PAKISTAN NEEDS A HOME GROWN NATIONAL SECURITY STRATEGY.
Pakistan needs to evolve a home grown National Security Strategy that will allow us to become pro-active in guarding the frontiers of our sovereignty. The old Pak-US alliance, and worthy guidance from Washington, died a long time ago. We can no longer keep drifting deeper from crisis to crisis.
Rather than discuss the processes, imperatives, and determinants of a credible strategy, a look at how we fared, without one of our own making, should crystallize why we need to evolve one now. There have been major flaws in understanding each others motives and roles, and change that was bound to occur over time, in the Pak-US relationship that started out as an alliance. These have led to the present unsustainable state of the relationship. A review of its history it will show where the divergences and problems arose.
The Pak-US Alliance was born from the imperatives of Pakistani survival against India, and America’s denial of central Asia to USSR. Our first flawed assumption was in not clearly appreciating our inferior economic position in an unequal relationship. American imperialism is based on control of economic sovereignty, as opposed to European Imperialism that took total and territorial control. Economic sovereignty is the sustenance for all other sovereignty. Political, military, and territorial sovereignty are impotent without it. This realization dawned too late on the leadership of the USSR. After six decades of carrying begging bowls to Washington, it still hasn’t dawned on us. 
We paid dearly in 1971 for our second flawed assumption that America would protect “all” our interests.  America had a compulsion and interest in the heartland, but no such interest in East Pakistan. Without understanding the Imperial compulsion in the heartland, and unequal nature of the relationship, Bhutto cut the chord in anger and withdrew from CENTO. He had not created sufficient and necessary prior political space or backing from the nation; nor did Pakistan have the power at that time. He was deposed. 
The third flawed assumption was in expecting long term advantage in pursuing imperial objectives after 1979. There had been peace and internal cohesion before the Iranian revolution. The US- Arab response to “contain Shia Iran” was massive funding of Wahabi/ Deobandi madrassahs in Pakistan for a proxy sectarian war that is still being fought on our soil today. Iran countered by funding Shia groups. We failed to make our position on this interference clear to our Arab and Iran neighbors. Strong barriers against further funding and fuelling of this sectarian war have still not been erected. 
The American loss of Iran was an opportunity for the USSR to move their troops into Afghanistan to strengthen their position in the heartland. America armed the Mujahideen recruited from the madrassahs, and demanded Pakistan’s “quid pro quo” for the many years of umbilical chord sustenance. Zia used the opportunity against the USSR to pay them back for their support to India in 1971. This was arguably the fourth flaw in our assessment of our role in the alliance.  The victory led to a vastly emboldened sole superpower, and no acknowledgement of Pakistan’s sacrifices, or further need. 
USSR’s collapse left the field free for America to use previously pro-Soviet Saddam Hussain against Iran. When Saddam failed and turned against America’s puppets in Arabia he was eliminated to kill peninsular Arab opposition to US control of their economic resources. The first Iraq war and sanctions thereafter, saw the weakening of the finest military machine of the Arab world. The second war would eliminate it, and Saddam. This Iraq-Iran war and subsequent history must be kept in mind by our civil and military leadership, because it is the best recent example of apparent contradiction between an imperial short term policy, and long term strategy.
After declaring our nuclear status in 1998 Nawaz Sharif tried to create space for sovereignty, through moves of friendship in the heartland and towards India. He was summarily deposed. Had he encroached on America’s area of interest while it was occupied elsewhere? Was he wooing America’s future partners in Delhi? This fifth flawed assumption by us was critical. We did not realize that in fact the alliance had died with the USSR. We were sustaining the illusion unilaterally, begging bowl in hand. We were no longer needed: we had become the obstacle. American control of this region could never be completed till weakening and then eliminating Pakistan military power, a strategy in which Israel and India became willing partners. 
Musharraf reversed the pro-Taliban Afghan policy. He allowed Pakistan to become the conduit for logistics support of the imperial invasion and occupation of Afghanistan. That policy reversal, based on the continuing flawed illusion of an alliance, can only be condoned to the extent that it finally and fully exposed the abuse and use of Pakistan and Afghanistan for American imperial designs in Central Asia.  
The US imperial game in Af-Pak is destroying the economy that sustains all other facets of Pakistan’s sovereignty. We are holding on to the begging bowl, and will only sink deeper unless we consciously end this war, and take steps to regain our economic sovereignty. 
The Pashtun and Tribals of Pakistan saw the reality of the situation and have fought valiantly to save Pakistan as they did in Kashmir in 1948, when the government was hostage to the British and unable to act. Today America is bogged down and its power declining. Even American pundits are saying the Af-Pak war is unwinnable. The signs are being read and new strategies employed by countries around the world. The coalition of the willing is no longer willing. Israel and India stand exposed for their complicity and role as imperial tools in the Middle East and Central Asia. American strategy is receiving set backs that an economically weakening super power is finding difficult to cope with, at home and abroad. 
The economic centre of gravity has shifted to the east. The productivity of the young Asian population cannot be matched by an aging Western population that is five times smaller. We need to understand our interests in the war’s end game and beyond. Leadership is about knowing your interests and maximizing your power to create sufficient political space to freely pursue them. In our situation today the leadership does not show itself to be cognizant of our future interests or power. We appear to be consciously depleting our power by allowing the pitting of our internal strengths and people against each other. This is the imperial demand to “do more” versus Pakistan’s “vital national interests” conundrum that needs earliest resolution. There is a critical mass of power below which it will no longer be possible to create political space to even save our country’s existence.
In international relations there are no enemies and no friends. Strategy is employed to create your own space for maneuver. In the absence of a credible, nationally backed and owned strategy, our space is being compressed by American occupation, and demands to eliminate Al Qaeda to protect American controlled Muslim governments interests. No Pakistani interest is being served by fighting Al Qaeda: unless those governments demonstrate visible action to stop mentoring, funding, and arming our religious right. This also applies to Iran.
There have been times, and convergences of interest, for maintaining the umbilical chord. America and Pakistan benefitted in their own ways from this alliance. Our convergence on the future of this region ended after USSR collapsed. Pakistan’s survival is now dependant on finally ending the illusion and cutting the umbilical chord out of our minds. America is not an enemy. It pursued its interests after the collapse of the USSR because we ceded it space to do so. 
We need to study how to credibly regain that space. Should we continue to be the conduit for support of the war of occupation? Should we allow the large under cover presence of US personnel of unknown agencies? Afghan and Pakistani soldiers and freedom-fighters, and innocent civilians caught in the externally funded mayhem are dying. Our Pakistani citizens are dying. This must stop. When the occupation ends, the patriotic fighters will lay down their arms; foreign funding of thugs conducting mayhem will stop; we will be able to handle the “mercenaries by economic default” through a policy of alternative employment, education, and job creation in infrastructure development. Pakistanis do not want theocratic control of the state. The religious right has never won more than three per cent votes in all our elections. This figure also highlights the very small strength of externally funded militants versus the majority in Pakistan. Without America, Israel, India, and Muslim monarchies and revolutionaries in the mix, we will be able to eliminate internal militancy, even without a military solution.
There is a lot in our past to be grateful to America for. We have survived; we have become a regional conventional, sub conventional, and even nuclear power with their “tacit ignorance”; we can now become an economic power, and give our people the Pakistan that the Quaid and Allama Iqbal wanted for them. The re-construction of Af-Pak, building of trade corridor infrastructure, pipelines, communication infrastructure etc. will see investment and job creation with exponential expansion of this region’s economies.
Now more than ever we must frame an independent National Security Strategy, create credible space, chart our course into the future, and let American forces go home without disgrace. There will be many common interests with America emerging in the future. All options should remain open. The hand of friendship must be extended to all in the region, and to America, for more equitable relationships. We should start behaving like the nuclear and regional power that we have struggled for over six decades to become. 
A nuclear power living off an imaginary umbilical chord cannot give its people hope for a better future. The choice is before us as a nation: cut the chord and “grow up”, or continue on this path and be forced to “give up”.





