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By referring to the death of Burhan Wani, Commander of the Kashmir based Hizbul Mujahideen
as the symbol of the latest Kashmiri Intifada, Sharif made Kashmir and India bashing his central
theme in his speech at the 71st session of the UN General Assembly.

Pakistan however did not receive much international attention on its propaganda on Kashmir.
Whereas, action undertaken by the Indian state in the form of surgical strikes were not subjected
to any international condemnation. Although, Pakistan PM, Sharif condemned the “unprovoked
and naked aggression of Indian forces” and noted that Pakistan can thwart any evil design to
undermine its sovereignty, the attacks certainly caused and raised some serious concerns in
Islamabad.

The changed world dynamics at the global level has not only alarmed the policy-makers in
Islamabad but has once again exposed the dichotomous relations between the civilian and
military leadership in Pakistan. The recent controversy against Dawn’s Assistant editor Cyril
Almeida piece on “Act against militants or face international isolation, civilians tell military”
exposed the on-going rift and the historical entrenched imbalance between the civilian and
military leadership.

In his piece, he noted a confrontation between the civilian government and the men in uniform
stating, “military led intelligence agencies are not to interfere if law enforcement acts against
militant groups that are banned or until now considered off-limits for civilian action”. The
message perspicuously denoted that Pakistan would risk further international isolation if the
Military Establishment did not take recommended actions and refrain interfering in the
functioning of the civilian institutions. The message reinforced the long ongoing trend of civil-
military relations in Pakistan and the alleged role of the Establishment forces in aiding, abetting
and harbouring some of the terrorists and their organisations.

In another follow up article titled, “How to lose friends and alienate people” by The Nation, a
leading daily newspaper in Pakistan, certain serious questions were raised against the Pakistani
state. In the present global context of deteriorating position and standing of Pakistan, the article
directed some uninhibited questions at the government such as “Why the government and top

military brass delivered no explanation why government MNA’s are protesting the ‘visible’
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presence of banned outfits in Pakistan” or “Why possible action against Masood Azhar or Hafiz
Saeed is a danger to “national security” or “Why Pakistan faces increasing isolation”.

This changing discourse in Pakistan evokes an important question for the Pakistani elites to re-
think on their governance practices and policies on terrorism. The government will soon find it
difficult to manoeuvre the public around the anti-India and Kashmir rhetoric to hide behind its
complacency. The editorial news published by Cyril Almeida and by other daily newspapers in
Pakistan not only project the independent wave of journalism in Pakistan but also showcase how
it is no longer plausible for the state to suppress the vociferous voices coming from within. The
serious questioning on Pakistan’s ineffective policies from within posits the dissatisfaction of the
people with the growing inadequacies in state governance. A quote from The Nation blog post,
“Some of our actions and inactions as a country are indefensible- everyone knows it, no matter
how much we may pretend ourselves”, distinctly projects the shift in the public discourse in
Pakistan.

The sheer lack of will rather than lack of capacity on the part of the Pakistani state to battle the
menace of terrorism has brought both domestic and international vilification. The state’s policy
of harbouring the anti-Indian groups and making use of them as proxies but coming down
strongly on the groups targeting the Pakistani state have caused severe blow to its counter-
terrorism efforts. This outright confrontation would require the government to engage in some
serious deliberations in regard to its selective terrorism policy in the state.

Moreover, Pakistan itself has been a major victim of terrorism and can no longer afford to let
terrorism grow and flourish on its soil. Despite the existing multifarious policies and institutions
on security such as National Internal Security Policy, National Action Plan, National Counter-
Terrorism Authority, Military courts and operations to combat major threats of terrorism and
militancy, the rise in militant attacks and the state’s failure to prevent major security threats have
disgruntled the people of Pakistan.

The recent militant attack on a police academy in Quetta has once again raised questions on
government’s anti-terror policies and strategies. On the recent attack, the Frontier Corps IG,
Major General Sher Afghan alleged of some involvement of people from across the border,

stating, ““ the three terrorists were believed to be from the Al-Alimi faction of the Lashkar-e-
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Jhangvi militant group affiliated with the Pakistani Taliban. The Militants were communicating
with handlers in Afghanistan and taking instructions from them.” This continuous blame-game
strategy and the state’s selective policy of going after some groups more vigorously than others
have overlooked the connectivity amongst them, further imperilling their initiatives of curbing
the menace of terrorism. The duplicitous policy on terrorism followed by Pakistan has had a
profoundly destabilizing impact on the region as well. With the over-securitisation of threat from
India, Pakistan state has neglected many of its in-borne state challenges. Therefore, it is time for
Pakistan state to realise that its blatant attempts at diverting international and national attention
away from its misadventures to Kashmir issue will no longer suffice and satisfy the international

community as well as its own citizens.
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