

THE CHITRAL INCURSION 
Yet again a substantial force of heavily armed men has made an incursion from 
Afghanistan into Pakistani territory, this time into Chitral. As of Monday afternoon 
the number of our military and paramilitary personnel who were confirmed dead as a 
result was 33, with the possibility that the number may rise. The majority of those who 
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died were local men, recruited from the villages in the area. Four men are reported 
missing and it is believed that they were kidnapped by the raiders and taken back into 
Afghanistan. The number of people in the raiding party is differentially reported, but 
could be 300 of which perhaps 20 were killed. Responsibility was claimed by the 
Tehreek-i-Taliban Pakistan and there is little reason to doubt this. The diplomatic 
response has been quick and the Afghan charge d’affaires was summoned to the 
Foreign Office on Sunday to be told, yet again, that this was unacceptable and such 
attacks would ‘no longer be tolerated.’  

Islamabad’s protest is strongly worded, and could be interpreted in such a way 
as to suggest that our own forces may conduct hot pursuit operations into Afghanistan 
or, stretching the imagination considerably, our air force may strike the raiders before 
they get across the border if there is reliable intelligence as to their whereabouts. The 
reality is that we are not going to war with Afghanistan, the air force will stay on the 
ground and, apart from a little long-range artillery fire, we are not going to be making 
much by way of a response. Another reality is that we are suffering from a nasty dose 
of unfinished business. Many of those engaged in the raid are said to originate from 
Malakand Division and there are other reports that the raids are inspired and led by 
the likes of Maulana Fazlullah, lately of Swat, and Maulvi Faqir, lately of Bajaur 
Agency. Both these powerful figures escaped the Pakistani forces and are said now to 
be operating from Afghanistan’s Kunar and Nuristan provinces, allegedly with the 
cooperation of local Afghan authorities. They remain a significant threat to the 
stability of our northwestern borders. It is reported that Pakistan has shared accurate 
intelligence with the Afghans regarding the disposition of militants originating in 
Pakistan, but to little effect. It is unlikely that the Afghan National Army will take on 
these ‘guests’ and these attacks may be expected to continue. Given that there is good 
intelligence on the whereabouts and activities of the TTP in Afghanistan, it says little 
for the way in which Pakistan is regarded. And a response that is a little more robust 
than a diplomatic rap over the knuckles would be entirely appropriate. 
 

Editorial, News International (Rawalpindi), August 30, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=65324&Cat=8&dt=8/30/2011 

 
OBAMA REVEALS HE TOOK A 'GAMBLE' ON LADEN MISSION 

The mission to kill Osama bin Laden was almost called off at the last minute due to a 
lack of certainty over whether the terrorist leader was living in a Pakistani compound, 
US President Barak Obama said in a new documentary that has revealed on Thursday. 
 In his first detailed interview since the al Qaeda leader was shot dead by Navy 
Seals, US president Barack Obama revealed that he took a gamble and was advised not 
to go through with the risky operation. 

Just days before the May 2 attack, the CIA had advised there was a 60-70 per 
cent certainty that bin Laden was holed up with his family in a fortified compound in a 
military suburb of Abbottabad, Pakistan. 

But on April 28 a special red team of security analysts advised the President 
they were only about 30-40 per cent certain it was the worlds most wanted man, due 
to a lack of evidence and an unusually large number of visitors to the house. 

A tense White House meeting followed where a number of Obamas highest 
advisers told him the stakes were too damn high. 
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Even though I thought it was only 50/50 that bin Laden was there I thought it 
was worth us taking a shot, Obama said in bin Laden: Shoot to Kill. 

If the mission was unsuccessful, the President admitted he faced huge 
geopolitical ramifications. 

In the one-hour documentary that screened on the UKs Channel 4 on 
Wednesday night (Thursday morning AEST), Americas top security advisers and the 
President spoke for the first time about the plan to kill bin Laden. 

Using cinematic re-enactments, the documentary also offers an inside look into 
the White House Situation Room, where Obama, Secretary of State Hilary Clinton and 
other officials watched the attack on a live video link. 

It was a quintessential presidential decision, National Security Adviser Thomas 
E. Donilon said of the attack. 

It was also one of Obamas most challenging moments, eclipsed only by the 
near-death of his daughter Sasha from meningitis as an infant. 

That was the longest 40 minutes of my life, other than when my daughter got 
sick at the age of 3 months and we were worried about whether she was going to be 
safe or not, he said. 

The documentary also reveals how an al Qaeda courier known as "The 
Kuwaiti" led US intelligence sources to bin Laden by traced calls though his mobile. 

CIA surveillance of the house showed a man known as the pacer regularly 
walking in the garden and US experts tried to use the suns shadows to measure if it 
was the 6ft4 bin Laden. 

The program also detailed the Navy Seal's elite Team 6's intense training, 
including building a replica of bin Ladens compound in the Nevada desert so that 
soldiers memorised every step and doorway in the house. 

But when it was finally confirmed that bin Laden had been killed with shots to 
the head and chest, there was little celebration inside the White House, the 
documentary revealed. 

This was a big gamble. I think at the time I said something very brief: 'We got 
him, Obama said. 

But there was no whooping, no hollering, high-fiving inside the Situation 
Room. 

At that point all of us were focused on are these guys going to get out safely. 
Data found inside bin Laden's house revealed he had been planning a terrorism 

attack in the US on the 10-year anniversary of 9/11, with Obama as the main target. 
Hours after the attack, Obama, yet to receive DNA confirmation that it was bin 

Laden, announced to the world that the terrorist mastermind was dead. 
Fortunately we were right, he said.  

 

Nation (Islamabad), September 8, 2011, 
http://www.nation.com.pk/pakistan-news-newspaper-daily-english-online/Politics/08-Sep-

2011/Obama-reveals-he-took-a-gamble-on-Laden-mission 
 

FINDING SOLUTIONS 
That Pakistan needs the United States, and vice-versa, is not in question. What is 
uncertain is how to mend the broken relationship. On the American side, there are 
whispers of increasing drone strikes and firepower to go after the Haqqani network in 
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Pakistan. The US should desist from this. If there is a solution to the stalemate, it is at 
the diplomatic level: bring the Taliban and therefore the Haqqanis to the table for 
talks. This has been proposed and back channels are open and what is needed now is 
more honesty in pursuing what is the only right option. Publicly a war of words is on 
right now, but one hopes a backstage deal will be done to de-escalate the rhetoric. In 
this vein, the Pakistanis are in talks with Saudi Arabia and the Chinese to seek advice 
but also to find allies to make its case for de-escalation. 

In the past few days, Pakistani civilian and military leaders alike have made the 
argument that the US has undermined the immense sacrifices of Pakistanis in the war 
on terror by drumming up Pakistan's connection with the Haqqanis. This approach 
has certainly helped solidify the already well-cemented Pakistani sentiment that 
American engagement with this country is solely dependent on its utility for US goals. 
As the US prepares to pull out of Afghanistan and the region, Pakistan's utility has 
certainly decreased and hence the acrimony. This narrative, based partially on stop-
start American assistance and policies in the past, has certainly hardened in the last few 
days because of the unnecessarily aggressive attitude of the US. This is thus a good 
time for it to be reminded of the problematic nature today of its partnership with 
Pakistan that revolves mainly around security issues and has long focused on military 
and counter-terrorism operations. The fight against extremist outfits is no doubt 
essential for Pakistani and global security but a single-minded focus on counter-
terrorism has pushed aside other factors central to the stability of the Pakistani state, 
and affected the Pakistani public's perception of the United States and the value of 
cooperating with it. Inadequate investment in the Pakistani people by both Pakistan 
and the US has hampered and will continue to hamper security-related goals. What is 
needed, then, is a partnership that strategically addresses the concerns of hundreds of 
millions of Pakistanis, and which will for that reason be much better geared to benefit 
the Pakistani people and state as well as long-term security goal.  
 

Editorial, News International (Rawalpindi), September 28, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=69827&Cat=8&dt=9/28/2011 

 
FULL TEXT OF THE ALL PARTIES CONFERENCE RESOLUTION 
Following is the full text of the APC resolution: 
1. On the invitation of Prime Minister Syed Yusaf Raza Gilani, the leaders of 
Pakistan’s political parties met in Islamabad on September 29, 2011 to consider issues 
relating to national security. 
2. The conference was briefed by Foreign Minister Ms. Hina Rabbani Khar and 
Director General ISI, Lt. Gen Ahmed Shuja Pasha on the security environment of the 
country and the regional situation. 
3. After in-depth deliberations, leaders of all political parties unanimously resolved, as 
follows. 
 

i. As a peace-loving country, Pakistan desires to establish and maintain 
friendly and cordial relations with all countries of the world on the basis 
of sovereign equality, mutual interest and respect. 
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ii. All Parties Conference recognized that there has to be a new direction 
and policy with a focus on peace and reconciliation. “Give peace a 
chance” must be the guiding central principle henceforth. 

iii. Pakistan must initiate dialogue with a view to negotiating peace with our 
own people in the tribal areas and a proper mechanism for this be put in 
place. 

iv. We need to further enhance our brotherly bilateral relations with 
Afghanistan at three levels on priority basis: government to government, 
institution to institution and people to people. 

v. The APC recognized the sacrifices of the people and the Security Forces 
of Pakistan, especially the people of Khyber Pukhtunkhwa and tribal 
areas. The international community needs to recognize these 
tremendous sacrifices as well as the colossal magnitude of destruction in 
Pakistan. 

vi. Pakistan can enhance its self-reliance comprehensively. Trade, not aid, 
should clearly be the way forward.  We should also focus on internal 
economic and tax reforms as well as resource mobilization and the 
curbing of corruption. 

vii. Defence of Pakistan’s sovereignty and its territorial integrity is a sacred 
duty which shall never be compromised. 

viii. National interests are supreme and shall guide Pakistan’s policy and 
response to all challenges at all times. 

ix. Pakistan shall continue to endeavor to promote stability and peace at the 
regional and global planes, in accordance with the principles of the 
Charter of the United Nations and international law. 

x. All earlier unanimous resolutions of the Parliament, the 
recommendation of the Joint Parliamentary Committee on National 
Security must be implemented. 

xi. APC rejected the recent assertions and baseless allegations made against 
Pakistan. Such assertions are without substance and derogatory to a 
partnership approach. 

xii. The Pakistani nation affirms its full solidarity and support for the armed 
forces of Pakistan in defeating any threat to national security. 

xiii. A Parliamentary Committee be formed to oversee the implementation of 
earlier resolutions as well as this Resolution and progress on the same be 
made public on monthly basis.  

 

Express Tribune (Islamabad), September 30, 2011, 
http://tribune.com.pk/story/263586/apc-concludes-marathon-session-with- 

join-resolution-full-text/ 
 

THE OPTIONS GAME 
The essence of statecraft for a middle category country located in a challenging 
geopolitical environment lies in maximising its options and yet for much of its history, 
Pakistan has depended disproportionately on the United States. True to the logic of 
unequal relationships, Washington has always sought to curtail Pakistan’s room for 
manoeuvre to ensure better compliance with its own regional project. The hapless 
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junior partner has often struggled to enlarge its options in the face of suspension of 
military supplies, sanctions, coercive diplomacy, and interference in its internal affairs. 

This is a chequered narrative with the graph of compellence and compliance 
fluctuating notably. Pakistan declined to join the Korean War and the war on the 
people of Vietnam. During the India-China border conflict of 1962, Ayub Khan 
complied with the American wish that he would not create any problem for India in 
Kashmir. Subsequently, Pakistan defied Washington and established close relations 
with China. 

It fended off a more severe American campaign against its nuclear programme. 
In 1998 Nawaz Sharif resisted blandishments and threats from Clinton and carried out 
nuclear tests. Pakistan played a substantial role in rolling back the Soviet occupation of 
Afghanistan. In 2001, General Musharraf’s response exceeded Colin Powell’s wildest 
expectations. This decision changed the course of Pakistan’s history as it gave the 
United States ingress into Pakistan that the post-Musharraf political government 
greatly widened, tempting Washington to micromanage Pakistan. 

But then, where did the project go wrong? Principally, it got unravelled in 
Afghanistan. Insofar as factors intrinsic to Pakistan are concerned, consider the mutual 
disappointment. There is a crisis of exaggerated expectations destined to remain 
unfulfilled. Washington did not spend its money wisely in Pakistan; years rolled by 
without Pakistan getting market access in the United States. The deepening economic 
malaise easily translated into a national rejection of “America’s war” in the region; 
President Zardari now puts the Pakistani losses in it at $100 billion. 

Consider also how Washington over-estimated the extent to which it could 
push the Pakistani armed forces. It failed to appreciate that under General Kayani the 
army has emerged as the main custodian of Pakistani nationalism. Pakistan’s military 
was alienated by policies that jeopardise its perceived national mission. 

The discriminatory Indo-US nuclear deal was seen to eventually degrade 
Pakistan’s nuclear deterrence. Washington was also perceived to be impatient to break 
into the lucrative arms market of India while treating the Pakistan army as a counter-
insurgency force. Then, the United States remained insensitive to Pakistan’s concerns 
about a future dispensation in Afghanistan. Campaigns of vilification to break the will 
of the Pakistani army and intelligence services made things worse. The military was left 
with no option but to dig in and rally the people around issues of national security. 

Where does the All Parties Conference (APC) fit in? It issued a bland 
declaration while hiding behind the earlier parliamentary resolutions to re-visit foreign 
policy. The decision-making echelon of the ruling elite was unable to resist this 
reiteration but remains as indifferent as ever to the task of implementing the earlier 
prescriptions; it is not even persuaded that it would be the right course for Pakistan. 
Even if it was, it has never worked properly on contingency plans to offset American 
reprisals particularly in the economic field. 

The ruling coalition has not even grasped the possibility that the United States 
may, in any case, decide to reduce its engagement with Pakistan. The committee tasked 
with giving substance to the APC’s generalities can succeed only if the prime minister 
mobilises the entire government to formulate alternatives to an excessive dependence 
on the United States. 

Tanvir Ahmad Khan, News International (Rawalpindi), October 5, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=70984&Cat=9&dt=10/5/2011 
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COMMISSION INTERVIEWS ISI CHIEF, OSAMA WIDOWS 
The commission investigating the May 2 US commando operation in which Osama 
bin Laden was killed in Abbottabad has interviewed chief of the Inter-Services 
Intelligence (ISI) and family members of the slain al Qaeda founder, according to an 
official statement.  

A serving ISI chief appearing before a civilian panel is among rare occurrences 
in the country. 

The statement issued on Wednesday said members of the commission also 
conducted “exhaustive interviews” of the three widows and two daughters of Bin 
Laden. 

Pakistan took custody of the widows, two Saudis and one Yemeni, and 10 
children of bin Laden after US Navy SEALs killed him and flew off with his body. 

Dr Shakil Afridi, a doctor accused of conducting a US-sponsored phoney 
vaccination campaign before the US raid in an attempt to get DNA samples of Bin 
Laden`s family was also interrogated, said the statement. 

According to sources, senior ISI officials, including Director-General Lt-Gen 
Ahmed Shuja Pasha, told the commission that they knew nothing about the presence 
of bin Laden in a three-storey compound in Abbottabad near the premises of Pakistan 
Military Academy. 

The ISI chief said the army didn`t have advance information about the US 
operation. “The Abbottabad operation was not known to any tier in the Pakistan 
Army,” he was quoted as saying. 

The Abbottabad cantonment only had training institutions and no combat 
troops were deployed there, the ISI official added. 

The commission, headed by Justice (retd) Javed Iqbal and comprising Abbas 
Khan, Ashraf Jehangir Qazi and   Lt-Gen (retd)   Nadeem   Ahmed, is expected to 
interview Lt-Gen Pasha again on Thursday. 
 

Dawn (Islamabad), October 6, 2011, 
http://www.dawn.com/2011/10/06/commission-interviews-isi-chief-osama-widows.html 

 
CLINTON’S VISIT AND OUR POLICY OPTIONS 

Hillary Clinton’s visit did not achieve much. Apart from the usual warnings and 
threats, US Secretary of State Clinton appears to have had little to offer. When 
challenged, she turned from intimidation to conciliation. It is not clear if there was any 
real agreement on anything significant, and if so on what. What was clear was that 
neither side thought much of the other’s policies. Unfortunately, both are correct in 
this regard. Each has followed dysfunctional policies: the US towards Afghanistan, the 
surrounding region and the Muslim world in general; and Pakistan with regard to 
governing itself and implementing policies based on the priorities of its people instead 
of the interests of its elite.  

The simple truth is that no government in Pakistan can find legitimacy in 
supporting the destabilising and violent policies of the US war on terror in 
Afghanistan and the western border regions of Pakistan. The US invasion of 
Afghanistan was as much a violation of international law as its invasion of Iraq. 
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Neither had the prior support of a specifically authorising resolution of the UN 
Security Council. Moreover, US security policies stem from doctrines that are 
themselves violations of the UN Charter. They do not provide a basis for international 
peace and stability. 

In Afghanistan alone the US has killed, injured, displaced, traumatised, 
humiliated and destroyed the homes and livelihoods of countless numbers of people. 
Much as it had in Iraq and threatens to do elsewhere. The spillover of US policy in 
Afghanistan has seriously destabilised Pakistan. The US is now proclaiming its 
determination to relentlessly continue its policies in Afghanistan well beyond 2014. Its 
“refusal to abandon Afghanistan” could well seal the fate of that hapless country. The 
human and economic costs of this hi-tech barbarity are already incalculable and 
unforgiveable. In the name of combating terror it has spawned terror on a much larger 
scale even if it has protected its homeland. The irony is that Americans are individually 
such fine and generous people. 

How can we even pretend to share broad agreement with US policy on 
Afghanistan? US policy in Afghanistan is part of its regional strategy which is aimed at 
isolating Iran in order to eventually undermine its regime, the containment of an 
emerging China which is the only country with which Pakistan has a genuine strategic 
relationship, and control over access routes to the resources of Central Asia. Hence its 
determination to sign a long-term security arrangement with Afghanistan which would 
provide it “access to facilities,” a euphemism for enduring military bases. How will this 
ever promote reconciliation and stability in Afghanistan and the region? It requires a 
compliant regime in Kabul since no free and independent Afghan government would 
ever agree to it. 

The US has just failed to persuade Iraq to conclude such a deal because it 
insisted on immunity for US military personnel from any prosecution under Iraqi law. 
Does the US expect a “stable, peaceful, and friendly” Afghanistan to be less 
independent and sovereign than Iraq? American policies are now placing this same 
question before the people of Pakistan.  

Pakistan, of course, has to undertake the massive task of putting its own house 
in order for it to be taken seriously by the international community. But it cannot 
achieve any of this as a so-called ally in the US war on terror. That would undermine 
the legitimacy of the whole effort. The US war on terror in Afghanistan has helped to 
bring about the current situation in Fata, in Quetta, in Karachi, and through the 
inflammation of national and religious sentiment, increasingly in the rest of the 
country. If Pakistan’s standing in the international community is at its lowest ever 
today its ruling elites are primarily responsible for this state of affairs. But US policies 
have been a major contributing factor and remain a significant impediment to 
stemming the rot, and reversing course. The essential condition for emerging from the 
national impasse we find ourselves in is to prioritise the needs of our people over any 
domestic elite or foreign strategic interests. Our US-dependent elite classes, by 
definition, will refuse to do any of this.  

This is not to deny that we have a vital interest in developing a decent, mutually 
satisfactory and predictable relationship with a country as important as the US is for 
Pakistan. But we need to forego the vain pursuit of a strategic relationship with it 
which is neither feasible nor desirable. We do not share strategic objectives in 
Afghanistan or the region. The US cannot have strategic relations with both India and 
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Pakistan while the two neighbours remain locked in a largely zero-sum relationship. 
The US will always choose India as a strategic partner over Pakistan. Once these 
realities and their implications are acknowledged we can begin to build a healthy and 
significant non-strategic relationship with the US. The obstacles here are the current 
strategic policies of both countries. They need to be rationalised. 

With regard to Afghanistan, we cannot presume to be the protector of one 
Afghan community against other Afghan communities no matter how many links we 
share with it. We must earn the trust and confidence of all Afghan communities if we 
are to contribute towards a stable Afghanistan that sees its national interests in 
developing wide-ranging cooperation with Pakistan. US support for an Indian role in 
an Afghanistan settlement should not bother us as long as we play our cards sensibly 
and do not try to punch above our weight. That would only alienate Afghan, including 
Pashtun, goodwill and minimise our role in promoting Afghan peace and stability. Our 
natural geopolitical levers should enable us to neutralise any hostile Indian policies in 
Afghanistan towards us provided our own policies make good sense to the Afghans. 
Trying to limit Afghan options would be just another form of the ridiculous “strategic 
depth” policy that reflects our “India-centric” focus.  

So where do we go from here? There are six fundamental parties to an Afghan 
settlement. Three internal and three external. The Karzai-led government in Kabul, the 
Taliban-led resistance, and Afghan civil society are the three internal Afghan parties. 
Pakistan, the US and Iran are the primary external parties. It is for the Afghan parties 
to set the parameters of a settlement process and to determine a settlement outcome. 
It is for the external parties to support the collective efforts of the Afghan parties 
without interfering or backing specific Afghan parties. US “redlines” are as irrelevant 
and unacceptable, as those of any other external party. 

The Afghan parties (question: who will represent Afghan civil society and can 
they find common ground among themselves?) must make compatible and credible 
commitments including statements in favour of a negotiated peace settlement, an 
overall ceasefire, a timetable for the withdrawal of foreign troops, steps to avoid a civil 
war including efforts – without use of force – to settle internal differences, acceptance 
of international humanitarian and human rights laws within a Shariah context, a 
mechanism (a revamped High Peace Council?) and a location (preferably within 
Afghanistan) for extended but time-bound discussions on the above issues. This effort 
must commence immediately. Back channelling between the Afghan parties should 
start straight away to set the process in motion. The UN appears too discredited to 
play a facilitating role. But there may be no better alternative available. Pakistan should 
have been able to do it. 

Pakistan, Iran and the US need to coordinate their support of such an Afghan 
process. US policies towards Iran are a hindrance. But if the US truly seeks peace and 
stability in Afghanistan it cannot veto an Iranian role. The forthcoming Istanbul and 
Bonn conferences will not achieve anything if there is no internal Afghan process 
underway. Conflating the internal and external parties at this stage while excluding the 
Taliban and Afghan civil society can only create confusion. It will just continue the 
criminal search for military solutions posing as preparations for an Afghan peace 
process. Pakistan should not be part of it.  

Progressively the international community including the European Union, 
India, etc should join in supporting the settlement process especially with regard to 
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reconstruction, rehabilitation, refugee return, capacity building and DDR 
(disarmament, demobilisation and reintegration) programmes. A peace process will be 
many sided and extended. It will require conceptual consensus and clarity, and its first 
steps can and must be taken without delay.  

 

Ashraf Jehangir Qazi, News International (Rawalpindi), October 25, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=74506&Cat=9&dt=10/25/2011 

 
OSAMA BIN LADEN'S WIVES TOLD THEY ARE FREE TO 

LEAVE PAKISTAN 
Two wives of Osama bin Laden, held in Pakistan after the raid in May that killed their 
husband, are set to return to their homeland of Saudi Arabia, Pakistani officials have 
said. 

A third wife will not travel back to her native land, Yemen, after authorities 
refused to accept her but may instead be offered a new home in Qatar, the Gulf 
emirate, a source in the Pakistani interior ministry told the Guardian. 

All three women were detained by Pakistani military personnel after the 
American special forces raid on a house in the northern Pakistani city of Abbottabad 
during which bin Laden was killed. Around a dozen children were also taken into 
Pakistani custody. 

According to the officials and Saudi press reports, the two Saudi-born wives, 
Khairiah Sabar and Siham Sabar, recently had their Saudi citizenship restored, a move 
which would allow their return, possibly as early as next week. 

Khairiah married bin Laden in 1985 and Siham, in 1987. When the extremist 
leader was stripped of his citizenship in 1994, the two women, both college graduates, 
also lost theirs. 

With an official Pakistani inquiry into the circumstances surrounding the raid 
now complete, the women were free to go, the Pakistani officials said. 

"We have been working with the Saudi officials since the [Pakistani] Judicial 
Commission on [the Abbottabad raid] interviewed the bin Laden widows. 

"The Saudi government has agreed to accept his children and two wives, and 
we are working on logistical arrangements now," one senior source said, requesting 
anonymity. 

Eight children of the late al Qaeda leader would travel with the women, the 
official added. 

Middle Eastern diplomats in Islamabad confirmed that a "resolution" had been 
reached in discussions over the repatriation of the wives but did not disclose any 
timetable. 

However, there been no official confirmation from Riyadh, and the Saudi 
ambassador in Pakistan has told local reporters he has no knowledge of any 
forthcoming transfer. 

Western officials in the region urged caution. 
"Let's wait and see. It's likely they will go back [to Saudi Arabia] at some stage 

but it may well not be imminent," said one. 
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Recent Saudi press reports have claimed that authorities had restored the 
citizenship of the two women, both born in the southern port city of Jeddah, after 
members of their families and that of their late husband lobbied senior Saudi royals. 

Jeddah is also the home town of the bin Laden family and is where Osama, 
who was 54 when he died, was raised. 

Officials in Riyadh told the Guardian earlier this year that, at least theoretically, 
there was no objection to the women's return to Saudi Arabia. 

Hamza, the 22-year-old son of Bin Laden, was killed in the May raid. 
The bodies of both men were buried at sea. The women and children were 

handcuffed by the US special forces who then left the scene. 
During their detention by Pakistani authorities the women, one of whom was 

wounded in the Abbottabad raid, were interviewed by American intelligence agencies. 
The three wives had spent up to five years living in relatively austere conditions 

in the house in the northern Pakistani town. 
Pictures of their home showed modest furnishings, cheap foam mattresses, no 

air conditioning and old televisions though there was a large, seemingly well-tended, 
vegetable garden. 

Bin Laden married at least five times. His first wife, a Syrian, left him in 
Afghanistan weeks before the 9/11 attacks and returned to her homeland. A second 
wife was divorced in the early 1990s. His fifth wife, Yemeni Amal Ahmed al-Sadah, 
married him in 2000. 

This leaves the third and fourth wives, the two Saudis. 
According to local or Arab traditions, it should be the close relatives of a dead 

father, usually the brothers, who look after the bereaved spouses and children. 
It appears that despite the rift between bin Laden and his family, one of Saudi 

Arabia's wealthiest business dynasties, some efforts have been made to take care of the 
widows. 

At least two of Bin Laden's sons – Hamza and Saad – apparently followed him 
into radicalism. Both were groomed as extremist leaders from an early age. Bin Laden 
had told interviewers that he hoped his daughter Safiya, now believed to be 12, would 
also take up arms. 

She is still in Pakistani custody and has said that she witnessed her father being 
shot dead, senior Pakistani officials told the Guardian days after the raid. 
 

Jason Burke, Guardian, December 8, 2011, 
 http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2011/dec/08/osama-bin-laden-wives-free 

 
COMMISSION SEEKS ACCESS TO OSAMA PAPERS 

The Inquiry Commission on the Abbottabad operation has called upon the 
government to give access to 187,000 documents and letters of al Qaeda founder 
Osama bin Laden which were found from the three-storey house raided by US Navy 
SEALs in Abbottabad on May 2, a source close to the commission told Dawn on 
Tuesday. 

The source said the commission believed that these documents were in custody 
of Inter-Services Intelligence and were written in Arabic and English languages. 

It has also been learnt that the process of translation of Arabic language 
documents has begun and it might take two to three months. 
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The source said the US Navy SEALs, who had raided the house in Bilal Town 
on May 2, had also taken credible evidence and documents with them from the house. 

The commission’s head, Justice (retd) Javed Iqbal, had told a press conference 
last month that the commission would complete its investigation by December 2011, 
but it is still investigating the matter. 

Meanwhile, MQM chief Altaf Hussain has declined to appear before the 
Inquiry Commission to record his statement. 

“In response to an invitation of the commission for participation in a panel 
discussion held on Dec 13, Farooq Sattar, MQM’s Deputy Convener, has conveyed 
profound regret of Altaf Hussain for his inability to attend the discussion,” said an 
official announcement issued on Tuesday. However, the MQM leader has reposed full 
confidence in the commission. 

In its meeting on Tuesday, the commission recorded statements of some senior 
journalists and columnists. 

The commission held a detailed interactive session with prominent people, 
including Javed Chaudhry, Tahir Khalil, Tariq Chaudhry, Ikram Sehgal, Asif Bashir 
Chaudhry, Mushahid Hussain Syed, Kanwar Muhammad Dilshad and Kamran Ishtiaq. 
 

Syed Irfan Raza, Dawn (Islamabad), January 4, 2012, 
http://www.dawn.com/2012/01/04/commission-seeks-access-to-osama-papers.html 

 
ABBOTTABAD COMMISSION REPORT SOON: JUSTICE IQBAL 

The commission investigating the US operation in Abbottabad is expected to finalise 
its report by the end of this month, a member of the commission told Dawn on 
Sunday. 

“The commission has completed almost all interviews and investigation and 
now the process of writing the report is under way,” he said, adding it may take a 
month or so to complete what he termed the important and complicated report. 

Justice (retd) Javed Iqbal, who heads the commission, told Dawn that the 
process of recording of statements had completed except the statement of Pakistan’s 
High Commissioner to UK Wajid Shamsul Hassan, who has excused himself from 
appearing before the commission on health grounds. 

Answering a question about the report, Justice Iqbal said: “It will be completed 
very soon.” 

Mr Hassan has written a letter to the commission and sent a medical certificate 
regretting that his health does not allow him to travel to Pakistan. 

“We have received the letter of Wajid Shamsul Hassan along with a medical 
certificate which says that he was not able to appear before the commission,” Justice 
Iqbal said. 

He said the commission would meet on Monday to decide whether Mr Hassan 
should be allowed to record his statement through audio-video conferencing. 

At his first press conference on Dec 8, 2011, the commission head was 
reluctant to confirm or reject one of the important questions whether al Qaeda 
founder Osama bin Laden was present in the Abbottabad house which was raided by 
the US forces on May 2, 2011. 
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However, Prime Minister Yousuf Raza Gilani cleared the mist recently by 
putting a question before the National Assembly that who had allowed Osama to enter 
the country. 

The commission will evaluate lapses on the part of security forces and 
intelligence agencies that allowed US Navy Seals to conduct the 40-minute operation 
without any hindrance. 

The commission recorded statements of the heads of military and civil 
intelligence agencies, Director General Military Operations, Pakistan’s Ambassador to 
Washington, present and former foreign minister and secretaries, and wives and 
children of Osama who were taken into protective custody from the three-storey 
house in Abbottabad. 

 
Syed Irfan Raza, Dawn (Islamabad), January 9, 2012, 

http://www.dawn.com/2012/01/09/Abbottabad-commission-report-soon-justice-iqbal.html 
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NATO STRIKE 
On Friday, the Nato commander in Afghanistan met the Pakistani army chief in 
Islamabad to discuss communication and coordination across the Pak-Afghan border. 
Less than 24 hours later, troops at a Pakistani border check post in Mohmand became 
targets of Nato fire. Twenty-four of them died, according to the Pakistan military, and 
the incident appears to be the deadliest of its kind; a similar strike in September 2010 
took the lives of two soldiers and another in June 2008 killed 11.  

The Pakistani administration`s reaction seemed designed not just to handle the 
issue domestically but also to send a strong — and justified — signal to the US that 
this matter was not taken lightly. There was a flurry of activity in Islamabad and 
Rawalpindi on Saturday, with the prime minister placing phone calls to major political 
parties and rushing back from Multan to convene an emergency meeting of the 
cabinet`s defence committee. Gen Kayani called a meeting of senior army officers and 
declared the incident unacceptable, disapproval was conveyed in Washington and 
Brussels, and Nato supply routes to Afghanistan were blocked. Given the nature of 
the incident, the reaction was entirely warranted. Previous such incidents have been 
described as the result of miscommunication or of mistakes that took place during the 
pursuit, or perceived pursuit, of militants. And it is true that Mohmand is an area 
through which militants do cross the border. But the fact that the strike was aimed at a 
military check post, and that a large group was targeted (there were reportedly about 
40 soldiers at the post), makes that a tenuous explanation in this case. Only a thorough 
probe can settle the issue, and in promising one the Isaf chief has done the right thing. 
But Pakistan must be included in the investigation, and if a mistake was made, Nato 
must commit to ensuring that its troops will not repeat it in the future. Regardless of 
the outcome, a formal apology is also required. 

Coming at a time when US-Pakistan ties had barely begun to recover, if at all, 
the incident`s timing is also particularly unfortunate for that relationship. Secretary of 
State Hillary Clinton`s visit last month had begun to improve the atmosphere 
somewhat after the latest controversy over the Haqqani network, but this threatens to 
sour relations and derail cooperation. The Pak-Afghan border has become increasingly 
dangerous for both countries, with incursions and attacks taking place in both 
directions. The need is for more cooperation, not less. But the mistrust that an 
incident like this can foster will do nothing to bring that about. 
 

Editorial, Dawn (Islamabad), November 27, 2011, 
http://www.dawn.com/2011/11/27/nato-strike.html 

 

THE ATTACK REFLECTS NATO’S SINISTER DESIGNS 
The attack by NATO helicopters and fighter aircraft at two Pakistani military check 
points along Afghan border early Saturday shocked Pakistanis and aroused strong 
resentment across the length and breadth of the country. It was a brutal attack when 
helicopters sneaked in and pounded the check posts killing 26 personnel of army at a 
time when Pakistan is demonstrating its exemplary performance as an ally in the war 
on terror. 
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There was no excuse whatsoever for the attack under the pretext of chasing 
militants as the area was cleared of them by the Pakistani troops and in fact the two 
check posts were set up to keep a vigil on the movement of militants from Afghan 
side of the border into Pakistani territory. The question arises why the blatant and 
most condemnable attack took place? In our view the attack was a test how the 
Government, the armed forces and the people of Pakistan react. It was also aimed at 
pressurising Pakistan to submit to the US demands or face the consequences or to 
remove the newly established check posts to facilitate the militants to launch attacks 
on Pakistani side of the border. We strongly believe that the attack led by the US has 
certainly sinister designs to check the alertness and capabilities of Pakistani troops and 
could be the beginning of more serious acts to weaken Pakistan’s strong stance to 
protect its vital national interests. In the past too, American and NATO troops 
violated Pakistan’s territory from the air and on ground and except for routine 
protests, no concrete action was taken. The recent statements by the American military 
and CIA officials and of course by President Hamid Karzai and several other activities 
in Afghanistan endorse the views that the USA has sinister designs about Pakistan. 
Washington certainly has an agenda to weaken Pakistan and its armed forces which 
have been sucked in the war on terror. Similarly the activities of CIA agents who move 
freely to encourage their agents for sabotage and other acts are in the knowledge of 
concerned circles and these clearly are against Pakistani interests. Therefore we would 
urge the national leadership to remain alert, foil the nefarious designs and protect 
country’s vital national interests. 
 

Editorial, Pakistan Observer (Islamabad), November 28, 2011, 
http://www.pakobserver.net/201111/28/detailnews.asp?id=127461 

 
CHINA CONDEMNS NATO STRIKES ON PAKISTANI TROOPS 

China on Monday urged NATO forces to respect for Pakistan's sovereignty, saying 
that attack on Pakistani troops was shocking. 

Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman Hong Lei said that China was deeply 
shocked by these events, and expresses strong concern for the victims and profound 
condolences to Pakistan. 

"China believes that Pakistan's independence, sovereignty and territorial 
integrity should be respected and the incident should be thoroughly investigated and 
be handled properly," he aid in a statement on the ministry's website. 

US-led NATO choppers and aircrafts attacks two Pakistani posts near Afghan 
border on early Saturday which left two dozen soldiers martyred and 14 other injured. 
 

Nation (Islamabad), November 28, 2011, 
http://www.nation.com.pk/pakistan-news-newspaper-daily-english-online/Politics/28-Nov-

2011/China-condemns-NATO-strikes-on-Pakistani-troops 
 

NATO ATTACK: ENOUGH IS ENOUGH 
According to ISPR press release, “On the night of 25/26 November NATO 
helicopters and fighter aircraft carried out unprovoked firing on two Pakistani Army 
border posts in Mahmand Agency, as a result of which 24 troops embraced shahadat 
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and 13 were injured.” The act is height of terrorism by US led NATO and ISAF 
against Pakistan. It appears as if there is no international law operative in this part of 
the world. In fact, for the United States and its NATO allies there, neither exist any 
moral bindings nor it observes the UN Chart to respect the sovereignty of other 
independent states. While preaching others to respect human rights, US and its allies 
have crossed the limits of brutalities in their illegitimately occupied territories and 
those resist them against their excesses. Today, the biggest violators of the human 
rights are the one who made the Charter of human rights in 1948 and got it approved 
from the international community.  

These Pakistani troops have been killed just because they were not allowing the 
terrorists from Afghan soil to intrude into Pakistani territory for various terrorists’ acts 
like killing the innocent people of FATA and promoting terrorism in the rest of 
Pakistan. Did not US and NATO realize that, they were also making sure that no 
militant should cross over to Afghanistan from Pakistani soil, in a way, fulfilling the 
US desire? Perhaps, this is the reward, US has given to Pakistan for helping this super 
power in Afghanistan since last one decade. No wonder, this has been the traditional 
US way of dealing with all those, who have positively contributed for this dying super 
power. One thing is very clear in Afghanistan, that for any act by either NATO or any 
other coalition partner, US is responsible, as the over all command of the troops, 
deployed in Afghanistan is with United States. Therefore, the sole responsibility lies 
with United States for causing these massive casualties through wilful violent acts.  

The question arise, what provoke US for such an aggressive and violent act of 
killing over two dozen soldiers besides injuring fourteen. In any case, this cannot be a 
stray firing nor an accidental bombing on two Pakistani military posts. Indeed, this is 
“outrageous” attack launched without any reason, as Pakistani Prime Minister 
described it. This is “unprovoked and discriminatory” act, cannot be accidental as 
some statements indicates from NATO and US officials.  

This is a deliberately planned and well-executed aggression by this super power 
against Pakistan. By doing so US has declared war against Pakistan, badly targeted its 
armed forces and violated its sovereign position. This is not the first time that US and 
NATO forces have violated the Pakistani borders and killed Pakistani troops, but, part 
of serial violations. Nevertheless, this is the worst attack by extra regional forces, 
occupying Afghanistan, since 2001. This US act has invited wide spread condemnation 
and ferocity from all segments of Pakistani society. Pakistani Army Chief General 
Kayani has strongly condemned the attack and declared it as a “blatant and 
unacceptable act”. He has demanded that a “strong and urgent action to be taken 
against those responsible for this aggression”. 

In a delayed response, the ISAF spokesperson in Kabul, showed sympathy with 
families of victims and assured that, General John R Allen, the ISAF Commander has 
promised to investigate the issue and said that, the issue “has my highest personal 
attention and my commitment to thoroughly investigate it to determine the facts”. 
Indirectly accepting this violence and brutal act, General Carsten Jacobson, a NATO 
spokesperson has said that, “A technical situation developed on the ground that 
caused the force to call for close air support and it is this close air support that highly 
likely caused the soldiers that perished on the Pakistani side.” The logic by such a 
senior military officer of NATO appears to be quite baloney in nature. With hi tech 
military equipment and most sophisticated global positioning system how did US and 
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NATO forces fail to recognise the Afghan side of Pak-Afghan border and hit an area 
that is located 2.5 km inside Pakistan. This indeed is a quite unpersuasive and an 
unfounded excuse.  

In the opinion of many defence analysts, the time has come where US is going 
all out to punish Pak Army for not toeing its line. Indeed, as a country in the forefront 
during this so-called drive against global terrorism, Pakistan has been almost 
complying the US directions for quite some time since its beginning in 2001. Over the 
years, a sense prevailed and the military high command felt that, Pakistan is being 
pushed unnecessarily to an unending campaign, whose real objectives are quite 
contrary to its national interests and indeed, is destabilizing the country domestically. 
Moreover, it was also realized that, its ally, the US, is rapidly getting involved in the 
domestic affairs of Pakistan, while disrespecting the sovereign position of the state. In 
the garb of being an ally, US has penetrated quite a sizable number of its spying agents 
and contractors who even had the linkages with militants, carrying out terrorist acts in 
various parts of Pakistan.  

Having known all these particularly after the Raymond Davis episode, Pakistan 
decided to distance from US, while maintaining the formal relationship. It also 
demanded US to pull out its spying agents, even may have diplomatic cover. Pakistan 
also asked US to bring an end to its CIA driven drone attacks and for respecting its 
sovereignty. US did not like these unanticipated and unusual Pakistani demands and 
after the OBL episode, started a well-orchestrated defaming campaign against its 
Armed Forces and its premier spying agency, ISI. Senior US military officials, State 
Department and legislatives were at the forefront in this wilful defaming campaign. 
Even through media campaign, both local and international, efforts were made to 
degrade and humiliate the Armed Forces of Pakistan in the eyes of its public. Despite 
this all, the military high command refused to follow the US line of action.  

After failing to its persuasions, US has perhaps decided to use its ultimate 
weapon, the physical attacks, which if not responded as retaliation, would lower the 
image of Pak Army, inviting public rebuke. This is a very critical situation, facing the 
military leadership. Should they retaliate and invite an all out US war against Pakistan, 
the ultimate US desire, or patiently handle the issue politically, but inviting public rage.  

Here comes the wisdom and visionary leadership decision. This indeed is the 
right time that, US should be told in clear terms that, enough is enough, respect 
Pakistani sovereignty and do not repeat such violent acts, or else, Pakistani nation is 
quite capable to ensure its security and safety against any military might. Parliament 
should pass such a resolution and ensure its implementation too. Political leadership 
should strengthen its armed forces, rather there is a need to have consensus for a 
future course of action to deal the emerging situation.  

Indeed, time is ripe to throw away the US clutches of few hundred dollars 
unfelt economic assistance (meant for a few), and put the country on the track of 
veracity, self-respect and independence. 
 

Dr Raja Muhammad Khan, Pakistan Observer (Islamabad), November 28, 2011, 
http://www.pakobserver.net/201111/28/detailnews.asp?id=127469 
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LAWYERS PROTEST NATO, DRONE ATTACKS 
The lawyers fraternity of Rahim Yar Khan boycotted court proceedings and took out a 
protest rally against the killings of innocent people and solders in the cross-border 
Nato air strikes in Pakistan.  

In the wake of 26 soldiers killing in the Saturdays Nato attack on Pakistani 
check-post in Mehmund Agency, hundreds of District Bar Association members took 
out the rally and chanted slogans against the allied forces aggression against Pakistan. 
The participants also passed a unanimous resolution and demanded the government 
should permanently close down Nato forces supply routes. 

Addressing the rally, DBA President Hassan Nawaz and General Secretary 
Imran Maqsood praised the government for suspending Nato supplies, terming it a 
courageous step. They also said, If the government restores Nato supply routs, the 
lawyers community in collaboration with civil society will launch a violent movement 
and the government will not be able to take such measures in the future.  

They added that the rulers had jeopardised the national security by 
implementing US policies in the country in a bid to prolong their rule. Everyday drone 
attacks and air strikes by the US and Nato forces are intolerable, they said.  

However, the US-led Nato force in Afghanistan admitted it was highly likely 
that the forces aircraft caused the deaths before dawn on Saturday. The US 
commander in Afghanistan has promised a full investigation and sent his condolences 
over the troops killing. 

Nato troops frequently carry out operations against Taliban insurgents close to 
the border with Pakistan, which in many places is unmarked, although the extent to 
which those operations are coordinated with Pakistan is unclear. 

Key questions remain unanswered about what exactly happened in Mohmand 
district, just hours after General John Allen, the US commander in Afghanistan, 
discussed coordination with Pakistans army chief General Ashfaq Kayani. The 
government said the attacks were a grave infringement of sovereignty, a serious 
transgression of the oft-conveyed red lines. 

Pakistan had swiftly sealed its border with Afghanistan to Nato supplies - 
holding up convoys at the Torkham and Chaman crossings on the main overland US 
supply line into landlocked Afghanistan from the Arabian Sea port of Karachi. 

Moreover, an extraordinary meeting of cabinet ministers and military chiefs 
ordered the United States to leave the Shamsi air base within 15 days, despite reports 
that American personnel had already left. 

It also said the government would undertake a complete review of all 
programmes, activities and cooperative arrangements with US/Nato/ISAF, including 
diplomatic, political, military and intelligence. … 
 

Nation (Islamabad), November 30, 2011, 
http://nation.com.pk/pakistan-news-newspaper-daily-english-online/national/30-Nov-

2011/Lawyers-protest-Nato-drone-attacks 
 

MARTYRS OF MOHMAND 
They had known combat and proved their mettle. But that night they had no enemy of 
the state lurking anywhere near. When sudden, brutal death overwhelmed them, they 
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did not know why a putative friend “had opened a barrage of ‘hell fire’, as he calls it 
gleefully”, on them. It is not an easy death to die; nor should it be glossed over glibly. 

Death came to them in their lonely outpost as Muslims began commemorating 
the massacre of innocents in the hallowed patch of land called Karbala nearly 1400 
years ago. Death, we comfort ourselves, has no dominion; the grandson embraced 
martyrdom and thus rekindled the holy prophet’s eternal flame of faith. We fuse 
together all the mythological moments of human experience to transfigure death into 
resurrection. This is our archetypal response and it was duly honoured by the bereaved 
families when Salala was wantonly wiped out. 

But there is another response to extinction that too springs from the deepest 
recesses of human soul. The poet Dylan Thomas said: “Do not go gentle into the 
good night/Rage, rage against the dying of the light.” In our blighted land, lights are 
going out so fast that rage is now a sacred fire. It demands justice, if not retribution. 

The national mind is concentrated on the right response even as it recognises 
three fundamental aspects of this grave situation. One, Pakistan has foolishly 
circumscribed the options available to it and can today take only a few steps. Two, the 
aggressor accepts no limits on its actions, does not consider itself answerable to any 
international institution or instrument in pursuing its claimed national interest, and 
does not recognise international law as higher than its own ‘exceptionalism’. Three, the 
main components of the ruling coalition in Pakistan are widely seen by the people as 
equally subservient clients of the ‘Empire’, and not as exponents of national 
aspirations. 

Take the last as first since it creates a wall of distrust between the rulers and the 
ruled. Despite prompt consultations between civilian and military authorities, 
Islamabad’s declarations are being seen as the usual exercise in damage control, a 
breakwater to blunt the popular backlash. Very few informed observers are persuaded 
that the task of ‘revisiting’ policies that burn Pakistan day in and day out in the 
cauldron of American ambitions in Afghanistan would be taken more earnestly than in 
implementing the All Parties Conferences’ decisions. 

To be fair, there are measures that Pakistan is in no position to take. But it can 
take steps that, at least, aim at modifying the behaviour of the arrogant occupiers of 
Afghanistan towards it. It can demonstrate that it values the lives of its soldiers 
enough to sustain the denial of the transit supply routes and the suspension of 
intelligence sharing till this modification is manifestly established. Appearing on Fox 
TV, the Republican presidential hopeful, Jon M Huntsman Jr mumbled some regret 
over loss of life and then proceeded to hold out the ultimate threat: the United States 
should “tie up” every dollar of assistance to Pakistanis re-opening supplies and 
rendering the required help in America’s war; if not, it should look for another partner 
in the region. 

Every Pakistani knows that if another partner was available and was also viable, 
the choice would have been made years ago. Meanwhile, Prime Minister Gilani should 
take off his Sufi mask, come into broad daylight and set up a committee of top experts 
to determine whether the chances of Pakistan’s survival are better with or without the 
present kind of ‘engagement’ with Washington. 
 

Tanvir Ahmad Khan, News International (Rawalpindi), November 30, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=80123&Cat=9&dt=11/30/2011 
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THE FALLOUT 
Who will blink first? While the US continues to refuse to apologise for this Saturday’s 
Nato attacks and has made it clear that US drone raids targeting militants in Pakistan 
will not be jeopardised if Islamabad does indeed expel Americans from the Shamsi 
Airbase, Pakistan has now decided to boycott the Bonn Conference on the future of 
Afghanistan. Despite requests by Afghanistan, the US and Germany, Pakistan has 
remained adamant and says it has no intention of rethinking the decision. This year’s 
conference would have marked a decade since the first Bonn Conference that 
followed the US-led toppling of the Taliban regime. Pakistan’s absence from the event 
is being seen as a fresh blow to Washington, which has only recently warmed up to the 
idea of seeking Pakistan’s direct cooperation in bringing the Taliban to the negotiating 
table in the runup to the coalition forces withdrawing from Afghanistan by 2014. 
Pakistan’s help, it has become clearer to the US, is crucial in extricating itself from a 
war that seems to be never-ending and for which it is increasingly less and less inclined 
to commit large sums and resources. Representatives of 90 countries and international 
organisations are thus to convene at Bonn in the hope of salvaging the damage of the 
last decade. The possibility of Taliban participation in Bonn has been cautiously 
explored. The pressure of making something significant happen at the conference was 
building. In Pakistan’s absence – and the US knows this well – the chances that Bonn 
will be more than the empty talking shop that such moots have the tendency to be will 
considerably decrease. But if Pakistan does decide to go through with the boycott and 
breakthroughs are made at Bonn in its absence, Pakistan may lose out on the chance 
of being a critical player in the Afghan endgame.  

And yet, Pakistan’s retaliation and anger at US stupidity and arrogance is also 
justifiable given that our soldiers and officers have died in an unprovoked and 
indiscriminate attack and there is now increasing evidence to suggest that the attacks 
lasted almost two hours and continued even after the Pakistani soldiers had asked the 
coalition forces to stop. Pakistan is right to try and build pressure on the US to take it 
seriously – to value Pakistani lives the way it does American lives. After all, did the US 
not put intense diplomatic and political pressure on Pakistan following the September 
attack on the US embassy in Kabul? While the United States always talks about 
Pakistan needing to “do more”, it is just as much its responsibility to ensure that the 
relationship does not remain in constant crisis mode. The US, of late, has done little to 
play its part in mending ties and building trust. Indeed, with incidents like the 
Abbottabad raid and the Davis affair, and with accusations that the Haqqani network 
was a veritable arm of the ISI, the US has further reduced the Pakistani 
administration’s space to try and maintain a working relationship. What’s worse, it has 
also expanded the space for anti-American viewpoints that shun a level-headed 
assessment of international relations. As the Pakistani government moves towards 
implementing the decisions by the Defence Committee of the Cabinet – and if it 
blocks Nato supplies permanently and throws the Americans out of Shamsi – the 
fallout will also make US cooperation with Pakistan more costly for the US 
government to maintain. While US aid and Pakistani counter-terrorism help may be 
lost in a zero sum game in the short term, the long-term loser will be peace. 
 

Editorial, News International, (Rawalpindi), December 1, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=80315&Cat=8&dt=12/1/2011 
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ISAF’S AGGRESSION AGAINST PAKISTAN 
On the night between November 25 and 26, the American and Nato aircrafts attacked 
two Pakistani border posts in Salala area of Mohmand Agency and killed above 20 
soldiers, including two officers, which is a blatant violation of the countrys territorial 
sovereignty and the terms of cooperation with the International Security Assistance 
Forces (Isaf). In fact, it is part of a vast conspiracy against Pakistan due to the growing 
frustration of the Isaf, who having lost the war, have begun to leave from Afghanistan 
without the guarantee for a safe exit. The Salala incident is a clear indication of their 
desperation as well as sinister design. 

The Pakistani troops operating in the Salala area, on the night of November 25-
26, had trapped the Tehrik-i-Taliban-i-Pakistan (TPP) militants, about 50 strong, 
belonging to the Waliur Rahman/Fazalullah group, engaged in anti-Pakistan activities. 
The militants gave the SOS to Isaf and Nato, and the American aircrafts and gunships 
rushed to rescue them. The two Pakistani posts came under intense fire. The officer in 
charge immediately contacted the Isaf and warned them that it were the Pakistani 
posts, which were under attack and it must stop. But the message was ignored and the 
attack continued for over two hours till the militants were rescued and taken to the 
Afghan territory. The brutal act of the Isaf is not the only incident, because previously 
our border posts have been attacked by the militants, who were supported by the 
foreign forces, killing many of our troops. This was the third time that the Isaf violated 
Pakistans territory. Last year, in September 2010, a similar incident had occurred on 
our border, during which a number of our soldiers were killed. The second time, they 
intruded deep inside Pakistan to kill Osama bin Laden near Abbottabad and got away 
with it. 

A few months back, in a meeting of senior officers held at the GHQ, I had 
warned that the Isaf would again test our nerves and we better be prepared to retaliate 
against such intrusions, and recommended that they should have a look at the 
Selective Punishment Concept of 10 Corps, implemented by Major General Safdar, SJ, 
GOC 12 Division in 1990, who silenced the Indian guns along the Line of Control, 
through bold and prompt retaliatory actions. But in this case, at Salala, such a 'prompt 
retaliatory action could not be taken; therefore, we now have to consider choosing the 
next best option to ensure that such incidents do not occur again. 

A retaliatory action, to draw blood for blood, is the best option, but the enemy 
is on high alert now. 'Retorsion would be the next best policy, i.e. to return upon the 
assailants with sharp punitive moves. In this regard, some of the actions have already 
been initiated by the government, such as rejection of the expression of regrets; the 
Isaf supplies through Pakistan have been stopped; no more drone attacks; Shamsi to 
be vacated; Pakistan not to participate in the Bonn Conference on December 5; 
cancellation of all visits, tours, sports events, etc involving USA and EU; diplomatic 
engagement with friendly countries to solicit support; no more business as usual; and 
the need to re-evaluate ties with USA. Since the occupation forces are operating under 
the UN mandate, therefore, Pakistan has taken up the matter with it to investigate and 
punish the perpetrators of this crime. 

Despite the 10-year long struggle by the occupation forces, they find 
themselves trapped in a 'nutcracker situation of having lost the war and unable to 
retain control over Afghanistan with no guarantee for a safe exit. And yet, the Isaf 
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wants it their way, forcing Pakistan to eliminate the Taliban support bases on Pakistani 
territory and compelling Mullah Omar to negotiate peace on the losers (Isaf) terms. 
But since this illogical demand is not achievable either, the Isaf may decide to leave 
Afghanistan in a state of panic. In 1990, the Americans induced a civil war that led to 
the rise of the Taliban, who were attacked in 2001, and the country was occupied on 
the flimsy charge of sheltering Osama bin Laden and members of al Qaeda. 
Afghanistan, once again, will be in a state of turmoil with no peace in the region. 

The Salala incident has provided the opportunity to correct the course of Pak-
US relations and indemnify the past losses. Pakistan’s priority, therefore, could be: 

 

• Re-evaluate ties with the US and establish relations based on equality and 
mutual respect. 

• USA must not be allowed to establish Indian hegemony over Pakistan and 
Afghanistan, because that would amount to changing the geo-historical 
reality, confirmed by Quaid-i-Azam to guard Pakistan’s security interests. 

• Pakistan must bring an end to the ongoing battle with its own tribals and 
establish peace on the borders, and eliminate the ingress made in these 
areas by the foreign agencies. 

• The Isaf is likely to leave Afghanistan in a state of disorder. It is, therefore, 
our responsibility to help our brotherly neighbour to eliminate the traces of 
deceit, intrigues and divisions created during the last 30 years of foreign 
occupation. 

 

In 2001, we joined the Isaf in the war against Afghanistan and committed the 
greatest sin. We must correct this mistake by establishing our relations with the 
Afghan people and engage with them wholeheartedly to rebuild the country and its 
traditional way of life. 

Pakistan is passing through very difficult times, which demand the best from 
the nation. The nation will not be wanting in resilience and response to face these 
challenges. Its geo-historical heritage is drawn from the Indus Civilisation and imbibes 
the lan and ethos of the great civilisations with whom it shares the borders. Let 
nobody take Pakistan lightly and let there be no doubt in anybodys mind that out of 
such depths of sorrow and sacrifice, Pakistan will rise into a vibrant and progressive 
country to claim its rightful place in the comity of nations. 

 

General (Retd) Mirza Aslam Baig, Nation (Islamabad), December 4, 2011, 
http://www.nation.com.pk/pakistan-news-newspaper-daily-english-online/columns/04-Dec-

2011/Isafs-aggression-against-Pakistan 
 

SECURITY PARADIGM 
With the furore continuing over last month`s attacks by Nato on Pakistani border 
posts, Prime Minister Yousuf Raza Gilani on Saturday told the Parliamentary 
Committee on National Security that the latest incursion and the Abbottabad raid last 
May “compel us to revisit our national security paradigm”. No doubt this is a welcome 
move — and one that should have been made more than a decade ago. But any review 
of the country`s security paradigm, which has several aspects, should start with the 
nature of the threat emanating from within the country, i.e. Islamic militancy. The 
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latter has been conceded by armed forces` personnel, independent security experts as 
well as foreign governments. For instance, the US is not the only one to have raised 
the issue of militant groups finding safety within Pakistan. Iran and even China have 
expressed similar apprehensions, while for India, Islamic militancy remains one of the 
biggest stumbling blocks in its relations with Islamabad. Yet, despite its own losses, 
and those of others, inflicted by groups operating within Pakistan, the country has yet 
to frame a policy that is clear and that can become the basis for a comprehensive 
security plan.  

Since the 1980s, when the Mujahideen in a US-led effort were supported in 
their resistance against the Soviets in Afghanistan, Pakistan has legitimised the idea of 
militant Islam. Its `security paradigm` has included using Islamic militants when 
convenient, with crackdowns occurring mainly after 9/11 when external pressures 
became too great to withstand. The piecemeal efforts to curtail the operations of some 
groups have included bans being imposed on them. Many continue to operate under 
different names. Feeling betrayed, many amongst them have hit back at the security 
forces, even targeting civilians, while others have not been prevented from carrying 
out their activities. Arrests also tend to take place on a case-to-case basis; there is no 
coordinated effort to neutralise the leadership of the various extremist groups. 
Moreover, the security establishment has been accused of having links with Afghan 
militant groups using Pakistani soil to launch attacks across the border. The lack of a 
cohesive policy means that even as we lose men and money to the fight against 
extremism, Islamic militancy cannot be controlled. 

Coming up with a proper policy does not mean Pakistan would have to change 
its stated position on other issues, such as Kashmir. It would, in fact, give it room to 
undertake an honest assessment of the pro and cons of its relations with countries in 
several areas, and fine-tune its policies accordingly. The decision to revisit the security 
paradigm must be implemented keeping this in mind. 
 

Editorial, Dawn (Islamabad), December 5, 2011, 
http://www.dawn.com/2011/12/05/security-paradigm.html 

 
OF NATO ATTACKS AND CONSPIRACY THEORIES 

Clearly defined and understood parameters of engagement will prevent the US and its 
allies from being sucked inadvertently into a large conflict of incalculable dimensions. 

Fyodor Dostoevsky had once written: “Nothing is easier than to denounce the 
evil doer. Nothing is more difficult than to understand him.” Almost 140 years after 
the publication of Demons (or The Possessed, as it was called in English), this is still 
as difficult if not impossible; especially if the demons are our own.  

I was at a diplomatic dinner; the topic was Pakistan’s boycott of the Bonn 
Conference after the NATO attacks. Many Pakistanis were quietly asserting that these 
attacks look deliberate and most diplomats were aghast, for they found it difficult to 
believe that a rule-based organisation like NATO could deliberately do something that 
heinous and wild. 

Back in my home I opened Steve Job’s gift, an iPad, for my nightly 
bibliotherapy. A little surfing took me to Foreign Affairs and there I found this new 
piece, ‘Talking Tough to Pakistan’ by a certain Stephen Krasner that had first appeared 
on November 29, 2011. Lying lazily in my bed, I started galloping through its oft-
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repeated accusations of ‘Pakistani double games’. But soon I had a tingling sensation 
in my spine. I sat up and squinted my eyes to read carefully. Is he suggesting that the 
US should actually attack Pakistan? 

Krasner was arguing that the only way the US can actually get what it wants of 
Pakistan is to make credible threats. And what will those credible threats be? Krasner 
suggested, among other things, an escalation of drone strikes, electronic jamming of 
Pakistani airspace, initiating cross-border raids by Special Operations against specific 
targets of such short duration that Pakistanis cannot retaliate with conventional forces, 
and finally strengthening US ties with India. This frightening cocktail of punishments 
had an amazingly benign name: “Malign Neglect”. His second set of punishments 
came under “Active Isolation” that included declaring Pakistan a state sponsor of 
terrorism.  

Now fully ‘sleepless in Islamabad’, and intrigued by who this Stephen Krasner 
was, I clicked on his brief bio, expecting that this ‘warmonger’ will be a frustrated 
Major or Colonel prematurely retired from service in Afghanistan for ‘cerebral deficit’ 
but it turned out that Mr Krasner is a professor of international relations at Stanford 
University, a senior fellow at Hoover Institute and has served as Director Policy 
Planning at the US State Department. Wow! 

Will it be unfair to ask the question: how many military and intelligence 
decision-makers inside Afghanistan may be possessed by the demons of Krasner? And 
let’s not forget, this warmonger professor from Stanford is just one of the many 
dozens of military officers, analysts, policy wonks and media pundits who have been 
continuously making a case for taking the Afghan war into Pakistan’s tribal areas. Is 
this not what most Pakistani military officers and defence analysts are claiming behind 
the scenes: that the Americans are deliberately pushing the war into Pakistan’s tribal 
areas? 

On December 2, Julian Borger, the diplomatic editor of The Guardian, claimed 
in ‘NATO plans push in eastern Afghanistan to quell Pakistan-based insurgents’ that 
NATO commanders are planning a substantial offensive aimed at insurgent groups 
based in Pakistan, involving an escalation of aerial strikes and have not ruled out cross-
border raids with ground troops. 

While The Guardian reports on the plans that were being made, the increasing 
chatter in Islamabad is that the attacks on Salala on November 26 were part of the 
same thinking and in fact were not done by NATO/ISAF proper but by the US Army 
Special Forces with access to gunships and air cover and that is why General Mattis 
has appointed Brigadier-General Stephen Clark, of the Special Forces, to investigate 
and that is why there will never be any unambiguous result of this investigation. 

In February 2010, as President Obama completed his first year in the White 
House, I did a TV programme to assess his presidency. Prominent TV anchor, Talat 
Hussain, also joined in the discussion. While talking of Afghanistan he commented 
that from this point onwards Obama’s fate is in the hands of these generals; now they 
will call the shots, they will determine what will happen. 

Twenty-two months later, has Obama lost all control to his generals and to 
those he had defeated in the elections? Is he standing helpless facing all those who 
want to subvert his withdrawal plans? It is not a secret that on Afghanistan the whole 
administration is split; the Pentagon and the CIA are on one side and the US State 
Department on the other. Whereas diplomats of the whole world might be repeating 
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ad nauseam — as they again did in Bonn this month — that Afghanistan has no 
military solution, it appears that the generals have their own visions of glory.  

Einstein had once defined ‘insanity’ as doing the same thing over and over 
again in the hope of getting different results. The generals, oblivious of the history of 
this region and of their own performance over the past 10 years, are making the case 
in Washington that ‘if only they can destroy the insurgent sanctuaries in Pakistani 
tribal areas’, the outcome will be different. But will it?  

Hypothetically speaking, if the American generals get the kind of ‘absolute 
freedoms’ they crave, then the wily insurgents will quickly melt away further deeper 
into Pakistani territory, forcing the Americans to practically occupy the Pakistani tribal 
belt as a ‘new kind of buffer zone’ bordering Afghanistan under their control. It will 
merely expand the geography of conflict, providing a temporary relief; the final 
outcome can be that Pakistan will have to defend its territory behind River Indus on 
the other side of Attock. The American generals, at this moment, are not concerned 
about these looming issues because their singular focus is on achieving results in the 
specific war theatre of Afghanistan. It is there that their performance is being judged; 
they are like blinkered horses but the White House does not enjoy this luxury. It has to 
look beyond.  

The term ‘AfPak’ coined during the late Holbrooke era has only added to this 
‘tunnel vision’ inside ISAF headquarters, in Washington, and to a lesser extent in 
London and Brussels. I once got the opportunity to protest to Anne Patterson, the 
then US ambassador to Pakistan, that how come you lump Pakistan with its 180 
million population, large urban centres, massive agrarian economy, substantial 
industrial base, hundreds of universities and colleges, large military, nuclear posture 
and space satellites with a tribal society of 25 million that has yet to enter the industrial 
age? The great realist that she is, she reflected, sighed and said that I do understand 
Pakistani reactions to ‘AfPak’ but the argument in Washington is that our troops are in 
Afghanistan and this term helps to focus minds in Congress to sanction aid for the 
challenges in Pakistan. 

Neuro-linguistic programming (NLP) of our minds plays havoc; it shapes our 
consciousness and thus politics. This term ‘AfPak’, coined without much thought, and 
accepted by a naïve, disinterested and ‘aid hungry’ political class in Islamabad, has 
been disastrous for Pakistan. Now perhaps in hindsight people will understand that 
‘AfPak’ in the American minds, in the minds of Congress and the CIA and above all in 
the minds of military commanders defines Pakistan exclusively from the lens of 
Afghanistan. US responsibilities are narrowly defined inside Afghanistan and Pakistan 
of 200 million is merely a means to an end. So what if their strategies for Afghanistan 
spell disaster for Pakistan; why should they care?  

It is in this context that Pakistan’s standoff with the US after the border attack 
in Mohmand Agency assumes great significance not only for Pakistan but also for the 
US. Clearly defined and understood parameters of engagement will prevent the US 
and its allies from being sucked inadvertently into a large conflict of incalculable 
dimensions. 

The Obama administration may never be able to bring out the whole facts of 
the ‘aerial attacks on Pakistan’ but it will find out for itself what really happened. After 
overcoming its embarrassment, its foremost challenge now will be to mediate between 
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Clinton and Panetta and to control the ‘military mindset’ that sees victory in a 
narrowly defined way. 

A word for Professor Stephen Krasner: I am so glad that I studied international 
relations at Columbia and not Stanford. 
 

Dr Moeed Pirzada, Daily Times (Lahore), December 8, 2011, 
http://www.dailytimes.com.pk/default.asp?page=2011\12\08\story_8-12-2011_pg3_4 

 
WERE THE ATTACKS PREVENTIVE SABOTAGE? 

American officials are claiming that the first air strike by Nato forces – in reality US 
forces – on Pakistan’s border forces at the Volcano border post around midnight on 
Nov 26 wasn’t intentional and that it was carried out in self-defence in the heat of the 
moment. (The post was commanded by now martyred Captain Usman.) Even if that 
were so, the subsequent bombing and strafing of the second post, named Boulder, by 
helicopter-gunships was deliberate.  

And when uniformed Pakistani soldiers led by the late Major Mujahid was 
attacked as they tried to climb up the 8,00-metre high Anargai mountain range to 
reinforce and help their wounded and fallen comrades, it was clearly an act of cross-
border aggression and, therefore, unacceptable and unforgivable. By then, as the 
Pakistani army insists with credible evidence, the Nato authorities, including those 
based in Islamabad, the ones in the regional command centre in Nawa across the 
border and in Kabul, had been alerted that Pakistan’s security posts were under attack. 
That the helicopters returned and resumed their attack with disproportionate force 
against a poorly-built and -equipped post could only be termed vengeful.  

Why were the US forces in a mood of revenge? Various reasons have been 
mentioned for the aggressive behaviour of the usually trigger-happy American soldiers. 
One reason could be the frequent US accusations against the Pakistani army, 
particularly the Inter-Services Intelligence (ISI), of supporting the Afghan Taliban, 
including the Haqqani Network: American politicians and generals often allege that 
the same Taliban kill Nato soldiers and Afghan civilians. Pakistan’s refusal to launch 
military action against the militants, including the Haqqani network, in North 
Waziristan is another cause of US anger. Another likely reason could be the recent 
media reports that the Pakistani government was again approaching the Pakistani 
Taliban to discuss a possible peace deal. Though the US has been talking to the 
Afghan Taliban, it has consistently opposed any peace talks between the Pakistani 
government and Pakistani Taliban; it has tried to disrupt such a process even 
physically. In fact, the first-ever US drone strike in Pakistan in June 2004 that killed 
local Taliban commander Nek Mohammad near Wana in South Waziristan was 
precisely meant to destroy the peace agreement he had concluded with the Pakistani 
military in Shakai in April. Later, the Americans carried out a drone attack on a 
madressah in Bajaur to kill over 80 students to foil the peace deal that was being 
discussed between the government and the militants. On both occasions, the US 
succeeded in its mission.  

However, any new peace deal between the government and the Pakistani 
Taliban appears unlikely at the moment. A day after a commander of the outlawed 
Tehrik-e-Taliban Pakistan (TTP) was quoted as saying that his organisation had 
declared a ceasefire following peace talks with the government, the militants stormed a 
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police station in Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa killing two cops and causing injuries to another 
four.  

The TTP spokesman, Ehsanullah Ehsan, promptly claimed responsibility for 
the attack and argued it was evidence enough that reports of a ceasefire with the 
government were untrue. Hours earlier, he and a few other TTP representatives had 
angrily denied these reports in phone calls to journalists from their hideouts in the 
tribal areas bordering Afghanistan.  

The attack on the Draban police station happened in a settled district, not in a 
tribal area. Draban is in southern Dera Ismail Khan district, which is not far from the 
volatile South Waziristan tribal region, a stronghold of the TTP and birthplace of 
Baitullah Mahsud, the late founder of the Pakistani Taliban movement, and his 
successor Hakimullah Mahsud. Pakistan’s security forces launched a massive ground 
assault backed by jet fighters and helicopter-gunships in South Waziristan in October 
2009 and thousands of troops are still deployed there to prevent the return of the 
evicted TTP fighters. Almost all members of the Pakhtun tribe of the Mahsuds living 
in the area were displaced and only 31,000 have been repatriated to their villages 
despite efforts by the government to improve security and rebuild the destroyed 
infrastructure of roads, schools and hospitals. 

Attacks by the militants on the security forces positions and convoys in the 
Orakzai and Kurram tribal regions are continuing. Official sources said seven soldiers, 
including two officers and scores of militants, were killed in the recent fighting. The 
renewed fighting raised questions about the existence of any ceasefire. Even if there 
was any attempt to agree on a ceasefire, it wasn’t holding.  

However, there are indications that the government has been in touch with the 
TTP leadership through tribal elders and clerics in South Waziristan to explore the 
possibility of peace talks. It seems the proposal for the ceasefire is limited to South 
Waziristan. The TTP commander who made the claim about the ceasefire also insisted 
that their fighters had ceased all combat activities against the military since October 
only in South Waziristan. Though this commander had requested anonymity, it soon 
became obvious that he was Waliur Rahman, the de facto number two in the TTP and 
the head of its operations for South Waziristan.  

The fact that the TTP fighters have launched three attacks on the security 
forces in South Waziristan since Oct 1 explained the difficulties in checking the 
veracity of the claims about the ceasefire. Five soldiers were killed and eight sustained 
injuries in these attacks and provoked the security forces to organise retaliatory strikes 
against the militants. This was hardly the way to initiate confidence-building measures 
that were reportedly discussed when the tribal elders and clerics sent by the 
government met the TTP delegation led by Waliur Rahman.  

The PPP-led federal government denied it was holding peace talks with the 
TTP. Senior government functionaries in Islamabad and Peshawar reiterated that the 
militants would have to lay down their arms before any negotiations could be held. 
The military also issued a denial and made it clear that any contemplated negotiations 
and reconciliation process with the militants groups would have to be undertaken by 
the government.  

President Asif Ali Zardari’s beleaguered government, facing one crisis after 
another – and at present under pressure from the powerful military establishment 
because of “Memogate” – appeared hardly in a position to focus attention on the 
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unstable situation in the Federally Administered Tribal Areas (Fata). It took the 
government weeks to appoint the parliamentary committee on the recommendation of 
the All-Parties Conference convened by Prime Minister Yusuf Raza Gilani for 
suggesting a roadmap for holding peace talks with “our own people in the tribal 
areas,” which obviously meant the militants. The committee won’t be able to begin its 
work until its members agree on the guidelines for initiating negotiations with the 
militants. It seems a tall order as clinching a peace agreement with the militants and 
implementing it appears highly unlikely.  

Disagreements have already emerged whether it would serve any purpose to 
hold peace talks with the TTP in view of the bitter experience of the past when the 
militants in most cases violated previous agreements and established parallel 
administrations, not only in the tribal areas but also in settled districts such as Swat. 
Secular parties such as Asfandyar Wali Khan’s ANP, which attended the All-Parties 
Conference and backed the resolution favouring the holding of the peace talks, are 
now arguing that negotiations should take place with only those militants who 
surrender arms. More than a dozen peace accords were made in the past and only two 
are intact, that too with the so-called “good Taliban” led by Hafiz Gul Bahadur in 
North Waziristan and Maulvi Nazeer in South Waziristan’s Wana area who prefer 
fighting the US-led coalition forces in Afghanistan, not the Pakistani military. As the 
militants are in no mood to lay down arms and insist that Pakistan break its alliance 
with the US, there is little possibility that any ceasefire would hold or an accord could 
be reached for the achievement of durable peace in the country’s restive tribal 
borderlands. 
 

Rahimullah Yusufzai, News International (Rawalpindi), December 8, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=81244&Cat=9&dt=12/8/2011 

 
NATO ATTACKS AND RESPONSE 

In my earlier article on “Shamsi Air Base” I had strongly advocated take over of this 
strategic base being used by CIA for spying and drone attacks. The government of 
Pakistan has asked Washington and NATO to vacate it by December 11, 2011. 
Following the NATO attacks on the two Pak Army’s Mohmand Agency border posts, 
the tough decisions taken by the Prime Minister in the Defence Committee meeting of 
the Cabinet must be followed through. The nation has fully supported governments 
determination to block NATO supply routes via Torkhum and Chaman, and fifteen 
days ultimatum to the US to vacate Shamsi Air Base. Defense Minister Ahmed 
Mukhtar claimed that Shamsi Base will be occupied on December 11. On December 
04 American Ambassador to Pakistan Cameron Munter said that the Shamsi air base 
would be vacated within the stipulated time. Talking to the state television, he also said 
that the outcome of the investigations on the NATO attack would be shared with the 
country. He also promised that strict action would be taken against the elements 
responsible for the attacks. He also reiterated his great respect and consideration for 
the aspirations and feelings of the Pakistani masses and rejected statements by 
Mansoor Ejaz as a pack of lies. The Defence Committee had set a fifteen-day deadline 
for the US to vacate the Shamsi air base following the NATO attack. .  

The US decision to vacate Shamsi Air Base will give much needed relief and 
space to the government for formulating a sensible strategic policy for future relations 
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with the US. It is shocking that the air attacks continued for over two hours, even after 
Pakistani commanders contacted NATO and demanded that the assault stop. Why 
couldn’t the Army commanders ask GHQ and Air Headquarters to order Pakistan Air 
Force to shoot down the enemy aircraft and helicopter from bombing our undefended 
troops? That vital communication lines between various formations and with Air 
Headquarters were dysfunctional at the time and during the period of NATO 
bombing is hard to digest. This demands an enquiry to fix blame and punish the 
concerned personnel. The general impression is that the trigger happy US forces have 
no respect for the life of Pakistani people including Pakistani soldiers.  

Commander Coalition forces in Afghanistan, General John R. Allen has given 
top priority at improving border coordination with Pakistan. But this is a bit late in the 
day. Washington wants to work with Islamabad, to ensure that such incident do not 
occur again. This very serious incident has seriously harmed, if not destroyed the 
deeply troubled relationship. The United States needs Pakistan’s cooperation to pursue 
the fight against the Taliban. But US leaders have failed to feel the public pulse, and 
military rage, in Pakistan. Washington does not realize that the public back lash, the 
fury among political parties and rage in Pakistan’s military because of US aggression 
and arrogance, has led to this crisis. This US slaughter has sent the perpetually difficult 
US-Pakistan relationship into a tail spin and coming out of the crisis no easy task. The 
Obama Administration believes, that Pakistan will not go beyond the war of words, 
and therefore has refused to apologize. His is a mistaken assumption.  

US officials and media argue that Pakistan is playing a very dangerous game. 
On Monday, Prime Minister Yousaf Raza Gilani vowed that “business as usual will not 
be there.” With NATO supply routes to Afghanistan, blocked and demand for the 
closure of Shamsi Air Base and the public demanding retaliation, against NATO and 
US forces across the border, the situation could get out of hand. American officials are 
demanding that Pakistani leaders need to lower their rhetoric and make clear that it is 
in their country’s interest to work with the Americans to find out of what happened 
and ensure it will not happen again. The two sides need a way to back off from the 
brink. Government must evolve a future course of action to get out of the emerging 
difficult situation.  

GHQ insists that the NATO attacks on border check posts in Mohmand 
Agency were deliberate and were carried out in violation of coordination procedures. 
Director General Military Operations (DGMO), Maj Gen Ishfaq Nadeem, said on 
Tuesday that the US-NATO strikes were unprovoked and were an act of blatant 
aggression. “The positions of the posts were already conveyed to the ISAF through 
map references and it was impossible that they did not know these to be our posts.” 
Chief of General Staff, Lt General Waheed Arshad was present during the press 
briefing.  

NATO officials falsely claim that a joint force of US and Afghan National 
Army close to the border was fired upon by militants from the direction of the two 
posts, and the ISAF responded. Pakistan denied any such occurrence. Prior to this 
incident, there had been three NATO attacks from across the border in 2008, 2010 
and 2011, killing 14 Pakistani soldiers and injuring another 13. “No information 
regarding inquiry of these attacks was shared or provided to us despite our repeated 
requests, and when provided, it was inaccurate and incomplete.” Giving details of the 
incident, Gen Nadeem said after midnight on November 26, three helicopters arrived 
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in the area and engaged the border post named Volcano, breaking down all 
communication systems there. Another post, named Boulder, was attacked by CV-130 
gun ship and helicopters. Pakistani troops responded with anti-aircraft guns and other 
weapons. The helicopters and the C-130 then bombed this post. He said all channels 
of coordination were immediately activated. “We informed them about the attack. But, 
the helicopters reappeared and attacked the Boulder post.” In the attacks, 24 soldiers, 
including two officers, embraced martyrdom while 15 others sustained injuries. The 
DG MO said the Pakistan Air Force was not asked to respond to the attack because 
the situation on ground was not clear. 

Major General Ather Abbas the Pakistan Army spokesman on 28 November 
had reiterated that no shots were fired from the two posts that are situated 330 yards 
behind a mountain ridge that divides Afghanistan’s Nangarhar and Kunar provinces 
from Pakistan’s Mohmand Tribal Agency. Pakistan does not believe NATO troops 
could have mistaken the posts as Taliban militant bases. “We are not saying that this 
was a deliberate attack. But we are not ruling out such a possibility.” 

Pakistan’s strong response by shutting down NATO supply routes, and resolve 
to reduce military, intelligence and diplomatic cooperation with the United States 
would result in complete break in relations between the two countries. Considering 
Pakistan’s economic and geo-strategic situation, this is a bold yet risky decision. 
Washington knows that US needs Pakistan’s cooperation to shut down Taliban safe 
heavens and bring militant leaders to the conference table. Washington therefore has 
adopted a conciliatory posture towards Pakistan. President Obama, Secretary Hillary 
Clinton and Defence Secretary Leo Penata have deeply regretted the NATO attack, 
but Obama has refused to apologize. White House Press Secretary Jay Carney called 
the Pakistan Army deaths a “tragedy”, reiterating that “ the two nations should work 
cooperatively on our shared goals”. Washington’s soft pedaling is not enough to 
curtail Pakistani anger. Any hard posture by Washington will be unwise and against US 
interests in the region. 
 

Air Marshal Ayaz A Khan (R), Pakistan Observer (Islamabad), December 9, 2011, 
http://pakobserver.net/201112/09/detailnews.asp?id=129097 

 
SALALA MARTYRS’ ATTACKERS  
SHOULD BE COURT MARTIALED 

 
Salala attack by NATO in which 24 Pakistani troops were martyred has created a wide 
gulf of distrust between Pakistan and the United States prompting the former to 
suspend all cooperative arrangements with the latter in connection with war on terror 
pending formulation of new rules of engagements. According to a report, a draft of 
the new agreement is under consideration and things would become clear whether or 
not Pakistan has safeguarded its core national interests if and when the new terms are 
made public. 

There is absolutely no doubt that the aggression was deliberate and the 
objective seemed to be to test reaction and resilience of the Pakistani nation but post-
attack ground realities have brought it home to the United States and its allies that 
there can’t be any success in Afghanistan without cooperation from Pakistan. Apart 
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from the strains caused by blockade of supplies and vacation of Shamsi airbase, 
Pakistan’s decision not to attend the Bonn conference on Afghanistan has rendered 
the entire exercise futile. There was also appreciation of Pakistan’s position and 
majority of the participating countries understood that the country has been wronged 
and steps should be taken to remove its grievances and bring it on board again. It is in 
this background that the US President talked to President Zardari and afterwards 
Prime Minister Yusuf Raza Gilani, in an interview, expressed desire of the country to 
re-engage with the United States, which was appreciated by Washington. Rhetoric 
apart, there is also a pre-dominant feeling in Pakistan that the country should 
normalize its ties with the United States on the basis of mutual respect and equality. 
But it is also a fact that the nation would not allow to compromise on the blood of its 
soldiers because of deliberate nature of the incident and its gravity. The families of the 
martyrs are already demanding justice in their interviews given to different media 
outlets and the entire nation is supporting their just demand. Apart from Pakistan, 
there is also a realization in the United States as well that it was a serious incident 
requiring of Washington to offer apology and statement of Congressman Dennis 
Kucinich reflects this right-minded sentiment. We would, therefore, propose that 
Pakistan must demand court martial of all those who ordered the attack and those 
who carried out the raid. 

 
 

Editorial, Pakistan Observer (Islamabad), December 9, 2011, 
http://pakobserver.net/201112/09/detailnews.asp?id=129093 

 
US-PAKISTAN DISARRAY 

Just how grim is the state of the US-Pakistan relationship was made clear by 
comments from America`s highest-ranking military officer in Washington on Friday. 
In the words of US Joint Chiefs of Staff Chairman Gen Martin Dempsey, the 
relationship is “a mess”. His words were blunt, but should come as no surprise. The 
Pakistan military is clearly convinced that its soldiers were intentionally attacked, a 
stance Gen Dempsey called “incomprehensible”. The head of Pakistan`s military 
operations, in briefings to lawmakers on Thursday, apparently made no bones about 
this belief that the Nato strike was deliberate and perhaps even pre-planned. 
Theoretically such an idea would imply the end of any alliance there may have been. 
Although a move that extreme is unlikely to take place, Gen Dempsey`s Leavenworth 
classmate Gen Kayani has deployed air defence weapons along the Pak-Afghan 
border, authorised troops to defend themselves without waiting for official go-ahead 
and recalled border coordination personnel, apparently for consultations. So calling it a 
“mess” would not be an inaccurate way to describe this increasingly dysfunctional 
military relationship.  

But while the militaries continue to talk at each other, the governments finally 
seem to be talking to each other. After its initial uproar, the Pakistani administration 
appears to have decided it is time to dial the tension down a notch. Reports emerging 
from Foreign Minister Hina Rabbani Khar`s meeting with the American ambassador 
indicate that the Pakistan government has signalled a desire to move on from the 
incident, even if that involves reshaping the terms of cooperation. And while there was 
some tough talk from the prime minister during his meeting with Gen Kayani on 
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Friday, in recent days he too has toned down his rhetoric and acknowledged the reality 
that the relationship is an important one. 

Probably deliberately rather than through lack of coordination, the army 
continues to take a different approach. Initially the two militaries did need to adopt 
aggressive postures to maintain troop morale and protect their national security 
credentials. But the price of continued lack of cooperation or a breakdown of border 
coordination is too high. The American investigation should be sped up — as 
Ambassador Munter has indicated — and Pakistan needs to cooperate with it. There 
are risks to doing so, of course; it will be difficult for the administration to defend an 
outcome that might be unpopular with the public. But by leaving itself out of both the 
Bonn conference and the investigation, Pakistan is missing out on opportunities to 
clarify the terms of future cooperation and to shape outcomes along the border and 
next door in Afghanistan. Even if the line taken is a tough one, it is time to start 
talking. 
 

Editorial, Dawn (Islamabad), December 11, 2011, 
http://www.dawn.com/2011/12/11/us-pakistan-disarray.html 

 
SHAMSI AIRBASE VACATED 

The US Air Force completed the vacation of the Shamsi airbase on Friday and the 
Frontier Corps personnel arrived in Washak, a village 25 kilometres southwest in the 
Mekran Range, to take its control. Pakistani troops have been deployed to provide 
security to the airbase. Seven US planes were used for the eviction after the Defence 
Cabinet Committee (DCC) on Nov 26 ordered its vacation besides permanently 
stopping oil supplies to the US and NATO forces in Afghanistan in retaliation of the 
assault on check-posts at Salala in Mohmand Agency the same morning which killed 
24 Pakistani soldiers. Twice before Pakistan gave similar instructions to the US and 
Nato forces to vacate the airfield, about 320 km southwest of Quetta that the Gen 
Musharraf regime had leased out to the rulers of the United Arab Emirates in October 
2001 for hunting. The UAE later leased it out to the United States for use as a base for 
joint CIA and ISAF surveillance and drone operations against militants in Pakistan’s 
Federally Administered Tribal Areas. This sub-leasing of the strip on 20th day of the 
same month enjoyed complete support by the Musharraf regime. The airbase soon 
came to be known as the ground for launching unmanned drone attacks that killed 
hundreds of civilians in FATA and sent a wave of protest in Pakistan to a degree that 
the government, under severe internal pressure, had to explain its position in 
parliament.The DCC and then the federal cabinet issued the vacation order after Chief 
of Army Staff Gen Ashfaq Pervaiz Kayani met President Asif Ali Zardari and Prime 
Minister Yusuf Raza Gilani on Nov 26 when the US and ISAF aggression had already 
killed Pakistani troops and it is understood that the government yielded to the armed 
forces pressure to take the drastic decision of stopping oil supplies and asking the US 
to vacate the airbase in 15 days. The announcement made said that the US and ISAF 
aggression was an attack on Pakistan, its sovereignty and integrity. It is also a fact the 
US and NATO had outlived the utility of the Shamsi airbase and shifted this mission 
to Afghanistan in 2009. Still, the vacation of the strip by the only superpower of the 
unipolar world is a major success of Pakistan and will go a long way in upholding the 
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fundamental prerequisite of the country’s sovereignty, the premier national interest. 
The base’s eviction will also help Pakistan on establishing a working relationship with 
the US and NATO and about a meaningful role in the build-up of Afghanistan that is 
the international obligation in terms of the Bonn conference resolutions in a freer way. 
As of today, oil supplies to US and NATO forces have been effectively blocked and 
the Shamsi airbase has been vacated by the US Air Force. This means that the DCC 
decisions have comprehensively been implemented. This development comes to 
satisfy the angry people of Pakistan in maintaining our territorial integrity and the 
national pride. 
 

Editorial, Frontier Post (Peshawar), December 11, 2011, 
http://www.thefrontierpost.com/?p=90271 

 
NATO SUPPLIES 

The breaking of the chain entails a trail of effects not all of which may be immediately 
felt. Thus, it is not just Nato which is feeling the heat of Pakistan’s decision to cut its 
supplies. Nato may be hurt but reports of clogging at Pakistan’s own ports is a point 
that deserves attention as supplies pile up at the Karachi and Bin Qasim ports. These 
supplies had been ordered before the ban and arrived in Pakistan in late November 
and early December for onward transportation. A weekend count indicated that the 
clogging of the ports was now threatening Pakistan’s own exports and imports. Four 
containers that docked at Port Qasim and Karachi in the preceding few days carried 
some 1,200 military vehicles and 2,000 boxes. The ports did not have room to store 
these goods which now impede commercial traffic and threaten delays in the 
transportation of cargo and monetary losses for transporters, traders and port 
authorities. Logistics and business sense demanded an early clearing up of the ports; 
unfor-tunately, politics and accusations of betrayal prevented that. 

The ban on supplies in the wake of last month’s Nato strike on Pakistani posts 
has encouraged vigorous politicking in the country. It has also led to an outpouring of 
public emotion. Consequently, the debate on the effects of the ban on Pakistan has 
been pushed to the background. On Tuesday, a meeting of the JUI-F called for a 
permanent cutting off of the Nato supply line. 

In order to gain greater public acceptance, many parties find themselves 
pandering to the popular sentiment. The JUI-F’s statement appeared to be yet another 
instance of this. In fact, the demands of the Pakistani public on this count predate 
Islamabad’s protest against the excesses committed by its allies in the war on terror. 

While the intensity of the debate has varied from one political party to the 
other, no one has remained immune. Even those close to the power centre cannot be 
expected to stay out of the debate focusing on Nato’s aggression and the appropriate 
response. In this highly emotive situation, politics tends to override simple business 
sense. It is time for the debate to move on as popular sentiments are up against a hard 
reality: the inevitability of continuing the partnership with Nato after some Pakistani 
demands have been conceded. The envoys’ conference called in Islamabad to review 
Pakistan’s foreign policy is said to have at some point discussed taxing Nato supplies.  

This could well be a suitable measure for the two sides to finally agree upon. 
 

Editorial, Dawn (Islamabad), December 14, 2011, 
http://www.dawn.com/2011/12/14/nato-supplies.html 
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SALALA PROBE  

The disagreement between Pakistan and the United States over the events which took 
place on the night of November 25 and 26, when Nato aircraft struck across the 
Afghan border and killed 24 of our soldiers, seems to be becoming more and more 
serious and may have serious implications for the future. The Pakistani military has 
denied the version of events given by the Pentagon, which has said that a report on 
the incident was given to Pakistan and COAS General Ashfaq Parvez Kayani was 
briefed ahead of any release of information to the US media. The Pakistani side has 
denied any such briefing took place. The leaks to the press, it seems, done nothing to 
bring relations back to normal. Brigadier General Stephen Clark, who led the US 
inquiry, has said the strikes were simply the result of a misunderstanding and bad 
communication between the two sides. It is also claimed the Pakistani soldiers fired 
first. It took Nato 84 minutes to halt the strikes – so obviously communications must 
have been very poor indeed. This in itself is extraordinary in this age of instant 
communication. 

But there is quite obviously more to the story than what we are being told. The 
truth needs to come out if relations are to be patched over and the tensions eased. 
Pakistan’s suggestions in this regard appear rational. The military has sought an inquiry 
by a third party into the incident so that facts can be ascertained. The one brutal fact is 
that 24 Pakistani lives were quite unnecessarily lost as a result of the Nato action. We 
as a country cannot afford to allow our border to be breached quite so easily for 
potshots to be fired at our soldiers. A neutral investigation could help clear up many 
issues. It is questionable why Washington should shy away from this. The matter goes 
much beyond the Salala incident and its impact on the Pak-US relations is already 
showing up in many ways. There have been discussions in the legislatures of both 
countries. Mistrust is increasing. This could lead to a great many dangers in the future. 
Pakistan and the US need to work together to defeat militancy. But, as the Pakistan 
army has stressed, they must operate together and maintain an even footing if they are 
to succeed. Otherwise there will only be more trouble and with it the risk of more 
impediments in ties over the weeks ahead. 
 

Editorial, News International (Rawalpindi), December 30, 2011, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=84913&Cat=8&dt=12/30/2011 

 
PAKISTAN TO REOPEN NATO ROUTES TO AFGHANISTAN: 

OFFICIAL 
Pakistan expects to reopen supply routes to Nato forces in Afghanistan, halted after a 
Nato cross-border air attack killed 24 Pakistani soldiers in November, but will impose 
tariffs, a senior security official told Reuters on Thursday.      
The official said the fees were designed to both express continued anger over the 
November 26 incident, and raise more funds for the state to fight Taliban militants. 

No date was given for reopening the supply routes. 
The Nato attack plunged relations between troubled allies Pakistan and the 

United States to their lowest point in years. 
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Ties had already been severely strained by a secret raid by US special forces that 
killed Osama bin Laden on Pakistani soil in May last year. 

Asked if the re-opening was a sign that the crisis in relations had eased, the 
official said there was still some way to go before normalcy was possible. 

The two land routes to Afghanistan through Pakistan account for just under a 
third of all cargo that the Nato-led International Security Assistance Force (ISAF) 
ships into Afghanistan. 
 

Express Tribune (Islamabad), January 19, 2012, 
http://tribune.com.pk/story/324040/pakistan-to-re-open-nato-routes-to- 

afghanistan-official/ 
 

ARMY REJECTS US REPORT 
Pakistan has rejected several portions and findings of the US Investigation Report into 
the Salala incident of 26th November 2011, involving aerial strikes by US aircraft and 
helicopters resulting into Shahadat of 24 Pakistani soldiers and injury to 13 others.  

The report was received by the General Headquarters (GHQ) Pakistan Army 
on the 24th of December 2011. The analysis of the US Investigation Report has been 
carried out by Pakistan Military with a view to reiteratig facts and correct the 
perspective, an ISPR press release issued here on Monday said. 

“Pakistan does not agree with several portions and findings of the Investigation 
Report as these are factually not correct. The fundamental cause of the incident of 
26th November 2011 was the failure of US/ISAF to share its near-border operation 
with Pakistan at any level,” the ISPR said.  

This obviously was a major omission, as were several others, like the 
complicated chain of command, complex command and control structure and 
unimaginative/intricate Rules of Engagement as well as lack of unified military 
command in Afghanistan. In addition to the foregoing, US/ISAF violated all mutually 
agreed procedures with Pakistan for near-border operations put in place to avert such 
uncalled for actions. It also carried out unprovoked engagement of Pakistani Posts 
located inside Pakistan violating the US/ISAF mandate which is limited to 
Afghanistan alone.  

The US Investigation Report is structured around the argument of “self 
defence” and “proportional use of force”, an argument which is contrary to facts. 
Continued engagement by US/ISAF despite being informed about the incident at 
multiple levels by Pakistan Military within minutes of initiation of US/ISAF fire, belies 
the “self defence” and “proportional use of force” contention. Affixing partial 
responsibility of the incident on Pakistan is therefore, unjustified and unacceptable. 
 

Pakistan Observer (Islamabad), January 24, 2012, 
http://pakobserver.net/detailnews.asp?id=136875 

 
SALALA DEADLOCK 

Why did Nato forces kill two dozen Pakistani soldiers in an air raid on a border post in 
the Mohmand region late last November? Islamabad and Washington continue to 
trade claims and counter-claims over the incident and in its latest statement Pakistan 
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has called the attack unprovoked and declared it unacceptable that responsibility for 
the attack be affixed on Pakistan. This comes in response to the report coming out of 
an investigation conducted by Brigadier-General Stephen Clark, released on Dec 22. 
Pakistan had refused to be a part of that investigation, not least because it found it 
problematic for the accused party to be leading an investigation into its own actions. 
Clark’s report alleges that Pakistani troops first opened fire, provoking a US response. 
A series of mistakes by both Isaf and Pakistani troops as well as mutual distrust 
between the parties led to the deadly firefight, goes the US version. On the Pakistani 
side, the army has categorically called Clark’s report “factually not correct” and said 
the fundamental cause of the attack was the failure of Nato and Isaf to share their 
near-border operation with Pakistan at any level and their violation of “all mutually 
agreed procedures” for such operations. “Sustained aggression which continued for as 
long as 90 minutes despite the US and Isaf being informed about the incident at 
multiple levels within minutes of initiation of US-Isaf fire belies the ‘self defence’ and 
‘proportional use of force’ contention (in Clark’s report),” the army concludes. 
Importantly, the US has yet to share with the Pakistani side the full and classified 
version of Clark’s report, something the army has reiterated in its latest statement. As 
expected, the Pentagon has said it stands by the US military report and that the 
“statement that this was an unprovoked attack by American forces is simply false.”  

So where do we go from here? There is no doubt that Washington and 
Islamabad need to work together so that the troubled relationship can be sensibly 
refashioned. However, as things stand at the moment, the onus is on the US to decide 
which way it wants the relationship to go. There is much documented evidence to 
suggest that the US can make, and indeed has made, deadly mistakes in the past and, 
for all its technical mastery and tremendous military capability, does not have perfect 
intelligence on the ground. A US Air Force investigation into the killing of 23 civilians 
in Uruzgan province in Feb 2010 concluded that it was a tragic mistake. In the same 
month Nato admitted killing 12 civilians in Helmand; it was followed by another 
admission of killing five civilians in Zhari district of Kandahar. Just a week before the 
deadly attack in Mohmand agency, Nato killed seven civilians, most of them children, 
in the same district. The fog of war often leads to fatal errors. But the biggest error the 
US is making now is adding insult to injury by refusing to acknowledge the full extent 
of its mistake and hence turning what many thought would be a temporary impasse 
into a permanent deadlock. 
 

Editorial, News International (Rawlpindi), January 25, 2012, 
http://www.thenews.com.pk/TodaysPrintDetail.aspx?ID=89374&Cat=8 

 
SALALA’S US REPORT AND PAKISTAN’S RESPONSE 

On November 26 2011, two Pakistani Army border check posts Pakistani Volcano 
and Boulder posts in Salala area of Mohmad Agency, some 1.5 miles from the Afghan 
border were attacked by NATO helicopters incursions through aerial strikes and fire. 
It was a direct assault on the sovereignty of the country. The unfortunate episode in 
the ‘war on terror’ has provoked anger and disbelief from officials and public in 
Pakistan. Islamabad and Washington find themselves at odds with each other. They 
continue to trade claims and counter-claims over the incident and Pakistan has 
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declared US Investigation Report unacceptable and affixing partial responsibility of the 
incident on Pakistan is therefore, unjustified. The Pakistan military claims that there 
was no militant activity in the area at that time.5 This was a naked aggression, plain and 
simple, deliberate and planned. The posts couldn’t be unknown to the US-led NATO 
forces. These must be very much in their knowledge and also on their field maps. 

The US Investigation Report conducted by Brigadier-General Stephen Clark, 
released on December 22 regarding attack on the Salala check posts resulting into 
Shahadat (killing) of 24 Pakistani soldiers and 13 injuries has been rejected by General 
Headquarters (GHQ) and Pakistan’s Defence Committee of the Cabinet saying that 
the attack was unprovoked as it finds it contrary to facts and is self-serving. Clark’s 
report alleges that Pakistani troops first opened fire, provoking a US response. A series 
of mistakes by both ISAf and Pakistani troops as well as mutual distrust between the 
parties led to the deadly firefight, goes the US version. Pakistan does not agree with 
several portions and findings of the Clark’s Investigation Report as these are “factually 
not correct.”6 The 24-page document released by the ISPR as the Pakistan military’s 
perspective on that incident completely exposes the element of partiality underlying 
the report that the GHQ seems to have been left with no option but to reject it. 
Ironically, what could be more deceptive, if not hypocritical, on the part of the 
US/ISAf high command is that General Allen was in the GHQ only a few hours prior 
to the Salala attack to ‘co-ordinate and share’ details about joint operations in the 
border areas and had not given the slightest hint of this action? 

The fundamental cause of the incident of November 26, 2011 was the failure of 
US/ISAF to share its near-border operation with Pakistan at any level. This obviously 
was a major omission, as were several others, like the complicated chain of command, 
complex command and control structure and unimaginative/intricate Rules of 
Engagement as well as lack of unified military command in Afghanistan.7 In addition 
to the previous errors, it rightly argued that US/ISAF violated all mutually agreed 
procedures with Pakistan for such near-border operations and most importantly one 
fully agrees with the opinion that the NATO is violating the US/ISAF mandate which 
is limited to Afghanistan alone. The US Investigation Report is structured around the 
argument of “self defence” and “proportional use of force”, an argument which is 
contrary to facts and therefore self serving.8 Likewise, another crucial point which 
rejects the US report is the army’s categorical argument that several emergency calls to 
the NATO high command to stop the attack fell on deaf ears. Continued engagement 
by US/ISAF despite being informed about the incident at multiple levels by Pakistan 
Military within minutes of initiation of US/ISAF fire, belies the “self defence” and 
“proportional use of force” contention.9  

                                                 
5   Editorial, “NATO attack,” Daily Times (Lahore), November 27, 2011. 
6   Editorial, “Salala Deadlock,” News International (Rawalpindi), January 25, 2012. 
7   Inter Services Public Relations, Press Release no. 11/2012-ISPR, January 25, 2012, 

http://www.ispr.gov.pk/front/main.asp?o=t-week_view&id=1954#wv_link1954 
8 “Pakistan’s Perspective Investigation Report conducted by BG Stephen Clark into 26th 

November 2011, US led  ISAF/NATO Forces Attack on Pakistani Volcano and Boulder 
Posts in Mohamad Agency,” Inter Services Public Relations, January 23, 2012, 
http://www.ispr.gov.pk/front/press/pakistan.pdf 

9  Ibid. 
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As expected, the Pentagon has said it stands by the US military report and that 
the “statement that this was an unprovoked attack by American forces is simply 
false.”10 So where do we go from here? There is no doubt that Washington and 
Islamabad need to work together so that the troubled relationship can be sensibly 
refashioned. However, as things stand at the moment, the onus is on the US to decide 
which way it wants the relationship to go. The breakthrough is possible only if the US 
genuinely owns the responsibility of making Pakistan stable and prosperous not by the 
currently demonstrated dualistic yardstick of driving client-patron relationship on 
suspicions, doubts and pay-for-performance basis, but by bona fide spirit aimed at 
enhancing the well-being of the terrorism-affected poverty-stricken multitudes of 
Pakistan in particular and the region in general. But the biggest error the US is making 
now is adding insult to injury by refusing to acknowledge the full extent of its mistake 
and hence turning what many thought would be a temporary impasse into a 
permanent deadlock.11 
 

Muhammad Nawaz Khan, Assistant Research Officer (IPRI), Islamabad Policy Research 
Institute, http://ipripak.org/comment.shtml (accessed February 9, 2012).  

 

CRAFTING NEW TIES 
Notwithstanding the hard-line positions adopted by some lawmakers and 
sections of the media on both sides, subtle messages seem to convey a positive 
mood in Islamabad and Washington. Being the aggrieved party, Pakistan has 
maintained a rigid stance and expressed its anger in more ways than one. The hurt to 
Pakistan came in rapid succession — the Raymond Davis shooting, the SEALs at 
Abbottabad and, to top it all, the Salala strike. The subsequent moves by the 
government were designed as much to express its justifiable anger over superpower 
recklessness as to placate angry public opinion. The Nato supply line cut-off, the 
boycott of the Bonn moot, the Shamsi base closure and the ‘no’ to the Marc 
Grossman visit were actions whose severity were noted by America, which at least on 
the Salala killings expressed regret, while insisting that commanders on both sides had 
made technical mistakes that led to the death of 24 Pakistani soldiers. Since then, 
behind the apparent impasse, the two sides have never really sat idle. 

For Pakistan, the issue revolves round developing “new rules of engagement” 
as the prime minister repeated so categorically at Davos. This new relationship can be 
mutually fruitful, lasting and free from misunderstandings and perceived hurts if the 
two countries realise that there are limits to cooperation, especially because they do 
not — and are unlikely to — see eye to eye on the ambitions of some regional powers. 
Whether the two sides are able to evolve a new, comprehensive but pragmatic 
relationship constitutes a challenge to their diplomacy. That the two countries need 
each other is a realisation that seems to restrain governments in Islamabad and 
Washington. The other day, US-made F-16s arrived in Pakistan. For a nation which 
has not forgotten America’s decision to hold back both the money and the planes 
Pakis-tan had paid for, the latest American decision should be considered a gesture. At 

                                                 
10   Anwar Iqbal, “Nato strike not unprovoked, says Pentagon,” Dawn (Islamabad), January 24, 

2012. 
11   News International, “Salala Deadlock.” 
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the same time, the New York Times has reported that the American administration is 
likely to apologise to Pakistan over the Salala carnage. 

If true, Islamabad has to respond positively and realise that a strategic 
relationship with America is in the nation’s interests, no matter what position 
extremist parties adopt. One religious leader has said the resumption of Nato supplies 
will be ‘treason’, while another has threatened to besiege parliament. While these 
visceral outbursts may have the general election in mind, the government must not 
lose sight of Pakistan’s desperate economic condition, its long-term interests in a 
unipolar world and the new dangers lurking in its neighbourhood in Southwest Asia. 

 

Editorial, Dawn (Islamabad), February 9, 2012, 
http://www.dawn.com/2012/02/09/crafting-new-ties.html 

 
PAKISTAN’S PERSPECTIVE ON INVESTIGATION REPORT 

CONDUCTED BY BG STEPHEN CLARK INTO 26T H NOVEMBER 
2011 US LED ISAF/NATO FORCES ATTACK ON PAKISTANI 

VOLCANO AND BOULDER POSTS IN MOHMAND AGENCY  
 

Note: Quotes that have been taken directly from the US Investigation Report and 
reproduced in this document appear in red [bold and italic], followed by reference 
of each from the original US/ISAF Investigation Report. 
 
General 

1. The US Investigation Report into the Salala incident of 26th November 2011, 
involving aerial strikes by US aircraft and helicopters resulting into Shahadat (killing) 
of 24 Pakistani soldiers and injury to 13 others, was received by the General 
Headquarters (GHQ) Pakistan Army on the 24th of December 2011. The report 
received is the same unclassified version as available on the Central Command 
(CENTCOM) Website. The analysis of the US Investigation Report conducted by 
Brigadier General (BG) Clark has been carried out hereafter with a view to reiterate 
facts and correct the perspective.  
 
Mandate of the US/NATO Investigation Report  

2. It is unfortunate to note that the mandate given to the US Investigating Officer (BG 
Stephen Clark), did not include affixing specific responsibility for the grave incident 
(Reference: General Mattis‟ letter to Brigadier General Stephen Clark dated 28 
November 2011 appointing him as Investigating Officer, Page 3, Paras 9 and 10). 
Without this specific mandate the Investigation Report could not have been complete. 
3. It is also revealing to read the mandate given to NATO‟s (North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization) Allied Joint Force Command (JFC) Brunssum team (headed by 
Brigadier General Michael Jorgensen) concurrently investigating the incident. In words 
of the US Investigation Report; “The JFC Brunssum goal was to conduct an 
operationally focused fact-finding investigation into the circumstances 
surrounding the engagement between friendly forces and PAKMIL (Pakistan 
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Military) ........". (Reference: Page 6, Para 1, Lines 11 through 15). Implicit in the 
mandate is the fact that, Pakistan was considered in an adversarial role and not part of 
friendly forces.  
 
Background  

4. For developing a correct perspective, it is important to give some background 
before going on to the specifics of the Incident (26th November 2011) itself. The 
background is covered hereafter under three headings i.e. “Events Leading up to the 
Incident”, “Environment” and finally “Coordination Mechanism”.  
 
Events Leading up to the Incident 

5. Although the incident of 26th November 2011, was the gravest, it unfortunately was 
not the first of its kind. The current incident was preceded by four others which 
happened between June 2008 and July 2011 and resulted in loss of 18 precious lives of 
our soldiers and injury to 10 others, including an incident at Ziarat Post (Mohmand 
Agency) on 17th June 2011 which happened close to the area of 26th November 2011 
incident. The US/International Security Assistance Force (ISAF) are well aware of 
these incidents and each time resolved to prevent recurrence. It is illuminating to 
mention the details of these incidents, the first of which took place on 10th June 2008 
at Goraprai Post of Pakistan located in Mohmand Agency, in which US/ISAF carried 
out an unprovoked aerial strike resulting in Shahadat (death) of eleven Pakistani 
soldiers and injuries to seven others. The second such incident happened on 30th 
September 2010 in Kurram Agency at Kharlachi Post, where two US helicopters 
carried out unprovoked firing on Pakistani Post resulting in Shahadat (death) of three 
soldiers and serious injuries to three. The third incident took place on 19th July 2011 
in Angoor Adda Sector of South Waziristan Agency, wherein; mortar and artillery fire 
suddenly erupted, initiated by US/ISAF against Pakistani Border Posts at 0945 hours 
(Pakistan Standard Time). Despite repeated contacts with ISAF, including Lieutenant 
General (LG) Keen and Major General (MG) Laster and activation of other 
coordination mechanisms, the fire which was proving fatal continued for several hours 
resulting in the Shahadat (death) of four Pakistani soldiers. As US/ISAF failed to bring 
the fire to an end, COAS General Kayani had to intervene personally with Chief 
ODRP (Office of the Defence Representative Pakistan), LG Keen at the US Embassy 
Islamabad, warning, that if the fire did not stop immediately he would order an 
enhanced level of response, beyond the one which was already being given by Pakistan 
Military up until that time in the shape of small arms and mortar fire. This intervention 
finally brought the fire to a halt. The resultant US/ISAF inquiry into this, and other 
similar incidents remained shy of accepting responsibility and hence failed to hold 
anyone accountable, as far as we (Pakistanis) know.  
 
Environment 

6. Before going into the details of the incident of 26th November 2011 and the US 
Investigation Report, it is important to understand the environment as well as the 
coordination mechanisms which existed to prevent exactly such an eventuality.  
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7. After an extensive nine months operation in Mohmand Agency, Pakistan Army 
cleared the entire area upto the border with Afghanistan and established several border 
posts including Volcano and Boulder at the end of September 2011. When the 
Pakistani forces were carrying out operations in Mohmand Agency, US/ISAF were 
kept informed and they carried out some supportive operations on the Afghan side, 
along and close to River Kunar. With no presence of US/ISAF/Afghan forces close 
to the border on Afghan side, these Pakistani Posts were critical for prevention of 
terrorists‟ infiltration from either side of the border. This is substantiated by the US 
Investigation Report, which when referring to the Area of Operation SAYAQA states, 
“…….. there had been neither Coalition nor ANSF (Afghan National Security Forces) 
presence in the area for some time” (Reference: Page 15, Para 18, Last Line). 
Pakistan has been experiencing infiltration of terrorists from Afghan Province of 
Kunar which had become a safe haven for terrorists of all hues including those who 
had escaped the Pakistan Army‟s operation in Mohmand. Since September 2011, no 
crossing from Pakistani side from Mohmand Agency into Afghanistan had taken 
place, however, unfortunately several large (and some small) scale attacks on Pakistani 
Border Posts and civilians had occurred regularly, emanating from Kunar and Nuristan 
provinces of Afghanistan into Dir, Chitral, Bajaur and Mohmand areas of Pakistan. 
There were seven such major attacks by terrorists from Afghan side resulting in loss of 
102 personnel and injuries to 25 others (security forces and civilians). Pakistan has 
repeatedly provided specific information to US/ISAF about presence of hard-core 
terrorist elements including some High Value Targets located in the Afghanistan 
Province of Kunar and Nuristan. 
 
8. The Pakistani Posts in question (Volcano and Boulder) are located approximately 
1450 metres apart on a kidney shaped barren ridge, which is just under 8000 feet high 
(Refer Figure 1 below). The posts were (and are) located 300-400 metres from the 
international border inside Pakistan. There are a few abandoned huts opposite 
Volcano Post. Village Maya {map references of which were asked for by Pakistan 
Military and received from ICEPAK-ODRP (ISAF Coordination Element Pakistan-
ODRP) on 29 December 2011 and where ISAF ostensibly carried out operations on 
night 25/26 November 2011} lies approximately 1.5 kilometres from the Pakistani 
Boulder Post and 1.2 kilometres from the border. The Pakistani Posts and most of 
Maya Village are mutually inter-visible. Each of these Pakistani Posts had 5-6 bunkers 
none of which were underground, but were constructed above the surface of the 8000 
feet high ridge which was devoid of vegetation. All these bunkers, therefore, were 
easily visible from afar. These bunkers and posts had been there for over two months. 
Volcano Post had 27 personnel while Boulder had 25. They belonged to 7 Azad 
Kashmir (AK) Regiment of Pakistan Army which had played a crucial role in clearing 
Mohmand Agency from terrorists and, therefore, were well familiar with the 
environment and their surroundings. In the absence of any ISAF/Afghan National 
Army (ANA)/Afghan Border Police (ABP) presence opposite these, and some of the 
other posts in Mohmand Agency, any movement which is not shared, especially at 
night close to the border, is assumed to be hostile. Fire, therefore, is carried out on 
such movement(s). This is true for both ISAF and Pakistan Military for entire Area of 
Responsibility of ISAF’s Regional Command - East (RC-E) and that of Pakistan 
Military’s 11 Corps. Fire is also carried out on suspected movement(s), such a fire is 



Abbottabad and Salala Attacks 81 
 

called “speculative fire”. On any given night several Pakistani Posts, if and when 
deemed necessary carry out speculative fire. 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure – 1 
 
9. Opposite Mohmand Agency, where these posts were located, US/ISAF had carried 
out at least 1-2 operations in and around Village Maya prior to 26th November 
incident in the months of October/November 2011, which involved ground forces 
and air support. Even when active ground operations are not taking place, an average 
of 2-3 US/ISAF aerial platforms operate opposite Mohmand Agency on daily basis; 
these include Intelligence Surveillance and Reconnaissance (ISR) aircraft, fighter 
aircraft, helicopters and drones. Resultantly, it is inconceivable that these or any other 
Pakistani Posts in the area were/are not known to US/ISAF.  
Coordination Mechanism  
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10. Having elaborated the environment, it is essential to understand the detailed 
coordination mechanism and mutually agreed procedures which existed between 
Pakistan and US/ISAF for effective, incident-free, near-border operations. The 
coordination mechanism includes a number of forums at three different tiers i.e. at 
strategic, operational and tactical, all meant to build redundancy by timely sharing of 
information and coordinating near-border operations. At the strategic level, Military 
Operations Directorate of GHQ interfaces with ODRP headed by (LG Keen) based 
at the US Embassy Islamabad. Within the US Embassy another setup called ICEPAK 
also interacts with Military Operations Directorate, GHQ. In addition to this interface, 
Military Operations Directorate also has communication through the office of the 
Director General Military Operations (DGMO), with the Headquarters ISAF 
represented by MG Nicholson, but more regularly with HQ ISAF Joint Command 
(IJC) represented by MG Laster. Pakistan’s Air Headquarters also 
interacts/coordinates with Tactical Monitoring Cell (TMC) located within US 
Embassy Islamabad and working alongside ODRP. The strategic coordination 
mechanism is aided by exchange of Liaison Officers (LOs) at operational level. 
 
11. These operational level measures are further reinforced by tactical level 
arrangements. These include Border Coordination Centres (BCCs) where Pakistan, 
US/ISAF and Afghanistan sides are represented by Liaison Officers for tactical level 
coordination. One such centre is located opposite Mohmand Agency inside 
Afghanistan at a place called Nawa. It was this Centre which was responsible for the 
coordination of operations where the incident took place. These BCCs are centrally 
linked to Joint Operations Centre at RC-E Bagram through Joint Coordination Centre 
(JCC) at Torkham with the purpose of sharing operational information and assisting in 
resolving issues. Additionally, Border Flag Meetings are also organized at local/tactical 
levels to coordinate routine issues. There are a total of twenty six Pakistani Military 
LOs deputed for the aforementioned purposes.  
 
12. There also exist mutually agreed procedures for near-border operations. These 
include; effective utilization of border coordination mechanism, sharing of 
information about impending operations and coordinating requests for establishing 
blocking position/conducting complementary operations on the other side of the 
border. Moreover, in case, if troops of one side come under fire which is originating 
from across the border, immediate sharing of information about point of origin of fire 
is done with the side wherefrom the fire is originating. The responsibility thereafter to 
bring the fire to a halt is of the country from where fire is originating. Finally, in the 
eventuality of both sides opening fire on each other, immediate cessation of fire must 
take place as soon as communication is established. Unfortunately, on 26th November 
2011, US/ISAF violated all these mutually agreed procedures.  
 
 
 
 
Unfolding of Events  



Abbottabad and Salala Attacks 83 
 

13. Having explained the background (Events leading up to the Incident, 
Environment, Coordination Mechanism), the details of the 26th November 2011 
incident are covered hereafter using the US Investigation Report. 
 
14. The unfolding of events is explained in the succeeding paragraphs under the same 
three stages or sections {Stage 1: Preparation and initial operation, Stage 2: Contact 
and lethal action, Stage 3: Reaction. (Reference: Page 11, Para 10)} as enunciated in 
the US Investigation Report, quoting from the report itself to highlight discrepancies 
and omissions in US/ISAF version of events so as to bring facts to the fore. 
Although, Pakistan Military has differences with some of the timings of the unfolding 
of the events as given in the US Investigation Report, it has chosen to use the same 
timings (as given in the US Report) for analyzing, so as to avoid confusion and use a 
common basis. For the same reason Pakistan Military has also not questioned the 
existence of an operation called SAYAQA, planned and conducted on night 25/26 
November 2011 by US/ISAF.  
 
Stage 1: Preparation and Initial Operation by US/ISAF (Preparation and 
Insertion through Helicopters upto Pre-Contact)  

15. What we now know as Operation SAYAQA, was not shared at any level with the 
Pakistan Military despite multiple existing arrangements between the two sides to do 
so. The incident is even more regrettable because a few hours prior to it, Commander 
ISAF (General Allen) and at least two of his senior staff members were in GHQ to 
coordinate and share details of exactly such operations which ISAF now claims to 
have conducted on the night of 25/26 November 2011. Major Generals Nicholson 
and Laster who accompanied General Allen to GHQ on 25 November 2011, briefed 
DGMO about some other operations in another zone but chose not to share anything 
about an operation opposite Salala which was to happen the same night and so close 
to the border. MG Laster at the time of visiting GHQ had already been briefed by his 
staff about the operation opposite Salala area planned for night 25/26 November 
2011. The operation was named SAYAQA. The US Investigation Report states that, 
“The initial CONOP (Concept of Operations) proposed insertion at a Helicopter 
Landing Zone (HLZ), which was within 1km (kilometre) of the Pakistan (PAK) 
border...... Accordingly, it was briefed to the IJC’s DCOS JOPS (ISAF Joint 
Command’s Deputy Chief of Staff – Joint Operations), US Marine Corps Major General 
(MajGen) James Laster on 22 November 2011. He made two demands: move 
the HLZ further away from the border, effectively reducing this to a Level 1 
CONOP; and, confirm the location of Pakistan’s border checkpoints (Pakistani 
Posts). The CONOP was rebriefed to him on 23 November 2011 with a HLZ 
(known as HLZ HOLDEM) 1.3km to the north of the objective (Maya Village) 
and 2.3km from the Pakistan border, and a map produced showing the known 
PAK border checkpoints (Pakistani Posts). The map did not show checkpoints 
(Pakistani Posts) in the area where the engagements took place. The CONOP was 
then approved by MajGen Laster in his separate capacity as USFOR-A DCOS 
Interoperability (United States Forces in Afghanistan’s Deputy Chief of Staff)” (Reference: 
Page 11, Para 11.a. of US Investigation Report). MG Laster‟s one observation of 
moving the HLZ away from the border was addressed, the other i.e. “confirm the 
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location of Pakistan's border checkpoints” (Reference: Page 11, Para 11.a., Lines 
6-7 of US Investigation Report) was not. It is clear from the foregoing that the 
Pakistani Posts were not verified, despite instructions by MG Laster. When MG Laster 
was re-briefed on the CONOP on 23 November 2011, he should have been told 
about the Pakistani Posts. As he wasn’t told it implies the staff did not carry out 
adequate pre-mission preparation. This raises serious questions about the planning 
process because the confirmation of Pakistani posts could easily have been done by a 
simple ISR sweep. The Investigation Report has also recommended the same 
(Reference: Page 27, Para 43 of US Investigation Report).  
 
16. The CONOP approved by MG Laster should have been shared at various levels in 
the existing elaborate coordination mechanism meant for this very purpose. It wasn’t – 
intentionally so, due to the mistrust amongst the ISAF personnel towards Pakistan 
Military. In the words of the US Investigation Report, “The REL (releasable) PAK 
CONOP was not released to the PAKMIL in a timely manner – contrary to 
SOPs (Standard Operating Procedures), order and directives – because of a prevailing 
sense of mistrust amongst the three forces (PAKMIL, ANSF and Coalition 
Forces)” (Reference: Page 28, Para 48, Lines 6 through 8 of US Investigation Report). 
 
17. The US Investigation Report states, “The NBCC (Nawa Border Coordination Centre) 
was not provided with a copy of the CONOP through official channels but 
received a “back channel” copy from an interested third party (reference is not 
understood)...... ICEPAK (ISAF Coordination Element Pakistan) was not provided with a 
copy of the CONOP”. (Reference: Page 12, Para 11.b., Lines 3 through 8). “The 
ODRP usually receives near-border CONOPs in advance; however, the 
CONOP for Operation SAYAQA had not been sent to the ODRP” (Reference: 
Page 14, Para 15, Lines 3 through 5 of US Investigation Report).  
 
18. It is interesting to note that this was not the first time that operations in Maya 
Village were being carried out; US/ISAF had already conducted 1-2 operations in and 
around the area of Maya Village in the months of October/November, prior to 26th 
November incident. It is not possible that even during the previous operation(s), 
US/ISAF made an innocent omission of not checking the details of the Pakistani 
Posts.  
 
Stage 2: Contact Stage (Contact and Lethal Action by ISAF) 

19. There is no doubt in the minds of Pakistan Military that US/ISAF troops were 
aware of the border alignment, as at least 1-2 operations had been carried out in and 
around the Maya Village prior to 26th November incident during the months of 
October/November. According to the US Investigation Report “The GF (Ground 
Forces) were aware of the heightened threat as Coalition Forces had experienced 
several contacts (coming under fire) in this area, the last being 5 October 2011” 
(Reference: Page 15, Para 18, Lines 4-5). This was the same area where operation was 
being carried out on 26th November 2011. Investigation Report further confirms the 
fact that US/ISAF troops were aware of the Border when it states, “At 2206 hours 
(Afghanistan Standard Time), all elements were “boots on the ground” at HLZ 
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HOLDEM. The GFTL (Ground Forces Team Leader) noted that it was 
uncharacteristically quiet. As the special operators adjusted to their 
environment they looked up at a dark gray moonless sky and fixed their eyes 
upon the rocky ridgeline (the general location of Pakistani Posts) as a reference because 
it was the only contrasting image that they could see; they were aware that this 
was the border with Pakistan”. (Reference: Page 15, Para 20, Lines 1 through 5). 
 
20. According to the US Investigation Report, “The GF comprised a team of 14 US 
Special Operations Forces …….. and an ANA CDO (Commando) Company (100 
men)” (Reference: Page 15, Para 18, Lines 1 through 3). The Investigation Report 
goes on to state, "The CONOP was rebriefed to him (MG Laster) on 23 
November 2011 with a HLZ (known as HLZ HOLDEM) 1.3km to the north of 
the objective and 2.3km from the Pakistan border" (Reference: Page 11, Para 
11.a., Lines 7 through 9). The GF were, according to the Investigation Report, in Maya 
Village at 2309 hours, when they came under fire, “At 2309 hours the GF came 
under heavy machine gun fire, the tracer rounds indicating that it came from 
the eastern ridgeline near the border …. Following the initial contact of heavy 
machine gun fire, the rest of the ME (Main Elements) and SE1 (Supporting Elements) 
were engaged by effective mortar fire; …. coming from a point on the 
ridge…… the machine gun fire did not stop but increased and a second mortar 
round which landed only 50m (metres) from the group, divided the force” 
(Reference: Page 16, Paras 22,23 and 24). According to the Investigation Report, it was 
in response to this Pakistani fire and in self defence that the GF asked for air support. 
The aerial platforms then engaged the Pakistani Posts, according to the Report, for “a 
90 minute period” (Reference: Page 4, Para 1, Line 9 of US Investigation Report) 
(factually Pakistani Posts had been engaged for two hours). In fact the Pakistani Posts 
had never fired in the direction where US/ISAF patrol (without sharing any 
information with Pakistan Military) was ostensibly operating. The speculative fire from 
Pakistan side was undertaken on a suspected militant movement by firing only three 
mortar and a few machine gun rounds at a location only 400 metres from the Volcano 
Post, a location which was already registered and which lay almost 1.5 to 2 kilometres 
away from Maya Village, and in a different direction. Therefore, there is absolutely no 
chance that this fire could have landed even close to US/ISAF GF, let alone being 
effective. It is, therefore, evident from the aforementioned detailed account that, by 
US/ISAF’s own admission, the GF was in Maya Village at 2309 hours (The exact map 
references/LAT/LONGs of Maya Village were asked for, and provided to Pakistan 
Military by ICEPAK-ODRP, obviating any possibility of confusion). Even if they 
were not in Maya Village at the time, they just could not have been at the location 
where Pakistani Posts carried out speculative fire, as this was temporally not possible. 
On any given night several Pakistani posts carry out speculative fire if and when 
deemed necessary.  
 
21. Figure – 2 below is illuminating. The Figure highlights the distance of the HLZ 
to Maya Village based on what has been stated in the US/ISAF Investigation Report, 
“The CONOP was rebriefed to him (MG Laster) on 23 November 2011 with a 
HLZ (known as HLZ HOLDEM) 1.3km to the north of the objective (Maya 
Village) and 2.3km from the Pakistan border” (Reference: Page 11, Para 11.a., Lines 
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7 through 9). It also indicates the direction of Pakistani speculative fire which was in a 
totally different direction. If the GF were, as per timings quoted above, in Maya 
Village, busy in their operation when they allegedly came under Pakistani Fire; for the 
report to draw linkage of US/ISAF aerial response to this fire to justify its unprovoked 
attack is unjustified and violative of self defence ROE (Rules of Engagement). 
 

 
 

Figure – 2 
 
22. As there are legal implications of using a force as the US/ISAF did, in the manner 
that it did, therefore, “self defence” has been used to justify an unwarranted and 
disproportionate response. The ROE of self defence could have only been used, if the 
fire had been effective, hence the Investigation Report goes to great lengths to assert 
that Pakistani fire was effective “a second mortar round, which landed only 50m 
from the group, divided the force” (Reference: Page 16, Para 24, Lines 1-2). If the 
fire of mortar landed so close, there should have been casualties, but according to the 
US / ISAF Investigation Report itself, “…….by 0400 hours they were back at their 
base with no casualties” (Reference: Page 18, Para 31). Not only was the response, 
not in self defence, it was disproportionate, excessive and sustained which resulted in 
death of 24 soldiers while 13 sustained injuries. The unprovoked engagement thus left 
behind 7 widows and 16 orphans. By the Investigation Report’s own admission it 
continued for 90 minutes (actually it continued for two hours) and it involved two F – 
15s, two Attack Helicopters (AH) – 64 Apaches, one Attack Cargo (AC) 130 and a 
Multi-mission Cargo (MC) - 12 Intelligence Surveillance Reconnaissance (ISR) aircraft. 
There were drones in the air as well. The F-15s, Apaches and AC-130 all unloaded full 
ordnance, including Hellfire missiles on the Pakistani Posts, “At 0039 hours, an AH-
64D engaged an identified tripod weapon inside a bunker in EA-1 (Engagement 
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Area-1) and destroyed it with a HELLFIRE missile” (Reference: Page 13, Para 12, 
Lines 15 through 17 of US Investigation Report). These weapon platforms’ 
continuous engagement, spread over as long as almost 2 hours, does not support the 
assertion that the force used was proportionate and in self defence. To justify the 
grave US/ISAF excesses committed on the night of 25/26 November, the 
Investigation Report tries to contort the facts and confuse the issue by stating that, 
“The explosions of the AC-130H engagement reverberated around the valleys. 
Despite the effectiveness of the engagement, the GF continued to be engaged 
by mortars and machine guns” (Reference: Page 17, Para 25, Lines 4-5, Para 26, 
Lines 1-2). Any person even with rudimentary understanding of military operations 
would know, that when under attack from aerial platforms, the ground troops – in this 
case Pakistani Border Posts personnel – would respond to the immediate threat i.e. 
aerial platforms firing on them rather than on a ground force one and a half to two 
kilometres away. This is exactly what the Pakistani Posts did – fired back at the 
helicopters, in self defence with all available weapons including artillery.  
 
23. Despite being informed by Pakistan at 2340 Afghan Standard Time (AST) about 
the aggression by US forces, the engagement of Pakistani Posts continued until 0104 
(AST) (Paraphrased by Pakistan Military - References: Annex D, Page D-6, Serial N 
and Page 13, Para 12 of US Investigation Report) for as long as 1 hour and 24 
minutes. In the process, every soldier on and around the posts, even on reverse slope 
of the Ridge, was individually targeted. This pattern of engagement cannot be justified 
by calling it “self defence”. According to the US Investigation Report, three main 
aerial fire engagements of Pakistani Posts by US/ISAF took place. Multiple fire 
engagements by US aerial platforms took place after information about US/ISAF 
aggression against the Pakistani Posts had been shared at multiple levels, by Pakistan 
Military, and after Pakistani Military was assured that the fire engagement was being 
stopped. 
 
24. While this extended fire engagement of Pakistani Posts was going on, the Pakistani 
Liaison Officer at NBCC was informed about an incident “just after midnight” 
(Reference: Page 14, Para 14, Line 11 of US Investigation Report). By this time both 
the Pakistani Border Posts had already been targeted by fire. Even when the 
information was shared, albeit extremely belatedly, with Liaison Officer NBCC, it was 
of a general area 14 kilometres north of the actual engagement area (Paraphrased by 
Pakistan Military - Reference: Page 14, Para 14 of US Investigation Report).  
 
25. It is evident from the US Investigation Report that Pakistani Liaison Officer was 
intentionally not provided with specific map references i.e. LAT/ LONGs “The BSO 
(Battle Space Owner) (TF (Task Force) BRONCO), then called the NBCC to report 
the GF was being engaged. Per RC-E instructions, the BSO passed the exact 
grid location of the source of hostile fire to the NBCC but informed the NBCC 
to only pass a general location to the NBCC’s PAKMIL LNO (Liaison Officer) as 
part of the NBCC’s effort to have the NBCC’s PAKMIL LNO confirm whether 
or not PAKMIL were at the location of the hostile fire. The NBCC then passed 
a general location to their PAKMIL LNO using GIRoA (Government of Islamic 
Republic of Afghanistan) district borders as a geographic reference” {Reference: Page 
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22, Para (3) & (4) of US Investigation Report}. At no stage did the Pakistani Liaison 
Officer say that there were no Pakistani Military Troops in the area. He just could not 
have said so without map references being provided to him. Therefore, the US 
Investigation Report is amiss when it states on Page 22, Para 4, Lines 4 and 5 that the 
Pakistani LO stated that there were no Pakistani Military troops in the area. US/ISAF 
have overlooked the fact that by the time information was shared with Pakistani LO, 
both the Pakistani Posts had already been struck by US/ISAF fire making the whole 
argument irrelevant.  
 
26. Precious lives could have been saved, had the US/ISAF chain of command/staff 
been more responsive and alive to the situation. There was no urgency whatsoever in a 
situation where due to use of overwhelming and disproportionate force by US, lives 
were being lost and where time was of extreme essence. This displays utter disregard 
for the lives of the Pakistani soldiers. In the words of the Investigation Report, “time 
sensitive senior Command override measures for border area incidents are 
lacking” (Reference: Page 5, Para 3, Line 12).  
 
Stage 3: Reaction (Post Action Events)  

27. The intelligence picture depicted in the Investigation Report is erroneous and 
biased wherein it states “Reports have indicated INS (insurgents) have been wearing 
PAKMIL uniforms in order to move freely across the border. The ABP (Afghan 
Border Police) report indiscriminate shooting incidents against civilians and their 
livestock in the Maya Valley from the border” (Reference: Page 8, Para 5, Lines 4 
through 7). The investigating officer has accepted without verification, the assertions 
of the Afghan Border Police especially because he and his Investigation Team, 
according to the Investigation Report, could not visit Village Maya and other areas 
close to the site of the incident. The US/ISAF Investigation Report states, “Security 
concerns did not allow the investigating teams to safely travel to the villages on 
either side of the Afghanistan – Pakistan border that were near the area of the 
incident” (Reference: Page 7, Footnote to Para 3.a., Lines 2 through 4). A few 
months back in October this year, the Afghan authorities at the highest level had 
blamed Pakistan publicly for firing hundreds of rounds/rockets and killing numerous 
civilians in Kunar. ISAF leadership having inquired into the matter confirmed to 
Pakistan Military leadership that Afghan assertions could not be substantiated and that 
these were a result of misinformation originating from the Afghan Border. The 
allegation against Pakistan was later denied publicly by the Afghan President by 
agreeing to the ISAF’s viewpoint that no artillery/rocket fire had originated from 
Pakistan. In this backdrop, for the investigating team to take the comments of some 
individuals located close to the international border on the Afghan side at “face value” 
and mention them in their report without thorough investigation brings into question 
the whole exercise.  
 
28. Moreover, reports of discovery of Pakistani Law Enforcement Agencies’ uniforms 
from Maya Village after the end of Operation SAYAQA is an unconvincing attempt to 
cover the US/ISAF attacks by giving a misleading impression that Pakistani soldiers 
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on Volcano and Boulder posts may well have been mistaken by US/ISAF to be 
anyone else. 

 
Summary of Pakistan’s Viewpoint  

29. Pakistan does not agree with several portions and findings of the Investigation 
Report as these are not factually correct.  
 
30. Pakistan expresses its regret over the mandate and terms of reference given to the 
Investigating Team which was not mandated to determine or affix responsibility for 
the incident. (Reference: General Mattis’ letter to Brigadier General Stephen Clark 
dated 28 November 2011 appointing him as Investigating Officer, Page 3, Paras 9 and 
10).  
 
31. Pakistan has noted US/ISAF acceptance of its failures, which Pakistan believes 
were deep, varied and systemic. There have been several similar, though not as grave, 
US/ISAF failings in the past. Despite promises of thorough investigations, US/ISAF 
failed to hold anyone accountable after each of these incidents. (Details at Page 2, Para 
5 of this Report). 
 
32. The fundamental cause of the incident of 26th November 2011 was the failure of 
US/ISAF to share its near-border operation, with Pakistan at any level. It is highly 
regrettable that despite this major failing, the Investigation Report has tried to pin 
partial responsibility on Pakistan (Paraphrased by Pakistan Military - Reference: Page 
4, Para 3 of US Investigation Report). Establishing positive identification of the 
Pakistani Posts which was lacking and which has been acknowledged in the US/ISAF 
report, was the direct and clear responsibility of US/ISAF who were, by their own 
admission, carrying out a near-border operation. Positive identification could very 
conveniently have been done by a simple Intelligence Surveillance and Reconnaissance 
Aircraft sweep which the US Investigation Report itself has also recommended, 
(Reference: Page 27, Para 43, Lines 7-8). 
 
33. US/ISAF violated all mutually agreed procedures with Pakistan for near-border 
operations put in place to avert such uncalled for actions. It is increasingly obvious to 
Pakistan Military that the entire coordination mechanism has been reduced to an 
exercise in futility, is more for the purposes of optics and that it has repeatedly been 
undermined. There were instructions given to US personnel, as mentioned in the 
US/ISAF Investigation Report, wherein the information to Pakistan Military was 
to be deliberately withheld. Had the disclosure been honest and as per the agreed 
procedures, the attacks could have been stopped at the earliest and precious lives 
saved. Even a cursory reading of Paragraph 38. b. (1) on Page 24 of US Investigation 
Report would confirm Pakistan‟s contention. The said sub-paragraph reads: “The TF 
(Task Force) BRONCO battle captain provided specific grid references to the 
ISAF LNO (ISAF Liaison Officer) at NBCC (Nawa Border Coordination Centre) with the 
stipulation that these specific coordinates were not to be provided to the 
NBCC’s PAKMIL LNO (Pakistan Military Liaison Officer) and that only a general 
location was to be passed”. The very purpose of sharing information about fire 



90 IPRI Factfile 
 

originating from Pakistan was for Pakistan to suppress/stop it. Without giving exact 
map references (LAT/LONGs), how could this have been achieved?  
 
34. According to well established mutually agreed procedures, in case of fire 
originating from across the border, the responsibility to suppress/stop it rests on the 
side from where the fire is originating. In the present instance, no such intimation was 
received from the US/ISAF. Such an intimation would have demonstrated the bona 
fides of the US/ISAF stance. The only intimation that was conveyed to the Pakistan 
Liaison Officer at Nawa Border Coordination Centre was after both the posts had 
been struck by fire and even this late intimation was incorrect by as much as 14 
kilometres. The US Investigation Report states, “It was later discovered that a 
misconfigured electronic CPOF (Command Post of the Future) map overlay was used 
by the NBCC (Nawa Border Coordination Centre), this caused the NBCC to refer the 
NBCC’s PAKMIL LNO (Pakistan Military Liaison Officer) to a “general location” 
that was 14km to the north of the actual engagement area” (Reference: Page 14, 
Para 14, Lines 13 through 15).  
 
35. In an effort to provide justification for US/ISAF actions, the Investigation Report 
has gone to extreme lengths to construct the whole incident as an act of “self defence” 
and the force used by US/ISAF/NATO as legal and proportionate. At no stage did 
the Pakistani Posts fire on, or in the direction of the Helicopter Landing Zone or the 
route from Helicopter Landing Zone to Maya Village. The sketch of the incident site 
at Figure – 2 (Maya Village has been marked on the map as per the map references 
provided by ISAF Coordination Element Pakistan/ODRP) clearly belies the ISAF 
assertion about responding in self defence. The report accepts that there were no 
US/ISAF casualties, yet it still argues the self defence Rules of Engagement by stating 
that the “fire on GFs (Ground Forces) was effective” (Paraphrased by Pakistan Military 
– Reference: Page F-2, Paras 6 and 7). In fact, it were the Pakistani Posts which were 
defending against an unprovoked attack. Pakistan, therefore, rejects the findings of the 
US Investigation Report that: “the catalyst for this tragedy ultimately was the 
initial and continuing engagement by PAKMIL (Pakistan Military) forces on 
Coalition Forces – who in turn responded accordingly and appropriately” 
(Reference: Page 29, Para 53, Lines 2 through 4). The US Investigation Report in fact 
ignores the sentiments and questions the intelligence of the Pakistani people by stating 
that “The LOAC (Law of Armed Conflict) was respected and the ROE (Rules of 
Engagement) were applied correctly and legally” (Reference: Annex I, Page I-1, Para 
8).  
 
36. The following facts and their sequence, strengthen the opinion that the said 
incident was deliberate at some level: 

a. US/ISAF having carried out 1-2 operations in and around Maya Village prior 
to 26th November incident in the months of October/November, 
(Paraphrased by Pakistan Military - Reference: Page 15, Para 18, Lines 4-5 of 
US Investigation Report), having seen and closely monitored Pakistan’s nine 
months long operation in Mohmand Agency leading to the creation of 
Volcano and Boulder Posts, the location of the posts atop a barren ridge as 
high as approximately 8000 feet and the US/ISAF’s cutting edge 
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surveillance/observation technology, all defy US/ISAF contention that they 
were unaware about the location of these Pakistani Posts. (There have been 
incidents in the past where as small an activity, as addition of new weapons 
on existing Pakistani posts by Pakistan Military, were immediately noticed 
by US/ISAF and their purpose discussed with Pakistan).  

b. The US aircraft/helicopters continued to target Pakistani Military personnel 
deliberately for two hours. Even the US Investigation Report admits the 
attack spread over “90 minutes” - far too long a time for an “innocent” 
engagement. According to the US Investigation Report, three main aerial fire 
engagements of Pakistani Posts by US/ISAF took place. Multiple fire 
engagements by US aerial platforms took place after information about 
US/ISAF aggression against the Pakistani Posts had been shared at multiple 
levels, by Pakistan Military, and after Pakistani Military was assured that the 
fire engagement was being stopped.  

c. Even if we assume that these posts were not known to US/ISAF, within 
minutes of initiation of unprovoked attack by US, US/ISAF had been 
informed at multiple levels by the Pakistani side, but they continued firing 
with impunity.  

d. All Pakistani soldiers were in uniform and could not be mistaken for anyone 
else.  

e. The failure in timely sharing of Concept of Operations even with concerned 
US coordination staff at Nawa Border Coordination Centre and ISAF 
Coordination Element Pakistan (which is located in US Embassy Islamabad 
and manned exclusively by US personnel) raises serious doubts about the 
incident being “accidental”. 

f. It is highly improbable that such a large number of mistakes (as 
acknowledged in the US Investigation Report) could have been coincidental.  

 
37. Unfortunately the impartiality and transparency of the investigation was adversely 
affected when senior US officials repeatedly stated that the incident was “not 
intentional”, without waiting for completion of the Investigation. Pakistan believes 
that this stance may well have influenced the findings of the report.  
 
38. Due to complicated chain of command, complex command and control structure 
and unimaginative/intricate Rules of Engagement (all acknowledged in US/ISAF 
Investigation Report), the responsibility for failing to stop the attack rests squarely on 
US/ISAF. Pakistan Army on its part had, on numerous occasions and at all levels, 
highlighted the potential problems associated with not having all the forces in the 
Afghan theatre under a unified command. The activities and operations of US Special 
Forces and Afghanistan Border Police are but two examples which have been raised 
consistently by the Pakistani side. The incident of 19th July 2011 in Angoor Adda 
Sector of South Waziristan Agency, (details mentioned on Page 2, Para 5 of this 
Report) was also, we believe, a result of lack of unified military command in 
Afghanistan.  
 
39. Pakistan Military is dismayed to learn that despite being ten years into the war, one 
reason to which the incident of 26th November 2011 has been attributed is, 
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“imprecise terminology between the RC-E JOC (Regional Command – East Joint 
Operations Centre) and SOTF-E JOC (Special Operations Task Force – East Joint Operations 
Centre)” (Reference: Page 24, sub-para e, Line 1 of US Investigation Report). This is 
disturbingly indicative of fundamental flaws in the US/ISAF/NATO procedures. 
 
40. US/ISAF/NATO in knowingly targeting Pakistani Posts well inside Pakistan were 
in clear violation of the ISAF mandate which is limited to Afghanistan alone. 
 
41. The recommendation of the US/ISAF Investigating Report stating, “train and 
practice procedures for cross-border and near-border operations including 
time-sensitive procedures” (Reference: Page 5, Para 4, Lines 4-5 of US Investigation 
Report) is maleficent. Investigating an incident which involves breach of Pakistan’s 
territorial integrity and sovereignty and putting in a recommendation of how to do it 
better next time is potentially troublesome for any future cooperation and border 
coordination.  
 
Additional Details Required  

42. Following additional details are required, which may be provided for completing 
our analysis/assessment:- a. The full and complete classified version of the US 
Investigation Report be made available. b. Provision of Intelligence Surveillance and 
Reconnaissance picture of the complete incident along with all aerial platform videos 
and record of radio transmissions and communication between the crew(s) of the 
aerial platforms involved in the incident. 
 
Concluding Remarks  

43. The US/ISAF Investigation Report into the 26th November 2011 incident, apart 
from being factually incorrect, also brings to fore the larger issue of lack of trust of 
US/ISAF towards the Pakistani Military. Moreover, the unprovoked engagement of 
Pakistani Posts located inside Pakistan was a clear violation of US/ISAF mandate 
which is limited to Afghanistan alone. Unfortunately, this was not the first incident of 
this kind as US/ISAF/NATO have been involved in at least four similar incidents in 
the past, after each of which, US/ISAF regretted the incident and resolved to prevent 
recurrence. Not only did the recurrence of incidents continue but as far as we know, 
no one was ever actually held accountable. 
 
44. The US Investigation Report, is structured around the argument of “self defence” 
and “proportional use of force”, an argument which is contrary to facts and therefore 
self serving. Sustained aggression which continued for as long as “90 minutes” 
despite US/ISAF being informed about the incident at multiple levels by Pakistan 
Military within minutes of initiation of US/ISAF fire, belies the “self defence” and 
“proportional use of force” contention. 
 
45. Failure to share information about a near-border operation with Pakistan at any 
level was a major US/ISAF/NATO omission, as were several others, like the 
complicated chain of command, complex command and control structure and 
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unimaginative/intricate Rules of Engagement as well as lack of unified military 
command in Afghanistan.  
46. There have clearly been several failures on the part of US/ISAF/NATO (as 
acknowledged in the US Investigation Report). Trying to affix partial responsibility of 
the incident on Pakistan (Reference: Page 29, Para 53, Lines 3-4 of US Investigation 
Report) is, therefore, unjustified and unacceptable. 
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