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Introduction 
 
As tensions both in and around South Asia rise, this policy brief maps the most salient geopolitical stressors 
that require Islamabad’s attention as Pakistan looks to rebuild and repair a post-pandemic economy at 
home, while ensuring survival in a challenging neighbourhood abroad. A year since India’s BJP-ruled 
government unilaterally abrogated the special status and constitutional autonomy of the disputed territory 
of Jammu & Kashmir, regional tensions have risen. While India has tried to present the move as an internal 
affair and therein fait accompli, this has been unacceptable to Pakistan which has since sharply re-centred 
the internationalisation of the Kashmir dispute as the mainstay of its foreign policy. This has been 
moderately successful. Turkey and Iran, along with China, have condemned India’s attempts to unilaterally 
revise the status quo in Indian Occupied Jammu & Kashmir (IOJK) in contravention of existing United 
Nations Security Council (UNSC) Resolutions 38, 39, 47 and 51 that affirm the right to self-determination of 
the Kashmiri people. India’s abrogation of Article 370 on August 5, 2019 has impacted its ties with China: a 
deadly Sino-Indian confrontation in Ladakh this summer left many Indian soldiers dead after China resisted 
Indian attempts to expand its infrastructure along stretches of the un-demarcated border between the two 
Asian powers.1 India has also since enhanced public visibility around its defence procurement and military 
modernisation, which are not without serious implications for strategic stability in South Asia. While to 
Islamabad’s east, a stable, cold peace between China and India is far from guaranteed, to its west, Pakistan 
remains committed to doing what it can to aid Kabul and Washington manage a delicate intra-Afghan 
reconciliation now underway in Doha. India’s position, one that views the Taliban’s return to power as an 
unfavourable outcome, is an added strain to regional peace building efforts. 
 
The Shadow of August 5 
 
While multiple democratic governments in Islamabad have tried hard and often at significant expense to 
shift the relationship with India from one of conflict and crisis management to one of peace and trade, the 
view from Islamabad is that New Delhi’s abrogation of Article 370 affording Indian Occupied Jammu & 
Kashmir (IOJK) special status has effectively undone the Shimla Agreement, which at the minimum allowed 
for nascent confidence-building. A year since India unilaterally abrogated Article 370, tensions between 
India and Pakistan remain high and diplomatic relations frozen. Following India’s standoff with China this 
June, the Modi regime instructed the Pakistan High Commission in New Delhi to reduce its staff strength by 
half, prompting Pakistan to do the same.2 Pakistan views the hostility of the BJP establishment as both a 
threat to peace and security in the region as well as its own political and territorial sovereignty. Speaking at 
the founding day of India’s National Cadet Corps this year, Prime Minister Modi affirmed that India’s armed 
forces needed just seven to 10 days to defeat Pakistan in war.3 Since 2019, Indian public officials have on 
numerous forums made clear that they now consider fomenting unrest in Balochistan and expressing rights 
over Azad Jammu & Kashmir (AJK) and Gilgit-Baltistan (GB) to be publicly acceptable policy levers. Political 
statements to this effect re-enforce Islamabad’s concern that by casting the creation of Pakistan in revanchist 
terms, Indian policymakers are revising the Indian public’s acceptance threshold for external conflict, while 
justifying a foreign policy doctrine that is externally revisionist.4 A near-war confrontation in the skies 
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between the two countries in February 2019, furthermore, underscored the risks inherent in both political 
miscalculation and crisis escalation. The events of February also significantly altered existing beliefs of 
tactical deterrence, and recast bilateral spotlight on the balance of conventional capabilities in South Asia.5 
 
There are similarly worries in Islamabad that India’s election as a United Nations Security Council (UNSC) 
non-permanent member this year will likely be used by New Delhi to enhance its bid for great power status. 
India’s UNSC ambitions could in the long-term provide a veneer of legitimacy to its annexation of IOJK, and 
its attempts to change the demographic structure of the disputed territory. Up to 25,000 people have been 
granted domicile certificates in Indian-administered Kashmir since May 18, 2020, which is likely to further 
inflame tensions in IOJK.6 On August 6, 2020, the UNSC met for the third time in the space of a year at China’s 
behest to hold closed-door deliberations on the issue of Kashmir.7 These meetings are significant because 
they weaken if not invalidate New Delhi’s assertion that Kashmir is an internal matter.8 Meanwhile, as India 
continues to reject international criticism of its actions, its attempts to forcibly integrate Ladakh as Union 
territory triggered a deadly standoff with China this summer after Chinese forces objected to Indian road 
construction in the Galwan Valley. On June 4, Wang Shida, deputy director of a Chinese ministry of state 
security-affiliated think tank, Institute of South Asian Studies at the China Institutes of Contemporary 
International Relations (CICIR), wrote, “On the Chinese side, India opened up new territory on the map, 
incorporated part of the areas under the local jurisdiction of Xinjiang and Tibet into its Ladakh union 
territory… This forced China into the Kashmir dispute, stimulated China and Pakistan to take counter-
actions on the Kashmir issue, and dramatically increased the difficulty in resolving the border issue 
between China and India.” Observers in Islamabad worry that the ongoing tensions between India and 
China may compound New Delhi’s domestic compulsions to project military strength abroad, either through 
instigated conflict on the Line of Control (LOC) ahead of India’s next state elections, or a false-flag operation 
in IOJK launched by the Indian government as a salve to ameliorate the public costs of having to de-escalate 
with the Chinese.  
 
Arms and Influence  
 
 
Military expenditure in the India-Pakistan dyad in 20199 

Country World 
Rank 

Spending 
($b.) 

Change 
(%)102010-
19 

India 3 71.1 37 
Pakistan 24 10.3 70 

 
Military expenditure in the Sino-US dyad in 2019 

Country World 
Rank 

Spending 
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19 

United 
States 

1 732 -15 

China 2 261 85 
 
 
 
The BJP, meanwhile, has made little attempt to disguise its extensive military modernization program, aimed 
at enhancing its military and aerial capabilities in the region. At $71.1 billion, India currently boasts the 
highest military spending in South Asia, and is the world’s second-largest arms importer after Saudi Arabia.11 
India’s recent acquisition of Rafale aircraft from France captures the dangers of its disproportionate arms 
build-up. According to former Indian Air Force (IAF) Chief of Air Staff B.S. Dhanoa, the combined purpose of 
the S-400 and Rafale, which can be adapted to deliver nuclear warheads, is to “hit Pakistani aircraft inside its 
territory”.12 India’s S-400 air defence system is currently under production in Russia, will undergo a series of 
trials before its arrival in the country by the end of 2021. As part of emergency procurement amid New 
Delhi’s troubles with Beijing, Moscow is also set to provide the IAF other kinds of missiles and bombs as 
well.13 Last year Russia’s Federal Service for Military and Technical Cooperation revealed that India has 
ordered $14.5 billion of Russian-made weapons, making it the single-largest buyer of Russian military 
hardware. 
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India’s cabinet has simultaneously cleared a $2.6 billion purchase of 24 multi-role MH-60R Seahawk 
maritime helicopters from Lockheed Martin to the Indian Navy. In addition, Lockheed Martin and Boeing are 
bidding for a contract to supply the IAF 114 combat planes in a deal estimated at $15 billion.14 In a federal 
budget announcement in parliament in 2019, India’s Finance Minister officially acknowledged, “Defence is 
our major spending and we give it as much as the budget allows”.15 India’s attempts to rapidly modernize its 
military enhance Pakistan’s perceived vulnerability to predatory Indian behaviour. In order to restore 
stability, Pakistan has two choices; firstly, in the long term, to purchase similar, albeit expensive missile 
defence systems from the international market, namely Russia or China. Given Pakistan’s economic 
difficulties the feasibility of this approach is an open question. Secondly, Islamabad could potentially induct 
an increased number of MIRV capable ballistic missiles to counter India’s growing air defence shield, but 
which in turn risks further militarising an already heavily weaponised dyad. 
 
 
Discontent in the Neighbourhood 
 
India’s relations with Bangladesh have come under recent strain, in part because of a lack of progress over a 
water sharing agreement in the Teesta Basin16, and in part because of India’s highly controversial Citizenship 
(Amendment) Act (CAA), passed by India’s Parliament in December 2019.17 Observers in Dhaka reacted 
sharply to the legislation, which seeks to grant citizenship to Hindus and other non-Muslim minorities in the 
region. For many in Bangladesh, the legislation underscored the BJP’s xenophobia and anti-Muslim 
credentials. India is already fast-tracking the deportation of an estimated 40,000 Rohingya Muslims living in 
the country after fleeing Buddhist-majority Myanmar. Bangladesh’s geostrategic importance in the Indian 
Ocean is underscored by the fact that it has now surpassed India as the fastest-growing South Asian 
economy, according to the Asian Development Bank (ADB).18 While Dhaka’s relations with Islamabad have 
traditionally remained cool in recent times, there are suggestions that this may be changing. Earlier this year 
Bangladesh approved the Pakistani High Commissioner’s nomination to his post, which had been lying 
vacant for 20 months.19 In a subsequent yet rare phone call in July, Prime Minister Imran Khan invited his 
Bangladeshi counterpart Sheikh Hasina to visit Islamabad.20 During the call, Prime Minister Khan spoke 
about Islamabad’s commitment to “deepening fraternal relations with Bangladesh on the basis of mutual 
trust, mutual respect and sovereign equality”.21 Prime Minister Imran Khan also held a subsequent phone 
call with Maldivian President Ibrahim Mohamed Solih to emphasise the need for stronger ties between the 
two countries. 
 
Simultaneously visible are signs that Bangladesh, which has long sought to strike a pragmatic balance in its 
relations with Beijing and New Delhi, may in fact be drawing closer to China. While India has extended three 
Lines of Credit to Bangladesh in the last eight years,22 Beijing remains Dhaka’s top trading partner.23 This 
summer the China-backed Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank (AIIB) approved a $250 million loan to 
Bangladesh to help it counter the COVID-19 pandemic.24 A Chinese company, Beijing Urban Construction 
Group (BUCG), meanwhile, has been awarded a contract to construct a new terminal at Osmani International 
Airport in Sylhet.25 It should be noted that China is already implementing $10 billion worth of infrastructure 
projects in Bangladesh, ranging from economic zones to power plants. Sino-Bangladeshi cooperation is not 
without consequence for Pakistan, given the sensitive geopolitical and historical context in which India has 
worked hard to play Bangladesh off Pakistan, including on the pivotal issue of the South Asian Association 
for Regional Cooperation (SAARC).26 In 2016, Bangladesh was one of the first countries to pull out of the 
SAARC summit being held in Islamabad, after India refused to participate.  
 
Nepal’s relations with India also deteriorated this year over the Kalapani border dispute. India’s 
inauguration this of a new road from Dharchula to Lipulekh on the Mansarovar Yatra route this summer 
angered the KP Sharma Oli government; a Constitution Amendment Bill was subsequently passed by Nepal’s 
Parliament to add Kalapani, Lipulekh and Limpiyadhura to the country’s new map.27 Dispute over Kalapani 
also erupted when India revoked Article 370 and released a new political map denoting Jammu & Kashmir as 
Union territory. The map, like earlier ones, designated Kalapani as a district of Uttarakhand, prompting, 
youth activists and students in Nepal to take to the streets to condemn India’s unilateral actions and insist 
that their country would “defend its international border”.28 

 
 
Contestation in the Indian Ocean 

 
A complex grid of regional competition is underway in the Indian Ocean. Against a backdrop of an all-
encompassing Sino-U.S. rivalry, largely instigated by Washington, recent developments between Iran and 
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China have also recast the regional landscape in a light with implications for both Pakistan and India.29 Risks 
stem from the fact that U.S.-led Western opinion continues to be sceptical of and hostile towards an 
economically rising China, which it sees as a strategic challenger.30 Western officials have repeatedly 
suggested that Pakistan stands to lose from venturing too close to the Chinese orbit.31 Meanwhile, despite a 
legacy of non-alignment, India under the BJP too has found itself caught in the crosshairs of a fast-altering 
great power landscape. The Countering America’s Adversaries Through Sanctions Act (CAATSA), 2017, 
complicates New Delhi’s desired purchase of defence and energy supplies from Russia.32 Iran, meanwhile, 
which has normally sought to balance close relations with both Islamabad and New Delhi, has been vocal in 
its criticism of the Modi regime for eliminating IOJK’s special status, terming it an ‘ugly act’ and urging India 
to exercise restraint.33 A recently concluded Comprehensive Strategic Partnership between Tehran and 
Beijing, which provides for $400 billion Chinese investment in Iran’s petrochemical sectors, as well as in its 
transportation and manufacturing infrastructure, also has implications for South Asia.34 An immediate effect 
of this agreement is India’s exclusion from the 628-kilometer Chabahar-Zahedan railway line, which was 
eventually to be extended to Zaranj in Afghanistan. China’s foothold in the development of the Chabahar 
Port, largely regarded until now as New Delhi’s counterbalance to Gwadar, could significantly shift the 
balance of regional influence in China’s favour. With India’s exit from Chabahar port, China will likely take 
over operational responsibilities for Chabahar in the foreseeable future.35 For Pakistan, this increases the 
possibility of connecting Gwadar to Chabahar, given the short, 75-kilometer distance between the two ports. 
Should Chabahar and its connectivity links fall within the purview of the BRI, India may have to choose 
between integrating its own plans to reach Afghanistan, and therein Russia and Europe, within existing 
Sino-Iranian architecture, or depend solely on-air connectivity which limits its outreach to West Asia.  
 
Tensions in and contestations over the Indian Ocean also involve the United States.  In recent years the 
renaming of the U.S. Pacific Command to the Indo-Pacific Command, the Trump administration’s unilateral 
withdrawal from the Trans-Pacific Partnership, and Western interpretations of Beijing’s expanding 
diplomacy in the region as subversive attempts to bind the geopolitical space have all re-enforced the 
currency of the Indo-Pacific as a bipolar political theatre.36 Of concern to strategic policy planners in Pakistan 
is the degree of Indo-U.S. military collusion that is borne from Washington’s Indo-Pacific Strategy, bringing 
into question the ability of the U.S. to play the role of a neutral arbiter in South Asia, and the demands this 
places on Pakistan in the context of a steadily mounting Sino-U.S. competition. While the most likely theatre 
for direct Sino-U.S. confrontation for now remains the South China Sea, both Washington and New Delhi 
are likely to take note of Beijing’s growing naval strength and expanding submarine fleet including aircraft 
carriers in the Indian Ocean, with suspicion.37 In 2019, China, Russia and Iran held an unprecedented four-
day joint naval exercise in the Indian Ocean and the Gulf of Oman.38 The Gulf of Oman is a particularly 
sensitive waterway as it connects to the Strait of Hormuz, through which a fifth of the world’s oil passes and 
which in turn connects to the Gulf. Earlier in 2019, the United States proposed a U.S.-led naval mission 
following attacks on international merchant vessels including Saudi tankers in Gulf waters, which the United 
States blamed on Iran.39 Islamabad’s geographic proximity to Tehran and its historical association with 
Riyadh require its policymakers to closely monitor developments in an increasingly crowded Indian Ocean, 
which may well place additional demands on Pakistan’s foreign policy choices in the event of another crisis. 
 
Guarding the Corridor: The BRI’s Soft Underbelly 
 
As Pakistan embarks on the second phase of the China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC), the project is 
likely to attract even more invective from both India and the United States.40 There are two dimensions to 
Indo-U.S. opposition to CPEC. The first has to do with the project’s geography: New Delhi has long termed the 
project illegal given its passage through Pakistan’s northern territory including GB and AJK, a view that will 
likely have hardened as a result of the dramatic deterioration in ties with Beijing this summer.41 The second 
has to do with the project’s perceived function: Indian and Western officials continue to paint CPEC to be a 
strategic-military project with geostrategic ends, clarifications to the contrary by Chinese and Pakistani 
officials notwithstanding.42 Observers in these circles, perhaps unsurprisingly, view Beijing’s positions on 
international forums such as the UNSC and Financial Action Task Force (FATF) a function of China’s strategic 
investments in Pakistan.43  
 
In reality, Islamabad considers CPEC to be an economic lynchpin in the wider strategic relationship between 
Pakistan and China. For Islamabad, CPEC can deliver the objective of helping Pakistan develop into a 
prosperous regional trade and infrastructure hub.44 Today CPEC is one of the largest bilateral investment 
projects anywhere in the world and a centrepiece of China’s much-touted Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), 
made all the more relevant by the fact that China is expected to emerge as the world’s largest economy 
within the next decade. It is predicted that 71 countries along the BRI will benefit in terms of Gross Domestic 
Product (GDP) increase, welfare effect, trade, Foreign Direct Investment (FDI) and factor return.45 With the 
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sole exception of Bhutan, which does not have diplomatic relations with China, all of India’s other neighbours 
have either directly or indirectly signed onto the BRI. In this context, of concern to Islamabad is the 
possibility that heightened Sino-Indian tensions may have increased the vulnerability of BRI-related projects 
in Pakistan to foreign targeting, and that New Delhi may use CPEC in particular as a way to clandestinely hit 
at Beijing. These concerns are not unfounded: an attack this summer by the separatist Baloch Liberation 
Army (BLA) on Karachi’s Stock Exchange which houses Chinese shares underscores the vulnerability of Sino-
Pakistani cooperation to geopolitical exigencies.46 
 
This is not the first time that the BLA has targeted Chinese investment in Pakistan: in 2018 its members tried 
to storm the Chinese consulate in Karachi, killing at least four people.47 Last year the BLA attacked a five-star 
hotel in the port city of Gwadar, a centrepiece of the multi-billion-dollar Corridor.48 The BLA maintains 
sanctuaries in both Afghanistan as well as areas along the Pak-Iran border.49 But credible evidence suggests 
the militant group receives both funds and support from Indian intelligence. While these vulnerabilities are 
likely to place additional demands on both policing and security for CPEC-related projects in Pakistan, they 
also complicate the Sino-Pakistani desire to extend CPEC to other countries, including Afghanistan, to aid 
regional development and connectivity as a means to neighbourhood integration.50 While a variety of Afghan 
stakeholders including the Taliban have expressed a keenness to see Kabul’s inclusion in the project, any 
extension of CPEC will be contingent on an improved regional security climate, a political settlement 
between the Taliban and Kabul, and security guarantees that can protect both investment and on-ground 
infrastructure from armed groups that target Pakistan and Pakistani interests. 
 
 
Spoilers in the Endgame  
 
Meanwhile, to its west, the fragility of gains in the quest for a viable Afghan peace continues to impact 
security in the neighbourhood.51 According to a UN monitoring report, sanctuaries and terrorist cells in the 
adjoining eastern Afghan provinces of Nangarhar, Kunar, Nuristan, Paktia, Paktika and Khost52 shelter 6,500 
mercenaries belonging to the banned Tehreek-i-Taliban Pakistan (TTP), presenting a real-time security risk 
for border stability and security in the Pakistani provinces of Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa and Balochistan.53 
Despite the counterterror progress of the past six years in Pakistan’s erstwhile tribal regions, militant groups 
that launch attacks from foreign soil undercut a hard-won trust bank between Islamabad and Kabul that is 
vital to regional stability.54 While Kabul denies official complicity in attacks launched against Pakistan from 
inside its borders, links between Kabul’s powerful National Directorate of Security (NDS) and Indian 
intelligence are well established in sponsoring proxy warfare along the 2,600-kilometer international border 
between Pakistan and Afghanistan.55 
 
From an extra-regional perspective, India has regularly maintained that the Taliban should not be allowed 
back into government, in contrast to China and Iran, which, like Pakistan, have voiced their support for an 
inclusive Afghan-led process that does not exclude any single group. Ongoing negotiations first between the 
United States and the Taliban, and now between the Taliban and Afghan representatives, have implicitly 
been viewed by New Delhi as a setback to Indian interests in the region; with some Indian analysts calling on 
Indian policymakers to “reposition [their] priorities” in light of the developing situation.56 How India chooses 
to do this in the coming months will be of concern to Islamabad, especially if it involves nurturing groups 
that are inimical to Pakistan’s security or expanding the geospatial presence of spoiler outfits capable of 
undermining reconciliation next door. 
 

 
The Road Ahead 
 
The perception in Islamabad that India under the BJP is looking to revise the limits of what constitutes 
geopolitically acceptable behaviour in the neighbourhood has increased manifold since its Parliament passed 
the Jammu & Kashmir Reorganization Act last year. India’s foreign policy meanwhile is evolving in the 
context of an increasingly unpredictable global environment, even as the Indo-Pacific and India’s election to 
the UNSC jointly provide New Delhi new political contexts in which to raise its regional profile. Islamabad’s 
belief that fluid great power trends may encourage New Delhi to select into crisis with its neighbours, 
particularly close to state elections, is not unsubstantiated. The events of February 2019 only too clearly 
delineated the escalatory risk inherent in any crisis between India and Pakistan. Meanwhile, as Pakistan 
looks to rebuild and repair a post-pandemic economy at home, it is also likely to see CPEC’s second phase as 
a sensible play. While implementation of CPEC projects will naturally entail closer coordination with Beijing, 
externally Pakistan must strategically navigate both relations with Beijing and Washington, without 
imperilling either. On the ground, safeguarding the Corridor and its projects will be doubly imperative given 
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growing Indian designs in the region, including in Balochistan. Relations with Washington, meanwhile, will 
likely see greater clarity following November’s Presidential election in the United States. While Pakistan-U.S. 
relations may lack substantive content for now, they continue to be driven by a shared objective of achieving 
a peaceful solution to the Afghan endgame next door. It will be instructive to see whether a potential Biden 
administration seeks to rejoin the Iran nuclear deal; should this happen, the U.S. may be able to stabilize its 
equation with Tehran in a manner that benefits regional stability at large. However, as the containment of 
China is likely to remain a mainstay of Washington’s approach to the Indo-Pacific regardless of who wins in 
November, regional stability remains far from guaranteed. Similarly, Islamabad should expect a robust Indo-
U.S. partnership to remain on track. To counter the risks arising from these challenges, proactive and 
pragmatic policymaking is essential in Islamabad. In particular, this Policy Brief recommends the following. 
 
 
1. In light of India’s publicly declared policy of hostility, Pakistan must game all potential border responses, 
to both its east and its west. It must continue to internationalize the Kashmir dispute at relevant global 
forums through a robust public and economic diplomacy campaign, while quietly exploring opportunities 
with Turkey, Iran, China and Malaysia to build economic and political pressure on India to revise its 
annexation of Indian Occupied Kashmir. It must also politically and diplomatically make a case to 
Washington and Moscow to refrain from making sophisticated weapons transfers to India if there is a risk 
these weapons may be used by against Pakistan. On nuclear issues, Pakistan should scale up the visibility of 
diplomatic efforts around its commitment to strategic stability and nonproliferation. 
 
 
2. As Pakistan embarks on the second phase of CPEC, it must strategically steer political and economic 
relations with both Beijing and Washington, without jeopardising either. This requires clearly laying out 
CPEC’s economic and geopolitical benefits, including the potential for East-West connectivity, which in turn 
could provide impetus for a stronger trade and economic partnership with Afghanistan. To enhance CPEC’s 
long-term sustainability Pakistan should consider diplomatically engaging smaller South Asian, African and 
Gulf countries in the IOR in a bid to synergise regional economic aspirations. Policymakers in Islamabad 
should vigorously invest in a five-year blueprint for geo-economic diplomacy that provides a strategic 
framework for this.  
 
3. Pakistan must simultaneously navigate its role in the Middle East, while recognising that India’s deepening 
engagement with the Arab Gulf has come at the expense of Arab reticence against India’s atrocities in 
occupied Jammu & Kashmir. The recent peace deal between the UAE and Israel is likely to further cleave the 
Middle East, with Gulf states led by Riyadh and Abu Dhabi on one side, and Iran and Turkey on the other. 
Both a dispassionate reworking of Pakistan’s diplomatic toolkit in the Gulf, and a clear reiteration of a desire 
for peace and stability in the Middle East is necessary if drumming up support for Kashmir in these key 
constituencies is to be successful. 
 
4. Pakistan’s relationship with Saudi Arabia continues to be strategically important, undergirded by a belief 
of Riyadh’s symbolic centrality to the Muslim world, and the fact that the Kingdom is home to an estimated 2 
million Pakistanis whose remittances feed the economy back home. Both sides stand to benefit from 
continued counterterror cooperation in the fight against Daesh, and finding common cause in advocating for 
a resolution of both the Kashmir and Palestine disputes. 
 
5. Iran is a neighbour with a hard border and shared coastline, and Pakistan needs to game new entry-points 
that may potentially emerge out of a U.S. return to the JCPOA should the Democrats win in November. Both 
Tehran’s clear-eyed stance on India’s illegal annexation of IOK and its growing stakes in the Afghan endgame 
ought to make it a key player on Pakistan’s strategic radar; to this end improved Pak-Iran border 
management, counterterrorism and joint antinarcotics patrolling is essential for long-term peace and 
security, and a prerequisite to shoring up bilateral economic cooperation. 
 
6. With the United States, Pakistan should continue to leverage the political, diplomatic and military-
intelligence tools that have helped both sides identify and work towards a common shared objective in 
Afghanistan. U.S. support is necessary for dismantling militant infrastructure in eastern Afghanistan that 
presents a threat to Pakistan. Pakistani policymakers should also discourage U.S. counterparts from viewing 
Islamabad through either clichéd Afghan- or Indo-Pacific-centric prisms. Pakistan should meanwhile look to 
incentivise both the U.S. government and corporate sector to scale up investments and participation in 
regional connectivity projects. Both sides stand to benefit from a new public narrative around the 
relationship that is rooted in shared democratic principles and imperatives for regional economic 
development and stability. 
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7. In both the broader Indian Ocean and West Asian regions, Pakistan should look to vigorously enhance 
trade and economic cooperation. Given rising competition at sea, Pakistan should continue to invest in its 
Navy and merchant navy to expand maritime reach and keep sea-lanes of communication open. It should 
also look to enhance its role in multilateral platforms such as joint naval drills and the Combined Task Force.  
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