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The primary abieciive of this paper It to give a brief history of
General Mohanmad Fia-ul-Hag Afghoe policy diving the period of
19771988 and the relations between two countries. Initinily, General
Fia continved the policy af previows povernment of Z A, Bhuts, the
spirit of this policy was 1o reduce the tension and mormalize the relations
berween the Afphaminian and Pakigimn, However, the Sovier invasion of
Afghanisan provided an ppportunity fo Generad Zia to gef intermaiional
sepport for his regime. Thus, he ntroduced the Jihad policy by giving the
reason af secieridy threat fo the sovereignty of Pakistan, Fimally, CIA and
IS sponsored Jthad prarted in Afphanistan agminst Seviet Union. fF
resulted in the mesus betwesn Pakisan military and frlanints growes of
Afpharim and Pokistan, It feel Pokisien fo play the rolé of o frondine
atate’ n Afghan  resistance  mevelerl  agaiasn Sovied ovcupadion
Henvever, tiit perlod s signiffeanr in sfee wire: Pabisran’s role as
[frondling sénte, the rede ond position of Pekivan during the Geneva
mepoiiarions pud fe signing af the Accords. Mest sipnifcenily, the poper
evilicates  Pabizen's (ed policy apming the Sovier eocupation in
Afghanistan. The paper direusies these rhree aipects of Pakistan Afghan
Palipy during Greneral £ir regrme

General £ia's Inltial Afghan Policy

Cieneral Zia-ul-Haq the mew heod of povernment inherited the
Afghan policy of the previous povernment of Z. A, Bhutto, Fia
continued the policy of improving the relations with Afghanistan,
The basis of this policy had already been set during the Bhutto's
rule. Initially, the Martial Law regime continued the 'Spirt of
Kabul' and further promoted and strengihened it (CGhaus: 1988
140). However, the military once again emerged as the key nctar in
the decision-miaking process of the state especially in foeeign
pnllncy;:ml-;ing. by displacing the civilian political instiution and
itz lender,



Blpsrusl Besonrct Jowrnal "Grassmots’ Wol. Mo XL Eraceriteas 20

Mioreover, ol domestic [ront Genersl fis-ul-Hag took a
concilinory stance fowards the Pakhtun oned Baloch nationalss
lenders imprisoned under the Bhulto regime for allegedly inciting
socessiomist  movements: The melense of Baloch nationshst
politicions like Sardar Khair Bux Marri, Sardar Afsollsh Mengal,
Ghus Bux Bizenjo ard the veteran Pakbiun leader, Abdul Wali
Khin, was seen a5 a positive step by Afghanistan. These sieps
wene faken as positive development pnd welcomed by Afghanistan
EOWEITIFEL,

Genernl Zin himself visided Afghonistan in October, 1977, Zia and
Dasd devaloped a good understanding berween 2ach other and agreed
that President Davd would visit Pakision (Ikid: 1988 141} Daod
wrived b ldamabul on March 5, 1978, and commenced pegotintions
with Genemal Zin, reparding fusther improvement of bilaseral
relacions. Daad declared in Labore on March 8 that Pakistan and
Afghanistan will now: ‘walk hand in hand in the warm glow of
brotherbwood. .. the era when baik of us were subject 1o the old classic
imperialistic technique of “dvide and rule” is over' (Speech of
President Mohammad Dhawod st Lahore, Foreipn Affairs, Vol. V1 Jssue
3, March, 1978L

The internal situntion in Afghanistan was moving wowards o g
chanpe, since, Dawd's tum towonds the West and the conservative
Muslion states lad incrensed Soviel apprefiensions about the future
of Soviet-Afghan ties, Doud’s new policy dud not please Moscow
or the PDPA [Satar: 2007, 155) Dawnd's increasingly anti-leftis
stapce motivised the persisiently sguabbling Khalg amd Parcham
factions of the FOPA w anite in 1977, Finally, the advent of 1978
saw p decline in Dmod's populamty owing m his segime's
imcreasingly dictatorial fum exacerbaied by a declining economy.
His repressave measures agninst the keft provided ihe spark for,
o o ‘etad by the pro-Soviet PDPA aguinst his regime on Apnl
27, 1975, This coup was glorified by the PDPA a3 the Great Saur
(April} Revolution, The Parcham-Khalg coalition gined power
with the assistance of Sovict-lramned officers of the Afghan amy
urnd the air force who in 1973 had also been insiromental in
installing Duud {Bradsher: 1999,

The Khalq Faction of the PRPA hod o sizeable cadre from rural
Pakhiun backproand sy hiid afliliation with their Pakhium ethmic
coussing et of the Durand Line. General Zia regime's fears ahous
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ke revaval af the Pakhiumistan’ isioe wat renlized when on May
4. the _.'|,|!_|hh|-| President, Mar Mohanwmnd Torki, neferred 10 the
“marder dispute with Pakistan’ alter mecting ihe ogeing Pakhiun
feader Ahdu] GhatTar Klan in Kabul (Dawa, Eerechi, Moy 10,
19781 afizullah Amin, Alghan Foreign Minister, indicated 1o his
Pakistani conmcrpan in o meeting ol the Urited Mations that the
POPA regime was nod bound by any agreements that were made
by Pokistan with President Doud (e Pokistan Times, June 7,
19785 Pokistani military’s apprehensions nhout the nature of the
new povemment i Afghanistan prompied reactivation of ihe
secretive Afghan Cell in the foreign Ministry on May 2. 1978,
Earlher the Afghan Cell hind been created by the Bhulto regime in
1973 10 formulate and coordinaie Pakistin s poliey vis-d-vis Sardar
Daod’s povemment,

Soviel Invasion of Afghanistan

On December 26, 1978, the Soviel forces mofled into
Alghanidtan, eliminsted Amin aed ingtalled Babrak Kanmal, leoder
of Parcham foaction, as president in his ploce, The Sowiet
intervention i Afghonistan created a reaction thak wes swilt and
stromg. 1 pal the Soviet Unian oo the diefemsive befores the outrazed
opinions- of many cousiries. Surprised ol the strength of
denunciation, Soviel leoders rescied with tough delance. Withoul
vielding in their determinntion to hold Afghoniston within the
Sovict sphere of dinesl and dominating influence, they launched &
campaign o iry o shifi the blame o ousiders pccused of
supporiing the Alghan resistance, The campaign met with liule
success, and the Soviet Union Found itsell onable 1o jusiify or
explain away the couse of its widespread edtbeism, Mot only the
‘Weitermn workd but also the Thind Woeld condemned the invosion
e the subsoyuent Soveet military ocoupation (Bradsher: 1985
189},

lilamic countries also srongly condemped the Soviet military
sicupstion of Afphanician, Ag o resuli, panculasly there wos o
wave af protests in the lslamic world against the Soviet ecoupation
m - Alghunistan,  Islamic  reaction  focused  quickly on an
eatraordinary meeling of forelgn ministers on Joruary 27 o 29,
VBN, 10 Idumabad, Pakistan, 10 conalder the invasion. Thirty-five
nutions. srongly condemncd “the  Soviel malitry  nggression

3



Minnsins! Besgarch Journal "Cirasronls’ Vol Mo XL [lecember- MR

agnsi the ,|'||_[i|':_l|'|||n r,-:_-|1|:||t-|" called For “the immedinte  snd
wnconditionnl  withdiwal of all Soviet troops... [whol should
refrgin from ncis of oppression and (yranny againat the Afghan
people” nml said Muslim countrics should not recognize the
Karmal gavermment. They set up i three-man committes headed by
Pakistan's Agha Shohi 1o seek o penceful solution o the Alghan
probilem (Remter. lslamubad: January 29, 1980, in FEIS/ME, 30
Jamary 1980: A.3-5), Generally speaking, Weslem countries also
griticized the Sovict invasion in Afghanistan,

Umited States’s Keaction
Realistically speaking, United Stares reaction was prompt anl

critbcal, she strongly condemned the Soviel nggression. “We are
the other superpower on eurth,” President Carter sald, “and il
becarme my responaibility.. to take action that would prevent the
Soviets  from  [accomplishing]  this  invasion  with
{mpunity”(Presidenria! Docwmenss 16, January 14, 1980 #1).
Within a week Cirter was calling it “an extremely serious threat to
pence.” explaining that this was “because of the threat of further
Soviel expansion into nelghboring countries in Southwest Asia pnd
also because such an opgressive military policy 18 onsetthng 10
athes peoples throughout the woeld” (Tbid: 1980: 13). And by
Jomuary 23, Carter wus lelling American Congress  "the
implications of the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan could pose the
st serious threat to peace since the Second World War™ (Thid:
26 January 1980 196), Funher Carer said, ‘the Soviel claim.
fulsely, that they were invited into Alghanistan to help protect that
country from some unnamed oatside threat, But, the president, whi
had heen the lesder of Afghanistan before the Soviel imvasion wos
assasginuted—along with several members of his family” (Ibid: 16,
Junuary 14, 1980; 25) The Soviel pretext of an invitation by the
Afghan government for intervendion by its forces was obvicusly
fulse, 2% its targel was none other than the head of that government
(Sattnr; 20407: 153).

The United Stabes foreign policy elite visualized the Soviel
intrusion e Alghanistan as o parl of a Soviet grand strategy 1o
e, pand its influence south towards the wirm waters of the Arabinn
Seo and the oil fields of the Persion Guif. This thems of Soviet
‘expansionism’ (owards the South derived from Brtish security
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paraiiki in Asia dating back 1o the late eighicenth centary thot saw
v Reusskan move i the slieetion of the Inlian subcpntinent as a
hrest 10 Batish intencsts in the region. The Pakisiani malitary elite
reinforced this percepion wath the Reagan nifminisiration:

Subsoquently, Zia skillflly manipuluted the LS, Tears of the
plleged Soviet schemes to push southward in his se-called ‘red
template’ brefings o the Director of the Centmi Imtelligence
Agency (DCT) in 1981, A key ponl of exaggerating the Soviet
danger was o persusde the Amercans to bonst their aid 10
Pakistan and the anti-Soviet Afghan insurgency (Kux: 2001: 2621

However, the Soviet invasion of Alghonistan  forced
Washinglon's anemtion back on Pakistan. President Carter hated
Gepernl Zia ond his “refigious reforms’, but wos forced under the
Carter Doctrine 30 shell owt mosey 1o him for making Pakistan the
frontline slate and keeping the Afghan Mujehideen lcaders im
Peshawar and receiving the refugees (Ahmed; 2002: 208-00), The
Soviet mvasion of Afghuniston posed both challenges and
opportonities. for Pakistan, an endemically unstabda coumiry
situated uncomfomabily 21 the juncrare of South, West, and Central
Asie. Within a mutier of days the Soviet divisions pouring down
the  Termez-Kobul highway  underscored  Pakistan's  sirslege
impomance as never before, belnledly validating the logic that had
iman behind 18 adherence o the US-led CENTO alliance system
twendy years earlier (Richard P, Cronin in Eliof, Theodore L. ond
Roher deds) 1986: 19), The Soviet action also helped Zia 10
rehuild s exiernol tes, which had been in disarroy.

Ciemernl Fan wias able 1o transform his image in the West from a
had guy” 1o o ‘good guy, since Pokiston wos o ovital bolwark
spainst Soviel expansionism. The Afghaon War plso enobled Zia to
wontinue martial low and legiimize his military ule because the
United Staves tumed a Melson's eye 1o buman nights vialations,
allowing the diviatorhip o lrample the demecratic aspinstiens of
the people Ziz was sble o suppress opposition parises and
posipone chections indefiniiely, There were neports that strang
contingems of CLA agenis weie siatbined in Pakision to (rustrate
the nctivities of Zin's politkcal opporents (Weoodwand: 1987 310-
1) Zin used voricas methods 1o obiakn legitimagy domestically.
His regime, through the Inier Services Ineelligence {IST1),
encournged the rise of ethnic proups and religioas parties on
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sectasinn fimes and, widmaiely, many Sunni ond Shiz groaps
emerged that divided society and undermined the raison d'etre of
Pakistan, Fin staried an [Elamisation campaign to legitimize 2nd
profong his own rule. He also osed religion 23 one of the main
wespons 1o pressurize the opposition and o justify the holding of
nan-party-hased elecrions (Hilah, Contempoerery South Asia, 2002
1y However, Pakistan expressed serious apprehension regarding
the Sovier invasion In Afghanistan at domestic, regional and
internaticmal bevel,

Pakistan's Reaction

The Soviet invasion increased Pakiston's insecurity and many
Pakigtanis recegnized iL The noture of thal threst perceived
differently by differsnt Pakistanis. Few appareatly anticipated an
immidaale Soviel thrust inso Pakistan, or subscribed o the "wanm
witers,” The military dod, however, perosive an immediate and
drastic shift in the regional balonce of miliary power and the
emnerpemnce of o two-front theeat environment (Richard P. Cromsn m
Eliod, Theodore L. ond Robert (2ds) [986: 21 The fia
Oovermment immediately moved e repair s sismined tes with
Washimgton ard acted with dispatch 1o orchestraie a stromg United
Mations and Islamic Conference posilion agzinst the Soviet Uingon.

There were two growps in Poakisten on the guestion of how o
respond o the Soaviel invasion in AfghanistanT The first group,
notably including Pakieton's. the then Foreipn Minister, Agha
Shahi, was wary of sdopting a confmomational pasiure 1owards the
Soviet Undon and opposed entering into an overly close securily
relationship with the Undbed Stabes. The Soviet action had grave
implications for the secunity of Pokismn, an amd the Persian Cull
region. The Soviet mave into Afghanistn showed that superpower
rivadry and the possibility of confroniation was et confined e
Europe but extended o oller pasts of the world, including the
Persian Oull region. Pokiston came bo describe as the ‘center of
gravity' of the world, and the 'third central strasegic zone” in a
potential armed confromtstion between the superpowers | Shahi,
The Concepy, Islomnbad: July 1982: 13), Agha Shahi belicved,
Soveet Union had no any intention 1o move southward,

Diego Cordovez wriles in his book "Our of migtan the
Inside siory of the Sovier withdrawal ™ about his n:ft?mlnn wilh
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Apha Uhnahi “Shahi alse mode apvermnl pivinied comimenis abos
Afghanistan thit did nol seem ns signaficant tn me a ihe time as
they did in Tl conlest of s Tuber policy struggle with Zia and his
fellaw F;r"l,:nlp._ He congidered o Sovbdl Invailon of Pakisizn ®very,
very unlikely.” He had elieve om the basis of diplomatic
soundings that some "very pooerful people” in Moscow regarded
fhe invasion as & misinke and [ovonsd & Soviel withdrawal i &
nonaligned coalition government could be estatlished in Kabul®
{Condover. and Harrison: 1995: 58). Later on in early 2003, this
was comformed by Agha Shahi in personal communication with the
puthor, He was of the opmdon that “we had talked with wery
powerful circle in Soviel Union and they assured us thal Sovict
Union had no any infention 1o move southward or Lo attack on
Pukistan' (Author's personal communication with Agha Shahi,
Islarnabad: 20035), Therefore, this group was resolute 1o develop
diplamatic pressure on Russians o withdraw from Afghanistan.

From this group's perspective, the main denger from the Soviet
presence in Afghanistan lay in the potential for Indian-Soviet
cotlsboration against Pakistan. To Agha Shahi and other civilians,
as well =8 some military officers, Pakistan's security would be
served best by lenving Moscow with the beliel that Pakistan
aptions  remained open, while generating external diplomatic
support from sources that both mattered o Moscow yet did not
threaten it—ibe United Mations and the Islamic stales [Richasd P
Cronin in Eliot, Theodare Lo and Robert {eds.) 1986: 22)

The reswlts of Agha Shahi’s diplomacy were impressive. Even
before the temporary shelving of o revitalized U.S—FPakisiani
security relationship, Pakistan had succesded in orchestrating a UN
resolution  condemning  the  violoion of  Afshonizton’s
independence and colling for the withdrawal of loreign roops.
Alhough it did not specifically name the Soviet Uniem, the
January 14, 1980, resolution, which had been drafted by Pakistan,
passed by o margin of 104 in favour, 18 ogainat, und 15 abstaining.
It was one of the most serious UN defeats for the USSR in the
history of that body {Ibid: 26).

Bath ot an exiroordinory scssion in Jaruary and at the Islami¢
foreign ministers conferenca in Moy, 1980, the Organization of the
Islomic Conference (OFC) also weni on record with o sirong
gtatement culling for @ Soviet withdrawal and o negotated
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swripment of the conflict. The Pakigan  government  ihen
peoweedod 1oomake fome deimanids

| The immediae, ancendiisomal, amd sl wiitsirawal of Sovher
Frivek
The sesteaaibon of independent and som-aligned  sianes  fod
Aighamiian;

1 Wespery fro the sight of the Afghan people o determine their
vowin deition: anl b ebinte their dezired foem ol povemment in
pocordance wilth  their  own wishes, free  [mom exlernal
pterenemee; aml

4 The creativn of condilions ahieh woald permit Alghan ntfugees

iy renam ie thelr hames s digniny, safety, and Banar.

Smce the direci chamnel estahlished berween the malitary
repime amd Washingion (afier securing the 332 billion aid
packape). these was no need for ntermediarics like Agha Shahi. A
more irusled man who shared the Mliltary’s pﬂcupdm amd
ohssctives whs requared and Sahibzads Yogub was oppointed as
Fomign Minister in 1982, Sohibeada was o Former general who
became the second omly elvilian member of the “club’ and with
ham i gomimal af the Foreign Office there was compleie milloey
comtral over Forcipn  Policy-making (Huossoin: 1900 128-129),
Firally, the Forengn Minisier Agha Shahi, who wanled b limie the
LL5. mle in Afghanisian amd to promate & sestlement, loss hig job
i this mragele (Cordover ond Harrizson: 1995: 53],

The second groap snw direct threst i Pokistan s secunty from
Alghomstan  and  Booking for sepport from Unived  Stales.
Accordipg w General K. M. Arf, ‘the new threot posed to
Paksstun’s mplional secundy wos 100 senous o ignore and the
chiaces avuilable were uneasy’ (ARl Dawn, Korachi: Moy 19,
1992). Therefore, there wus strong  perception ameng the
Pukcistania that afies Alghanisian Pakisiam woald be the nex) target
af Boviet Union

Al the time of, Sovier invasion in Afghanisis United Siaies
hasd  Democratic President, Jimmy Coner, who was never very
(riendly wwards Pukistun. Finding Zin sicadfast in his suppon of
the Mupshideen, he offered $400 million a8 aid 1o Pakistan an
amount lstd declined by Zia, who described it us ‘peunuis.’ Tia
Justified his rejection on grounds that the $200 million offered by
the Uniled States would not purchase security, but rather would



Blinaiil Reserch Jodrmal 'Crapsrsin®. Vol NeXL' T Dederier2003

“huy greater animesity from 1 Sowied Linsom, which B now much
mode influestial i this rogion than the Uniied Staies is (Barders,
Werkingron Post, Tanuary 19, 1980 5}

Wherens Republicon President; Romobd Resgan, come ino
power the sitnation changed dramatically, In erder 1o wage o pary
war wia Pokistun the Upited States propagaled Pakisian as o frond
line mue. Reagan sdminisiration and its Arob allies showered sid
on Pakistan snd egitimized the dictatorship of Zaa, whom st that
timiz ihe imemational community regarded as a parish for having
executed Fulifkar Al Bhuoo, As one nowspaper put b, “in was
,.lg[ghanj_q.m wiich I:u'l;lqg_hq Zig from a -lil'.'lg!'ll:lIJE-h to the Whibe
House' {(Fuardien Weekly, January 12, 1986:10). The Afghan
ceists  dramatically  transformed  Pakistan's  geo-sirmicgic
environment and it emerged os o “frontine” state. (Hilob: 2005
51} Therefore, the sopporters of second view started b propagabe
that Pakisten |8 Fecing serbous threst from Afghanistan dus io
Soviets presence. As resull the govemment of Pakistan siruggled 1o
a1 diplomatis support from the wild eomemuanaty. For the first
time in years. Pakistan found & faverable intemational climage for
modemizing its milidary forces on concessional lerms. Despite
some differences bom of & desie w0 maximize DPakiztan's
bargainmg position ard maintéan is nonalipned credentlals, ZHa
and the military resdily accepéed the notion ol Pakistan as 2 “front
lime state.”

Fresidenl s in o slatement had sid “the Afghoristan
situation has generated new dangers 1o our netional security, We
have apprised the whole woeld in cleas and unequivesal words
about the demgers that have arisen il of forelgn military
imtervention in Afghamistan. . it is o mater of regret for us that our
stand bas not had mach scceptance in our Mishhnﬁng country, the
Soviet Union, although we understond that there i3 no efmaly
between us and Russia”™ (Alvi: 1980; 148). Addressing the UN
Ceneral Assembly on October |, 1980, President Zia stronghy
condemned il Soviet agpression and volced his support for the
ﬁfﬂlﬁ.ﬂ. reciEfamce, He S.B.IIIL Y we :;m[l}- I'IUP:: that 'mdmt
falks I:hrl:mﬂ'! intermesliaries of the UM Secrefary General would
Eﬂm wiph:& safution of the J:l'ﬂblﬂ'!f' {Thid: 1980 135).
oocugied ,:.j et stan adopted  pew policy regarding Soviet

ghanistan and it ks known as Jihed Policy.

o
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Pakiston's Jilid Polley in Afghanistan

General Zin mumle exceliont wse of the opporfunilies ansng
from chonges in the geopoliticol envimnment, as o resull of the
revolution in Iran akd the Soviet occupation of Afghenisan, o
legitimize his regime, make personal gains, and obtain a renewed
U.5. commitment to Pakistan's securily, funds from Tslamic
countries and a codinuing supply of weapons from the TS, and
China (Hilakhi: 305 156}

More  importandly, the Afghanistan  crisis  molivated
Washington o practically sgnore Islamaebad’s clondestine nuclear
WEEPOTS pragram i view of the Pakistani mle o8 a 'froatline’ staie
determing Soviet expansionism. The importance of the Afghanistan
crisis for the militssy elite can be judged by Gereral Zia's remurks
that the: 'Afghens &rc fighting the wor for Pakistan. We must
support them. American interest has been regenessied because of
.ﬂ.l';g_h.un'i:-.'lun. Let ws cash in on this® (Matmuddin: 1992:127% Thus,
in ihe lase 1970s and (980, the poticy olgective of LS, srategists
had oncs again beconse the destabalization of the Soviet Linien wia
Pakistam and Afghanistan (Shah: 1997:34),

Heowever, Soviet jnvesmom ol Afgheantstan provided  an
oppartunity for Pakistan o wage & more offensive policy, The
greal success of General Zia was to moke Woshington endorse, in
the mame of the ‘roll-back’ policy agamst the Soviet Union, his
own decision of p!a:,.irl.gjhe Glamie ol im the region (Olivier Roy
in Jaffrelon {sd ) 2002 151).

Acoording 0 Rizz Mohammoed Khan, the then Foreign
Minisiry"s Direcior of Afghon AfTairs, Pakistan-1L5. relaticonship
baeed om three areas. First and for-most was the 1S, commitmen)
of sconomic ard malitery asssptance e Pakistim, epitomazed in the
five-years, § 32 bilbon package of ecconomic pssistance and
mdlicary sales credits. This represented o top pricsity for the Uniced
Svates also, beecause Fakigtan was now treated 0z a “frontline'" wate
that needed to be strenpthencd. Second was the intetest shared by
ik Unites] Siades and Pakisian in bolsiering the Afphon Reastance
1a keep military pressure on the Soviet Union? la this anen,

_coaoperslion belween the two countfes grew in dimension with
time ng the ressance showed staying power and paised the
backing of conservative lobbies in the Unied Siobes. The thied area

1]
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of cooperotion relnted 10 diplomatic  aclvity cemlered  on
Afghanistan, including the negofintions, which adendified the
United Stntes a5 one of the guarntor states (Kham 1993 lﬁQ-l_?tl].

The Soviel presesce in Afghanistan realized the Pakistun
milinary's ohjective of rejuvenaling LIS, interest in the region. In
1081, the LS, and Paklstan initialed USE3.2 billien worh of
economic and military assistance spread over six years, Tollowed
by 11554 billion over the next six, The LS. supplied Pak’.lgtlarl mﬂ
acphisticated military hardware and provided for the trining an
ﬂatinn of the Pakistani army officer corps. From 1980 1o 1590,
approximately 200 officers were sent for training, abroad and the
majority wenl to the U5, (Shafqa: 1997: 125). _ _

‘The Afghan conflict led the Zin regime, in collaboration wilh
the CIA, to allow thousands of Arsh volunteers to enier Pakistan
and join the anfi-soviet stugghe. Saodi Arabis, the Arab Guli
Sheikhdoma and Egypt participsicd in this venture  with
enthusiasm. The seven Afghan paries based 1n Peshawar were
presenied o the world by the Pakistani establishment as the main
Mujahideen groupings waging the jihed for the liberation of
Afghanisan, The 1SI's hesd of the Afghan Burcau, Brigadier
tuhammad Yousaf, rightly observes that the ‘leaders wens well
aware that without Pakistan's and that meant Ziz's, backing
everything was finished (Yousaf & Adkin: 1952 4. Yousaf
emphasized thet it was a panciple of Pakistani policy that ‘every
coenmmander must belong 1o one of the seven parties; atherwise he
got nothing from us at 151-no0 arms, no ammunition and no
fraimng. Without thess he cowld not exist, so he joined a party,
provided ke could find one by accept him {Fhad: 1902: 40)). The
Pakigtani elite believed thal its secunty was “best assured by
keeping the Soviels fied down in Afghaniston” (Kuox: 2001: 266,
The 151°s Afghan Bureau charged with the responsibifity of
managing the Afghon Jihad was directly responsibla for;

*  Training the Afghan Mujohideen,

= Policy, plonning and organization.

=  Pravision of equipment, weapona and funds supplied by

differznt nations.

Beasides giving assiatance in the form of military hardware aned

instructars, hundreds of Pakistumi regular servicemen were
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providing tctical advice to Afghan resistance pgainst Soviet umy.
Brigadier Yoasaf, whe was directly responsible far operanons and
Mujahickeen altacks inssde Afghanistan, alse suppods this view. He
pointed out as Director of the Afghan Burean of the 151, 71 was
tasked not only with traiming smd arming the Mujahidesn {Sa:!_ldlr:rf
of God), bul plomning their operatioes  inside Mﬁu_msun
{Yousal: 1992 2). Funker he revasled ihe the mastance given by
Paksstam o the bMujshidess in trining, logistes and on Operatians
is well known, Dning my four years some 80,000 Mijahsdeca
were frained; humdreds of thowsands of tones of arms and
Emamumition wers distributed, severnl billiva dollars wenz spens o2
this immense logistic eaercise and 151 s=ams regularly estered
Afpharistan abongside the Mujahideen {Tbid: 1992 4],

Thie, Genersl #is &nd hie fellow gencrals in Pakisian wems
guick b0 recoprize that the Soviet invasen could be wlilized o get
military nid From the United Stases, Playing the role of o “front line
gate” enabled them to strengthen the domestc power positian of
thesir military regime amd to impeove Pakisan’s balancs of powes
with Indin, lamahad hargained skillfully, perodically demanding
upgraded military pid as the price for itz cooperation with CLA i
Afphanistan. The Prkistan-sponscred fsctions of the Afghan
resistance wers also parsung their ram ohjectives, stockpibing vast
quantities of srmament during the war years for us in postwar
Afghan power struggles [Cordovez and Hamison: 1993; 1900,

Geperal Fia hasically initiared (his fad polscy for his persorml
poditical gans becose of two main reasans: frstly, ke wos facing
domestic resistance doe 1o the over ihmowm of the Bhamo's
government and luter an 1bs execution of farmer prime minister.
i wanted fo reduce the Beatic's popalnrity a2 any cost, Secamdly,
he was inferested 1o get istemational suppor (particolary from
Unived Stass) for ihe legilimecy of his nole. Za cleverly wsed 1he
Soviel invaston of Afghanistan for his cwn politics] incerests.

Thus, general Zin weeeaded in his both objectives becawse at
domestic fronl be used the card of Blemisstion or ethnic {ibe rise
of MOM in Sind is best exampbe) and at the internationa] fromt he
had succeeded to convince the United States 1o destabilize the
Soveet Uniom in Alghsnisian through Pakistan. Zia got U.S.
support 10 legitimize his mube and also Pakistan got huge military
and economic aid throughout that peried. Charles H Kennedy
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analyzed this situstion and argued that Zia sucosssfully exploited
the political utility of Islam and promised te implement Mazam-i-
Mustapha (lelamic reforma) just to gein popularity among the
comemon people. His major concern was his cwn survival and 1he
stobility of hig govemment, nod the propagation of Islom, He anly
paid lip service 1o lslam ss far s it could legitimize his rube. Thos,
he used religion as one of the man weapons to pressurize the
oppeaition and o justily the holding of non-party hased elections
{Kennedy, Pocific Affirirs Mo, 63, Sprng [990; &2-TT).

Subsequently, 1o strengthen his prwer and position in the new
civilian ses-up, Zia secared his pofitical furure before the 1983
elections, Fia snnounced his plan for eivilianization of the military
rube on Acgust 12, 983, Tt emvisaged holding of elections &nid
tramsfer of pawer 1o the civillan govemment by March 23, 1983
{Rizvi; 2000: 184). Thus, Zia took the decision of halding national
elections becanse of pressuse from the national peess and political
leaders and its expression through the 1983 MRD agitation. They
demanded wichdrowal of mastial law at the eariest.

Thus, we can argue that Zin succeeded in estublishing &
carefully taslored participatory system through constilutional and
palitical ¢ngipesring and cooption. This wfficial media lermed the
change as the heralding of a democratic era (Rizvic 2000 188
Therefore, Zia hod allowed a nomdnal restoration of cavibian mule,
staging ‘mon-party based slections” hut be reserved the autharity o
dissolve the parliament and call new elections whenever deemed
necedgary, In this regard, Ziring comectly nates that: ‘no significant
regtrictions had been imposed on e Proshdent whe was also the
head of the militory escablishment and in &ia, Pakistan had come
wery close 1o experiencing absofute rule’ (Zinmg: 1959 475)
Initinlly, no changes occumed in the Fareign policy of the country
inder the mew povernmenl. Sahibzads Yagub Al Bhan popularly
known & army's men, coptinued to be the forcign minister of
Pakistan.

On the Afghaniston front the Jumejo govermment initially
followed the policies of 1he Mamial Law Ciovemment since it bod
o co-eaist with General fia as the Preabdent'COAS. Despite the
disrchy In which o weak Pame Mindsier shared power with a
strong President (duz w the 8% Amesdment), the Jumejo
government was able to change ibe smphaiis of the Afghan policy

13
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natwithstanding its dependence on military props. The sirsss was
on the repatristion of Afghan Refogees (ARs) and negotinting with
the Soviel rather than standing up o Moscow and aiming For 2
Mujahideen victory. Junejo began ssering his constitational fobe
and showed independence in a quite but preserving manner io
conduct the business of the state (Mahmuel, The Nation, November
12, 1987). Junejn did not wont his administration merely o
become o showpiece of the military, Furthermore, Junejo’s
independence of action can be scen in adminisirative masiers.
Tunejo took various operaticnal powers in his own hands. The
extent of Tunsjo’s independence of action in administrative miers
and of the concomitant power sirugelie was evident in the top army
and civil nppointmends,

In March, 1987, Jungjo had appointed General Mirza Aslam
Beg to replace the retiring deputy chicl of amyy staff (COAS),
General K. M. Anf, apparently ignosing Zia ul Hag's prefercace
far ancther general to fill this sensitive post. The mos! significant

aspect of Jungjo's performance wad s altitode towards the
political opposition. B was a bieak with the past iradition. The

govemnment was tolerant about the activities of political parties.
Thers wis mo restriction on their political activilies.

O foreign pelicy fromt Juneje was also facing challenges, Zia
had afready got suppart and recagnitien of world because of Soviet
invasion in Afghanistan and Pakistan's role as "frontline state.” He
wanded to project Pakistan's pood image i the world, Junejo
visited s0 many countries like Tarkey, Germany, France and TI5A.
Tunejos wisit o ULS, was very impomant President Reogan
welcomed Junejo and his eniourags &t the White Houss and
nppreciated Pakistan's transition towerds democracy, Both eaders
held talks, the focused arcas were Afghamiztan, nuclear {ssue,
relations with India and narcotics. Reagan supported Pakistan for
its apposition to the Sovier incursion snd pledged his support for
the Afphan refupees (The Mews, Jaly 1%, 1986). Pakistan and the
L5, also signed o Memorandum OF Undesstanding (MO0, Toe the
transfer and protection of strategic advanced technology, which
wis described as & "crowning success™ of Junejo’s visit (Pakistar
Horizon, Karachi: Vol 40, Third Quarterly, 1986: 7). US.
President and ether leaders welcomed the revival of Democracy in
Pakictan.

14
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Tn the case of Afghanistan, Frime Minisier Junsjo asserted has
control over the Afghan policy by removing Sahibeada Yagub in
Movember, 1987, amd appoinding Mr Zain Meormnd zs Minister of
State for Porcign Affairs. After the exit of Sahibzadn Yagub 25
Foreign Minister, who wos seen 35 the President’s man, Gicmeral
Zin feln exclhuded from foredge policy matters and it increased the
confrostation  between  powerful  President amd  wesk  Prime
Minigter, which was hasically started since very beginming. Aler
the hifing of manisl law in the begimning of 1986, there was
growing dissension over malers ranging from minor paints of
prigocal Io major policy lssues like the Oemeva Accords covering
the Afghan conflict {Khan: 1995: 17T8L

In Afghas pelicy the cvilian pame Minister wanid political
solution of the problem and he was in the [avour of Geneva Talks
while Zia and his team were supporting the military option. Juncyo
Iselizved that pesce in Afghanisian is in the long-term interess of
Pakistun's secumty, That's why Junejo was interested in an
immediste political settlemem of Afghan crisis, becauss Afghan
crisia hd direct negative implications on Paklsian,

The Public. medis and poditical forces reseniment againgt (he
Zin's Afphan policy mcreased pressure on JUnCE's gOVEMIMEnT (n
favonr of an early sectbement. Jurejo nrpesd that “the Afghan issug
is a polibcal (ssoe, Therefare, it demanded a pelitical solution. The
Soviet willingness o withdrew from Afghoniston had presented
with an apporunity that would be impnaxdent to lose (e Narion, 5
February 95T Thus, Jumep serously stared the diplumntic
cfforts in corly 1987 1o serds the Afghapdsian problem through
Gepeva tolks Here we are giving bricl over wiew of Gepeva
negatiations, which would be helpful in umderstanding the positian
and stand of Pakiston and also the role of Prime Minister Junejo in
the signing of Geneva Accoeds
Geneva Acconds 1985

The Geneva Accords represented the poditical seitlement of
Afghaniaten problens. Thess negotiztions had seveml mounds, The
first round started om June 16, 1982, and the final round was
concladed on Aprl 17, 1988, The comtracting parties of the
Avcords were the 1.5, Soviet Union (who acted a8 guarantors),
Pakistan and Afghamistan,
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LIt efforis bo promows a political solubion begas in eemos wWith
the appointment of Déego Cordovez, o senior UN official from
Eeuslor, as the personal representative of the Secretary Ceaeral in
je8l. He found the siluabion rsbet bizare. Before he could
gomvene the [irst Cieneyva meeting, Iran declined 1o panticigabs
arguing that the Soviet withdrawal should be anconditional, and
Pakistan was unwilling o meet with ihe Afghon regima which in
did not recognize. Cordover had o persusde Kabul o agree to
indirect talks. The Soviet Union refused 1o join talks taking the
podithon that its forces entered Afghanistan ot Kabul's invitation
ard would he withdrswn when Eabul o longer wanted thei
presence, bul it sent high-level offictals to Geneva to be available
for comseltation {Khon; 2007 161}

The (eneva peace process was the result of the efforts of the
UN Secrefary General and his representative Diege Cordovez, TU
was only after shutling from capital to capital for several years
that Cordovez siscceeded in bringing the representatives of Kabul
and Islamabad 10 Geseva ia June, 1982,

After this initiaiive, there wene many other rounds of 1slks for
gepking a pesceful setibement of the Afghan issue, The first round
of indirect tulks between Afghanisian and Pakistan in June, 1982
through the United Nations intermediary could mot accomplish
more than a skewchy unnotated apends, and for the most par

leed with complicuted issaes of logitimacy, recogmition, and
Focws standi (legal stancing) (Khan: 1993; 93),

The Afghan focused oo ditect talks, a bilateral agresment with
Pakiszan on neninterference, and international guarantees Fmited
tor nominterference, For them, withdrawal was owlside the purview
of the UN negotiations. For the Pakistani negotiaters, their mon-
recognition of the Kabal governmment—formally tied to the OIC
pagition—iuled out the signing of @ bilateral agreement. Pakisian
deaired & balanced, comprehensive selifement that provided for
irreversible wathdrawal within o shon time frame and guarambess 0
cover the entine seltlement, [f msested on UN consuliations. with
“Afghan refugeed”—a cupbemism for the Peshawar based Afghan

groups—and remained preoccupied with imlernal aspect of the
Afghan conflice (Thid). Cordovez successfully pressed the two
sides in the 1983 April and June rounds of Geneva talks to agrec
o the components of 3 comprehensive settberent. These included
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un agreement on nen-intererenos arl mom-intervention, guarmniees
by rhird sistcs, and amengements for the volenory relum of
refuigees.

Signals of Soviet intgrest in withdrmwal began appearing if
1985, and became clearer in their disection with the possage of
time. Esch time, however, they served 1o emphasize intent and baft
wital questions of detsil unaddressed, They gave the impression aof
mavemnent in the Soviet position. bat stopped shor of revealing the
extend tp which ihe Soviets were willing 1o compromise an either
{ime frame or the isdee of fulure government in Kabul, The mwast
sutharitative signals came from Gorbachey imsell. In addition,
the Soviel media, as well as official and nanoflicial comments,
indicaled changes in Sowel autlook and policy {Tbid- L77-178)

Cinrhachey's coming 1o power had brought aboul chnnge in
Soviet policy as Moscow gradually pulled biack from its previously
‘hard-line' posidon on Afghanistan fram late 1986 By late 1956,
the tex1 of the agreemenis having becn all bus Mnalized, Cordoves
remmarked: it {is) now e for the ficst time that the only e
remaining (is) the question of the imeframe (for the withdrawnl of
Soviet forces from Afphanistan} (Fuhin: 1995 771 Thmmghout
1987, the focus of mepolintions kept moving between cfforts 1o
finalize the Geneva setilement with an agreed Lime frame. Sowdets
wanded 15 maonths for withdrawal. Gorbechey annpunced, al &

confereace in Washington on December 10, 1987, that the
Soviel forces would withdraw from Afghanistan within twelve
munths of the conclusion of Geneva Accords, ond furiher. thot
during that period the forces would mod emgags in combal.

Gurbachey also delinked the guesuon of withdrawal from an
snsermal settlement m Afghanisian, Though he reaffirmed support
for “a coalition on the basis of maticasl reconcilistion and the
realities of the situation,” (Khan: 1963: 234),

The approaching end to the Geneva negotialing  process
generated mfense comtroversy over fhe isiues of o pre-scibement
interim government and the cutoff supplies to the Mujahideen

implied in the negosiated text Zia ul Hag felt patmancuvered By
the Washinzion summil and purved with determinstion ihe
objective of an intenm govemment {Thed: 19903; 242). Zia ul Hag
had complained that the United States 2nd the Soviet Union had
arrivied at an ngreement on Afghan issue and “Pakistan (had] had
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its reputation smearcd in the bargain” (The Narion, Lahore, 21
Fehruary L9AS),

According o Cordovez ‘the Pakistani leaders were mol
unamimeus during 1987, with respect to the type of postwar
Afghsn government that wonibd best perve Pakistand inderesls, The
151 was mare detenmaned than ever w insiall o fundamentalist-
desninated regime thal it sssumed would be closely linked o
[slamnabad. Ceneral Akhtar Rebiman Ehan, the 151 Direcior, argued
that talk of poditical compramise would dempen the fighting spirit
af the resisance proups. Fuﬂ:;gn Minister Yagqub Kham, on tha
ather hand, meiniaingd that a stable transition without Bloodshed
audd be schigved anly theough a coalition that gave a key mle 1o
moderate mesistance elements and included PIXPA pasticipabion
Majibullal, in this scesario, would be replaced by n neutral
persanality [(Cordover nnd Harrison: 1995 2560

The U5, differed from Pakistan on this issue and showed oo
imlerest in promating an idea of formsicn of an inlerim
governmment in Afphanisian, To olign kimssIf with view of the twe
super powers, Junejo wiinbsd lo sps e Gepeva Acconds withoul
introducing amy new clement & this final slage. On tha ather b,
President Zia wanted to put in the clause of an imterim governmend
Bebare wilhdrawal.

Thus, disagresment arese belwesn Zia and Juneje on their
apprabches to the Afghan crisis, Nevenbeless, Jupsjo urged bath
1he super powerd to e e good aflices 1o indecd a EOVEImETL
in Kahul ascceptable io Afghan poople before the  Sovie
withdrawal. He instructed Faln Moosami, Pokistan's Miniswer of
Stale for Foreagn Aflzirs, nol o Jl;ip ke agreament just el
{Matiruddin: 154 : 520,

Meznwhile, the Prime Mimsier convened o mesting of
prominent leaders of the opposition in Islnmobed, and discussed
the .ﬁ.fghiln siluation prior io .5j.g|'|||'|'g_ the Geneva Accords (Burki;
1991: B4). Mineteen lesders from all major political parties
atfended the conference. The main issue was whether Pakistsn
sh_l:ﬂ.lhl ingist on the ﬁ:nt!'m.l.inn of &n irierim government before the
withdrawnl of |:|1.=-.E-|;|-'|.'|i:.|: troops or not. The majordly of speakers
thought that the stlpulition of formation of a0 interim government
wouald just delay the departare of the Soviet farces {The Nanima,
March 7, 1988), Thus, Zain Nearuni sxd in & press conference in
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lepeva om March 16, that the issme of formation af inEsm
govermmest and the signaane on the Geneva Acconds were not
linked (Choudhry, Pekisen Horion Quarrerly, Vol, XL April
198%: 1), The kistory of the comples negolistions cubmingted in
the Geneva Acconds of Apnl, 1983,

Fimally on April 14, 1988, the Foreign Ministers of
Afghamistan, Pakistan and the Soviet Uniom, and the US Secretary
af St signed the Oemeva accords on Afghanistan. The Usited
Stutes and the Sovier Union sipned as co-guasantors of the main
agreement betwesn  Afghanistan and Pokistan (representing the
Wugjakiden].

The stapge was thus set for the signing of the Geneva Accords,
In o press conference on April §, Condovez promptly scheduled the
ceremony for April 14, The signing ceremony was & grand
oconsion for the United Nations. Perex de Cuellar ond
Shevardnadze arrived a day earlier, while Shultz resched Creneva
an the moming of April 14, The amanpements for the signing
ceremony were mebculows, timed o the mimse, with & lbrief
webcome by the secretary general and equslly brief concluding
remarks. Accleiming the diplomatic effort, the secretary general
lasded the spreements, staing that they “lay the basis for the
exercise by all Afghm of the night 1w seli-deerminaion” and
represented” & major stride in the effort o bmng peace (o
Afghaniezan,”

The Geneva Accords wers opned which consisted of following
four instruments: Insument 1. [e wes signed betwesn Pakistan and
Afghenisten pertained o the prnciples of mutual relations, in
particular on nen-imerference &nd non-intervention in cach other
internal affairs, Instrumend 2, It wes signed between the USSR ond
54 which concusred givieg of pusrasiecs by both  ihe
superpowers that there woald be no intervention of interference in
lhe tnbermal affairs ab e high coniracting pasties. Instrament 3, 1t
wos signed between Pakistan ard Afghandston on wolunary returm
of refogess, which was vitally imporand for Pakistan. Enstrament
4, It was signed between USSE and Afghanisian specifving the
time frame for the withdrawnl of the Soviet moops from
Alghanistan. The de-indusstion was to commence on May 15, and
the Soviet military contingents was 1o be totlly pulled ot within %
months with one bulf leaving Afghanistan by August 15, 1983,
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The agreement provided for the withdrwwal of the estimated
115000 sovier troops From Afghanistan heginning May 15,1988,
and ending nine months later: the woluntary and safe retum of
some five million refugees and o bilateral agreement between
Afghanistan ond Pakistan pledging nom-rervention and non-
interference in each others’ affairs. The obligotions undertaken by
the guarantors were ‘symmetrical” allowing the Unitedh Srates 1o
aid the Mujahideen if the Soviel Union continged 10 sid the Kabul
regime [Ali; J001:384).

The Geneva Accords were widely eriticized by its text and
regarded il not satisfactory. The ULS. Secretary of State George
Shultz did not view the Gensva Accords to be perfect. Howsver,
he thaught that it could “achicve imporant ends’ (Khalee/ Times,
April 15, 1988), He siated that the U.S. did et recogmize the
Kabul regime as the legitimate government of Afghsnistan and
reserved for iseli the right to support Afghan parties it had
supparied. Mevertheless, he called for ‘balonce rescrabng’ by all
parties ([bid).

Junejo addressing a joint sitting of parlinment said that he was
agreed that the present sccord signed by Pakistan could not be
termed as compnehensve or excellen document. But, keeping in
view the given situation, there could have been no better option
(Pakistan Times, April 21, 1988 While Zia in his address o the
partizment said that 21l doubts has been removed. He called the
Geneva Accond n “historiz event’ (Dawa, April 21, 1989E],

Hewever, the issug of ‘Pakhtunistan” and that of “Durand Line”
had bear central objectives of Pakisian®s forzign policy sincs 1547,
and were second only 10 the task of coping with the Indian threas.
Thwe Geneva Accordds did nod address these issues; therefore, some
people in Pakisten believe that Pakistan lost a golden opportunity
in schicving the recognition of the Durand Line s the internal
boeder betwesn the twoe countmes throwph the sccord.

A rift was cresied berween Zia and Junejo when the Prime
Minister ordered an ingquiry imto an esplosien st @ mahitary
ammunition depot at Ojhn near Rawalpindi in April, 1988, in
which humdreds of inmocent people died. There was also civil-
military dsagreement on the Afghan policy (Siddiqa: 200T: 87,
Howewver, Zia was abready nof sasfied with Prime Minisoer, bat,
the Genevi acconds paid way 10 General Zia, 1o dismiss his own
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nomanated Prome  Mimster, Comscguently, on May 28, 98§
Presidenl Zia dismassed e Jupejo governmenl and dissolved the
Matianal Assermbly,

Tunejo was pusished for trying oul his position as an elecied
chief executive of the country. He did nol make allowances for &
President wiho had been the militery nuler of the country for eleven
years, and who had got him elected & the Prime Minsster based on
tlut assumpison that he (Junejo} would seek the President™s blessing
on all majes issues. Zia later on anmounced November 16, 1986, as
the date for fresh national elections, maeh Beyond the mandatory
persod of nimety days (Khan: 1995; 1749), Between May, 1988, and
August, 1988, General #in and his ‘club’ were again at cenler stage
im colling 1be ghats in the Pak-Afghan droma, Additionally, Za's
Afghan policy had lomg-term segative mmplicstions. The suppart
lent tl}' Fia io the Mghll'l resislanos movement prndl.l:l:d: | pa:'al!-:l
arms and drug economy with ssrious mplications for the fragile
weave of Pakistan's aocial fabric (Kakbusejn: 2000: 1005,

Subsequenily, Fin regime bore & number of serious domsatic
repercussions  for  Pakistan.  Fiestly, the  forcipn  assisiance
swengihened the military regime in the internal context, allowing
Zin to stay in power, Secondly, Zia's close ties with the religious
forces became the cowse of fundamentalizm, redicalism and
extremism in Pakisian, Thirdly, the Afphon refugees crented
demographsc imbalance in NWTFP and Balochistan, The basic goal
of the Zia regime i the late 19605 contingcd & revolve around the
need to instzll o pro-Pokistan govemement in Kabal, Zia chearly
outhined this stance to & LS. joumalist: “We have casmed right to
have a friendly government in Kahul, We won't permit it wo be like
it was before, with Indian and Soviet influence there and claims 1o
our tersitory. 18 will be a real Islamic State, past of & pan-Tslamsc
revival, that will one doy win over the Muslims in the Sovie
Unkon, yoo wil] ses.”

General Muhammad Zia-ul-Haq was killed along with 37 high
ranking Pakistani military officisls including the architect of the

Jinad, the IS1 Chief, General Akhtar Abdur Rahmar, in a planc
':Ar;i‘ ““ﬂ;m“EU"-] 17, 1988, The plane, which also carmied the 1.5,

s iy Pakistan a I il i ]

allegrly sibotaged, nd o sendor (LS, military odviser, was
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Howewer, Zin left hehind a lepacy that ingluded the creation of
lihndi  orgamizations, which would be the couse of grenter
instability mot only for the South snd Southwesiern Asian region
bt alsa for (the world a8 & wisole fos yenrs o come. Al hiodass, the
Fia regime propelied religion inlo palitics, facilitating divisiveness
el seclarianism in Pakstan's (ssiporous body politic. Mo
impartantly, the Zia era sow the culminstion of the military’s
hegernonic control over the Pakistani staie that had begun i the
il 5

The decsde long struggle against the Soviet army beginning in
1979, promoted pervasive militarzation, what some call a
Kalashrikov culiure, throughout Pakistan, ond especially in the
provinces bordering Afphanistan, The Mudrassas did not escape
this, many of them teok Afghan refugees as stodents, Additionally,
the Pakistani and US. govemments used the Madrassas and
infuenced thedr curmiculum to intentionally encowraged students to
engage in secearlan militaney,

As 8 result of these varous forces, jihad [strugale] i
undersiond by much of a generstion of Madrassa studenis not as a
personal straggle against the forces that prevent one from living
faithfully, but as a violent struggle for the imposition of an lelamic
state wpon society (Chrstopher Cendland in Charles H. Kensedy
(ed, ) 2006: 23X,

The full impact of Pakigtani sponsorship of radical lslamism
would come bo realization in the afermath of the Sowviet
withdrawal when Afghanistan become o battleground of vasious
regional powers vying for influcnee in this simategically located
country. In this context, Pakistan's policy of supporting Pakhiun
Islomists contriboted in accenfuating intec-ethnic conflice in
Afghanistan that resulted in fosiering violent intemal warfare in
this country in the peat-Soviet eru,

The Afghan War had grave implicaticns for the intemal ond
external security of Pokistan becouse of the huge influx of Afghon
refugees who not only created polifical. economic, social
epvironmental and ecological problems, bt also posed an
nkarming threal jo Pakiston's security.

In many areas of the country, the refugees have destroyed the
ecological balance, causing desertification and conseguent anil
erosion, and promoted drug trafficking, o Kalashnikev culture,
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sectaftanicm, and endless baw and order problems. This larpe
pumber of Afghans, not all of whom wese genuine refugees, had a
very ndverse effect on the sncin-economie conditions and Inw mnd
poder situstion in the country. Thie impact is still being faced
(Khan: 199%: 168

Coneclusion

Pakistan and Afghanistan relabions have been sirined since the
Partiion of the India. The bone of contzntion wis the border
separating the two eountries the Durimd Line and the Pakhtunistan
igsue, Therefore, imtially, there were two main objectives of
Prkigtan's Afghan policy: senlement of dispute on Durand Line as
an imernational boundary and reconciliation over the Pakhtunistan
bsawe, Thus, the two coundries relationship has gone throwgh many
ups ard downs from 1947 to 1977, Military junin in Pakistan
believed, a5 & result of Soviet intervention o Afghanistan,
Paltistan became sindwiched between Soviet ally India onad Soviel
controlled  Afghanistan, hereby creating an extreme sense of
inscourity in Islamabmd. General Fia cleverly exploied this
situation by giving the reason of Soviet ‘expansionism’ towards
the South. Pakistan demanded fos the safeguanding of 115 termitorial
indegrity and security from posed threat of Sovier Afghanistan, and
1o ensume the withdrsawal ol Sasiel forces [rom  Afghamistan,
Gemeral Fia decided for Pakistan to play the role of 3 “frontline
siake’ against Soviet occupation of Afghanistan. Subseguently,
General Fa  introduced  Dhad  policy. TSI wok the sole
respoasbility of Jihad operation under the patronzsge of CIA, The
IS was respongible of managing the Afghan Jibad in mony ways
like iraining, policy planming, organization of fighting groups,
weapons and funds lc

In Febrsary, 1989, Soviet wtoops, defeoled and frostrated,
withdrew from Afghanistan and Sovier Union went indo sullen
1zolation. The geal of securing a withdrawal of Soviet forces was
achieved in February, 1989, through Ceneva Accords but the goals
of the retumn of refupess. ceszation af hostilities rmd formation of
friendly and pro-Pakistani povernment in Kabul were n00 aiained,
Zia's Afghan policy hed |ong-lerm megative implications on
Fﬂust.aru state and m:_rr.lE-E}‘ Iske: arms proliferalion, drug economy,
wectarianism. cormapiion, 131 and Military involvement in palicy

3



making ancl pul:il.a-i.': afl the coantry, Finally, peeeml Zia's ;|hu;1
pulil;:,.' resulted in civil war and Talibanization of Afghamnision asd
also the Talthanization of some pars of Pakistam, Thersfore,
fumher, i pesds o investigate the implications of General Zia™s
jihad palicy on Pakisany siaie snd socioly.
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