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Pakistan and the European Union

I am delighted to present the third report of the year 2007. This report is unique as it contains 
record of the two significant issues. The first relates to the visit of an E.U. delegation to Pakistan 
and the other is based on the meeting with the delegation of Commonwealth Parliamentary 
Association (UK Branch).

The importance of EU as a significant player in the international politics is obvious to all. Pakistan 
attaches highest importance to forging close relations with EU, which already is Pakistan’s top 
trade partner. EU also has great capacity to bear on the issues of peace on war in our region. 
As more pro-active role on Kashmir by EU can change the political landscape of South Asia. 
EU may already be working in that direction, as is evident from the Emma Nicholson’s report 
on Kashmir and its adoption by Foreign Affairs Committee of the European Parliament.

The Report on “Pakistan and the European Union” is equally interesting and important. There 
is not enough documentation available on Pakistan EU cooperation despite its key role in the 
regional politics.

The Committee is happy that it has been consistent in its commitments towards improving 
Pakistan’s image abroad and developing the closest relations with these countries. In a globalized 
world, we have to keep pace with the contemporary trends and develop close and correct 
understanding of the perspectives of different countries on major international issues and seek 
convergence.

Peace and security are indivisible. Development is a global agenda. In pursuance of these 
aims, Pakistan is committed to surge ahead and make its humble contribution.	

I am confident that this Report will be received as enthusiastically as the past ones.	

Wishing you a happy reading,

From the Chairman’s Desk

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed
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A 10–member delegation of the European 
Parliament visited Pakistan and held a meeting 
with the Foreign Affairs Committees of the Senate 
and National Assembly on December 17, 2006 
at the Parliament House. 

Senator Mushahid Hussain welcomed the 
delegation and stated that Pakistan has 
maintained close relations with the European 
Union and in that close rapport, representative 
institutions, democracy and human rights were 
important factors. He focused his talk on two 
areas. Discussing the regional situation, he said 
that the region has become exciting with Pakistan 
being the pivotal player. The confluence of three 
regions, namely China, South Asia and Central 
Asia, was driven by economy and energy. China 
and Japan are observers of SAARC while 
Afghanistan is now a member of SAARC. 
Pakistan, India and Iran are observers at SCO 
which include China, Russia, Uzbekistan, 
Kyrgizistan, Kazakhstan and Tajikistan. A number 
of pipeline projects are in the offing which 
includes the Turkmenistan-Afghanistan-Pakistan 
(TAP) pipeline, the Iran-Pakistan-India (IPI) 
pipeline and the Qatar-Pakistan pipeline. The 
region is opening up in a manner not seen in 
the last 50 years. 

Secondly, he touched upon Pakistan’s 
perspective in the international context and 
President Musharraf’s doctrine of enlightened 
moderation. The President had enunciated the 
doctrine in October, 2003 at the 10th Islamic 
Summit in Malaysia. According to him, there are 
two aspects of the doctrine. One is that there 
are problems of the Muslim world which need 
to be resolved by the Muslims themselves. 
Secondly, there are problems which the West 
and the international community have to resolve 

because there are roots of injustice, deprivation 
and people are denied their fundamental rights 
including the right of self determination. Senator 
Mushahid Hussain said that whenever there are 
talks on terrorism and campaign against 
terrorism, these elements should be included. 
Pakistan hopes that the Europe, being a part of 
the quartet, would play a proactive role in solving 
the Kashmir problem. If the Europe contributes 
to the resolution of these long standing disputes 
like Kashmir and Palestine, it would help in 
ensuring and enduring stability, peace and 
security in the world. 

Dr. Muhammad Farooq Sattar stated that 
Pakistan is keen to see the implementation of 
the third generation agreement between Pakistan 
and the European Union so that hindrances in 
trade relations are removed. He stated that in 
Pakistan most of the political parties were trying 
to rise above party lines to reincarnate the 
Pakistan that was founded by the father and 
leader of this country, Quaid-e-Azam Muhammad 
Ali Jinnah. A Pakistan which should have been 
progressive, liberal and moderate. The most 
recent example of that is the enactment of the 
women protection bill, which removed some of 
the discriminatory black and anti women laws 
promulgated in 1985. Pakistan will move on to 
continue with implementing the idea of 
enlightened moderation.

He also informed that a six-member delegation 
of his party recently visited India to stress the 
point on the Indian Government that the people 
of South Asia have a dream of South Asian 
fraternity. Manmohan Singh reciprocated that 
his dream of this region prospering and becoming 
an economic bloc would come true. And that 
the people of South Asia shared a common
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destiny and a common goal. Secondly, the MQM 
delegation emphasized that the composite 
dialogue should be related to some kind of a 
time frame which would convey a very clear 
message to the people that it was not lip service 
only. Thirdly, the MQM emphasized that after 
the confidence building measures, the 
contentious issue would definitely be taken up 
and at that point in time the two sides would 
have to demonstrate flexibility and if that was 
not possible, at least an interim solution which 
looks like a complete solution should be found, 
thus paving the way for a permanent solution at 
a later stage. The Indian Government agreed 
with this however, there may be some reluctance 
on the Indian side on the track-II diplomacy.	 

Mr. Josef Leinen stated that Pakistan should 
look for closer cooperation in South Asia as 
Europe has done in its region. In the 21st century 
borders are irrelevant and economy and 
technology are the norm. There must be a vision 
that South Asia is an important part of the world 
and it should shape its future together and not 
one against the other. He informed that the 
Germany is taking over the E.U. Presidency next 
month and E.U. will try to have a new approach 
to Middle East peace process. German 
Presidency is keen to play a bigger role for 
Europe in this region and to help to stabilize the 
situation. 

Mr. Phillippe Kamaris stated that the visit was 
very important for the delegation because it had 
to gain better understanding of the situation in 
Afghanistan and relations between Pakistan and 
Afghanistan. For this, the delegation visited some 
refugee camps and a Madrassah in Peshawar. 
The European Union was keen to exert pressure 
on SAARC countries to improve their cooperation 
and to tighten their bonds so as to smoothen 
the negotiations in regions where tension exists. 

Mr. Edward McMillan stated that Europe had 
learnt that religion should reform politics but 
should not dictate politics and suggested that 
Pakistan should learn from that experience.	

Mr. Sajjad Karim stated that India was talking 
to the US about nuclear energy while, at the 
same time, it was discussing energy supplies 
with Iran. There were strained relations between 
the US and Iran on the nuclear issue, but the 
common denominator was Pakistan. He inquired 
about Pakistan’s position in that regard. He 
asked why so much private investment was 
coming to Pakistan, as compared to India which 
was a bigger market.

Mr. Robert Evens asked what measures the 
women Parliamentarians in Pakistan have taken 
to engage women in the voting process and to 
encourage them to vote and think independently. 
He also asked if the voting age was being 
reduced to bring more people to the polling 
booth. 

Senator Mushahid Hussain stated that since 
2000, the voting age has already been lowered 
to 18 years. Responding to questions on 
Afghanistan, he said that since 1979, Pakistan 
has hosted 3.5 million refugees at the peak level 
of which 2.5 million still remain in Pakistan. One 
aspect which was very positive about these 
refugees was that there is goodwill for Pakistan 
among Afghans who lived in the country. After 
their return, they have an Afghanistan Cricket 
Team and an Afghanistan Cricket Association. 
However, on the political side the situation was 
deteriorating and Pakistan was being used as 
a convenient scapegoat for the mistakes and 
failures of the West and the policies of Mr. Karzai. 
Pakistan was trying to avoid the blame game. 
Pakistan feels that the commitment made to 
Afghanistan, whether in terms of money or 
otherwise, should be kept. If that is not done, it
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will demonstrate that the commitment is wavering 
and that the West will, like in the past, walk 
away.

Responding to the nuclear question, he stated 
that double standards should be avoided. The 
nuclear programme of Pakistan is given a 
religious colour while the Indian, British, French, 
American or the Russian bomb has no flavour. 
If Palestine issue is resolved, 80 percent of the 
cleavage between the Muslim world and the 
West would disappear. He welcomed the coming 
together of Europe, but the Muslim world felt a 
certain sense of camaraderie that was not 
something which was negative or anti-West and 
should not be perceived in that light. Soon after 
the joint Jihad against USSR, Mr. Huntington 
presented his doctrine of the clash of civilizations. 
These concepts were disturbing and showed 
that these are not inspired by religion, but politics. 
Pakistanis, he said, were heartened by public 
opinion in the Europe, before the Iraq war, when 
demonstrations were held in London, Paris, 
Berlin, Madrid and Rome against the war which 
conveyed the message to the Muslims that it 
was not a situation of clash of civilizations. 
Recently, the BJP massacred 2000 Muslims in 
Gujarat but not a single Hindu was touched in 
Pakistan. 

Dr. Farooq Sattar responded to the energy 
question and stated that, unfortunately, the 
legacy of the past and the given bitterness 
between Pakistan and India is going to haunt 
any of the two trying to acquire energy in any 
form. There could be a possibility of misuse of 
that kind of energy. This could create some kind 
of imbalance between the two countries. Our 
Foreign Office has not reacted strongly to the 
India – US energy deal. It is only the 
Parliamentarians who came out with their 
concerns about imbalance in the region. Pakistan 
will look to China or some other country for 

meeting its energy requirements. Regarding 
misperceptions about Pakistan, he said that 
investors had come to value the policies of 
Pakistan, though these may not have filtered 
down through the media to the people who are 
in the services sector of the European Union. 	

Dr. Donya Aziz, while responding to the question 
related to women issues, stated that Pakistani 
women never had to struggle for their rights 
because the Constitution of Pakistan has been 
protecting their rights since 1947. Unfortunately, 
some problems do arise in terms of some specific 
cultural and social limitations that women face. 
The cause of their comparatively restricted 
mobility in the elections may be due to the non 
possession of a National Identification Card 
which was a prerequisite for registering a vote. 
The present government of Pakistan has 
empowered women in the political field as 33 
percent of the seats at the local level and 17 
percent in the provincial as well as the National 
Assembly have been reserved for women, which 
are filled by proportionate representation. Women 
empowerment was awarded by our religion 1500 
years ago. Muslim women have the right to vote, 
have the right to inheritance and have the right 
to divorce and to actively participate in society 
at large. The social customs which have restricted 
women on many counts have been removed by 
the Women Protection Bill passed by the 
Parliament very recently. Moreover, in the past 
4 years there has been a mushroom growth of 
private TV channels which cover political issues 
and young people, including women, because 
their interaction with media are becoming more 
and more interested and involved in politics.	 

The meeting concluded with exchange of 
mementoes.
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Participants of the Meeting

December 17, 2006

Senate Foreign Relations Committee meeting with a 10 member 
delegation of the European Parliament to discuss relations 

between Pakistan and the European Union

A meeting of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee with a 10-member delegation of the European 
Parliament was held on Sunday, December 17, 2006 at 8.30 p.m. at the Parliament House, Islamabad 
to discuss relations between Pakistan and the European Union.

The following attended the meeting from Pakistan side:-

1.	 Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed		 Chairman
2.	 Senator Wasim Sajjad				 Member
3.	 Senator Jan Muhammad Jamali			 Deputy Chairman Senate
4.	 Dr. Muhammad Farooq Sattar			 Member, National Assembly
5.	 Dr. Donya Aziz					 Member, National Assembly
6.	 Ms. Fiza Junejo					 Member, National Assembly
7.	 Mr. Sher Akbar					 Member, National Assembly
8.	 Malik Zaheer Abbas Khokhar			 Member, National Assembly
9.	 Mr. Ijaz Chaudhry				 Member, National Assembly
10.	 Ms. Afshan Imran				 Member, Provincial Assembly of Sindh

1.	 Mr. Sajjad Karim					 Alde (UK)
2.	 Mr. M. Jaromir Kohlicek				 Greek Rep.
3.	 Mr. Jim Nicholson				 Pre De UK
4.	 Mr. Roberk Evans				 PSE UK
5.	 Mr. Edward McMillan – Scott			 PPE De UK
6.	 Mr. Josef Leinen					 PSE Germany
7.	 Philippe Kamaris					 Administrator delegation
8.	 Ms. Claudia Schwendenwein			 Administrator Assistant
9.	 Mr. Jan De Kok					 E.U. Ambassador to Pakistan

The following members of the European Union attended the meeting:-
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Chairmen of the Foreign Relations Committees and MPs of Pakistan Parliament with the EU Parliamentarians.

Delegates of the European Parliament.



Proceedings of the Meeting

Senate Foreign Relations Committee meeting
with the delegation of the European Parliament

(Verbatim Record)

November 17, 2006
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Vebatim Record

Proceedings of the meeting

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: In my 
opening remarks, I will just say; a very warm 
welcome to the delegation of the European 
Parliament! We want to have very close relations 
with the European Union and I am glad that, in 

this rapport and relationship between Pakistan 
and Europe, representative institutions, 
democracy and human rights are important 
factors, because you are talking to the elected 
members of the Pakistan Parliament and we are

“….even the European public opinion is opposed to a war in Iraq which is illegal and immoral and unjust because it was without 
UN sanction and, of course, also shows that extremism and terrorism have no religion”. (Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed)

Senate Foreign Relations Committee meeting with the delegation of the
European Parliament (December 17, 2006)
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talking to the elected members of the European 
Parliament. We, of course, want a very close 
relationship in the fields of politics and economy 
with the EU, which we have already discussed 
yesterday. I just focus on two or three areas, 
because I do not want to repeat what I said 
yesterday and Dr. Farooq Sattar has just come 
back from a very high profile, important visit to 
India and I think you would like to hear to what 
he has to say. He was leading a delegation of 
his party and he met the Indian leadership at all 
levels on the peace process and relations with 
India. I think he would be the right person to 
brief you on that.

I want to focus on two or three basic areas. 
Number one; this region is a very exciting region 
today and Pakistan is a pivotal player in the 
region. You have seen the confluence of three 
regions; China, South Asia and Central Asia; 
and this regionalism is being driven primarily by 
economy and energy. China, today, is an 
observer of the SAARC (South Asian Association 
for Regional Cooperation) and so is Japan. 
Afghanistan is a member of SAARC. Pakistan 
is a member of the Shanghai Cooperation 
Organization (SCO) which includes China, 
Russia, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan, Kazakhstan 
and Tajikistan while India and Iran are observers 
of SCO. This area is opening up, which was 
demonstrated by the recent visit in the last month 
by President Hu Jintao of China. 

A number of Pipeline projects are in the offing: 
Turkmenistan–Afghanistan–Pakistan(TAP), 
Qatar–Pakistan, and Iran–Pakistan–India(IPI). 
In fact, there is so much talk of pipelines that 
now people are jokingly referring to them as 
Pipelinistan in the offing. So, this is a very exciting 
area and Pakistan is a pivotal player. We are 
the shortest route for the Central Asian Republics 
and we also want to be the energy corridor for 
China’s import of energy from Africa and the 

Middle East. So, this is very positive 
development. Pakistan is also playing a good 
role with India, Afghanistan and the region itself. 
So, the region is opening up in a manner it has 
never opened up in the last 50 years. This is 
one very good development.

The second aspect, I want to touch upon, is the 
issue of Pakistan’s perspective in the international 
context and President Musharraf’s worldview 
vis-à'e0-vis enlightened moderation. On your 
desk, you will see two reports of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee. One is Report 
No.11, which is our recent dialogue with the 
Dutch Foreign Minister, Dr. Bott, who visited 
Islamabad, and with the Russian Duma, our 
counterparts there. The other Report is on 
“Enlightened Moderation”. President Musharraf, 
in October 2003 at the Malaysia Islamic Summit, 
enunciated his doctrine of enlightened 
moderation where he said that there are two 
problems of that. One is that there are problems 
of the Muslim world which we need to resolve 
ourselves as Muslims, but secondly, there are 
problems which the West, the Europe, the USA 
and the international community have to resolve 
because there are roots of injustice and 
deprivation. This is because the people are 
denied their fundamental rights, the right of self-
determination; like the people of Kashmir, despite 
UN Resolutions; the people of Palestine, and 
frankly, we even feel that Iraq is currently under 
military occupation and there have been 
elections, but there has to be a resolution of 
those issues. So, the West has responsibility 
also. When you talk of terrorism and the 
campaign against terrorism, it should include 
these elements. So in that context, we feel that 
there is collective responsibility of the West 
because you know otherwise it becomes a ‘them 
vs. us’ scenario and we were very heartened by 
public opinion in Europe, specially before the 
Iraq war the stand that was taken by
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demonstrations in London, Berlin, Madrid, Rome 
and Paris against the war which conveyed the 
message to the Muslim masses that it is not a 
clash of civilizations that even the European 
public opinion is opposed to a war in Iraq which 
is illegal and immoral and unjust because it was 
without UN sanction and, of course, also shows 
that extremism and terrorism have no religion.

I was recently in London and I was being 
interviewed by the BBC and, as I have mentioned 
earlier, one of the Indian retired Generals was 
there and he said to me, “Oh! You Pakistanis, 
you have the Islamic bomb”. I said, “General! I 
never realized that bombs also have religions 
because by that reckoning you should have the 
vegetarian bomb”. So, we feel that on the whole 
the Europe, being part of the quartet, is playing 
a role and we hope that it will play a more pro-
active role in Kashmir also. This would be one 
of the force multipliers in Pakistan’s relationship 
with Europe and if Europe contributes to the 
resolution of these longstanding disputes, like 
Kashmir and Palestine, it would help in ensuring 
the enduring stability and peace and security 
there. So, I will like to close on that and I would 
like to pass on the mike to my colleague Dr. 
Farooq Sattar.

Dr. Muhammad Farooq Sattar: Thank you very 
much, Mushahid Hussain. I would also like to 
accord a very warm welcome to all the members 
of the European Union Parliament to this joint 
meeting of the Foreign Affairs Committees of 
both the Upper and the Lower Houses of 
Pakistan Parliament. I have a few words to say 
on the relations of Pakistan with European Union. 
The importance cannot be overstated, as all of 
us know that the European Union is our largest 
trading partner. It is also the largest direct foreign 
investor. Also in Pakistan, with the increasing 
role of the European Union in the global 
economy, Pakistan looks forward to further 

strengthening and consolidating its relations with 
the European Union. In this regard, the people 
of Pakistan are very keen to see the 
implementation of the third generation 
agreement, so that we are able to remove any 
hindrances. There have been reports that in the 
next couple of months we are going to overcome 
these hindrances and impediments. So I think, 
this will be a very good development, particularly 
in the backdrop of a political scenario, where 
Mushahid has already emphasized that this 
region is in the world’s focus.

In Pakistan, I think most of the political parties 
are trying to rise above party lines and are trying 
to be more and more assertive to reincarnate 
the Pakistan that was founded by the father and 
Leader of this country, Quaid-e-Azam 
Muhammad Ali Jinnah that Pakistan, which 
should have been a progressive, liberal, 
moderate country, founded on the basis of a 
welfare Islamic state, and not that of a 
conservative, rigid and extremist Islamic state. 
So I think, people are assertive more than ever. 
The most recent example of that, is that with the 
complete support of the people of Pakistan, the 
moderate, liberal and progressive State of Quaid-
e-Azam Muhammad Ali Jinnah, which was 
derailed in 1985 through the enactment of some 
discriminatory black and anti-women laws, finally 
showed courage and audacity and a major step 
in that direction was taken.  The rudderless boat 
now, finally, has a direction and the Women 
Protection Bill was passed by the Parliament 
and our religious right was politically marginalized 
and democratically marginalized, on the basis 
of the count in the Parliament. So I think, this is 
a very exciting moment in our history and we 
also really have a feeling that now there is no 
looking back and we are going to continue with 
implementing the idea of enlightened moderation.

In this regard, where we have embarked upon
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political reforms on the internal policy front, the 
external policy fronts are equally important. In 
this context, three different political parties, on 
an earlier occasion, had paid official visits to 
India on the Indian Government’s invitation, and 
the MQM –my party, was the fourth one. A six-
member delegation has recently concluded its 
five-day visit to New Delhi and Mumbai. The 
issue that we were able to lay stress on was 
that people of South Asia have a dream to 
evolve, a South Asian fraternity. Manmohan 
Singh reciprocated in very categorical words, 
that he also has a vision that this region, one 
day, will become an economic bloc. This region, 
one day, will become prosperous, will progress 
and have a durable and long lasting peace and 
the people of South Asia will have a common 
destiny, a common goal. His statement released 
today is also the same. So, what do we 
emphasize? We emphasize three things; the 
first one is that the composite dialogue has to 
become an irreversible one. The India – Pakistan 

friendship, relationship and dialogue process 
has to become an irreversible one and for that 
whatever measures are required should be taken 
so that the two countries and the two 
governments keep on retaining the confidence 
of the people. 

The second thing that we emphasized is that 
this composite dialogue should also be related 
to some kind of a timeframe, and that only will 
convey the very clear message to the people 
that this is not just a lip service. It is not going 
to have a short life and this time, the 
Governments of the two sides, with complete 
support of the people, mean business. 
Manmohan Singh also was very categorical and 
he reciprocated that he himself as well as the 
Government of India have complete confidence 
in President Musharraf and that they can do 
business with him. So I think, that was very 
heartening, and was very encouraging for us. 
The recently concluded agreement, after the

“….if Europe contributes to the resolution of these longstanding disputes, like Kashmir and Palestine, it would help in ensuring 
the enduring stability and peace and security there.”     (Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed)
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third round of talks, on combating terrorism 
jointly, has given immense confidence to the 
Indians and now they are ready to enhance the 
pace of this process also. This was another 
message that we have brought back home. 	

The third thing that we emphasize is that, at 
some point in time, after these confidence 
building measures, through a composite dialogue 
and in tandem with different issues being tackled 
and settled, one day the most contentious issues 
will also be on the table of negotiation. So, at 
that point in time, the peace activists and 
moderates, who are in majority in both the 
countries, cannot afford to be bitten by a snake 
only to meet a steep fall. We cannot afford to 
see it becoming a ‘ladder–and–snake’ pattern 
because that will be then too disastrous at that 
point in time. After we have been, through 
different initial stages, taking up the contentious 
issue, there has to be an ‘out-of-box’ approach. 
The two sides will have to demonstrate flexibility, 
but if they do not have the statesmanship of the 
kind that is required at that point in time, if they 
still lack the courage, and there is still something 
which is holding them back, like the legacy of 
the past, the domestic compulsions, the 
pressures of the hawks and the religious right, 
then they have to find a political, at least, an 
interim solution, which should be one complete 
solution in itself, paving the way for a permanent 
solution at a later stage. So, the two sides have 
an obligation to at least try and find out a very 
complete and intact interim solution and, I think, 
in that regard, the recent proposals by President 
Musharraf on the autonomy and self rule, the 
demilitarization, softening of the border and then 
some kind of a joint control, are reasonable. I 
think, only today we are able to have a feedback 
on that, though there is a cautious response 
from the Indian side, but I think, in any way, that 
it is also a good sign. So, some progress has to 
be made and some timeframe also has to be 

set and the third thing that this process has to 
become is irreversible.

So, there was no issue disputed by the Indian 
side. Mr. Parnam Mukharjee and Mr. Lal Krishan 
Advani, who is a Leader of the Opposition, were 
in complete agreement to what we were saying. 
So, we do not see what we talk in private, we 
do not see any problem. Though there may be 
still some reluctance, more so, on the Indian 
side that they may not be coming through on 
track-II diplomacy and through other sources. 
They are talking to Pakistan on Kashmir. So I 
think, this is the time where friends like the 
European Union, the North American countries 
and other important countries of the international 
community, have some kind of a role in trying 
to see this region becoming more stable so that 
our common goal of attainment of a global peace 
is also duly guarded and protected. I think, we 
all have a responsibility and obligation towards 
this. This was the thing which actually Mushahid 
has also asked me to highlight. I think, on 
enlightened moderation, he has spoken a lot. 
We are very clear on this. We do not believe 
that there is any thing like clash of civilizations 
and this is an era of political economy where 
economy dictates politics and not the other way 
around. So, this has to be understood by all and 
we have to work towards attaining the global 
goals. The global peace is one thing for which 
we can all work together and I am extremely 
grateful for your visit to Pakistan and we have 
very good hopes through this visit that this will 
enable change in perception. Perception is 
stronger than reality but reality, one day, has to 
overcome perception. What really Pakistan is 
from inside, I think, the real taste of pudding is 
in its eating and seeing is believing.	

So you have been to Peshawar today, you 
survived Peshawar, you survived Madrassahs 
and Maulana Sami-ul-Haq also. Thank you very
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much and if there are any questions, we will be 
glad to answer, before we go for dinner hosted 
by Mushahid Hussain.

Mr. Sajjad Karim: Can I, on behalf of my 
colleagues and myself, first of all, thank you for 
a very kind welcome to your Parliament and 
indeed for all the arrangements that you and 
through your colleagues have put in place to 
facilitate our delegation. We indeed have had a 
very interesting couple of days since we have 
been here and there is so much that all my 
colleagues have picked up through the visits 
that we have had in the last couple of days that 
will, I hope, contribute towards the discussion 
we have today. There is one point that I would 
like to raise but Senator Mushahid Hussain is 
not here presently. Although I do notice that you 
have your secret trade weapon, Dr. Donya Aziz, 
sitting right across the table from me, and trade 
is my area, so there may be something that I 
can discuss with her.

I would like to move, I think at this stage, 
immediately to Mr. Josef Leinen, my colleague. 

He has a question and then my colleague from 
the Czech Republic, as Vice Chair, will take over 
chairing the meeting. Thank you very much.	

Mr. Josef Leinen: Many thanks for the 
presentation you have done. We had a very 
good impression of Pakistan already in the last 
two days and I must say we are the SAARC 
delegation. In European Parliament, we have 
formed the delegation to SAARC and, in fact, 
we are coming back from India. We would 
encourage you as much as possible to look for 
closer cooperation in South Asia because that 
is the future. As we have done in Europe, you 
have to do in your region, and as you say 
economy and energy are the driving forces. I 
am living exactly on the German – French border 
and we have done three wars over this border 
and after the last war we have discovered that 
there is another method – cooperation instead 
of confrontation, and today there are no more 
borders, we even have the same money. So, 
let us say the future is in the making; borders 
are irrelevant and in the 21st century economy 
and technology are the norms. We have so

Members of the EU Parliament, listening to the views of the Foreign Relations Committee.
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much networking and possibilities to get benefit 
from the modern world that we have to overcome 
the old way of thinking and the old confrontations. 
So, I am happy about what you said and I hope 
that as you say the composite dialogue must be 
irreversible, it must continue even when there 
are turbulences on the way. There must be a 
vision that South Asia is an important part of the 
world and shape its future together and not one 
against the other.	

I just want to say that Germany is taking over 
the Presidency in the EU from 1st of January, 
2007 and I am from Germany and I know that 
my Government, as Presidency of the EU, has 
two major foreign affairs items; trying to help 
that it plays a bigger role in the Middle East. I 
think there is a need of it. We have experience, 
we have certain knowledge dealing with conflicts 
and I think, we could contribute a lot and the 
German Presidency with the entire EU, will try 
to have a new approach to the Middle East 
peace process. I know that Uzbekistan, 
Turkmenistan and Kyrgyzstan  are looking for 
good relations with Europe and the German 
Presidency is keen to play a bigger role for 
Europe in your neighborhood and help stabilize 
the situation, and that is, I think, what we as the 
European Parliament as well, will support very 
much. So, thank you; I keep it short because 
other colleagues want to intervene and thank 
you for receiving us and having understood that 
coming back from Peshawar, we came in pieces 
tonight. Thank you.	

Mr. Phillippe Kamaris: First of all, let me ask 
you an apology because we were just on the 
way from Peshawar. It was really a tough 
programme of today and that is why our 
President, Neena Gill, is sick; so I have to 
apologize for her also. In any case, this hectic 
trip is very important for us because we have to 
gain a better understanding of the relations not 

only on the topics you mentioned such as the 
Kashmir problem but also on the problem which 
is much more important, not only for us, but for 
the whole world i.e. the situation in Afghanistan 
and relations between Pakistan – Afghanistan. 
This is why we visited Peshawar today, this is 
why we held discussions even in the refugee 
camp and, of course, this is also why we visited 
Madrassahs, because now and then we receive 
different messages on what is happening in 
Madrassahs. Now and then we have got very 
different messages on the relations between 
Afghanistan and Pakistan and on the situation 
of refugees. Of course, I am sure that we can’t 
explore these topics within half an hour 
discussion with several other men in a small 
camp, where 54 thousand people were there. 
Nevertheless, there are more very interesting 
items to discuss. We are keen to know how you 
would like to continue with a solution of this 
problem of refugees, and as you know the 
European Union is keen to put together SAARC 
countries to improve their local cooperation, to 
tighten these bonds, which are historically being 
done to smooth, as much as possible, 
negotiations in the matter of tensions. This is 
why we are here. This is why we are very keen 
and open to any discussion, and I think that it 
is a beautiful terrain to discuss. In any case, I 
would like to give the floor to my colleague 
McMillan Scott and then my esteemed colleague 
Karim, who was so great to undertake the first 
word.

Mr. Edward McMillan Scott:  Thank you. I am 
actually the longest member of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the European Parliament 
and I am currently Vice President with 
responsibility for relations with the Arab world. 
I happen to be a very distant relation of T. 
Lawrence of Arabia. I have the honour to preside 
over the two largest ever elections observation 
missions of the European Parliament: 30
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members in Palestine for the Presidential Election 
and the Parliamentary Elections. So, I want to 
address very directly the proposition made by 
the Senator concerning the Islamic Bomb. 		

Now the question, first of all, is which Islamic 
Bomb? But more importantly, in the context of 
the famous Huntington proposition of the clash 
of civilizations, what is it that unites the Islamic 
world and how is this evolution going to determine 
the relationship in the world, which is very much 
everyone’s concern? Josef Leinen, distinguished 
Chairman of our Constitutional Committee, has 
made reference to the European experience 
being applied in Asia. I am sponsor of the 
European initiative for democracy and human 
rights which is a programme designed for values. 
Earlier this year, I was in China, Taiwan and 
Hong Konk. I think there is something to be 
gained from our mutual experiences. But one of 
the things that I think we discovered in Europe 
is that religion should reform politics, it should 
not dictate politics. I think, to a larger extent, this 
is a lesson that has been learnt in Pakistan also.

In the context of our discussion, I would like to 
remind myself of some remarks made by Abu 
Maazin to me on the day of the raid on the 
Jerrica Jail. When he arrived in Strasburg to 
make an important speech to the European 
Parliament, and thereby to the European Union, 
he said to me that radical Islamic politics is as 
much a threat to the stability of Palestine as it 
is to Egypt, Morocco, Lebanon or any other 
region. What we, therefore, need to establish is 
normal politics that we parliamentarians are 
engaged in and not the existential question 
posed by a religious characterization of politics. 
Two of us here, have actually sat in the Christian 
Democratic Group in the European Parliament. 
Jim Nicholson comes from Northern Ireland. I 
was actually brought up as a Catholic but I 
believe in neither of our cases. Does our religion 

impinge on our politics to any great extent? So, 
the question really is; is there a clash of politics 
because of religion and the values which the 
West possesses and, on the other hand, the 
Islamic world dispossess? If so, then I think it is 
a great dilemma of today. Thank you.	

Mr. Sajjad Karim: Thank you Mr. Chairman. 
My questions are trade related. The first is in 
relation to energy. We have a scenario 
developing in this part of the world that India, of 
course, is speaking with the US about nuclear 
energy. India also, at the same time, is speaking 
with Iran about energy supplies, and then to 
further complicate the scenario, we, of course, 
have very strained relations with the US and 
Iran on nuclear issues, but there is one common 
denominator, sir, in this scenario and that is 
Pakistan. What is Pakistan’s position so far as 
this scenario is concerned? 

I was just visiting the British High Commission, 
and I was really quite surprised to learn that 
United Kingdom companies are investing much 
more in Pakistan currently than they are in India, 
despite India having a much bigger market. The 
reason provided for that is that Pakistan is much 
more liberalized and much more accessible. 
Now, my second question is that if this is the 
reality, why is the perception so different?	

Mr. Robert Evans: Thank you very much. My 
question really goes to an entirely different area. 
I am delighted to welcome some of our women 
colleagues to the meeting because it is very rare 
so far that we have met any woman 
Parliamentarian and indeed we have hardly seen 
any woman at all even when we were out in 
market in Peshawar. There were hardly any 
women there and, of course, we have been to 
a number of other places that were totally men 
dominated.
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Senator Mushahid Hussain: This was so 
because it was Sunday today. 

Mr. Robert Evans: We have been here two or 
three days but I would leave it to your better 
judgment that is one answer certainly. Taking it 
towards the elections, what measures perhaps 
our women colleagues are taking to specially 
engage women in the voting process? Is there 
any evidence? Certainly, there is in the UK 10% 
difference in the way women vote from the way 
men vote, on a whole variety of different issues. 
I wonder if that is addressed in Pakistan. What 
measures are taken to encourage women to 
vote and to think independently about how and 
for whom they vote? On the same line, I 
understand that the voting age is being lowered 
for the elections and are there any special 
measures being taken to engage young people 

in the voting process because, again from the 
British point of view, the lowest percentage of 
people voting is the young people? It is very 
low, between 18 and 25 or something like 20% 
vote in elections. It is alarmingly low and I just 
wonder whether as you are embarking on a new 
dimension for the next coming elections, whether 
any special measures have been taken? Thank 
you.

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed:  I just want 
to clarify that the voting age has already been 
lowered. It is 18 now since 2000. It is not being 
lowered, it is already 18. So, that has been done 
but we don’t know the figures for their voting. 
Two questions have been referred to me. One 
is about the Afghan refugees, the Afghanistan 
situation and the other is about the overall West 
and the Muslim world relationship.

“If you resolve Palestine today, 80% of this cleavage or chasm between the Muslim world and the West will go away.”
                                                                                             (Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed)
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Let us see Afghanistan in two contexts; 
humanitarian and political. I think, on 
humanitarian, Pakistan has a superb track record 
because since 1979, when the Soviets first 
occupied and invaded Afghanistan, we have 
been hosting refugees, whose population peaked 
in the 80s to around 3.5 million. Since 2001, 
about a million have returned but 2.5 million still 
remain and I think it has been quite a unique 
friction-free relationship with lot of ethnic, 
camaraderie and religious camaraderie also. 
They are basically concentrated in two major 
provinces of Pakistan. The one which you visited 
with Peshawar as its capital and the other is 
Balochistan because they are both neighbours 
of Afghanistan. Having this burden on its own 
by and large, with some assistance from the UN 
High Commissioner for Refugees but they are 
pretty much. Some of them assimilated into the 
population also and there have been some efforts 
that once peace and normalcy returns in 
Afghanistan perhaps the bulk of this population 
hopefully will start returning. But one side, which 
is very positive about this refugee presence, is 
that there is goodwill for Pakistan among Afghans 
who lived in Pakistan. Many of them were born 
and brought up in Pakistan and the one 
consequence of that is that you also have an 
Afghanistan Cricket Team and an Afghanistan 
Cricket Association and they learnt cricket in 
Pakistan in the refugee camps. It shows how 
influences are there.

The other area is the political one and there the 
problem lies, because Afghanistan situation is 
deteriorating. The problems are there and 
Pakistan is being used as a convenient 
scapegoat for the mistakes and failures of 
Western policy, for the mistakes and failures of 
American policy, for the mistakes and failures 
of Mr. Karazi’s own policies. So, we are trying 
to avoid the blame game and I want to mention 
that three days ago the Senate Foreign Relations 

Committee hosted a hearing on Afghanistan and 
we had different experts; Mr. Ahmed Rashid, 
Mr. Rahimullah Yousafzai – with all points of 
view. And we want an inter-Parliamentary 
dialogue also. We have invited members of their 
Parliamentary delegation to visit Pakistan and 
we hope that they should be coming hopefully 
in the next couple of months. But we should be 
clear; the problem is an Afghan problem. We 
want to help them and resolve that problem 
because as I mentioned earlier, no other country 
has sacrificed so much and has so much stake 
in the stability, unity and territorial integrity of 
Afghanistan than Pakistan. So, we hope that 
the NATO forces would try to find some way 
out. But, like today’s development, when France 
is withdrawing its forces from Afghanistan, others 
are also there. The international community, if 
it has made a promise, if it has made a 
commitment, we feel the commitment should be 
kept – whether it is money, whether it is troops; 
and when those commitments are not kept, 
when what was promised is not kept then that 
is where the problem lies. It shows that the 
commitment is wavering and then the West will, 
like in the past, one day walk away from 
Afghanistan and Pakistan will then be left holding 
the baby with the bath water as happened in 
1989.

So, there is this definite concern that the question 
of whether the commitment of Europe and 
America to Afghanistan’s stability is abiding, 
strong or not.	

The second issue, you mentioned, about the 
Muslim world and the Islamic bomb and so forth. 
In my view, the main issue is not religion. The 
main issue is policies and politics. We are all 
children of Ibrahim; the three great religions of 
Islam, Judaism and Christianity are from his 
lineage. We don’t have a problem as Muslim. 
Our faith is incomplete without a belief in Prophet
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Jesus (peace be upon him), Prophet Moses 
(peace be upon him) because that is how we 
trace a lineage historically. The problem only 
arises with their policies; whether it is Palestine, 
Iraq or Kashmir, the feeling of Muslim victim 
hood is very strong among the Muslims, that 
why Muslims are the only targets, Muslims are 
the only victims? East Timor is a Christian 
majority so they get the right of self-determination 
very quickly. On the other hand, Kashmir is 
denied that right. 

Now, on the other issue; there is talk of Iran or 
the Gulf countries want to have a nuclear 
programme that is denied but countries like 
Israel can have the bomb or get away with 
building the bomb. Pakistan’s nuclear programme 
is given a religious colour while the Indian or the 
British bomb or the French bomb or the American 
bomb or the Russian bomb, do not have this 
flavour. 

So, this kind of double standards or even now 
issues which concern Muslim culture in certain 
Western countries because of, as I mentioned 
earlier, the rise of racism, Islam phobia in certain 
European countries is very disturbing. We do 
not have a tradition of anti-Semitism, that tradition 
came from Europe and that is something we 
would also like to condemn strongly. So, the 
issue is policies. If you resolve Palestine today, 
80% of this cleavage or chasm between the 
Muslim world and the West will go away, because 
every day, we watch on Al-Jazeerah, CNN, and 
BBC, what is happening – the killing of women 
and children. The same thing is happening in 
Kashmir. That is reinforcing that, sometimes 
even in Chechnya and in other places also. So, 
that is now happening in Iraq – after having 
created the mess, now the whole thing seems 
to be falling apart.

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed, Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, listening to the views of the EU 
Parliamentarians. Sitting on his right, Dr. Farooq Sattar, Chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee of the National Assembly.
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So, the issue is not the religion; I repeat, not 
religion or religious belief. It is an issue of policies 
and politics. You mentioned about the Muslim 
world and how it views itself? Europe is coming 
closer together as the ‘European Union’. We 
welcome that. It is a good sign. So, if the Muslim 
world feels a certain sense of camaraderie at a 
certain level, which is a very blind concept – the 
‘Muslim Ummah’, that be a part of a certain 
community with certain common beliefs; that is 
not something which is anti-West or something 
which is negative and it should not be perceived 
in that light. The Muslims have supported the 

West in the biggest battle of the Cold War – in 
the Afghan Jihad against communism, against 
the Soviet Union. And, mind you, during that 
battle, at the peak of that last battle of the Cold 
War, suddenly this Mr. Huntington from Harvard 
University; he is not from Akora Khattak 
Madrassah, he is not from Sami-ul-Haq’s 
Madrassah or Binori Town Madrassah in Karachi, 
he is from Harvard University; he gives forward 
the ‘Clash of Civilizations’, that now there will 

be a clash between the Islamic and the Western 
civilizations. It came from there. So, I think that 
these concepts are disturbing and these concepts 
show that these are not inspired by religion, they 
are inspired by politics and coming to religion 
from fundamental ists.  Yes, we have 
fundamentalists in Islam just as any other religion 
has fundamentalists. You have Jewish 
fundamentalists running the Government in 
Israel. Mr. Bush is also a born again Christian. 
The neo conservatives are very strong about 
the Christian right wing, what Farooq Sattar 
refers to as a religious right. The religious right 

is very powerful factor in American politics today. 
So, let us not be too selective when we are 
critical of just that – oh! These Muslims are doing 
this.

There has been a resurgence of religion all over 
the world. There is a Hindu fundamentalism in 
India. Till recently, the Hindu fundamentalist 
party the BJP was running the Government there 
and when they massacred two thousand Muslims

Participants of the meeting, in a happy mood.



31
Pakistan and the European Union

in Gujarat, not a single Hindu was touched in 
Pakistan. There is no tit-for-tat response. Oh! 
They have killed Muslims, so we will kill the 
Hindus. So, this show there is a certain maturity, 
a certain tolerance in Muslim societies where 
pluralism, coexistence and tolerance of the other 
is there. 

So, I think the perspective should be right. 
However, when anything to do with Islam is 
attacked or anything is identified with the Islamic 
religion, like the issue of 'Naqab' and Naqab 
becomes an issue then Muslims feel a sense of 
victim hood. I think, by and large, Europe had 
a very multi-cultural tradition especially, I would 
say, Britain had a tradition of multi-culturalism, 
of pluralism, because it reflects the realities of 
new Europe which is a multi-ethnic, multi-cultural 
and multi-religious Europe and we respect the 
tradition of rule of law. This is why we feel, and 
I repeat, some of you might not like it but the 
Turkey’s membership of the EU will send a good 
message because it will show that the European 
Union is no longer just a Christian Club. It is 
more inclusive of all things. Now, you even have 
Romania and Bulgaria joining but certainly Turkey 
is still being denied that. So, on that note I will 
close and I will pass on to Dr. Farooq Sattar.	

Dr. Muhammad Farooq Sattar: I think after 
Mushahid Hussain has said so much on the first 
two questions. What I am left with to answer is 
about the India–USA nexus and India–Iran nexus 
and then where does Pakistan fit into that. I 
think, as long as the two countries and their 
governments do not ensure their people that 
this process has become irreversible and that 
there is a time limit, even if not agreed publicly 
but each one of them should have some kind of 
time limit in their own approach, and that they 
are ready to negotiate the contentious issues; 
unfortunately, the legacy of the past and the 
given bitterness between the two is going to 

haunt any of the two trying to acquire energy in 
any form, no matter for the sustenance of 
economic growth, there could be a possibility of 
the misuse of that kind of energy and can create 
some kind of imbalance out of the perceived so-
called balance between the two countries. This 
is going to create concerns in Pakistan or if 
Pakistan goes for such a big step, I think, India 
may also be faced with the same situation. I 
think, our Foreign Office also did not react 
extraordinarily to this but we came out with our 
concerns that this may create an imbalance in 
the region and so we said Pakistan also is in 
need of energy. So, then Pakistan would also 
start looking towards China or some other country 
for meeting its own requirement of energy. It 
should be seen in this perspective. The second 
question I could not follow. Mr. Sajjad Karim.	

Mr. Sajjad Karim: It was just in relation to what 
the British High Commissioner pointed out to 
me that United Kingdom companies are investing 
more in Pakistan than in India despite India 
having a much bigger market and that is because 
Pakistan, we believe, is more liberalized and 
accessible. Now, if that is the reality, why is the 
perception so different?

Dr. Muhammad Farooq Sattar: I think, maybe 
it will take some time to say that our economic 
policies have become very consistent and these 
are more incentive oriented and investment 
friendly. So, if you just compare the policies of 
the two countries, what India actually did when 
Manmohan Singh was the Minister for Finance 
in early 90s, what journey he embarked upon, 
and what path Shaukat Aziz, who was the 
Minister for Finance for five years and who is 
now the Prime Minister, treaded to achieve the 
goal. So, these are very attractive and lucrative 
incentives also for the foreign investors and 
particularly their keen interest in our privatization 
policy. Many public sector enterprises have been
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disinvested with the help of the foreign investors. 
There have been less local buyers and local 
investors and more interest has been shown by 
foreign investors. So I think, the investors have 
come to know, the multi-nationals and the 
corporate sector have begun to value the policies 
of Pakistan though it may not have seeped deep 
down through the media or to the people who 
are in the services sector of the European Union 
or the member states of the European Union. 
But the investors, I think, they have realized and 
they have begun to show interest and have 
come into Pakistan. 

Mr. Jaromir Kohlicek: I think he did not tackle 
that women question. Nevertheless, I think it is 
so important that it should be much better to 
discuss this question during dinner because we 
could tackle much more closer this very important 
question due to high rate of illiteracy between 
women in Pakistan, due to different approach 
of man and woman to this voting procedure, due 
to the fact that there is a problem of inclusion 
into voting list. I would like to ask you to please 
tackle this item and we would like, then, to pass 
words to my colleagues. 

Dr. Donya Aziz: Very quickly, what I can do for 
you is to give you some of the basic things that 
the Government has already undertaken and 
then during dinner we can tackle the nitty-gritty. 
In terms of voting rights in Pakistan, we are very 
proud to say that Pakistani women have never 
had to struggle for their right because in the 
Constitution since day one, since 1947, we have 
been awarded the right to vote. It is close to 
sixty years now. Unfortunately, some problems 
do arise in terms of specific cultural and social 
limitations that women face. Women are not 
different from men in terms of the voters list and 
their accessibility to the voting stations. What 
happens is that many a time because of their 
comparatively restricted mobility, many of them 

have not yet made their national identification 
card which is a pre-requisite for registering to 
vote. I would like to point out that we did have 
an issue last year in the local elections in one 
part of Pakistan where it was deemed that some 
local elders had given the orders that women 
were not allowed to vote or participate in the 
local body elections and the Supreme Court of 
Pakistan was very quick to issue an order that 
no one could deny women the right of vote or 
participation in the local body elections because 
that was not only their human right but it was 
their right awarded to them by both the 
Constitution of Pakistan and by the religion of 
Islam.

As you know, we have taken very progressive 
steps to empower women in this process. Voting 
is just one aspect of political empowerment and 
to do that in the local body system we have 33% 
representation reserved for women. In the 
Provincial and National assemblies we have 
17%, representation reserved for women. These 
seats are actually filled by proportional 
representation, which have given women like 
me, who don’t come from the political 
background, an opportunity to serve in the 
Parliament of the country. I think that 
empowerment is something that we have been 
awarded by our religion for the past 1500 years. 
Muslim women have had the right to vote, have 
had the right to inheritance, have had the right 
to divorce and, I think, have ordained in the 
Quran to take an active participation in society 
at large.

Unfortunately, there have been customs over 
the past 1500 years that have stopped women 
and this Government especially, is very keen to 
address women’s empowerment issues in 
context of what has been awarded to us in the 
religion so that the religious right cannot use 
religion as a tool to keep women disfranchised.
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It is our right to vote as, I think, the Holy Prophet 
Muhammad (peace be upon Him) even said in 
one of His public meetings 1500 years ago. As 
far as legislation is concerned, we have recently 
passed the Women Protection Bill which, I am 
sure, you have heard of and we can go into 
details of it over dinner. We, as Senator Mushahid 
has stated, are on the way of becoming 
Pipelinistan, so, we have legislation in the pipeline 
as well, which is going to set the benchmark 
and it is not acceptable in terms of culture and 
society. So, many practices that were considered 
anti-women, as forced marriages, denying them 
inheritance or even the practice of getting very 
young girls married off into families to settle 
family feuds, will be done away with. There is 
already no place in law that allows for these 
practices to take place but we are about to 
reinforce this through new legislation so that 
society then follows the benchmarks set by the 
Government. 

In terms of media and youth, I think that in the 
past four years, we have seen the birth of a very 
vibrant private sector media in Pakistan. Earlier, 
we had two or three channels and now we have 
over 40 channels, many of which cover political 
issues. That is the main stay of almost every 
private channel. Young people and also women, 
because of their interaction with media, are 
becoming more and more involved in politics, 
more and more interested in the political process 
and we are hopeful that in the next general 
elections we will see a very large female and 
young Pakistani turnout at the polling booths 
and we believe that the Government’s policies 
and also the private sector policies in terms of 
media, educating people about politics and about 
their civil rights and liberties, are going to show 
a positive effect in the next general elections.

One small piece of information that the 
honourable member might find interesting is that 

in rural Islamabad, in the last elections, the 
female voters’ turnout was the largest in the 
country – much higher than even urban 
Islamabad or urban Karachi. So, women, at least 
in my constituency, were very rightly mobile and 
getting on.

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: They are 
inspired by you, Donya. One last word from Mr. 
Ijaz Chaudhry, who is the richest parliamentarian, 
a billionaire, and I have to give the floor to him. 
Ijaz sahib, you only have 67 seconds because 
then we have to recess for dinner, it’s getting 
late.

Mr. Ijaz Chaudhry: Thank you very much Mr. 
Chairman. As my colleague Mushahid did explain 
very rightly the thinking of Muslim world but I 
would just like to add that there are so many 
good signs also coming up. One, I would like to 
highlight, is that I see a great and bright future 
of Pakistan – Europe relation. It is a great honour 
for me that my cousin, Mr. Sajjad Karim, is sitting 
from your side and I am representing the 
Parliament of Pakistan. And I welcome all the 
honourable members of the delegation to visit 
my constituency Mandi Bahauddin. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: Welcome, 
welcome to globalization! So, Mandi Bahauddin 
has you here and Mandi Bahauddin has him 
there.

Dr. Muhammad Farooq Sattar: And with 
woman like Donya, I think, we could rest assured 
that there are going to be more directly elected 
women in the next general elections.

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: And after 
so much food for thought, let’s go to the food. 
Thank you very much.
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Executive Summary

A 10-member delegation of the Commonwealth 
Parliamentary Association (CPA), UK Branch 
visited Islamabad in November, 2006 and among 
its other engagements also held a meeting with 
the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate 
of Pakistan on November 14, 2006 at the 
Parliament House, Islamabad. The discussions 
centered mostly on security issues of the region 
including Pakistan’s relations with Afghanistan, 
India and Bangladesh. The visiting delegation 
was led by Mr. Harry Cohen, an MP from the 
Labour Party while the Pakistan side was led by 
Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed, Chairman 
of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee.		 

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed, while briefing 
on Afghanistan, traced the post 1979 history of 
Afghanistan, especially the Afghan Jihad in which 
Pakistani intelligence agencies, the MI 6, CIA 
and Saudi Arabia joined hands and pumped 
billions of dollars to fight the last big battle of the 
Cold War against Soviet forces occupying 
Afghanistan. As a result, the Red Army was 
defeated and left Afghanistan in 1989. 
Simultaneously the West, especially the US and 
the UK, lost interest in Afghanistan and left the 
Afghans to their internal infighting, resulting in 
a civil war. Mushahid also recalled events in 
Afghanistan in the wake of 9/11 and defeat of 
the Taliban and induction of NATO forces in 
Afghanistan and the current situation, particularly 
the regrouping of the Taliban in the south and 
increasing resistance. 	

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed suggested 
that the situation in Afghanistan should be 
handled politically by initiating a dialogue with 
all groups including the resistance forces. The 
United States should reach out to moderate 
Taliban or people like Gulbuddin Hekmatyar to 

establish broad based government and bring 
peace to Afghanistan. Citing examples of talks 
between Israel and Hizbollah, the UK and the 
IRA, Spain and the Basque terrorists, President 
of Iraq and the militants of Fallujah, he said there 
is no reason why dialogue should not be initiated 
with the deprived groups of Afghanistan.		

Senator Mushahid Hussain further stated that 
Mr. Karzai, who is an old friend of Pakistan, 
would not have been the President had Pakistan 
not facilitated the majority of Pukhtun refugees 
in Pakistan to vote in the 2004 Presidential 
Elections. It is quite obvious that if Pakistan 
helped in electing Mr. Karzai, it certainly had no 
interest in destabilizing him or his government 
because in that eventuality Pakistan would be 
the worst sufferer. He hoped that members of 
the British Parliament would speak against the 
policy of Mr. Blair on Afghanistan in the UK 
Parliament as has been done by Lord Nazir 
Ahmed and some back benchers of the Labour 
Party.

Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmed did not agree 
with the entire analysis of the Chairman but 
agreed that the situation in Afghanistan should 
be reviewed and rehashed. Referring to post 
1989 events in Afghanistan he emphasized two 
points. First, the 1989 cessation of Western 
interest in Afghanistan was not only hasty but 
against the whole dynamics of the Geneva 
Accord, which sowed the seeds of civil war and 
destabilization in Afghanistan. Second, the post 
9/11 use of force in Afghanistan under the garb 
of Security Council Resolution was one of the 
blunders committed in that country. He referred 
to the 1984 judgment of the International Court 
of Justice on Nicaragua which ruled that the 
presence of terrorists in a country where the
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government is not directly involved that 
government cannot be held responsible. The 
Security Council ignored this judgment and 
sanctioned attack on Afghanistan. He also 
pointed out that there is no clear definition of 
terrorism and it has to be distinguished from 
fighting for freedom. 

Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmed further stated 
that the decision of the Western forces to align 
themselves with the Northern Alliance in 
Afghanistan and ignoring the Pukhtun majority 
had adversely affected the whole dynamics of 
the Afghan situation. Moreover, the NATO forces 
are today looked upon by the people of 
Afghanistan as an occupation force and not an 
instrument for development. He advised the 
Western nations to chalk out an exit strategy 
from Afghanistan. 

Senator Nisar A. Memon stated that during the 
last visit of President Bush to the Sub-Continent 
he assigned India to bring democracy in 
Afghanistan and mandated Pakistan to fight the 
war on terror, which Pakistan was already 
fighting. Assigning India to bring democracy in 
Afghanistan has created problems for Pakistan 
as India has established 5 Consulates and 21 
Information Centers, mostly along the border 
with Pakistan. Consequently, Indian interference 
across Pakistan’s Western borders is a cause 
of concern for Pakistan. The situation in 
Afghanistan should, therefore, be looked at in 
that context. 

Mr. Harry Cohen agreed that there is need for 
reassessment and review of the situation in 
Afghanistan, taking into account the stakeholders 
and the neighbours view on Afghanistan. The 
United States and the Britain consider Karzai 
Government as an elected government although 
its writ does not cover the entire country still a 
democratic dispensation would be preserved in 

that country. Ms. Gloria Hooper stated that her 
party was opposed to the invasion of Iraq which 
resulted in ignoring Afghanistan and all of us 
are likely to suffer for that neglect. She inquired 
about the progress made by India and Pakistan 
in its dialogue on Kashmir. Senator Mushahid 
Hussain stated that talks at the foreign 
secretaries’ level are currently underway in New 
Delhi. Pakistan feels that a section of the Indian 
establishment in the security structure is viewing 
the rapprochement with Pakistan through Cold 
War blinkers. Pakistan has gone the extra mile 
on the Kashmir issue and it has to be resolved 
in accordance with the aspirations of the Kashmiri 
people. If there is talk of the rights of the Afghans, 
Iraqis, Palestinians and the East Timorese then 
the Kashmiris cannot be denied those rights. 
Historically, Britain has a moral and legal 
responsibility and it should play its role in prodding 
the main stakeholders including Pakistan, India 
and the Kashmiri people to reach an amicable 
settlement. 

Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmed stated that the 
people of Pakistan want a peaceful resolution 
of the issue but the core issue is the right of self-
determination of the Kashmiri people, which is 
being ignored. The question of confidence 
building measures or some kind of autonomy to 
that region is mere window dressing. He 
complained that world community is not showing 
enough interest and commitment to the Kashmir 
cause. Senator Nisar A. Memon stated that the 
people of Pakistan would like to see the resolution 
of Kashmir dispute keeping in view the 
aspirations of the people of Kashmir on both 
sides of the divide. Both India and Pakistan need 
resources for development and improving the 
standards of the living of their people which can 
only be possible if they resolve their disputes 
and live side by side as good neighbours.     	

Senator Sardar Mahtab Ahmed Khan stated that
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despite the involvement of all the stakeholders 
in the Afghan issue the blame game between 
Pakistan and Afghanistan will continue. Senator 
Prof. Khurshid Ahmed stated that some people 
may disagree with the worldview of Taliban but 
we should not ignore their positive contributions 
in the Afghan society since they established law 
and order, disarmed different warring groups, 
established justice and eliminated poppy 
cultivation. There cannot be a forced solution 
on Afghanistan and the situation has to be 
evolved from within. 

Mrs. Ann Cryer stated that she voted against 
the invasion of Iraq as it was not the right thing 
to do. Even the invasion of Lebanon by Israel 
did not please many in the British Parliament. 
However, she did not vote against the invasion 
of Afghanistan because the position of women 
in Afghanistan under the Taliban was absolutely 
appalling. Lord Nazir Ahmed inquired about the 
position of the Government of Pakistan or the 
view of the Senate on the indigenous Kashmiri 
resistance which was termed by the British Prime 
Minister as a terrorist movement. He also asked 
whether during the negotiations between India 
and Pakistan, Kashmiris were present or did the 
Government of Pakistan ask India to include 
Kashmiris in the dialogue process, which is 
taking place currently. Senator Mushahid Hussain 
stated that when a resolution of Kashmir is in 
sight the Kashmiris will have to be on board and 
will be included. Presently, the negotiations are 
not at that stage. However, courtesy Pakistan’s 
initiatives, the Kashmiris have been included as 
a factor since the APHC leaders have been 
talking to both India and Pakistan. 

Senator S.M. Zafar responded to the question 
whether Kashmiris were freedom fighters or 
terrorists. He was of the opinion that in the 
context of Kashmir those struggling for freedom 
and for the right of self determination would not 

fall in the definition of terrorist at all. Pakistan, 
therefore, considers them freedom fighters. 
Moreover, so long as terrorism is not defined 
Kashmiris would be considered as freedom 
fighters. He also pointed to the unabated human 
rights violation being carried out by the Indian 
forces in Kashmir and the false declaration of 
demilitarization by India, which is evident from 
the high 1:7 ratio of Indian soldiers to the adult 
population in Kashmir. Mr. Brooks Newmark 
asked the Chairman and Prof. Khurshid Ahmed 
– both having different philosophical approach 
to Afghanistan, as to what structure do they see 
for Afghanistan. 

Senator Mushahid Hussain responded that the 
Bush-Blair version of democracy is very selective 
because Israel attacked two democratic Muslim 
states namely; Palestine and Lebanon with US 
consent. Democracy which is not compatible 
with the US or the British interest is not 
acceptable to these powers. This double standard 
should end and the stakeholders, who emerged 
through elections, should be respected. On the 
Taliban question, he said that their values were 
contrary to the Islamic injunctions and detrimental 
to the image of Islam. Although they maintained 
law and order, he hoped that they are not the 
future of Afghanistan. 

Ms. Gloria Hooper stated that she was opposed 
to the war in Iraq as it was not justified in 
International Law. She asked about the priority 
assigned by Pakistan to its relations with 
Bangladesh and how far can the Foreign 
Relations Committee of the Senate influence 
policy. Senator Mushahid Hussain responded 
that Pakistan has strategic relations with 
Bangladesh as it is a Muslim country and both 
countries have a shared history.

Senator Maulana Sami-ul-Haq stated that the 
Western media is highlighting terrorism, Jihad
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and Madrassahs. He said that issues will not be 
resolved by discussing Afghanistan, Palestine 
and Iraq unless we go for the snake’s head and 
chop it off. He said that Islam is a religion of 
peace and it is regrettable that it is linked with 
terrorism. The Madrassahs were established 
150 years ago during the British rule when the 
colonialists made the education system secular. 
During that period also, there was no element 
of violence or terrorism attached to any of these 
seminaries. If Islamic teachings are included in 
the secular curricula of Pakistan and other Muslim 
countries then there would be no need for 
Madrassahs.



Participants of the Meeting
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Participants of the Meeting of

November 14, 2006, Parliament House, Islamabad.

Senate Foreign Relations Committee
with the delegation of

Commonwealth Parliamentary Association (CPA) UK Branch

The Foreign Relations Committee, Senate of Pakistan held a meeting with a 10-member delegation 
of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association (CPA) UK Branch, comprising members of the 
House of Lords and the House of Commons, led by Mr. Harry Cohen, MP (Labour) on November 
14, 2006 at Parliament House, Islamabad. Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed, Chairman of the 
Senate Committee led the Pakistan side.

The agenda of the meeting was:
(i)	 to explore and discuss security issues of the region; and
(ii)	 to discuss the challenges for Pakistani communities in the UK.

The following members of the delegation attended the meeting:

1.	 Mr. Harry Cohen 				 MP (Labour) Leader of the delegation
2.	 Mr. Ronnie Campbell			 MP (Labour)
3.	 Lord Nazir Ahmed of Rotterdam		 MP (Labour)
4.	 Mrs. Ann Cryer				 MP (Labour)
5.	 Miss Baroness Gloria Hooper		 MP (Conservative)
6.	 Mr. Mark Harper				 MP (Conservative)
7.	 Mr.  Newmark				 MP (Conservative)
8.	 Sir Robert Smith				 MP (Liberal Democrat)
9.	 Mrs. Baroness Lindsay Northover	 MP (Liberal Democrat)
10.	 Lord Bhatia				 MP (Crossbencher)
11.	Mr. Andrew Tuggy			 Secretary to the Delegation
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The Pakistan side was represented by the following members of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee besides other members of the Parliament and provincial assembly of Balochistan who 
participated in the meeting as observers:-

Members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee:

1.	 Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed		 Chairman of the Committee
2.	 Senator Tahir Hussain Mashhadi		 Member
3.	 Senator S.M. Zafar				 Member
4.	 Senator Nisar A Memon				 Member
5.	 Senator Maulana Sami-ul-Haq			 Member
6.	 Senator Muhammad Talha Mahmood		 Member
7.	 Senator Sardar Mahtab Ahmad			 Member
8.	 Senator Professor Khurshid Ahmad		 Member

Special invitees of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee:

1.	 Senator Dr. Abdul Khaliq Pirzada
2.	 Senator Tahira Latif
3.	 Senator Zafar Iqbal Chaudhry
4.	 Senator Semeen Siddiqui
5.	 Mrs. Kashmala Tariq				 Member, National Assembly
6.	 Mr. Abdur Rehman Jamali			 Minister for Parliamentary Affairs, Balochistan
7.	 Mr. Jafar Khan Mandokhail			 Member, Provincial Assembly of Balochistan
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Vebatim Record

November 14, 2006

Opening Remarks:

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: I have the 
honor and privilege to welcome this distinguished 
delegation of the Commonwealth Parliamentary 
Association UK Branch for a meeting with Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee.  A very warm 
welcome to you, sir, Mr. Harry Cohen. Of course, 

you have very good friends here – Lord Nazir 
Ahmad, who is a legend not just in Britain but 
also in Pakistan – and Lord Bhatia also.	

Ladies and gentlemen! Allow me to first introduce 
our delegation here – Members of the Senate 

Foreign Relation Committee. We have twelve 
members in all.  Eight are present this morning 
and out of these eight, four are from the 
Opposition parties and four are from the 
Government parties –  PML and its coalition 
partner.

Allow me to introduce Senator Maulana Sami-
ul-Haq who did the recitation of the Holy Quran. 
He is from the religious parties’ alliance MMA 
and he runs the most influential seminary in 
Pakistan, located in the Frontier (NWFP). It is a 
very famous seminary (Madrassah).

Members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee (from right): Nisar A. Memon, Mushahid Hussain Sayed (Chairman of 
the Committee), S.M. Zafar, Col.(R) Syed Tahir Hussain Mashhadi and Talha Mahmood Aryan.

Proceedings of the Meeting
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Senator Mahtab Ahmad Khan is from the 
Pakistan Muslim League (N) headed by Mr. 
Nawaz Sharif. He has been a former Chief 
Minister of the Frontier Province (NWFP).	

Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmad is also a leader 
of the MMA – the religious parties’ alliance. He 
is a distinguished economist and an intellectual.

Senator Nisar Memon is a former Minister for 
Information and Kashmir Affairs. Currently, he 
is Chairman of the Senate Defence Committee.

Senator S.M. Zafar is a very distinguished jurist, 
former Law Minister and presently Chairman of 
the Senate Human Rights Committee. 	

Senator Tahir Hussain Mashhadi is from our 
allied partners – the MQM, based in the Province 
of Sindh and Karachi and I think he is an 
intellectual of sorts because he has been writing 
lots of articles these days.

Senator Talha Mahmood is also from the religious 
parties’ alliance – the MMA.

We also want to welcome certain visitors and 
observers. Two members are from the Provincial 
Assembly of Balochistan. They are visiting as 
observers and then we have this lady, who is a 
colleague, Senator Mrs. Tahira Latif. Of course, 
you know Senators in waiting, Mr. Zafar Iqbal 
Chaudhry and Mrs. Semeen Siddiqui.  She is 
also a General Secretary of the Muslim League 
Human Rights Wing. Ms. Kashmala Tariq needs 
no introduction. For a variety of reasons, she is 
one of the best and the brightest members of 
Parliament and very outstanding representative 
of Pakistani youth and Pakistani Women. She 
also represents Commonwealth Women 
Parliamentarians, Asia Region. Senator Abdul 
Khaliq Pirzada is from the MQM, our allied party. 
He is a very well known religious scholar and 

he is very highly intelligent scholar on various 
issues, speaks various languages including the 
Arabic language. Thank you, sir for coming.	

Mr. Harry Cohen:   Thank you very much for 
those introductions. It is quite a pleasure and 
we look forward to our discussions. Can our 
delegation do the same please? First, I introduce 
myself. I am Harry Cohen, have been a Member 
of the Parliament for over 23 years and I have 
the pleasure of leading this delegation. Presently, 
I am working on Pensions Committee but in past 
I had defence interest as well – in the Select 
Committee.

Mr. Ronnie Campbell: I have not been too 
many years in the House of Commons and I am 
a Labour Member.

Mr. Mark Harper: I was elected to the House 
of Commons last year in the General Election 
and I am a Member of the Conservative front 
Benches and speak to the party on Defence.

Mr. Brooks Newmark:  I am also a 
Conservative. I was in a business for twenty 
years. I got elected last year and I am on the 
Treasury Select Committee and the Treasury 
Science and Technology Committee.	

Sir Robert Smith: I have been a member of the 
Parliament for 9 years from a Scottish 
constituency.  In the last Parliament, I was in 
the Trade and Industry Committee and in this 
Parliament, on the Procedural Committee of the 
House of Commons. But my main constituency 
interest is the Oil and Gas Industry.		

Lord Nazir Ahmed of Rotherham:  I was born 
in Azad Kashmir and I am a member of the 
House of Lords, for life. I do not have to be 
elected like you. So, that is a pleasure and honor 
to be in that position.
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Lord Bhatia (OBE):  I have been in the House 
of Lords for the past five years and I am a cross 
bencher. 

Mrs. Ann Cryer: I am the Labour Member of 
the Parliament for Keighley, which forms 1/5th 

of the Bradford Metropolitan District. We have 
I think, about 20% Muslims in my constituency, 
most of which are from Mirpur. I am a member 
of the House of Commons Select Committee on 
Home Affairs and I also represent back benchers 
on the Parliamentary Committee. I am elected 
to this position and I put forward the views of 
back benchers to the Prime Minister and other 
members of the front bench team every 
Wednesday at 2 O’clock.

Miss Baroness Gloria Hooper:  I am a member 
of the House of Lords for 21 years and I am a 
lawyer by background, a former member of the 
European Parliament and a former Minister in 
the Conservative Government. I sit on the 
Conservative backbenches now and I am a 
Deputy Speaker of the House of Lords.		 

Mrs. Baroness Lindsay Northover: I am also 
in the House of Lords. I have been there for 6 
years and I am spokesperson for the Liberal 
Democrats on International Development. I used 
to be an academic and taught in the University 
of London. 

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: I also 
started of as an academic and then moved to 
journalism and then, finally into politics.	

Mr. Harry Cohen: I am quite sure of the checklist, 
but may I set the ball rolling with questions right 
in at the deep end. Afghanistan – as you know 
UK troops are there at the moment, as part of 
the NATO Force, to try to bring peace and order 
there and as a base really for development as 
well in Afghanistan. Clearly, Pakistan is an 

important player in the whole region but clearly 
in relation it can have any influence in Afghanistan 
as well. Would you like to give us your take on? 
How you see the situation in Afghanistan 
including the presence of British troops there?

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed:  Thank 
you Mr. Cohen. Thank you ladies and gentlemen 
and my own colleagues and friends! It is a 
pleasure to be speaking to you. Of course, 
Afghanistan is one of those issues like Iraq which 
has come back to haunt all of us. I will give you 
a brief five minutes capsule, if I may, on the 
situation. It is focused on the present, in the 
context of history.  Pakistan played a pivotal role 
in the last big battle of the Cold War – the Afghan 
Jihad which was a joint Jihad of the Pakistani 
intelligence, the ISI, the MI 6, the CIA and the 
Western world. The international community 
pumped in 2.1 billion dollars from 1979 to 1989 
to promote the Afghan Jihad, training two 
hundred thousand Afghan Mujahideen in the 
process, including thirty thousand Arab 
volunteers. Some famous names in that group 
were Mr. Osama Bin Laden, whom you all know 
and Dr. Ayman al-Zawahiri. So, that joint Jihad 
was funneled through Pakistan with the active 
collaboration, cooperation and covert support 
of the US, the British, the West and Saudi Arabia, 
of course.

After 1989, when the Red Army was defeated, 
the West, the UK and the US, walked away. Left 
Pakistan and Afghanistan in the lurch and we 
were left holding the baby with the bath water. 
We had 3.5 million refugees in Pakistan, another 
2.5 million in Iran and we had to fend for 
ourselves. There was a period of civil war, strife 
and conflict. Pakistan was penalized for helping 
to win the Cold War being slapped with sanctions

Discussion on the meeting agenda



56
Pakistan and the European Union

from the United States –  in 1999 Pressler 
Amendment onwards. 

After 9/11, Afghanistan came back on the 
international radar screen, which is one basic 
lesson that issues like Iraq or Afghanistan will 
not go away unless these are resolved in a just 

and amicable manner. Now what has happened 
is that in 2001, U.N. Security Council passed 
certain resolutions. Pakistan was on board. We 
supported the international community because 
we feel terrorism is a universal enemy of the 
mankind. Terrorism has no religion. There are 
different people involved in terrorism. There are 
Catholic terrorists in Britain. There are Catholic 
terrorists in Spain. There are Hindu terrorists in 
India and Sri Lanka. There are Jewish terrorists 
in Palestine and there are also Muslim terrorists. 
So, terrorism is a universal phenomenon. It is 
an enemy of the mankind. But what is the 
problem? The original sin which was committed 
– and why Afghanistan is now a serious problem 
is that without settling Afghanistan, without 
keeping the pledges on Afghanistan, the US and 
the UK started planning the invasion of Iraq, 
without United Nations sanction. We feel that 

the Iraq war is an illegal, unjust and immoral 
war. Our Parliament opposed that war. We had 
a 6-day debate. 72 members of the Senate took 
part in it and we had a unanimous resolution 
opposing the war, which became government 
policy in Pakistan.

We did not support the invasion of Iraq in the 
U.N. Security Council, (we were member there) 
and we also did not send the troops despite the 
request. Whatever the nature of the Saddam 
regime, no doubt he was a fascist thug, Iraq had 
no relationship with 9/11, with Al-Qaeda, with 
the Taliban but the reasons for the invasion were 
strategic and ideological – ideological from the 
neocons side. 

Afghanistan was left to fend for itself and the 
whole scenario had then begun to unravel. Poppy 
cultivation, which was zero in 2001, is today 
6,200 metric tons a year which is 92% of the 
world supply. There has been a resurgence of 
resistance by the Taliban. One major mistake 
made by the United States which I pointed out 
to my friend Zalme Khalilzad, the then US 
Ambassador to Afghanistan in that period (I was

Members of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association (UK Branch), during the discussion.
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a student at George Town University and he 
was a student at Columbia) I told Zal that you 
have been  blaming Pakistan for all  the problems 
but when  you attacked Afghanistan, you advised 
Mr. Bush that there should be a  small American 
troops presence –  about 15000 or so, because 
you do not want memories of the Soviet Military 
occupation being invoked in that context. The 
result was that the US was relying on the small 
embryonic Afghan National Army and also mostly 
warlords who now double as drug lords. The 
result is that the entire situation has been 
destabilized and the US seems to have handed 
over responsibility for Afghanistan to Britain and 
the NATO because we realize that despite being 
an awesome military superpower, it seems that 
the US does not have the capacity to fight two 
major conflicts at the same time. They are 
focusing on Iraq which is also an equally big 
mess and the responsibility for Britain is there.

We feel that the way out has to be a political 
settlement. There has to be a dialogue with the 
resistance. There are people in Afghanistan who 
feel a sense of deprivation. This blame game 
should end. If Iraq is in a mess, Iran and Syria 
are blamed. If Afghanistan is in a mess, Pakistan 
is blamed. That is wrong and that is factually 
inaccurate. We feel that whether it is the 
moderate Taliban or whether it is, Mr. Hekmatyar 
or whatever, the US should reach out. If Israel 
can talk to Hizbollah on swapping of prisoners, 
if the UK can talk to the IRA, if Spain can talk to 
the ATTA, the Basque terrorists, if the President 
of Iraq, Jalal Talabani can talk to the militants 
of Fallujah who have killed the Americans and 
the British troops in Iraq – I think there is no 
reason why there should not be an  initiation of 
a dialogue because in the absence of dialogue 
there cannot be a military settlement and we 
feel that this situation will unravel and we will 
feel the fall out. We are not sure how long the 
Britain will stay, how long the NATO will stay, 

how long America will stay in the region but we 
are going no where because we are next-door 
neighbours.

So, we feel that there has to be a review and 
reassessment of Western policies and we are 
very pleased that after 7th of November 2006, 
when as they say that the American people have 
spoken, there is now a review and reassessment 
on Iraq. We feel a similar review and 
reassessment of Afghanistan should be in order. 
Afghanistan’s neighbours, all six of them are the 
stakeholders. They should be taken on board. 
They have a strategic stake in the stability of 
Afghanistan, in the unity of Afghanistan and in 
the wellbeing of Afghanistan because what 
happens in Afghanistan has a direct impact on 
us. And finally, Pakistan among all other countries 
has done the most, sacrificed the most for the 
cause of Afghanistan. No other country has done 
that. Even when we were ditched by the West, 
we stood by Afghanistan. We gave them succor, 
we gave them support and I think this is a unique 
relationship that there was friction free bonding 
between the Afghan refugees in Pakistan and 
the people of Pakistan. There has been no 
demand ever that they should be thrown out 
from Pakistan, the refugees I mean.	 

A last word about Mr. Karzai who is known to 
us. He has been an old friend of Pakistan and, 
Mr. Cohen; I want to make it clear for the record 
that for without the support of Pakistan, Mr. 
Karzai today would not have been in Office as 
President of Afghanistan because in the 2004 
elections, the Afghan refugees in Pakistan who 
were mostly Pushtoon refugees had the right to 
vote. And we ensured that election and the 
massive turnout helped Mr. Karzai become 
President - courtesy us. So, if we helped in 
electing Mr. Karzai, certainly we have no interest 
in destabilizing Mr. Karzai or destabilizing the 
government of Afghanistan because in that
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eventuality we would be the worst sufferers. We 
were happy that although it is a bit out of turn, 
your Army Chief spoke up on Iraq and I hope 
that other people will also speak on the issue of 
Afghanistan from within the parliament of Britain, 
for whom we have respect that they are the 
people who speak up and that they differed with 
the policy of Mr. Blair, like Lord Nazir did and 
the backbenchers of the Labour Party also. So 
that is where things stand as far as Afghanistan 
is concerned.

Senator Nisar A. Memon: Can I just add one 
small point to this?

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: Please do 
not repeat whatever I have said. 

Senator Nisar A. Memon: Thank you Mr. 
Chairman. While I agree with what has been 
said by the Chairman, one of the things that are 
of concern to the people of Pakistan is what 
President Bush did during his visit to the Sub-
Continent. When he went to India, he assigned 
India, mandated India in fact, to bring democracy 
in Afghanistan. On the other hand, when he 
came here, he mandated Pakistan to fight the 
war on terror which Pakistan was already fighting 
not only for itself but also for the other countries 

of the world. I think that has brought in a very 
difficult situation for Pakistan because India was 
already present in Afghanistan with 21 
Information Centers and about 5 Consulates. 
Now, with this kind of a mandate from President 
Bush himself their presence in Afghanistan has 
increased. So far as this increased pressure for 
Afghanistan alone would not matter to Pakistan 
but their interference across our Western borders 
is certainly a cause of concern for Pakistan and 
this is what I thought you should have in your 

mind in the context of Afghanistan. Thank you.

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: Senator 
Professor Khurshid Ahmed.

Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmed: In the name 
of Allah, the most merciful. Thank you Mr. 
Chairman. Mushahid has presented a 
perspective on Afghanistan. I may not agree 
with the entire breadth of his analysis but I think 
the final point is very important and that is, it is 
time to rethink and review. The dimension I want 
to emphasize relate to two points.

First, it was not merely a hasty withdrawal in 
1989-90 but the whole dynamics of the Geneva 
Accord which sowed the seeds of civil war and

“....the invasion of Lebanon by Israel did not please many of us and if I can just go back to what Condoleezza Rice actually said 
about a week into the invasion and I quote, “it is too early to call for a ceasefire”. I never heard of such rubbish.” (Mrs. Ann Cryer)
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destabilization in Afghanistan. It was one of the 
worst agreements in human history.	

Second, the post 9/11 situation, when force was 
used in Afghanistan and the way it was used 
despite the fig leaf of Security Council resolution 
of intervention in Afghanistan, was one of the 
blunders committed in that country and we are 
all garnering the fruits of that blunder.	

Yes, an act against humanity was committed 
and 9/11 has been condemned by all. But the 
way Afghanistan was penalized on the plea that 
it had allowed terrorists refuge, if that could be 
a genuine plea then what did America do in 
respect of terrorists in Cuba, Nicaragua and a 
number of other Latin American countries? There 
is the 1984 judgment of the International Court 
of Justice in The Hague on the Nicaragua case 
which says that “the presence of terrorists in a 
country where the government is not directly 
involved, the government is not responsible for 
that”. Yet the UN Security Council ignored all 
that and sanctioned mass killing, use of 
daisycutters, bunker busters and what not.  The 
vast destruction of Afghanistan, both human and 
physical, in the name of fight against terrorism 
cannot be condoned by the people of 
Afghanistan, Pakistan and the Muslim world and 
also justice loving people the world over. So, I 
think the seeds are there.

The other important dimension is that without a 
clear definition of terrorism it has to be 
distinguished from fighting for freedom because 
use of force is one thing – even violence has a 
role and war is a part of foreign policy. The 
feeling of the people is that in Afghanistan today 
Bush and the NATO forces are guilty of terrorism 
and as such they have put themselves at par 
with people who had been responsible for 
heinous acts of terrorism against humanity 
whether it was 9/11 or 7/7 or whatever that be. 

Two more points quickly. First, although this  
intervention was totally unjustified and illegitimate 
yet the way things further unfolded – particularly 
alliance with a particular group, the Northern 
Alliance, ignoring the Pushtoon majority and 
other ground realities in Afghanistan – had 
adversely affected  the whole dynamics of the 
Afghan situation and relationship of Afghanistan 
with Pakistan  and the region. 

Second, I would be blunt to say that the NATO 
forces are today looked upon by the people of 
Afghanistan as forces of occupation and not the 
so-called instrument for development. 
Development is a far cry, is irrelevant. Destruction 
has been the fate of the Afghan people and the 
Taliban whatever be their imbalance yet the 
Taliban represent an important Afghan 
phenomenon. Although people in Pakistan do 
not fully agree with all the politics of the Taliban, 
they are not outsiders. They belong to that 
tradition. They belong to that part of the world 
and demonizing and targeting them has been 
counterproductive and today the resurgence is 
making the Taliban a symbol of national 
resistance as it has happened vis-à'e0-vis 
Hizbollah in Lebanon. 

So I think, we have to go deeper to the causes, 
to the factors responsible – historical, cultural 
and traditional and without that, I think, we would 
be doing great injustice to Afghanistan and I 
hope the world powers do not wait for a nemesis 
situation as it has emerged in Iraq. If they do 
not see the reality and   they think that mere exit 
route from Iraq is important and not from 
Afghanistan, they are heading for a great crisis 
for themselves and for the region. So, I would 
suggest that Afghanistan has to be taken more 
seriously and the ground realities have to be 
accepted. There should be noninterference. The 
Afghan people are capable of resolving their 
problems and they do not need forces of
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occupation to set their own house in order.  
Thank you.

Mr. Harry Cohen: I very much appreciate those 
comments and that is why it is so important to 
put light on the situation and I have to say that 
I am also one who was not supportive of what 
went on in Iraq and indeed, I think, he delayed 
getting things sorted in Afghanistan.	 

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: You have 
been vindicated.

Mr. Harry Cohen:  I agree with you also about 
the need for reassessment and review, taking 

into account the various stakeholders – the 
neighboring countries. But I have to say, I think 
in many parts of the world and certainly in Britain 
and in the United  States the view is that it is an 
elected government – the Karzai Government, 
although it does not run through the whole 
country. We would want to preserve a democratic 
system and build on that as much as possible. 
We don’t know what would happen in the future 
and I think there would be an enormous 
reluctance for seeing the Taliban to return in 
any way whatsoever because when they were 
in power they were a cruel regime. They were 
very much against the wishes of the United 

Nations in lots of ways. They did not educate 
girls and treated women quite badly, actually in 
lots of ways and of course there were training 
camps that led to 9/11 as well.  So, that is the 
problem I think in terms of coming to an 
accommodation but I think a review on looking 
at it and getting a wider based government, if 
need be through democracy, is a way forward.

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: On the 
Taliban, there are different views within Pakistan 
also and I personally do not share that view of 
the Taliban because our worldview is different 
than the Taliban because the kind of Islam they 
talked about is not representative of mainstream 

Muslims. I am frankly speaking for myself. I 
would be very clear on that. I remember, I was 
the Information Minister, they came for a meeting 
and they refused to have a meeting in that room 
because there was a photograph of the father 
of the nation.  So, that kind of thing is not there 
but the issue is larger than that.  It is the issue 
of occupation and taking everybody on board 
and I think, on board means that all sections of 
Afghan. In Britain also you have the 
Conservatives, the Liberals, the Labours and 
some may be loony fringes also in the left and 
right respectively. So, you have all kinds of 
people.

“....I am more afraid about the Taliban in the White House and Pentagon than the Taliban in Afghanistan.”
                                                               (Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmed)
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Miss Gloria Hooper:  Our Party also opposed 
the invasion of Iraq and we very much felt that 
it took everybody’s eye of what was happening 
in Afghanistan and we all are likely to suffer now 
for that neglect. I wonder whether I could ask a 
question about a different area and that is 
Kashmir. It is obviously very welcome that there 
are now talks between India and Pakistan about 
Kashmir and I wondered how you felt those talks 
were progressing and what further steps you 
would now hope to see?

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed:  The talks 
are currently underway in New Delhi between 
the foreign secretaries. These have been 
resumed after India unilaterally broke off the 
dialogue process using the pretext of terrorist 
acts within India which Pakistan has resolutely 
condemned and of which there has been 
absolutely no evidence of any linkage of any 
foreign country with those acts – unfortunate 
and reprehensible as they are.  So there was 
knee jerk reaction.

We feel that there is a section of the Indian 
establishment in the security structure, in the 
military and, perhaps, even in south block who 
are seeing this situation of rapprochement with 
Pakistan through Cold War blinkers and I think 
the Cold War mentality is very much intact there, 
unfortunately. So, the first opportunity they like 
to bash up Pakistan and then they want to use 
that to derail the process of talks and 
negotiations.  

Pakistan has always gone the extra mile on this 
issue. We are ready for a dialogue process but 
you know you can’t have Hamlet without the 
Prince of Denmark. I mean, the talks have to be 
focused on reaching a resolution of the core 
cause of contention i.e. the Kashmir dispute and 
it has to be resolved in accordance with the 
aspirations of the Kashmiri people. When we 

talk of the rights of the Afghans, the Iraqis, the 
East Timorese and the Palestinians to determine 
their own destiny, that right is a universal one 
and it can’t be selective and you can’t exclude 
the Kashmiris from this process. We expect the 
Britain as the old colonial power which has a 
certain moral and legal responsibility for the 
mess that was left vis-à'e0-vis Kashmir. Part of 
the mess we have created ourselves but part of 
the mess was historical. The Britain should play 
its role in pushing and prodding the main 
stakeholders – Pakistan, India and the Kashmiri 
people, to reach an amicable settlement. We 
are ready for that in Pakistan and there is no 
constituency that seeks confrontation with India. 

Our people want to reach out and if you 
remember when the cricket team came here last 
time they were very well received here and we 
even applauded our own defeat at the hands of 
India, which shows we are large hearted. I always 
tell my Indian friends because I go to a lot of 
seminars, that the main issue is perhaps, in my 
personal view, not Kashmir, it is the absence of 
Indians being large-hearted and big enough.  If 
you talk about big vision for a big country, you 
have to have a big heart also to reach out and 
I think you need a Nixonian vision for that - the 
statesmanship, which was there when he 
reached out to China.  I think that is sadly missing 
today.

Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmed:  We are 
grateful to Baroness for raising Kashmir. We 
wanted to raise it ourselves and we are grateful 
that she has been kind enough to raise this 
issue. I think, as far as Kashmir is concerned, 
the people of Pakistan want dialogue and 
peaceful resolution of the issue. But the core 
issue is right of self determination of the Kashmiri 
people and that is being ignored. The rhetoric 
question of confidence building measures or 
some kind of autonomy is window dressing.  So,
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right of self determination is the central issue. 
That has to be discussed and resolved, taking 
the people of Kashmir into confidence. Whatever 
they decide, whether in favor of India or Pakistan, 
they have a right to do that.  If they want to go 
for independent state, they have a right to do 
that also. So, they have to be given this choice. 
 Nothing short of that can lead to a real solution 
of the issue.

We are really concerned that the world 
community is not showing enough interest and 
commitment to the civil rights violation, custodial 
killings, capital punishments and the way people 
have been denied their right to protest peacefully. 
Every burial is a mini referendum there. I think 
the world community is not taking interest in that 
and the issue is being confused. So occupation 
and subjugation is the real issue.  Thank you.

Senator Nisar A. Memon:  Thank you Mr. 
Chairman. I would just like to voice the general 
feeling of the people of Pakistan on the Kashmir 
issue.  Pakistani people would like to see the 
resolution of Kashmir dispute keeping in view 
the aspirations of the people of Kashmir on both 
sides of the divide. Pakistan, in the last six to 
seven years, has had average GDP growth of 
7% and in order to sustain that growth and also 
to spend more money on poverty alleviation and 
other uplift programmes it needs more resources. 
In 2002 the armed forces of the two countries 
stood eyeball to eyeball but war was averted 
due to nuclear weapons possessed by both 
sides. The people of India too, would be vying 
for the resolution of the dispute so that the 
energies of both the countries could be diverted 
to providing education, safe drinking water and 
health and poverty alleviation on both sides.		

So I think, now it is a challenge for the 
Government of India to respond to the concrete 
measures that President Musharraf has taken 

in all these years and we all know that at Agra, 
just before the agreement was to be signed, the 
Indian side backed out. So it is for India how to 
act and respond. 

Mr. Mark Hooper: Thank you. If I can just track 
us back to Afghanistan a little bit which is to pick 
you up Senator and to ask you to expand a little 
bit. You said it in the beginning about your view 
that you felt that there should be a re-examination 
by America and the Britain about policy in 
Afghanistan and the six neighbouring countries, 
the stakeholders, they should be involved. In 
what way should they be involved? How would 
you see a different model being adopted? How 
the six neighbouring countries together with 
Western countries actually help and support the 
Karzai Government and help develop or enable 
Afghanistan to develop? Little bit more detail 
would be helpful.

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: I think two 
– three things should be in order. I think we 
should all agree that the military option has either 
failed or is failing and that would not provide us 
light at the end of the tunnel. That has to be one 
fundamental premise of whatever strategy that 
we focus on.

So, I would say that it should be at two different 
levels. First, the level of Pakistan and Afghanistan 
because the US has clout in both the capitals. 
The US has a military presence there and I 
would assume that the US has a strategic stake 
in having stability in the region. So, there has to 
be an end to this blame game, end to this war 
of words and every time there is a problem in 
Afghanistan, Pakistan is blamed needlessly. I 
think that has to end. A ceasefire in terms of, at 
least, the war of words and Mr. Karzai should 
be reined in by his American and British 
friends/sponsors.
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The second, whether we like it or not Iran is a 
factor, China is a factor, Tajikistan is a factor, 
Turkmenistan is a factor, Uzbekistan is a factor 
– along with Pakistan because they are all 
neighbours of Afghanistan and if you recall in 

1998-99, there was also an initiative of six plus 
two; the six neighbouring countries plus the US 
and the Russia on this issue. So, I think there 
has to be a multilateral diplomatic framework – 
the one being examined and may be seriously 
tried in Iraq. They were excluding Iran and Syria 
from resolving Iraq. Now they are bringing them 
back in the loop and I think the Iraq Study Group 
of Baker will probably come out with that 
recommendation. So there are two different 
tracks.

The third is on the domestic front within 
Afghanistan. We should accept the fact that the 
base of Mr. Karzai is extremely narrow. It is 
confined to whatever the meters of the 
Presidential compound in Kabul are. I mean that 
a majority refers him to as a mayor of Kabul. I 
don’t want to say that because he is a respected 
President of Afghanistan and we have good 

relations with Afghanistan, but a lot of critics say 
that.

So, I think we should accept that there is a sense 
of alienation within the Afghan society because 

of the sins of omission and commission like 
bombing marriage parties, bombing funerals – 
mistakes being made to alienate sections of the 
Afghan society. I think they have to be taken on 
board.

These are the three tracks which should move 
simultaneously. Bilateral: Pakistan – Afghanistan. 
Multilateral: Afghanistan and its neighbours 
because all the neighbours have a strategic 
stake in the stability, unity, territorial integrity 
and well being of Afghanistan. We provide them 
access to the outside world because it is a land 
locked country and no neighbour of Afghanistan 
wants Afghanistan to be destabilized, all of them 
without exception. The third, of course is domestic 
within the political sphere.

Finally, I think pledges were made to Afghanistan 
in the Bonn Conference. You can go through

Participants of the meeting exchanging their views on Afghanistan.
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the statistics, how many of those pledges were 
honoured? What was delivered in terms of 
institutional building of the Afghan National Army, 
schools, health centers, etc.? And we do not 
have to talk about corruption because I don’t 
want to pontificate about the other countries. 
That is not right for me to do that but you can 
have a look at the track record because a lot of 
money is being pumped in by NGOs and so 
forth. See their own websites – how much of it 
is being siphoned off in the pockets of the big 
shots or the VIPs and how much is really filtering 
down to the common person in Afghanistan?

Senator Sardar Mahtab Ahmed Khan: Thank 
you very much Mr. Chairman. I would not like 
to repeat what has already been said. I will just 
add a point to the blame game issue that was 
raised by an honourable member. I think the 
blame game will continue in spite of the 
involvement of all stakeholders in the Afghan 
issue. It is important to evaluate and examine 
past events and to take stock of the situation in 
Afghanistan post 9/11 by a third party, which 
could be a commission of neutral and 
independent people or through organizations 
under the United Nations or under some other 
international institution. That commission has to 
take stock of all the events including the 
occupation by foreign forces, the response of 
the Afghan resistance and the response of the 
present government. Any evaluation without a 
neutral third party will not materialize. That was 
the point which I wanted to stress on.	

Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmed: I agree with 
the four points of Mushahid about Afghanistan 
but I think two more points need to be added.

First, demonization of one group and alienation 
of another would not work. One may agree or 
disagree with the worldview of the Taliban and 
I also had my reservations which were expressed 

all along with cordial relations and understanding 
and dialogue with them and recognition of their 
positive contribution because it were the Taliban 
who established law and order, who were able 
to disarm different warring groups, who were 
able to establish justice and who were able to 
eliminate poppy cultivation. Of course, they failed 
in development, women education and many 
others. So, I think demonization of the Taliban 
should end and they should be involved along 
with all the others. Unless all the stakeholders 
are taken into view, the problems could not be 
solved. 

Finally, there cannot be an imposed, tutored 
external solution to the problem. It has to emerge 
by dialogue from within. It has to be realized 
that while neighbours and the world powers have 
their role to play but if they want to dole out and 
have their favorites and those whom they dislike, 
it will not work. The situation has to evolve from 
within. So, I think these two points should be 
added. 

Mrs. Ann Cryer:  Can I just mention that I along 
with my three colleagues all voted against the 
invasion of Iraq. I voted against the invasion on 
six occasions and it was not to please my Muslim 
constituents. It was because I had a very strong 
view that it was not the right thing to do. However, 
with that I can just bring us a little bit more up 
to date. Can I just also say that the invasion of 
Lebanon by Israel did not please many of us 
and if I can just go back to what Condoleezza 
Rice actually said about a week into the invasion 
and I quote, “it is too early to call for a ceasefire” 
I never heard of such rubbish. You know it is 
never ever too early to call for a ceasefire. I don’t 
think she did anything for the American foreign 
policy by saying out. 

Last week I went with eight other women labour 
MPs to the Israeli Embassy to hand in a letter
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of complaint about the shooting of peacefully 
demonstrating Palestinian women in Gaza. I 
think, as you can see, I have a fairly strong 
connection with all of these issues that support 
Muslims throughout the world. However, I also 
have to say that I never voted against the invasion 

of Afghanistan because I saw that the position 
of the women of Afghanistan was absolutely 
appalling. It improved a little bit but I am afraid, 
due to all sorts of things, we are back to where 
we were, in that very few women in Afghanistan 
are now in schools. Same applies to some 
women in some parts of Pakistan who are not 
going to school or are illiterate and I do hope for 
my own sake and because of my constituents 
that the Pakistani Government and you, members 
of the Parliament, will seek to address this 
problem because it is having a big impact on 
the northern towns and cities when we were 

bringing in hundreds of young women who are 
illiterate. It does not help them. It does not help 
their constituents and their communities. I think 
that’s about all which I have to say to you but 
thank you for listening.

Lord Nazir Ahmed of Rotherham: Let me, first 
of all, say that I will not only support Ann Cryer 
but I will go and ask the Muslim community to 
vote for her. I just wanted to ask your opinion. 
Our Prime Minister when he visited India last 
time, he was asked question about the 
indigenous Kashmiri resistance. He said that 
they are terrorists. I don’t agree with him. I totally 
disagree with him. What is the position of the 
Government of Pakistan or the view of the 
Senate? Do you class them as militants, freedom 
fighters or as terrorists? Second thing is that 
Prof. Khurshid Ahmed sahib mentioned about

“Pakistan among all other countries has done the most, sacrificed the most for the cause of Afghanistan. No other country has 
done that”.   (Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed)
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the options for the Kashmiris whether they want 
to be with India, Pakistan or independent. Can 
I ask, during the negotiations between India and 
Pakistan, did you have Kashmiris there with 
yourselves or did you ask the Government of 
India and Pakistan to include Kashmiris in the 
dialogue which is taking place? 

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: I will 
answer the second part first, about the inclusion 
of Kashmiris. Our position has been very 
consistent that when there is a resolution of 
Kashmir, the Kashmiris have to be on board, 
they have to be included. We have not reached 
that stage yet in our negotiations with India 
where the Kashmiris are going to be included 
because we are not talking of immediate Kashmir 
settlement because of India’s problem. We are 
ready for that. But at the same time, courtesy 
Pakistan’s initiatives and efforts, the Kashmiris 
have been included as a factor, as a party 
because it is a tripartite issue and you can see 
in Pakistan that we are even talking to Mr. Omer 
Abdullah, son of Mr. Farooq Abdullah,  Mehbooba 
Mufti, the Peoples Democratic Party leader from 
Kashmir. She has also been talking to us apart 
from the All Parties Hurriyat Conference (APHC) 
and, for the first time, the Indian Government 
also had formal negotiations with the APHC.	

So I think these are the efforts of Pakistan and 
our relentless pursuit of diplomacy that the 
Kashmiris are the factor. They are the principal 
factor; they are the main victims; they ought to 
be included; they ought to be on board. But we 
have not reached that stage yet when there is 
going to be a definitive final settlement of 
Kashmir. So, when we come to that stage we 
will not be alone and the Kashmiris would be 
there in that process. Senator S.M. Zafar wants 
to say something to supplement about Kashmir.

Senator S.M. Zafar: The issue that has been 

raised is whether one should treat them as 
freedom fighters or terrorists. I think Prof. 
Khurshid did raise that point that terrorism has 
not yet been defined. In the context of Kashmir, 
so far as we are concerned, those struggling for 
freedom and for the right of self determination 
would not fall in the definition of terrorists at all. 
We consider them as freedom fighters, as people 
who are struggling for the right of self-
determination. But any act done by the people 
against the civilians, that naturally is something 
which Pakistan will condemn and has 
condemned, will fall in the domain of terrorism.	

While Kashmir is being talked about, I think the 
most important item and that is where probably 
all of you can help easily, is the human rights 
violation which is going on unabated in the 
occupied Kashmir area. We have been receiving 
that information and we have been also getting 
the facts and figures being brought out which 
show that it is continuing there and the worst is 
so much of a mess of the military there. No de-
militarization has taken place at all which is 
evident from the number of soldiers that are 
there in that small territory. Probably that high 
ratio of soldiers to the civilians has never attained 
in any part of the world: one is to seven in the 
Srinagar valley for every adult male Muslim. 
That’s where the whole problem is.	

So, your question in that context is very difficult 
to answer in clear terms except to say that so 
long as terrorism is not defined they are freedom 
fighters.

Mr. Brooks Newmark: I sense some 
philosophical difference in approach to 
Afghanistan between the Chairman and the 
Professor which I am happy to see. If we could 
wave a magic wand I would be interested in 
your different perspectives as to what structure 
you would like to see in Afghanistan. There is
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the Bush-Blair doctrine which is to impose their 
version of democracy around the world but that 
may not be suitable for Afghanistan which is 
demographical ly ,  geographical ly  and 
topographically a challenge to be a country. The 
borders are very difficult to define as a border 
and the people themselves are very different 
groups of people. Prof. Khurshid was saying 
that the Taliban do have a constructive role and 
I am just curious in the context of a structure 
that you will create versus the one the Chairman 
will create as to what role will a group of people 
have in that new country who invited affectively 
twenty thousand plus Arabs and Saudis who 
were incredibly repressive to women to an 
extreme version and facilitated the attack on 
9/11.

Miss Gloria Hooper: Thank you. Perhaps I may 
briefly say on Iraq that I too was opposed to 
entering Iraq. As a lawyer I feel it was totally 
unjustified in International Law but I would like 
to move around to another of your neighbours 
and given the priority issues we have been 
discussing what sort of priority do you give to 
relations with Bangladesh and in responding to 
this perhaps you would also indicate what powers 
your Foreign Affairs Committee has? Are you 
able to influence policy and in what way are you 
able to do that?

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: Thank you. 
I will just respond to that first. I will just come 
back to the other (asked by Mr. Brooks 
Newmark), but we will give a brief short response.

We have strategic relationship with Bangladesh 
not just for historical reasons but also because 
Bangladesh is a major country. It is a Muslim 
country. We have a shared heritage history and 
a past and some parts of that heritage were 
bitter but we think we have buried that and I 
think it goes to the credit of President Musharraf. 

He is the first Pakistani leader who went to 
Dhaka and who apologized to the people of 
Bangladesh for what happened in 1971. Bhutto 
had not formally apologized but he had gone to 
the monument. But Musharraf despite being a 
military man, I think it goes to his credit that he 
had that moral courage to say, “I am sorry” and 
I think, we should have apologized for that 
because there were crimes against humanity 
committed in 1971 and so that chapter is closed.

We are very happy that Muhammad Yunus, a 
citizen of Bangladesh, has been given the Nobel 
Prize. It is a matter of pride and I myself had 
issued a statement welcoming it as a matter of 
pride for a friend of Pakistan, for a South Asian 
and for a Muslim. So, with Bangladesh we have 
very close relations and whenever Bangladesh 
is subjected to bullying from India, which is very 
frequent, Pakistan is one of those countries 
which do express solidarity with Bangladesh.	

There are about two million nationals of 
Bangladesh currently living in Karachi. They 
come in from borders, smuggled in different 
kinds of situation. We have good relationship 
and we hope that these recent troubles there 
will end and there will be a consensus on rules 
of the game for the forthcoming elections which 
are extremely important for Bangladesh and for 
stability in the region. 

Regarding the two aspects of Mr. Brooks 
Newmark’s question, of course, the Bush-Blair 
version of democracy is very selective because 
Israel attacked two democratic Muslim states. 
In Palestine, of course Hamas is an elected 
government and Lebanon has an elected 
government where Hezbollah has 14 members 
of the Parliament and we do not think that 
Hezbollah or Hamas or Iran are extremists and 
this is my personal view. As far as democracy 
is concerned, I think, where it is of a certain kind
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which is perhaps compatible with the US or the 
British interests is termed democracy. So, I think 
this double standard on democracy should end. 
Democracy means whoever comes in is a 
stakeholder, they should be there.

My personal view is that the Taliban’s worldview 
and values were contrary to the Islamic 
injunctions and, I think, very detrimental to the 
image of Islam and to the human rights of the 
Afghan majority of people and I think that they 
damaged Islam – the Bamian events, the women 
issues and all that, of course. I agree with Prof. 
Khurshid that in a limited context they maintained 

law and order and all that sort of things but I 
hope that they are not the future of Afghanistan. 
I as a Pakistani would not like to see that future 
because if I do not want that regime to be 
acceptable for myself in Pakistan, I would not 
like that regime to be acceptable to the people 
of Afghanistan as well. I can’t have double 
standard on that. 

Mr. Brooks Newmark:  So what is your model 
government?

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: I think that 
the resistance in Afghanistan is something which 
has been forced upon by occupation. I feel that 
you should consider the Hekmatyar model also 
– a government of national unity. Mr. Gulbuddin 
Hekmatyar is somebody who has worked very 
closely with the US with the UK and with Pakistan 
and Iran intelligence services. He is one of the 
boys as it were in the last 20 years and he is 
not the Taliban. He has a certain presence and 
if I were sitting in White Hall or somewhere in 
the White House and looking at the map of 
Afghanistan, I would go and dig up the file on 
Mr. Hekmatyar in my old computer. I think he 

could be one option. Now this is thinking alone. 
This is not the government policy.

So, that could be an option to fashion that around 
because Afghanistan is a multi-ethnic state. It’s 
more of a de-facto federal kind of arrangement 
and I think everybody has to be on board. Not 
just different sections of society with different 
political views but also the ethnic elements and 
I think that’s what federal democracy is all about 
– issue of inclusion. So, I would try to fashion 
together a government of national unity, bring

Participants of the meeting, during the Question - Answer session.
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those people on board, so that the occupation 
is ended and the military operations are ended. 

For me, that view of Afghanistan would not be 
a return to the unfortunate past. 

Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmad: Well, you have 
raised a very fundamental issue and definitely 
it needs detailed discussion. To me, imposition 
of democracy and the Bush-Blair model is a 
contradiction in terms. Democracy evolves, 
represents the wish of a people, not something 
that can be imposed in view of the vision of X, 
Y or Z. 

Secondly, as far as the Taliban are concerned, 
yes, they are being demonized but there was 
time when the Taliban were also supported and 
groomed by America and Saudi Arabia. 
Negotiations were going on till May 2001. Things 
were very close to developing an understanding. 
So, I think we must not have a very shortsighted 
one-dimensional view.

Thirdly, not merely Afghanistan, most of the 
countries of the world have their own 
demographic, ethnic, religious and cultural 
diversity – including the UK. You have Irish, you 
have Welsh and you have Scots. So, diversity 
is part of that and a proper political arrangement 
is one which takes care of that and gives each 
one an opportunity to participate. I agree with 
Mushahid that there should be a government of 
national consensus – and the Afghan tradition 
of Jirga is very much in line with that but I would 
take strong exception to that and it is news to 
me that Afghanistan was attacked because the 
Afghan ruler of that time, the Taliban, were 
callous and criminal towards women and Bin 
Laden or the Arabs are a demon because of 
their attitude toward women. If that is so, then 
I think that is very much shared by the ruling 
classes in Saudi Arabia and many other countries 

and they are your friends. So, I think that is not 
the issue. But as far as the rights of women are 
concerned we are for that, Islam stands for that 
and I do not share the Taliban’s view about 
women education. But I must say that the Taliban 
have a right like all others to their views and I 
am more afraid about the Taliban in the White 
House and Pentagon than the Taliban in 
Afghanistan. 

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: So he 
agrees that the Taliban are bad news whether 
in the White House or in Afghanistan. Now I give 
the floor to Maulana Sami-ul-Haq, who represents 
a very important seminary which trained many 
Taliban leaders. Of course, then they were 
kosher. Maulana Sahib please be brief. He will 
speak in Urdu and I will have the honour to 
translate but Maulana Sahib! I will request you 
to be brief.

Maulana Sami-ul-Haq: Our honorable guests 
have spoken on Afghanistan, Kashmir, Iraq and 
a host of issues. I do not want to add to what 
they have said. I think the most important issues, 
which I see from my examination of the Western 
media are terrorism and Jihad and the third big 
issue is that of seminaries or what is known as 
the Madrassahs. We won’t resolve these issues 
just by discussing Afghanistan, Palestine and 
Iraq unless we go for the snake’s head and chop 
it off. 

The Commonwealth can play a very positive 
role. We don’t expect anything from Bush nor 
from the UN but the Commonwealth can play a 
very important role in defining terrorism. Unless 
and until terrorism is defined this war will be 
endless. Let us not waste time. Yesterday, 
Channel 4 asked me about terrorism and Jihad. 
I briefly explained that if a dacoit enters my 
house and does things to my kids what do I do? 
If I hit back and defend myself and my honour
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then that is Jihad and if I attack innocent civilians 
or attack a bus which is carrying passengers 
and then I do it for looting or plundering – then 
that is terrorism. 

Islam means security and peace. When we 
Muslims meet we say Assalam-o-Alaikum, which 
means peace on you. It is very unfortunate and 
regrettable that Islam is sometimes linked with 
terrorism. We were forced to establish 
Madrassahs or the seminaries because when 
the British colonialists came to the Sub Continent 
150 years ago they made the education system 
secular by excluding the curriculum of Islam and 
teachings about the Holy Quran and the Islamic 
injunctions from the local curricula. The British 
ruled for over 150 years and they used to 
regularly visit and examine and monitor these 
Madrassahs and seminaries where the Islamic 
injunctions were being taught and not once there 
was any element of violence or terrorism in any 
of these seminaries. If you are so scared of the 
Madrassahs I advise you that you should force 
the rulers of the Muslim world of all the Muslim 
countries that they should stop this differentiation 
between the secular and the Islamic education. 
If you include Islamic teachings in the secular 
curricula in countries like Pakistan and other 
Muslim counties then we don’t need to have 
Madrassahs or separate seminaries for teaching 
Islam. 

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: Thank you 
Mr. Cohen, thank you very much. This was an 

important intervention. We differed on a certain 
perspective and that perspective should be 
known to you as well. 

Mr. Harry Cohen: Before you finish, I wanted 
to give some information to Maulana Sahib that 
in Britain there are two million Muslims. There 
are 1400 mosques, about 4000 Quran schools 
and 135 Muslim schools and 8 of them are State-
funded.

Can I just communicate thanks of our delegation 
to you for the very frank views which were very 
informative and we appreciate it. I also want to 
thank the Committee for the many other issues 
which we have discussed – like terrorism. We 
also thank the Pakistani authorities for helping 
us and fore-warning us about the terrorist acts 
planned for August this year. 

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: We too, 
are the victims of terrorism, so we would like to 
be on board, sir. 

Mr. Harry Cohen: So it’s a double thing, but 
thank you for your views here. 

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: We have 
got lunch in an hour time, after you are through 
with the next meeting.
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Harry became an MP back in 1983 for what was then just the Leyton constituency. After some 
boundary adjustments, he was elected as MP for Leyton and Wanstead in 1997. He has not looked 
back since being elected an MP and is continually striving for the betterment of his area.  	

He trained to be a public service accountant (CIFPA) and subsequently obtained a Master of Science 
degree in Politics and Administration from Birkbeck College, University of London.  His 11 years 
as a local councillor had readied him for political life and provided the platform from which he has 
launched himself into local, national and even international politics. 

Harry has used his position as an MP to help improve the lives of well over 20,000 individual 
constituents who have come to him with their problems.  Courteous and efficient, he gets to the 
point, gets the letters in and, if he needs to, takes on the authorities.  He gets results for his 
constituents.  

His time as an MP has seen him hold a number of posts including in earlier Parliaments: membership 
of the House of Commons Select Committee on Defence; vice-chair of the Economic Committee 
of the NATO Parliamentary Assembly and chair and rapporteur of the sub-committee on East-West 
Economic Co-operation and Convergence; chair of Labour’s backbench Defence Committee.

Harry is Secretary of the All-Party Parliamentary Race and Community Group, and Chairman of the 
All-Party Parliamentary Group for Tibet.

As the health service is an area of special concern to Harry, his extra-Parliamentary interests have 
seen him become an Honorary Vice-President of the Royal College of Midwives.  Other areas 
of specialisation include: racism; sexism; defence and international affairs; asylum; and public 
transport in London. He has been active for a new law on Corporate killing. Now as a Select 
Committee member he is deeply involved in Work & Pensions issues. He helped produce an 
impressive report on pensions reform.

Harry Cohen, MP is also very active within his constituency and keeps abreast of the full range of 
local issues from education to health to housing to transport.  He intervenes whenever necessary. 
He has succeeded in getting a lot of Regeneration resources into his constituency. He also helped 
ensure that the Olympics Velodrome is to be based in his area.

Harry Cohen, MP
(Layton and Wanstead)
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It’s not all work, work, work (although to Harry and his wife it sometimes seems that way).  Though 
Harry has been kept busy, he still just about manages to have a life outside of politics.  Harry is a 
family man with grandchildren.  He enjoys living in Leyton with Ellen, his wife of over 28 years, and 
their three cats and Jack Russell called Rosa, named after the German Socialist Rosa Luxemburg. 
Harry sponsors Solomon, a young boy in Ghana via the Christian charity World Vision, and they 
regularly keep in contact by mail.  Ellen sponsors Gita, a young Bangladeshi girl, via the same 
charity.
 
With the rest of his time he likes to take in films - with a friend and former neighbour he has formed 
"the French Film Club" - and read books.  He likes to listen to world music, pop music and some 
classical music - he likes Shostakovich.  He would like to have more time to see a bit more horseracing 
as he likes a bet or two.  He used to jointly own, with neighbouring MP Neil Gerrard, a racing 
greyhound. After winning thirteen races she has been retired to a good family home. Harry enjoys 
football on the tele or at the Brisbane Road stadium supporting Leyton Orient.  He likes real ale and 
Hoegaarden white beer, and the occasional Friday evening in The Essex. It's like an afro-caribbean 
party there. Harry also spends weekends with Ellen and Rosa in their static caravan at St. Lawrence 
Bay near Bradwell on Sea. He enjoys and benefits from regular Art therapy. He is a founder member 
of the All-Party Parliamentary Group for Dance. Of course, Harry is also always interested in news 
and current affairs.



Profiles of the
Chairman and Members of

the Senate Foreign Relations Committee



77
Pakistan and the European Union

Mushahid Hussain Sayed is currently a Senator and Chairman, Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate.  He is also Secretary 
General of the ruling party, Pakistan Muslim League. He has been a Cabinet Minister, Journalist, university teacher and political 
analyst. As Information Minister from 1997 to 1999, Mushahid Hussain was the country’s principal spokesman and appeared 
frequently on international television and radio channels to present Pakistan’s position on issues ranging from nuclear weapons 
to Islam and foreign policy. He was also Leader of Pakistan’s Delegation to the UN Human Rights Commission at Geneva in 
1993.

After October 12, 1999, Mushahid Hussain was held without any charges as a political prisoner for four-hundred and forty (440) 
days, including a period in solitary imprisonment. The world’s leading human rights organization, Amnesty International, declared 
him a ‘Prisoner of Conscience’ making him the first such Pakistani to be honoured for the year 2000.	

Mushahid Hussain has a Master’s degree from the School of Foreign Services in Georgetown University at Washington. While 
studying in the US, he was President of the Pakistan Students Association and was awarded a Congressional Internship to 
work in the United States Congress. After completion of studies in the United States, he returned to Pakistan and became 
Member, Directing Staff of the country’s prestigious training institution for civil servants, the Pakistan Administrative Staff College, 
training new diplomats. He then joined Pakistan’s oldest seat of learning, the Punjab University, as Lecturer on International 
Relations in the Political Science Department, from where he along with three other teachers was removed on political grounds 
during Martial Law.

In 1982, at age 29, he became the youngest Editor of national English daily, 'The Muslim', published from capital Islamabad, 
which was respected for its independent positions.

As a specialist on international political and strategic issues, he has lectured widely and his articles have been published in 
various national and international publications including 'The New York Times', 'The Washington Post', 'International Herald 
Tribune', and 'Middle East International'.  He was elected Co-Chairman of the NAM Media Conference of 100 countries, held 
in New Delhi in December 1983 and he is the first Pakistani journalist to have started a syndicated column in the Indian media, 
writing regularly in the ‘Times of India’ and the ‘Hindustan Times’ in 1989.  

Mr. Mushahid Hussain is the author of three books. He is also Chairman of the Board of Governors of Islamabad Policy Research 
Institute (IPRI), a leading Think Tank.

He is also the Vice President of the Centrist Democrat International (CDI) Asia – Pacific Chapter. On January 27, 2006, he 
was awarded Congressional Medal of Achievement by the House of Representatives of the Republic of the Philippines. He 
served as Pakistan's Representative to the 15-member Commission of Eminent Persons of the Organization of Islamic Conference 
(OIC) tasked with preparing a Plan of Action & Reforms for the Muslim World by the Summit of Islamic Leaders held in Malaysia 
in October, 2003.

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed
(PML - Federal Capital)
Chairman

Contact Information:

Tele (Off.) 051-922 3974, 2828073, 051-111-00-1947,
Fax: 051-282 7870
Tele (Res.) 051-920 6531, Cell:  0300-500 6056
Email: mushahid.hussain@gmail.com

	•	 Committee on Foreign Relations,		
Kashmir Affairs and Northern Areas (Chairman)	

•	 Committee on Defence and Defence Production.	
•	 Functional Committee on Government Assurances.

	•	 Functional Committee on Human Rights.	
•	 Finance Committee	
•	 Parliamentary Committee on Kashmir.	
•	 Joint Parliamentary Committee on Balochistan.

Membership of the Senate & Parliamentary  Committees:

Address:

(Home) 175, Street 15, E-7, Islamabad.
(Office) Secretary General, Pakistan Muslim League,
4, Margalla Road, F-7/3, Islamabad.

Senate Committee Offices, Room 25, 3rd Floor,
Former USAID Building, G-5/1, Islamabad.
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Khurshid Mahmud Kasuri
Federal Minister for Foreign Affairs
Ex-Officio Member

Mian Khurshid Mahmud Kasuri is a member of the National Assembly from NA-140 (Kasur-III) 
constituency. He is currently Foreign Minister of Pakistan. Mian Khursheed Mahmud Kasuri 
graduated with a B.A (Hons.) degree from University of the Punjab in 1961, followed by a tripos 
degree from Cambridge University and qualified as Barrister-at-Law at Gray's Inn London. 
During his political career, Mr.Khurshid Mahmud Kasuri was elected as First Secretary General 
of Peoples Democratic Alliance and was appointed Federal Minister for Parliamentary Affairs 
in the interim government of Prime Minister Mir Balakh Sher Mazari.

Mr. Kasuri is an ex-officio member of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations.	

Contact Information
Tele (Off): 051-9210335, 9203824
Tele (Res): 051-9222227-8
Fax (Off): 051-9207600
Address (Off): 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Constitution Avenue, Islamabad.
Address (Res): 
House No. 13-A, Street No. 8, F-7/3, Islamabad.
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Mr. Wasim Sajjad was born on 30th March, 1941.  He went to Oxford as a Rhodes Scholar in 
1964 from where he obtained the Degrees of M.A. (Jurisprudence) and B.C.L.  He is a Barrister-
at-Law from the Inner Temple London and an Honorary Fellow of Wadham College, Oxford.	
He has a highly distinguished career in politics and public service and has held the office of :-	

President of Pakistan (July to November, 1993 and December, 1997 to January, 1998).	
Chairman, Senate of Pakistan (24th December, 1988 to 12th October, 1999).  Elected 
in 1988 and re-elected in 1991, 1994 and 1997.	
Federal Minister for Law, Justice & Parliamentary Affairs (September, 1986 to December 
1988).  Has also held the portfolio of the Federal Minister for Interior & Narcotics Control.	
Leader of the Opposition in the Senate of Pakistan, 1988.	
Elected as Senator from Punjab on a technocrat seat in 1985. Re-elected in 1991, 1994, 
1997 and 2003.  Presently he is the Leader of the House in the Senate of Pakistan and 
is a Member of the Pakistan Muslim League.	
As a Lawyer by profession, he is presently heading his own law firm (Sajjad Law 
Associates) having its Head Office in Islamabad.	
He is the President of the Foundation for Advancement of Science & Technology and 
Chancellor of the National University of Computer and Emerging Sciences.	
He has travelled extensively and visited over fifty countries. He is married and has three 	
children.

Contact information:
Tele (Off): 051-922 3503, 922 3504
Tele (Res): 051- 224 0903
Mobile:  0333- 575 3205
Fax:  051-922 3505(Off.) 224 3856(Res.)
Address: H. No.12-A, P&V Scheme No.2, Park Road,	

    Chak Shahzad, Islamabd.

Senator Wasim Sajjad
(PML - Federal Capital)

Member
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Senator S. M. Zafar is a prominent lawyer and former Federal Minister for Law and Parliamentary 
Affairs, Pakistan. He is involved with various aworks and is Chairman of the Pakistan Institute 
of Legislative Development and Transparency - PILDAT's Board of Advisors, Chairman of the 
Human Rights Society of Pakistan as well as of the Senate Committee on Human Rights. He 
was President of the High Court Bar Association Lahore (1975) and President of the Supreme 
Court Bar Association (1979). He is also Chairman of the Cultural Association of Pakistan. 
Senator Zafar has visited the US, Canada, UK, France and Germany. He enjoys farming and 
has three sons and a daughter.	

Contact information:
Tele (Off): 051-9223969, 042-7570257, 042-7570258
Tele (Res): 051-9223825, 042-5420828, 042-5421668
Mobile: 0300-8455377
Fax: 042-7570256, 042-5715483
Email: mnz@nexlinx.net.pk
Address: Zafar House, 300 West Canal Bank, Hanjarwal, Lahore

Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmad
(MMA - NWFP)

Member

A world renowned research scholar, an educationist, an economist, a versatile writer and a 
preacher of Islam, Prof. Khurshid Ahmad was born on March 23, 1932 at Delhi, India. He holds 
a Bachelors degree in Law and Jurisprudence, Masters degrees in Economics and Islamic 
Studies and an Honorary Doctorate (Ph.D) in Education. Prof. Khurshid Ahmad has held the 
portfolio of the Federal Minister of Planning and Development and has been Deputy Chairman 
of the Planning Commission in the Government of Pakistan from 1978 to 1979. He has written 
around 30 books in English, over 20 in Urdu and contributed to a large number of magazines. 
Senator Ahmed was elected as member of the Senate in February, 2003, and is a member of 
the Senate's Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs, Kashmir Affairs and Northern Affairs. He 
previously served as member of the Senate from March 1985 till March 1997. During that tenure 
he was also Chairman of the Senate Standing Committee on Finance and Economic Affairs 
from 1991 till March, 1997. He is Vice President (Naib Ameer) of Jama'at-e-Islami Pakistan and 
Founder and Chairman of both Institute of Policy Studies, Islamabad and the Islamic Foundation, 
Leicestershire, UK.

Contact information:
Tele (Off): 051-2650971-3 
Tele (Re): 051-2103137	
Mobile: 0300-8542211 Fax: 051-2650704
Email: khurshid@ips.net.pk
Address: Institute of Policy Studies, Block-19, Markaz F-7, Islamabad

Senator S. M. Zafar
(PML - Punjab)

Member



81
Pakistan and the European Union

Senator Sardar Mahtab Ahmed Abbasi
(PML-N - NWFP)
Member

Senator Sardar Mahtab Ahmed Abbasi is former Chief Minister of the NWFP and a Federal 
Minister. He is an experienced politician and one of the prominent leaders of the PML-N.	

Contact information:
Tele (Off): 051-4102122
Tele (Res): 0992-382323
Mobile: 0300-8548638, 0300-5006061
Fax: 051-2876405
Email: sardarmahtab@hotmail.com
Address: Pines Cliff Mirpur Abbotabad

Senator Maulana Sami-ul-Haq
(MMA - NWFP)
Member

Senator Sami-ul-Haq completed education from Jamia Darul Uloom Haqqania Akora Khattak, 
and received a degree in Tafseer from spiritual leader Maulana Ahmad Ali Lahori. He was 
awarded an honorary degree from Darululoom Deoband India and Jamia Makka Muazzama, 
serving as Chancellor and Teacher of Hadith. Senator Maulana Sami-ul-Haq is a central leader 
of MMA and runs Dar ul Uloom Haqqania, a religious seminary at Akora Khattak, NWFP. He 
is also the Chairman of the Senate Committee on Religious Affairs and Minorities Affairs, and 
has been serving in the Senate of Pakistan since 1985. Senator Sami-ul-Haq is the Secretary 
General of the JUI-S, and Senior Vice President of the Islamic Democratic Alliance. He is 
Founder and Secretary General of the National Uniformity council (A common council of all 
religious political parties). He is the also the founder of the monthly Jamia Haqqania Al-Haq, 
and has authored several religio-political books in Urdu. 

Contact information:
Tele (Off): 051-9223957
Tele (Res): 051-9222829
Tele (Res): 0923-630340
Mobile: 0333-5196486
Fax: 0923-630922
Email: haqqania@nsr.pol.com.pk, haqqania@hotmail.com
Address: Jamia Darul Uloom Haqania Akora Khatak, Distt. Nowshera, NWFP, Pakistan.
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Senator Muhammad Ali Durrani
(PML -  Punjab)

Member

Senator Muhammad Ali Durrani, Minister for Information and Broadcasting, is a leading political 
activist and grass roots organizer of his party who founded the youth movement “Pasban”. He 
was Secretary General of the National Alliance, a coalition partner of the ruling party. He is 
also the President of the Wise Education Society and Women Welfare Society. He is the Founder 
of the Institute of Afghan Affairs (1985) and Education for All (EFA). He has launched campaigns 
for the Kashmir cause, free employment (1997), Shaukat Khanum Memorial Trust Hospital, 
collective marriage ceremony, true freedom (2000), and for relief on foreign debt (2001). He 
played a leading role in the establishment of IJI (1988), Millat Party, National Alliance and the 
Grand National Alliance. Senator Durrani has visited Europe, Asia and Africa and is married 
with three sons and a daughter.	

Contact information:
Tele: (Office) 9211800, 9213649
Tele: (Res) 042-5885593, 042-9230082, 051-9202895 
Mobile: 0300-8453883
Email: durrani@interface.net.pk
Address 1 : Islamabad: 09-H Parliament Lodges
Address 2: Lahore: H.82-B Garden Block, Garden Town

Senator Nisar A. Memon
(PML - Sindh)

Member

Senator Nisar A. Memon is the former Minister for Information and the former Chief Executive of 
the IBM Pakistan. He is also Chairman of the Standing Committee on Defence & Defence Production. 
He previously served as Federal Minister for Information and Broadcasting twice (1993 and 2002); 
as President of the Overseas investors chamber of Commerce & Industry Pakistan (1994); and as 
Chairman Board of Directors, Engro Chemicals Limited, Pakistan (2001-2002). He is a Syndicate 
member of Karachi University and President of The Reformers. Senator Memon has visited Europe, 
USA, Canada, Middle East, Africa and Central Asia. He is married with two daughters and enjoys 
reading and playing Golf.

Contact information:
Tele (Off): 051-9223956
Tele (Res): 051-9223853
Mobile: 0300-8222836, 0300-8556632
Fax: 021-5840642 
Email: namemon@attglobal.net 
Address: 78, Khayaban-e-Sehar, DHA, Phase VI, Karachi
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Senator Sardar M. Latif Khan Khosa
(PPPP - Punjab)
Member

Senator Sardar Muhammad Latif Khan Khosa is one of the country's leading lawyers who has 
actively defended constitutional and political cases of his party leadership. He was President 
of the High Court Bar Association thrice (1981-82, 1987-88, 1995-96), Member Pakistan Bar 
Council since 1995, Chairman Executive Committee P.B.C. (1995-96), Chairman Appeal 
Committee Punjab-1 (1996-2000) and Member Tribunal P.B.C. (1995-2000). He is a Life Member 
of the High Court Bars of Lahore, Multan and Rawalpindi. He is also Life Member of the Supreme 
Court Bar Association, and Chairman of Khosa Law Chambers. Senator Khosa has visited the 
USA, Canada, France, UK, China, Ireland, Dubai and Saudi Arabia. He is married with four 
sons and two daughters and enjoys cricket, debating and music.

Contact information:
Tele (Res): 042-7351695
Tele (Mob): 0300-8410477
Fax: 042-7351695
Email: slk@magic.net.pk
Address 1: Lahore: Khosa Law Chamber, No. 1 Turner Road
Address 2: Multan: 2522, Bhawalpur Road
Address 3: Rawalpindi: Flat No.3, 1st Floor, Satellite Plaza, 	

       Six Road Chowk, Satellite Town

Senator Muhammad Talha Mahmood Aryan      
(MMA - NWFP)
Member

Membership of the Senate Committees

Standing Committee on Interior (Chairman).
Standing Committee on Petroleum and Natural Resources.
Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs, Kashmir Affairs and
Northern Areas.
Functional Committee on Government Assurances.

Contact Information:
Office Phone: 051-227879
Mobile Phone: 0333-5116995, 0303-7371408
Fax: 051-2270465
Address:
i. 202-G, Parliament Lodges, Islamabad.
ii. Bandi Gulu Kot Najeeb ullah Haripur NWFP.
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Senator Col (R) Syed Tahir Hussan Mashhadi
(MQM - Sindh)

Senator Gulshan Saeed
(PML - Punjab)

Member

Senator Gulshan Saeed, Chairperson, Senate Standing Committee on Ports and Shipping, is 
a long-standing political activist and she runs an NGO called Roshan Pakistan. She was a 
member of the Punjab Social Welfare Board from 1998-2002. She has visited the UK, Thailand, 
Saudi Arabia, France, Holland and USA. Senator Gulshan Saeed is married with two sons and 
two daughters.

She is currently the Vice President of the Women's Wing of Pakistan Muslim League, and 
member of its General Council. She has held assignments of Punjab Social Welfare 
Board, Bait-ul-Mal Punjab and Chairman Zakat Committee Lahore.

Contact information:
Tele (Off): 051-9207477, 9223818
Tele (Res): 042-6664652, 042-6650482
Mobile: 0300-8420783
Address: 77, Bridge Colony, Lahore, Cantt.

Education:
BSC (Hons)
PSC (Command and Staff Course Quetta)

Achievements:
Ex-Chairman, District Karachi East.
Ex-Town Nazim, Jamshed Town, Karachi.
Columnist, Political Analyst, Articles frequently appear in leading English language 				
Newspapers and periodicals.
Retired Army Officer.

Membership of Senate Committees:
Committee on Rules of Procedures and Privileges. (Chairman Committee)
Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs and Kashmir Affairs and Northern Areas.
Standing Committee on Culture, Sports and Youth Affairs and Tourism.
Standing Committee on Education and Science and Technology.	
Standing Committee on Interior.

Office Phone:   	 051-9223953 
Mobile Phone:  	 0320-5059990
Fax:                   	 051-9223975
Email:               	 tahirmashhadil@yahoo.com
Address:	 Al-Major, 225 street-8, Defence Officers Housing Society,	

Phase-I, Malir Cantt, Karachi.
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Mr. Iftikhar Ullah Babar is Additional Secretary at the Senate of Pakistan and is currently working 
with the Parliamentary Committees of the Senate.

Mr. Babar completed his Secondary School and Higher Secondary School from Burn Hall School 
Abbottabad and Abbottabad Public School respectively. He attended Edwardes College Peshawar 
for his Bachelor's Degree and University of Peshawar for a Master's Degree in Economics. He also 
holds a Master's Degree in Development Studies from the Institute of Social Studies (ISS) in The 
Hague, The Netherlands.

Mr. Babar attended the 13th Advance Management and Development course at the National Institute 
of Public Administration (NIPA) Peshawar and the 76th National Management Course at the Pakistan 
Administrative Staff College (PASC) Lahore.

Mr. Babar has authored a number of research articles on wide ranging topics namely, the Eighth 
Constitutional Amendment, Research support to Parliamentarians, the Parliamentary Committee 
System in Pakistan and Parliament and Financial Control. He has written numerous reports for the 
Committees, which were presented in the Senate.

Contact Information
Tele (Off): 051-9209790
Tele (Res): 051-9266966
Mobile:0333-5107274
Email: iftikharullahbabar@hotmail.com
Address: Senate Secretariat, Parliament House, Islamabad.

Mr. Iftikhar Ullah Babar
Secretary Committee
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Mr. Tayyab Siddiqui
Consultant
Ambassador (R)

Mr. Tayyab Siddiqui joined the Foreign Service of Pakistan in 1967 and  served as Ambassador 
of Pakistan to Zimbabwe (1986-1990), with concurrent accreditation to Zambia, Botswana and 
Namibia; to Indonesia (1992-1996), with concurrent accreditation to Papua New Guinea; to 
Egypt (1997-1999); and to Switzerland (1999-2003), and also to the Holy See and Liechtenstein.

In a 35 - year career as a diplomat, he also served in Pakistan missions in Amman, Beirut, 
Colombo, Berlin (GDR), Athens, Dhaka and Washington D.C. He was a member of Pakistan 
delegation to the UNGA for four years (1977-1980).

Ambassador Siddiqui is currently a regular analyst on international affairs with Radio Pakistan 
and PTV and other private channels. He is a regular contributor to English dailies  - 'Dawn', 
'The Nation' and 'The Post' on current international issues. He also contributes a regular column 
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