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Abstract 

This article profiles the genesis of the US withdrawal from Afghanistan 

in 2014 and the challenges and implication for the region in terms of 

destabilization. The unexpected uprising of Taliban and militants after 

10 years of Operation Enduring Freedom (OEF) has convinced 

American and allied forces to negotiate with all forces in Afghanistan 

for better future of local people and global security. The paper will 

analyze the causes of US withdrawal from Afghanistan. It will highlight 

the implications of withdrawal on the region in general and Pakistan in 

particular. The concerns of Pakistan and Afghanistan regarding the 

post withdrawal situation in Afghanistan will be discussed and 

critically analyzed. The US policy of stationing some troops after 

withdrawal will also be elaborated.  
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I. Introduction 
Pakistan has played a pivotal role in the war on terror. Unfortunately, the 

sacrifices of Pakistan in terms of human loss and economic upheaval have not resulted in 

the better conditions of Pakistan on the ground. Beyond the human loss, the war on terror 

is taking a severe financial hit on Pakistan. In June 2011, United States announced the 

policy of withdrawal from Afghanistan in 2014. The decision was seen as a positive 

development, by the world, after a more than a decade of the war on terror. This decision 

was seen with scepticism in Pakistan as the future of the Afghanistan was uncertain. 

Unstable Afghanistan could destabilize Pakistan because of overwhelmingly presence 

and influence of the Pashtun ethnic groups, constitute a large proportion of the alleged 

insurgents, on Af-Pak border. Pakistan has clearly reached at crossroads with respect to 

Afghan policy as once the Taliban were considered as assets of Pakistan and now they 

are involved in tarnishing the socio-economic fabrics of the society. Pakistani policy 

makers have clearly reached at crossroads with respect to Afghan policy particularly in 

post American withdrawal scenario. This paper will explore the implications of US 

withdrawal from Afghanistan on Pakistan in terms of destabilization of the region as to 

bring a degree of stability to Afghanistan will be one of the biggest challenge for 

Pakistan’s foreign policy. For years, Pakistan has been in crisis due the war on terror and 

this war has turned a flourishing democratic state into a war-torn and fractious nation. 

The paper will also highlight the policy options of Pakistan in the wake of this 

withdrawal as Pakistan needs to devise a policy with a sensible solution to Afghan 

problem to avoid further damage to the state and its citizens. Al-Qaeda and Taliban 

sanctuary in Pakistan can pose serious threat and challenge to Pakistan in future if not 
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been dealt properly. Many international jihadi comprised of Tajiks, Uzbeks, Arabs, Turks 

and Chechens are actively participating and assisting in cross-border attacks.  The 

Taliban threat has not completely eliminated or neutralized rather new sympathizers and 

new recruits are strengthening its energy and support. Pakistan’s foremost and primary 

challenge will be to keep the state free from Al-Qaeda, Taliban and other associated 

militants to safeguard the Pakistani citizens and the enhancement of global security. No 

solution of Afghanistan problem is possible without Pakistan’s active participation. 

Problems and issue of both states are inextricably intertwined particularly in the context 

of Talibanisation. Pakistan, a war-torn state, has worried about being encircled by a half 

century old enemy India, an unfriendly Afghanistan and more than all by extremists and 

militants inside its borders. Although bilateral relations between Pakistan and India, 

Afghanistan and Pakistan have been improved in positive terms of trade and politics yet 

much more could be done by adopting a reduced prejudice policy. 

 

The American withdrawal from Afghanistan poses several serious challenges not 

only to Pakistan but also to Afghanistan and USA itself. The most important challenge is 

the reconstruction and building up and maintaining stability in war-torn Afghanistan, 

ravaged by more than three decades of conflicts with involvement of several external key 

players. In modern history every war, from 2nd world war to 1979 Afghan war, ended 

with the peace talks. Similarly US came to the conclusion of making dialogue with 

Taliban to maintain everlasting peace in Afghanistan. Afghan people also seem to be 

tired with prolonged war and need a durable and long lasting peace. 

 

Many big powers, from Greeks to the Soviet Union, had tried to conquer 

Afghanistan but could not subdue them rather Afghanistan proved to be a graveyard of 

many kingdoms. After spending billions of dollars and losing several hundred of lives, 

US is unable to control Afghanistan completely (Blackwill, 2011). Political compulsions, 

military imperatives and economic cost of around $113 billion per year for maintaining 

100,000 troops also played vital role in making the decision of withdrawal (Thakur, 2012, 

1). American is spending almost $ 1 million on every US soldier per year in Afghanistan 

with the money of US tax payers. This could create almost 60,000 jobs in the United 

States (Wildman, 2010, 16). So the policy makers in United States are facing internal 

pressure since long to withdraw from Afghanistan for the sake of her own economy. The 

fundamental challenges to the US are these armed groups such as Haqqani, Hikmatyar 

and Taliban. Some of these groups were armed under Regan regime for fighting against a 

foreign occupation of USSR and now these are fighting against the foreign occupation of 

US. The underlying objective of US exit plan is to save the credibility of the US military, 

seen as losing in the battlefield, by a face saving end game (ibid, 15). Robert Gates, 

former Secretary of Defence also urged for thinking carefully regarding the cost of failure 

(Spillius and Farmer, 2011). The present situation in Afghanistan demonstrates that 

American imperial design is resulted into a failure without future prospect of stability, 

development and peace.  Obama urged in an interview, “There needs to be an “Exit 

strategy” for Afghanistan so that US policy does not appear to be perpetual drift” 

(Kenneth, 2009, 30). 

 

Obama used surge strategy as a part of US exit strategy to pull the American 

troops out of Afghanistan as soon as possible by pressurizing the Taliban to negotiate for 

peace in Afghanistan (Chandran, 2010, 129). Obama decided to negotiate with the 

Taliban to leave Afghanistan as early as possible as the Karzai government was not 
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successful in providing stability in Afghanistan. The decision to approach Taliban for 

peace talk was first came into light in the London Conference on Afghanistan, held on 

January 28, 2010. Pakistani people saw this move as a big ray of hope because Pakistan 

was the only country who suffered more as compared to any other country in the war in 

terms of social, economic and human loss. More than one decade of the war has a 

cataclysmic effect on Pakistan's security, internal stability and peace. The socio-economic 

fabric of the society has been torn and fear of insecurity is prevailing in every corner of 

Pakistan.   

 

II. Pakistan’s apprehensions 
Pak-Afghan relations have never been cordial since the existence of Pakistan 

expect during the Taliban rule. Moreover, the current regime of Ashraf Ghani has shown 

a little inclination towards Pakistan by displaying the signs of mutual cooperation in both 

states to establish and maintain peace in Afghanistan. Peace in Afghanistan depends on 

Pakistan whereas peace in Pakistan depends on stability in neighboring Afghanistan and 

their mutual relationship in post American withdrawal Afghanistan. The insecurity in 

Afghanistan is interlinked with security problem of Pakistan due to long porous border 

between two states that is not guarded effectively to stop the cross border movement of 

extremist and militant elements. The exit policy seems to be further deteriorating the 

Afghanistan’s situation and the serious concerns of conflit will have spillover effect on 

Pakistan being a front line ally of the US in the War on terror on one side and the hub of 

cross border realtions with the Taliban on the other hand. Moreover, an Indian friendly 

Afghanistan will lead toward insecurity of Pakistan by putting the two enemy states on 

the two different fronts of Pakistan. A Pakistan friendly Afghanistan is also important not 

only to escape from Indian threat but also to save it from irredentist claim of Afghanistan 

regarding Pashtun dominated area in the West (Hussain, 2000). Both India and Pakistan 

believe that they can get strategic depth against each other by increasing their influence in 

Afghanistan. In addition to this, Pakistan views Afghanistan as an important actor to 

balance India’s preponderance in South Asia (Weinbaum, 1991, 498–99). Haqqani 

(2005) pointed out that Pakistan considered the Taliban as an instrument not only to 

control Afghanistan but also to undercut the Indian influence in the region. Pakistan fears 

that the American withdrawal will increase Indian and Iranian influence in Afghanistan 

that can jeopardize the Pakistan’s internal security (Mills and Mclay, 2011, 610).  

 

III. Afghanistan’s instability 
The international forces are unable to maintain peace and security in Afghanistan 

instead of their heavy presence because of wrong spending. US had spent almost more 

than $300 billion on Afghanistan and 98% of it gone to military purposes such as training 

the Afghan soldiers and Police, spending on US soldiers and high paid private security 

contractors. None of it has been spent on education and health care facilities that could 

help the Afghan children in their education and could save Afghan women dying each 

day due to lack of healthcare (Opcit., Wildman, 14). US with 150,000 troops of 

International Security Assistance Force (ISAF) could not maintain peace and stability. 

30,000 more troops than the Soviet’s deployed in Afghan war of 1979. According to 

standard counterinsurgency doctrine, these numbers should be more than double to have 

some chance to pacify the country. Moreover, a large number of occupying forces were 

ignorant of local customs, heritage, values, language, tribal structure, language, politics 

and local history hence could not control the region easily (Opcit., Blackwill, 42). ISAF 

had been facing difficulty to work with local political actors continuously since long 
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(Opcit., Mills and Mclay, 2011). Afghanistan cannot be transformed from failed state to a 

functioning state by spending billions of dollars on military build-up. However a 

reasonable spending on socio-economic infrastructure could be more effective in 

maintaining peace and stability.   

 

Hamid Karazai government had been unsuccessful in maintaining peace, stability 

and security of local population particularly due to corruption, misgovernance and ill-will 

among the warlords that was also affecting the reconstruction progress. People’s 

sufferings are increasing day by day. Absence of rule of law, physical insecurity and 

economic uncertainty are the major hurdles in the progress of the country. These 

problems are interrelated and one problem cannot be resolved without addressing the 

other. Furthermore, Karzai government had failed to get general public support because 

of bad governance and this problem was leading towards the insurgency of Taliban as the 

majority of Afghan people were not supporting US anti-insurgency operations (Opcit., 

Chandran, 130).  

 

It is very difficult to establish a stable democratic government in Afghanistan as it 

has never experienced a stable democratic regime because the ruling elites and warlords 

neither have the political will nor have potential to establish and run popular and stable 

government. Even Pakistan who is a democratic country constitutionally could hardly 

establish the democratic norms and values with stable democratic government in the 

recent times after experiencing long intervals of dictatorial regimes. Although donor 

conference in Bonn had ended with pledges to provide financial assistance for the 

reconstruction of Afghanistan but it would be difficult to provide such a huge amount of 

aid for sustainable development in the country. Transforming a deeply divided, tribal-

based society into a self-sufficient, stable democracy would require a multi-decade 

commitment (Innocent and Carpenter, 2009, 2). International community had provided 

almost more than $100 billion annually by 2010 for military and other assistance 

including only about $ 10 billion for development aid. Most of this aid was going in the 

hand of few people and had been used on consumptive areas rather than productive areas 

such as creating jobs and expanding business (Opcit, Mills and Mclay, 605). Hardly 

sustainable economic progress can be made with the help of foreign investment without 

proper future planning, economic policy and political will. The policy of spending 

billions of dollars for military purpose in the country, that has the highest infant mortality 

and second highest maternal mortality rates in the world, could neither bring stability in 

the state nor could help in winning the hearts and minds of the local community (Opcit., 

Wildman,14). The security arrangement will cost around $10 billion dollars per year in 

post US withdrawal Afghanistan and the country with revenue of $1 billion will be in 

difficult position to sustain economically and politically. Hamid Karazai admitted in 

December 2011 during the Bonn Conference that it could take more ten years to sustain 

Afghan government without the current external aid amounting almost $350 billion per 

year (Opcit., Thakur, 8). 

 

IV. Re-emergence of Taliban 
 The US disengagement plan can allow re-emergence of al-Qaeda and the Taliban 

particularly in eastern and southern part of Afghanistan (Majidyar, 2012). The 

infrastructure of government is yet not fully matured and completely developed and any 

loss of grip on security may lead to a resurgence of Taliban. The military solution is not 

the only way to materialize and establish peace in Afghanistan. It is also linked to better 
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economy, good governance and effective regional and global politics. Taliban are still 

strong in the southern Afghanistan such as in Oruzgan, Kandhar, Helmand and Zabol 

provinces and playing vital role in eastern Afghanistan such as in Konar, Khowst, 

Nuristan, Nangarhar and Paktia and usurped the functions of state by collecting taxes and 

maintaining orders (UNAMA, 2011, i). Until now, the Afghan security forces are 

responsible for about 25 percent of population concentrated in seven geographic areas so 

it seems to be difficult to control entire country after post withdrawal situation (Burt , 

Sedra, and Lawrence, 2011). Country needs state-building for everlasting peace and 

stability in the region. It seems that Taliban will be controlling south and some eastern 

part of Afghanistan, warlords will control the northern region and central area whereas 

the government will foot hold the Kabul and some key urban areas that might be leads 

towards low-level conflict or civil war among these groups. The presence of international 

forces and ever increasing number of troops has little impact on the security situation in 

Afghanistan rather it is further deteriorated particularly in the East and South (D'Souza, 

2009). Even Hamid Karazai was involved in backstage negotiation and secret deal with 

Taliban to prolong his reign and this policy created fear among ethnic minorities groups 

(Opcit, Majidyar). The Taliban are involved in making alliance with the anti-government 

and anti US forces to get foothold in Afghanistan so that after the return of forces they 

can re-emerge easily as a powerful force. Therefore Taliban has coined the phrase, ‘the 

Americans have watches but we have the time’ (Tosh and Gardesh, 2008).  

 

V. Indian growing influence in Afghanistan 
 Pakistan’s policy towards Afghanistan is particularly concerned due to India’s 

enhanced role in Afghanistan. Pakistan does not want a deep foot hold of India in 

Afghanistan. Indian attempt to dominate Afghanistan would not only minimize the 

Pakistan’s involvement in Afghanistan but also jeopardize the security situation of 

Pakistan. Pak-Afghan relations were at peak during Taliban regime as Pakistan was the 

main supporter and promoter of Taliban whereas India supported the Northern Alliance 

to counter balance the Pakistan’s role in Afghanistan. India supported the Northern 

Alliance against Pakistan backed Taliban and played vital role in the establishment of 

post-Taliban Karazai government. India has invested a lot in Afghanistan for 

reconstruction purpose. Manmohan Singh, former Indian Prime Minister, was the first 

head of government who visited Afghanistan in 2005 and it was the first visit by the 

Indian head of government after 1976. Since 2001, India has contributed US $1.3 billion 

(Opcit., Chandran, 136). India has multidimensional investment in Afghanistan since the 

removal of Taliban regime (Basu, 2007) including the opening of a full fledge Embassy 

in 2002 from Liaison Office, $70 million assistance in the construction of Zaranj-

Delaram road in Afghanistan, building the Salma Dam Power Project in Heart province 

involving a commitment of around $80 million dollars, building of new parliament 

building in Afghanistan (Pant, 2010, 40). India is not only involved in reconstruction of 

Afghanistan but also in the rebuilding of institutional capacity such as training of 

professionals including government officials (ibid, 42). 

 

 Pakistan has advantage over India in terms of its deep roots in Afghanistan. New 

Delhi supported the Karazai government from the outset and never tries to establish 

relations beyond Karzai. India has never developed relations even any of organizations 

such as Taliban, Hizb-e-Islami and Haqqani network while Pakistan has strong link with 

all these groups because these were supported by Pakistan during Afghan war of 1979 

(Opcit., Chandran, 136). The opening of consulates in Jalalabad, Kandhar, Herat and 

http://www.cigionline.org/person/mark-sedra
http://www.cigionline.org/person/michael-lawrence
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Mizar-e-Sharif has been seen with scepticism in the Pakistan by viewing these consulates 

as the instruments of intelligence against Pakistan. Pakistan alleged these consulates 

particularly in Kandhar and Jalalabad as a source of funding of Baluch tribal leaders 

under the banner of Baluchistan Liberation Army to destabilize and disintegrate Pakistan 

(Opcit., Pant, 46-47). Welcoming attitude of Karazai towards India had been seen as a 

loss of political influence of Pakistan over Afghanistan particularly in the context of 

Pakistan’s unsettled issues with India. The increase influence of India in Afghanistan and 

increasing Indo-US ties are not seen suitable for Pakistan and China due to their strategic 

interests.  

 

 Washington is feeling immense pressure from Pakistan to limit India’s role by 

giving more important role to Pakistan (Wax, 2010). India is also feeling now frustration 

as one of the major supporter and donor of Post-Taliban Afghanistan can be on low ebb 

of bilateral relations with Afghanistan after US withdrawal as Pakistan is playing a key 

role in negotiating with the Taliban. D’Souza (2011, 17-19) points that India is also 

worried on too fast American withdrawal by leaving the door open for Pakistan choice in 

installing a planted regime. 

 

VI. Talibanisation in Pakistan 
 Pakistan’s most desirable option is a stable Afghanistan because an instable 

Afghanistan will deteriorate the Pakistan’s security situation further. Taliban’s attack on 

major coalition base in Helmand is leading to the presumption that the security control in 

the Southern area is temporary, fragile and easily reversible. Alarming rise in attacks 

within Afghanistan shows that the militants are trying to blow back in the post Afghan 

withdrawal situation. These events undermine not only the US exit strategy but also 

transition from US security personnel to Afghan security forces (Opcit, Majidyar). The 

Taliban continues to attack on forces and individuals inside Pakistan from their 

sanctuaries in the bordering area of Pakistan and Afghanistan. The phenomenon of 

Taliban has grappled Pakistan by creating serious security problems for Pakistan by 

extending terrorist activities in the mainland of Pakistan, coupled with severe economic 

deterioration. These Taliban activites weakened Pakistan and affected its ability to deal 

with external affairs by involving policy makers and law enforcement agencies on the 

domestic front to cope up with this internal problem.  

 

 Pakistan’s relations with Taliban are creating trouble for the Pakistani society itself 

particularly since the start of counter insurgency operation in Afghanistan by US forces. 

These militant elements, if not defeated and eliminated, can be a constant threat to 

Pakistan’s sovereignty and its peaceful identity. The Pakistani society will further 

deteriorate that has already polarized between radicalists and moderates due to the war on 

terror. The talibanisation of Pakistan could also get further hold in the wake of American 

withdrawal from Afghanistan without maintaing peace and stable government. The 

Obama administration’s March 2009 strategic review declared, “[T]he core goal of the 

U.S. must be to disrupt, dismantle, and defeat al Qaeda and its safe havens in Pakistan, 

and to prevent their return to Pakistan or Afghanistan” (Opcit., Innocent and Carpenter, 

3).  

 

 Insecurity and instability in the bordering area of Pakistan are also additional 

economic burden over the country that has already facing the socio-economic problems 

due to the war on terror. If US do not make any plan to repatriate these refugees, this will 



Muqarrab Akbar  1115 

not only be a big economic challenge but also a vital security issue as many militants and 

extremists in disguise of refugees will jeopardize the Pakistan's internal security. Pakistan 

has been alleged to support Mulllah Omar led Quetta Shura and the Haqqani Network 

since long. It is a big challenge before Pakistani policy makers to neutralize this concept 

by taking some steps against such elements. Repeating allegations on Pakistan’s 

engagement with militant is making Pak-US relations worse (Opcit., Majidyar). 

 

VII. Instability in Pakistan 
 In the beginning of the war, it was feared that this war would destabilize the 

Pakistan due to the Pashtun ethnic groups and Taliban, enjoying cross border ties in 

Pakistan. Now this fear is reality in shape of Pakistani Taliban’s threat. Afghanistan’s 

history reveals that alone military strategy in the absence of any comprehensive political 

effort cannot maintain peace and stability for the long term and this long term instability 

threatens Pakistan's peace and stability. Three million Afghan and almost 20 million 

Afghan relatives live inside Pakistan including Afghan refugees of 1979 Afghan war 

(Opcit., Mills and Mclay, 605).
 
These refugees are not only economic burden but also can 

create upheaval in the society in the context of their connections with Taliban or 

extremist elements. When US forces vacated the border posts in Kunar and Nuristan, 

Taliban emerged under the leadership of Qari Ziaur Rehman and attacked on Pakistani 

law enforcement agencies. It is said many such elements are supported by regional 

players to destabilize Pakistan. It is alleged that many external powers are trying to 

destabilize and disintegrate Pakistan by using the current scenario as an opportunity.  

 

 Pakistan is preoccupied with an existential threat and fighting battles in its home 

ground. Terrorists are making havoc by targeting common people and law enforcement 

agencies, military installations and high officials. Al-Qaeda and its counterparts have 

core objectives of defeating United States in Afghanistan and destroying the forces of 

democracy in Afghanistan as well as in Pakistan; destabilizing the Pakistan and 

Afghanistan by disrupting the peace in these states (Hoffman, 2009). Tom Hanks, a 

leading Character in Charlie Wilson’s War noted, “This is what we always do. We 

always go in with our ideals and we change the world and then we leave. We always 

leave. But that ball, though, it keeps on bouncing. . . .” (Opcit., Mills and Mclay, 607). 

 

 Moreover, Pakistan military operation Zarb-e-Azab against the militants did not 

only created financial implications over Pakistan’s economy but also created a large 

number of refugees. These large number of refugees are economic burden on one side 

and threat to the peace in Pakistan on the other side because the militants might have 

been dispersed in different cities of Pakistan and could pose challenge to the security in 

these areas. However, the success of this operation could be helpful in mitigating the 

terrorism from Pakistan as the elimination of militants’ sanctuaries is the main focus of 

this operation.     

 

 Although US has achieved many overt policy objectives in Afghanistan such as 

Al-Qaeda has been disrupted, Osama is the story of past and Taliban are weak yet 

Taliban are constant threat to US and Pakistan by tarnishing the socio-fabric of the 

society through target killing, suicide bombings and attacks on military air bases and 

installations. In case of American withdraw without proper planning will create a 

political vacuum just like as of 1990s.Not only the internal groups but also regional states 

such as India, China, Pakistan, Iran and the Central Asian Republics have considerable 
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strategic interests in the future of Afghanistan. This vacuum will provide opportunity to 

major internal players to steer the nation in the direction that suits better to their own 

political agenda to get more political power. The chances of emergences of radical 

organizations will be increased further in such situation and Pakistan may the victim of 

such terrorist activities in future.  

 

 US had already planned to reduce the US troops in Afghanistan to 5500 by the end 

of 2015. By considering this entire situation, US has revised its withdrawal plan. Now US 

policy makers are considering the stationing the troops till the end of 2016 (Huff post, 

2015). This policy of keeping the troops will not only provide the opportunity to the 

Afghan forces to get training but also further strengthening the current Afghan regime to 

make negotiations and peace deals with Taliban. 

 

VIII. Pakistan’s role in making peace  
 British deputy prime minister, Nick Clegg also warned, “The great dilemma now 

is, how can we convert [the troop surge] into a political settlement” (Newsweek, 2010). 

Karazai government is making deal with individuals worked for Taliban but such 

individuals cannot deliver any valuable contribution in terms of intelligence and political 

contribution in the absence of a formal deal. Abdul Wahid Baghrani is one of such 

example who was a former Taliban leader but could not play any effective role after 

taking role in the present government (Opcit., D'Souza, p. 263). The cooperation of 

Pakistan is essential for the advancement of a meaningful reconciliation process due to its 

cross border ethnical and tribal ties and past understanding of Taliban. United States has 

an advantage of friendship between Pakistan and Taliban by using Pakistan as a channel 

of communication with Taliban fractions to hold peace talks for the peace of Afghanistan 

and US withdrawal and Pakistan has got the opportunity to take active role by convincing 

their old friends to play active role in the future of Afghanistan. The United States stated 

objectives have been achieved by dismentallling the Al-Qaeda and removing the Osama. 

Now it seems that US has no long term national interests in Afghanistan. The United 

States only needs a negotiated settlement rather than defeat so Pakistan can play very 

effective role in it by negotiating the Taliban who want to run Afghanistan at least as an 

important actor.  

 

 India is worried on the role of Pakistan’s military in the reconciliation efforts 

between Karazai and Taliban to establish peace in the post US withdrawal situation 

(D'Souza, 2010). The coexistence of two different societies, one a localized tribal based 

and the other a western-styled democracy, seems to be challenging. The reconstruction of 

war torn Afghanistan is a challenging task that could take many years. “AfPak” has 

become inseparable (Opcit., Mills and Mclay, 605). The confidence building measures 

between Pakistan and Afghanistan has been taken through peace jirga and shuras to 

promote reconciliation efforts (Opcit., D'Souza, 259) Pak-Afghan trade has been 

increased from $40 million to $1 billion in a decade. This increase in trade has positive 

development in terms of economic benefit to both sides (Opcit, Mills and Mclay, 610).  

 

 Newly elected regime of Ashraf Ghani was inclined towards Pakistan with special 

reference to peace in Afghanistan. Bilateral visits of high officials from both sides further 

strengthen the commitment for peace process in Afghanistan. The news of death of 

Mullah Muhammad Omer, the Taliban chief, halted the dialogue process between 

different stake holders because he held the dominant position among the ranks of Taliban. 
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After his death, it is considered difficult that anyone among Taliban leadership could hold 

authority or dominant position over Taliban. It is also considered that the news of Mullah 

Omer’s death at this point time when negotiations were being conducted could halt the 

peace process. Some external elements who do not want to maintain peace in the region 

and to resolve the peace issue with Taliban were accused of sabotaging the peace 

negotiations by revealing the death of Mullah Omer. 

 

 Pakistan is still interested in broking a peace deal among different warring groups 

in Afghanistan in general and with Taliban in particular. Pakistan’s commitment for 

Afghan peace process was also highlighted in the recent US visit of Raheel Shareef, 

Army Chief of Pakistan (The News, 2015). Pakistan has assured the world community on 

many occasions that any Afghan owned and Afghan led peace process would be 

acceptable to Pakistan and it would extend any possible help in this regard for the 

regional stability and peace. 

 

IX. Conclusion 
 Pakistan’s interests are more at stake in Afghanistan future as compared to any 

other state even than USA. The unplanned and early withdrawal without proper 

establishment of government, Afghanistan may result into the re-emergence of Taliban or 

civil-war like situation as of early 1990s. Pakistan's relations with Taliban are creating 

trouble for the Pakistani society itself particularly since the start of counter insurgency 

operation in Afghanistan by US forces. These militant elements, if not defeated and 

eliminated, can be a constant threat to Pakistan's sovereignity and peaceful identity. 

Pakistani society will further deteriorated that has already polarized between radicalists 

and moderates due to the war on terror. The Talibanisation of Pakistan could also get 

further hold in the wake of American withdrawal from Afghanistan without maintaing 

peace and stable government. 

 

 The counter insurgency to neutralize the Al-Qaeda and Taliban can take two or 

three decades more at least. After US withdrawal, the new established government will 

determine the fate of future relationship with Pakistan and India. Both states are in favor 

of establishing the regime in Afghanistan that favored them against the other. This 

compulsion is convincing India to support anti-Taiban and pro-Indian elements such as 

Karzai government while Pakistan is supporting the pro-Pakistan elements by convincing 

the Karazai and Washington to give them share in the government that can be neutralize 

these extremists and radicalists elements. The failure to bring peace in Afghanistan would 

be disastrous for the whole region. American strategy and policy will be successful only 

if they concentrate on success and building the local community rather than emphasizing 

on withdrawal by ending the war without proper future planning. 

 

 It is very important to translate the causes, importance and prospects of 

negotiations with Taliban to the general public in Pakistan and Afghanistan to avoid any 

misperception of losing the war on terror and re-emergence of Taliban in the region 

particularly in Afghanistan. The US exit strategy rests on political stability, institution 

building, training of Afghan security forces and fostering regional cooperation 

particularly among Pakistan, India and Afghanistan. Taliban are willing to reconcile but 

their concern is about the assurance of Pakistan and American treatment in case of 

reconciliation therefore they put forward the names of Pakistani political leaders such as 

Nawaz Shareef and Moulana Fazal ur Rehman as a guarantor in case of Pakistan. 
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Problem solving dialogues, negotiations and intra-Afghan reconciliation, establishing the 

trusted government are the main steps to maintain peace and order in Afghanistan. 

American is also actively involved and promoting the dialogues with all real stake 

holders of Afghanistan for long lasting peace, stability and prosperity that will affect the 

Pakistan positively in future. 

 

 Pakistan, Afghanistan and US seem to be on the same page regarding the 

negotiations with Taliban and making a peace deal acceptable to all the major stake 

holders. However, the environment of mistrust is a major hurdle in this process. The 

accusation from each side on the other side regarding the support of militant elements has 

stooped the peace process on many occasions. Recent uprising of Taliban in Afghanistan 

has urged the all stake holders to make a frame work for negotiations with Taliban for a 

stable and prosperous region in general and Afghanistan in particular. 
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