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The recent news on the initiation of a bill by two American lawmakers in the US 

to designate Pakistan as a state sponsor of terrorism pose a huge setback on the 

US-Pakistan relations. The changed trajectory of US-Pakistan relations from 

being a partner in the fight against terrorism to declaring it to be a state sponsor 

of terrorism reflects and postulates the mood in Washington where the two 

lawmakers said it was time that the US stopped paying the country for its 

“betrayal”.  

The ‘Pakistan State Sponsor of Terrorism Designation bill (HR 6069) was moved 

by Congressman Ted Poe from Texas who is the Chairman of the House 

Subcommittee on Terrorism, and Congressman Dana Rohrabacher of California, 

who has been a strong votary of the Baloch liberation cause. In his statement 

announcing the introduction of the bill, Poe remarked, “Not only is Pakistan an 

untrustworthy ally, Islamabad has also aided and abetted enemies of the United 

States for years. From harbouring Osama Bin Laden to its cozy relationship with 

the Haqqani network, there is more than enough evidence to determine whose 

side Pakistan is on in the war on terror.” Poe, further added that the bill will 

require the Obama administration to formally answer the question and requires 

the President to submit a report within 90 days of passage detailing whether or 

not Pakistan has provided support for international terrorism. 
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A follow-up report must be issued by the Secretary of State containing either a determination that 

Pakistan is a State sponsor of terrorism or a detailed justification as to why it does not meet the 

legal criteria for designation.  

This move by the US just months after its decision to supply Pakistan with eight F-16 fighter 

aircraft worth $699.04 million marks a dramatic shift in the US standard policy on Pakistan. The 

relations between the two states have fluctuated over the years based on lack of commitment 

from the Pakistani side as distrust runs strong in the relationship between Pakistan and the United 

States. Pakistan, despite being an ally to the US in its war against terrorism follows a ‘selective 

securitisation policy’. Despite the rise of terrorist and militant activities in the state, the state of 

Pakistan has remained reluctant to securitize some of the threats emanating from its soil. With its 

discourse on “good” and “bad” terrorism, the state selectively pursue its terrorism policy by 

harbouring the anti-US and anti-Indian groups, and coming down strongly on the groups 

targeting the state of Pakistan.  

In the present context of an attack in Uri on Indian soil and the alleged involvement of Pakistan 

based militant group, the US Secretary of State, John Kerry at the 71st session of the United 

Nations General Assembly has asked Pakistan Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif to prevent terrorists 

from using Pakistan territory to safe heavens. US has repeatedly urged Pakistan to do more to 

stop extremist groups using its territory, saying there could be no distinction between good and 

bad terrorists. In the recent US-Pakistan Strategic Dialogue held in February this year, US 

reiterated the need for a stronger commitment from the Pakistani government in countering 

terrorism, targeting all terrorists without discrimination. Though, advisor in-charge of country’s 

foreign policy, Sartaz Aziz, affirmed the government of Pakistan’s resolve to take effective action 

against the UN designated terrorist individuals and entities including Al-Qaeda, the Haqqani 

network, Lashkar-e- Toiba and its affiliates as per its international commitments and obligations 

under United Nations Security Council resolutions and Financial Action Task Forces. However, 

despite repeated appeals from the US and international community, the Pakistani state continues 

to harbour, aid and abet some of the terrorists wings and organization in its own soil.  

In spite of the constant history of mistrust between the two states, they have been mutually 

dependent on one another. The present scenario in the South Asian region, especially in regard to 
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the future of Afghanistan, the United States recognises and understands the importance of the 

state of Pakistan in promoting the Afghan peace settlement process. The close partnership and 

considerable influence of Pakistan Establishment on their former ally, the Taliban makes Pakistan 

an unavoidable and a significant partner to the US-Afghan peace process. Whereas, being a 

frontline state to the US in the war against terrorism, Pakistan continues to receive enormous 

amount of aid and benefits from the US in the form of coalition support funds, security 

assistance, budget support and economic development. Between 2002-2008, US funded $12 

billion to Pakistan in which 60% of the funds were in the form of Coalition support funds for 

providing support and reimbursement to the Pakistan state for the cost of fighting terrorism.  

However, notwithstanding the dependence on Pakistan , the American government in recent 

years has been very explicit about Pakistan’s duplicitous commitment to terrorism. After six 

years, in December 2007, the Ministry of Defence in US decided to review into the US military 

aid to Pakistan. Moreover, some of the conditionality were imposed in regard to the military aid 

such as more aid to Pakistan army will be given on an assurance that the money will be spent for 

fighting terrorism in the state. More so, Hillary Clinton’s statement on “snakes in the backyard” 

strongly posits the perspective of American government in regard to Pakistan’s long-standing 

policy of gaining strategic depth in the region.  

The reluctance and apprehension of the US Congress with regard to the sale of eight F-16 fighter 

jets to Pakistan further connotes the trust-deficit that strongly dominates the relation between the 

two states at present. As Hussain Haqqani, the former Pakistan ambassador to US notes, “the 

relationship between the United States and Pakistan is a tale of exaggerated expectations, broken 

promises and disastrous misunderstandings”.  

The issue of terrorism looms large in the relations between the two states and Pakistan state’s 

failure to perform and proof itself as a responsible partner in the war against terrorism has 

strained the relations and caused much anguish amongst the policy makers in the US. Moreover, 

despite providing enormous amounts of counter-terror assistance to Pakistan in the wake of 9/11 

attacks, terrorist organisations continue to operate with impunity in Pakistan. Therefore, in order 

to re-affirm its position in the international realm and to prevent international condemnation and 
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global isolation, Pakistan needs to seriously ruminate upon its selective and discriminatory 

terrorism policy.  
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