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Executive Summary

From 3-4 June 2010, Pugwash facilitated the converg the first of a planned series of
meetings of a new bilateral Pugwash India-Pakistamdependent Commission (PIPIC)to
discuss ways to promote greater security for botmtries through increased cooperation in
several key areas. The 21 participants from lad Pakistan included prominent current and
former policy makers, diplomats, military and ifiggnce experts, and media analysts, who
brought to the table a wide range of experienceimsights’ The meeting was held according to
Pugwash/Chatham House rules, and each participakifart in his or her individual capacity
and not as a representative of any governmentjqadlparty or any other institution.

The meeting was convened based on the beliefttisatrucial that dialogue between Pakistan
and India continues Some felt strongly that the two countries arghencusp of a bilateral,
normalized relationship, and recognized that tigeeepublic yearning for peateThis executive
summary includes “interim” recommendations, asGbenmission will address these issues in
more depth in future meetings. A more completewtision of the issues and recommendations
is contained in the full report.

Summary of key interim recommendations

Terrorism

1. The foreign ministers should issue a statertiexttemphasizes the commonalities both
countries face in combating terrorism.

2. Differing national perceptions could be addeessnilaterally. Pakistan could give a clear
description of what it is doing to cut off ties titadicalized elements of society and provide a
forthright statement as to current policies onube of proxies. India could explicitly
acknowledge the actions Pakistan has taken so tambat terrorism, and the cost of such action

! Please note: This report was written by SandnaddButcher, Senior Program Coordinator, Pugwash
Conferences on Science and World Affasb(tcher@earthlink.nptvith the help of David CIiff,
Researcher, Verification Research, Training andrimfition Centre (VERTIC). This report is not
comprehensive. This is the rapporteur’s persagm@bnt. It highlights selected points of discusdimm

the Commission’s meeting in Islamabad. As withPaljwash meetings, there was no attempt to reach
consensus. No position described herein shouktdthbuted to any particular person.

2 They were joined by 3 experts from Internationafy®ash and representatives from USIP and VERTIC,
the two funding institutions.

% Two Indian participants wanted to reiterate, asmment to the report, that “dialogue can only be
meaningful if Pakistan puts a stop to terroristhifie majority of others believed the very process of
dialogue in resolving all outstanding issues issatgand timely.
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on the Pakistani society in terms of lives lost éindncial and other resources devoted to the
problem.

3. Foreign ministers could commit to review, reyignd revise joint anti-terrorism mechanisms,
exploring options for verification, joint intellige€, joint investigations, and possibly ultimately
joint trials.

4. Legal issues demand immediate attention. dredgn ministers should discuss ways to
ensure the most robust case possible is put forfeattie Mumbai trial and set in process ways
to upgrade and further intensify bilateral commatians between the criminal justice systems of
the two countries. Both countries (or Pakistany imave to introduce additional legislation to
ensure that the prosecution case is strengthemkdeapetrators of crime are duly punished.

5. Both countries must proceed in careful recogmiof the differing requirements of
counterinsurgency versus counterterrorism actavitie

Water®

6. The foreign ministers should emphasize theesheaterests in working cooperatively to
develop the Indus Water System.

7. Arbitration should proceed expeditiously regagdhe Indian hydroelectric project on the
Kishanganga River.

8. Immediate transparency measures, such as prgvidformation on discharge rates, could be
explored as confidence building measures.

9. An expert/parliamentary committee should bakdisthed with the goal of preparing a working
document or statement emphasizing technical optmmsays forward. A range of topics that
could be explored is provided in the full report.

Afghanistan

10. Pakistan and India should increase transppigndiscussing what they are trying to achieve
in Afghanistan. Pakistan and India should disdtesskly their mutual concerns and see how best
they can reconcile their differences.

11. Transit facilities for reaching Afghanistaorfr India could be a potential CBM and useful to
the development of Afghanistan

12. Cooperative uses of regional energy resowitesld be further explored.

13. There should be increased transparency atmyd@about any concerns over the
representation of each country in Afghanistan.

* Some participants believe there is no need fait jiti terror mechanisms in view of the trust diefind
past experience, but that the focus should be opearation of the judicial systems. Others thouygith
could proceed.

®> Some participants urged faithful adherence tdrtles Water Treaty, which has stood the test o tand
provides a perfect mechanism for resolving allésswith scope for addressing "differences" and
"disputes”.
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14. Cooperative approaches toward economic assesta Afghanistan should be explored.

15. Pakistan and India should promote regionaludisions about how to prepare for stability in
Afghanistan following the withdrawal of foreign fr#s. This should proceed also on a Track Il
level.

Kashmir

16. Dialogue on Kashmir must be resumed.

17. In addition, Kashmiris should be engaged stusions on ways forward on a range of
topics, including: increased travel, porous borgdeee® trade, commerce, development of joint
institutions across the LOC, unified chambers ahoeerce, banking facilities across the LOC,
etc.

18. Framework ideas and non-papers from the egalies should be made accessible so they can
be reviewed and adapted to instruct, where posaitdeuseful, future agendas for dialogue
between the two countries.

People to people contact

19. It would be desirable to start direct flighttween Delhi and Islamabad for which an
agreement already existed.

20. Dialogue and Track Il meetings between MPsishbe encouraged
21. Visa procedures need to be simplified.

22. Opportunities for scientists to meet shoulebeouraged.

23. India should allow access to some Pakistéewitgon channels.
Trade

24. The foreign ministers should send a clearadiffom their meeting indicating the two
countries’ goals for the further development ofld@nd commerce.

25. Pakistan should consider granting MFN staiuadia.

26. Chambers of commerce in both countries shapwint a joint committee to help influence
the climate in both countries for discussion of -texiff barriers and measures to increase
incentives for trade.

Arms control/disarmament

27. India and Pakistan should have a meaning@lbgue on the meaning and consequences for
the two countries of a fissile material cut-offatg

28. Foreign ministers could reaffirm that both mimies have no intention to conduct future
nuclear tests. A possible statement (either & giatement or mutual unilateral statements) on
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this topic could be useful for the general ongadisgussions on the CTBT and on its entry into
force.

29. Peaceful uses of nuclear energy could bedudiscussed by the two countries.

30. Progress on limiting or eliminatthghort range missile systems could be furthendised

as a CBM and might include transparency exercislased to verified destruction of the systems.
Cruise missiles could be discusssx and shoulddedad in the advance missile notification
regime.

31. The two governments need to move toward “taeX’ discussions on nuclear issues,
including perhaps: increased transparency on nudtszrines; possible non-deployment or de-
alerting agreements; studying consequences oflgesuiclear use; and nuclear risk reduction
and crisis/accident management techniques.

32. It might be possible for India and Pakistabecome leaders in promoting global
negotiations on a treaty of non-use of nuclear weap

33. Promoting negotiations at the Conference @aibiament for a nuclear weapons convention
may be an area where the two countries could catpeds they have in the past.

34. Lessons could be drawn from the experienagta@fr countries regarding how to minimize
the demands of aging nuclear arsenals.

35. A discussion among scientists and military etgoieom both countries could be promoted in
order to facilitate a constructive approach towdhdsinternational proposal of cutting off the
production of fissile material for military purpase

Other pending issues

38. Discussions should be promoted addressingntire eange of pending issues between the
two countries. The Siachen and Sir Creek issupaiiticular should be put on a fast track for
resolution.

Moving forward

39. Participants were encouraged to channel gresidiscussed at this meeting into the relevant
policy streams in both countries, particularlyhe tead up to preparations for the scheduled
foreign ministers’ meeting.

40. The Pugwash Commission will continue to mdetrating between the two capitals.

41. Participants were encouraged to promote thstance discussed in the media.

42. Cooperation among the various Track Il inities is essential and underway.

® Some expressed doubts about the possibility ofiediting short-range missiles.
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Full report ” of the First Meeting of
the India-Pakistan Commission

Pugwash

.ANI;\\'OR[U AFFAIRS 3-4 June 2010, |S|amabad

CONFERENCES ON
N

Overview

From 3-4 June 2010, Pugwash facilitated the converg the first of a planned series of
meetings of a new bilateral IndiaPakistan Commissioto discuss ways to promote greater
security for both countries through increased comm in several key areas. The participants
recognized there is a trust deficit in relationsa@en the two countries and acknowledged the
importance of proceeding with sensitivity to thizitden of history.” However, now that the two
governments are poised to resume dialogue, thepermf the Commission is to explore points
of convergence and to highlight suggestions fosjmbs ways to move forward. The discussions
in Islamabad were held in this generally positiad aroductive spirit, with a belief that in times
of tension more dialogue is required, not less.

The 21 participants from India and Pakistan inatudeominent current and former policy

makers, diplomats, military and intelligence expeaind national media analysts, who brought to
the table a wide range of experience and insfjsross these diverse perspectives, there was a
shared commitment to and sense of urgency forktr&o” unofficial dialogue, and a hope that
discussions begun here in Islamabad might congilbusome small way to fostering an
environment conducive to progress in the “track’ameéntergovernmental dialogue.

Topics addressed included:
« Terrorism

+  Water

« Afghanistan

« Kashmir

» People-to-people contact
- Trade

« Arms control and other confidence building measuzes
* Next steps

The meeting was held according to Pugwash/Chathemséirules, and each participant took part
in his or her individual capacity and not as a espntative of any government, political party or
other institution. Participants expressed thegpdappreciation to the local organizers and all

" Please note: This report was written by SandnaddButcher, Senior Program Coordinator, Pugwash
Conferences on Science and World Affagb(tcher@earthlink.ngtvith the help of David CIiff,
Researcher, Verification Research, Training andrmétion Centre (VERTIC). This report is not
comprehensive. This is the rapporteur’s persorminte It highlights selected points of discussimm the
Commission’s meeting in Islamabad. As with all ®agh meetings, there was no attempt to reach
consensus. No position described herein shoultdthbuted to any particular person.

8 They were joined by 3 experts from Internationad®ash and representatives from USIP, and VERTIC,
the two funding institutions.
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those who made possible the visas, finariciagd other arrangements that allowed the meeting
to convene.

| ntroduction

At their recent side meeting in April at the ann8alith Asia Association for Regional
Cooperation (SAARC) meeting, Pakistani Prime Mmmigbilani and Indian Prime Minister Singh
agreed to resume dialogue between their two castiThere are key decisions yet to be taken as
to the format of the discussions, including wheftheiill follow the earlier pattern or whether it
might include additional areas of interest of tlve tountries.

The meeting was convened based on the beliefttisatrucial that dialogue between Pakistan
and India continues Some felt strongly that the two countries arg¢hancusp of a bilateral,
normalized relationship, and recognized that tigeeepublic yearning for peacg.

Terrorism

Terrorism has placed a serious pressure on batelal relations and domestic systems in
Pakistan and India. In the opinion of some, tésmor— and the response to terrorism — represents
the most important element affecting, or, rathentabuting to, the “trust deficit” between the

two countries. Grave concerns were raised abeuyidhksible impact of another future
Mumbai-style attack and its implications for military postures in tfegion and the relations
between the two countries.

In Pakistan, for example, some were concernedtthay be counterproductive to push Pakistan
too hard to the point of destabilizing the countlhere also is enormous strain on the judicial
system as it seeks to process the hundreds of aadeschallenge for the military and

intelligence in providing limited available resoascto these tasks. From the Pakistani
perspective, India is not looking at the extentludinges in Pakistan in recent years, and there is a
sense that this window of opportunity must be taa@wvantage of while it exists. One participant
said, “If India walked an extra mile with a Pakistanilitary leader, it should see if it can walk an
extra two miles with a democratic leadership.”

In India, however, a perception remains that Pakis still not doing enough post-Mumbai to
address the root problems. Moreover, the Mumbalitrsome noted — had taken on “political
overtones” that were damaging the judicial procéagther dialogue on this critical area is
needed to deconstruct the complicated and intéecklasues, to move toward concrete actions
that might begin to address the outstanding problest the heart of this are two central
guestions.

»  Will the two countries use terrorism as the esagébgnchmark upon which to base
relations?
» Isit possible to bridge the trust deficit in thisea?

°® We would like to acknowledge the generous suppitiie United States Institute of Peace and VERTIC
for making this meeting possible.
9 see note 3.
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It was recognized that given the climate in théaegand the powerful force multiplier of the
significant recent increases in media and teleconication technologies, a few terrorists now
have disproportionate power to disrupt relatiortsvben the two countries, or, as one participant
said, “Twenty deaths can change the nature of thrédW

Interim recommendations:

1. Clear demonstrations of political will, follodidy concrete examples and actions, contributes
to re-building damaged trust.

1.a. There needs to becater profile given to the commonalitiedoth countries face in
addressing this shared risk to their security.

1.b. A statement from the foreign ministers that emphasies this commonalitywould
be a very positive step forward.

2. Differing national perceptions must be addressed

2.a. From the Indian perspective, it would be fuglip Pakistan could give a clear
description of what it is doing to cut off ties wih radicalized segments of the society.
Additionally, a forthrightstatement regarding current policies toward the usef
proxies would be helpful.

2.b. From the Pakistani side, it would be helfffihdia could acknowledge the

actions Pakistan has taken so far, and the cost sfich actions both in terms of the

lives lost and financial and other resources deltighis problem. (Consider the attacks
in Lahore just one week before this Pugwash conterevas convened.) For example, in
the past five years, Pakistan has lost more saldthemn NATO, and is the principal

victim of terrorism. Pakistan has changed its apph to Hafiz Saeed and applied strong
pressure on him and his followers.

3. The joint anti-terrorism mechanisms should be eviewed, revived, and revised as
appropriate.

3.a. This should include exploring further optidoisverification, joint intelligence
and joint investigations™* and possibly joint trials, and study of what is blocking
mechanisms and earlier talks, for example as gpgrothe Composite Dialogue, from
delivering results?

4. Legal issues demand immediate attention:

4.a. Theoreign ministers meeting should discuss what mighte done to ensure the
most robust case possible is put forward for the Monbai trial . This is urgent, as it
was believed the Indian-Pakistan dialogue may eattibng enough to survive an
acquittal in the Mumbai case.

' Some participants believe there is no need fart iti terror mechanisms in view of the trust diend
past experience, but that the focus should be oparation of the judicial systems. Others thoumgith
could proceed.
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4.b. Political leaders should try dampen rhetoric about pending legal cases and
rationalize deadlines,in order to ensure prosecution moves forward gallg sound
ground. Some were concerned that the legal syséanbeen a casualty of the political
overtones injected into several high profile cases.

4.c. To the extent possible, it is imperativelévelop bilateral communication
between the criminal justice systems of both countes, establishing a “proper legal
conveyor belt” between the two countries so avtideacquittals, such as with the
recent Marriott bombing case. While there are agesds all over the world at a law
enforcement level to address transnational critnelsa and Pakistan don’t have a legal
framework to implement these sorts of agreemenhtere is a shared interest in better
synthesizing the judicial systems, to avoid evigegtexclusions and other procedural
difficulties that can arise from the current sitaat Examples could be drawn from
existing agreements For example, both India and Pakistan are patidielsaster
management conventions that oblige each statestdifd official contacts. Perhaps that
example might be an instructive starting pointdeveloping a better structure to
facilitate a better coordinated approach to test@ctions.

4.d. Likewise, it is possible took at the mutual legal assistance mechanisms each
country already has in place with other countries ad to take draft language from

those existing agreements to create a bilateral aggment Some participants thought
such cooperation should proceed on a scale: ¢iviligal mutual agreements are easier to
negotiate, and perhaps through such confidencdibgimeasures, addressing the more
difficult cooperation on topics such as extraditipmtelligence, etc may be possible in
future.

4.e. Both countries could work together to explore whahappens to
suspects/prisoners while in detention. Studying dadicalization policiesin the
prisons might provide an opportunity for bilateral interactions, to ensure that time
spent in jail does not harden inmates’ views btltelaencourages them to review their
world view and responsibilities as citizens of esat There is a heed to develop a
counternarrative, emphasizing that more can besgetithrough peace than violence.

4.f. Both countries (or Pakistan) may have to idtrce additional legislation to ensure
that the prosecution case is strengthened andtpatiqrs of crime are duly punished.

5. A greater understanding of the demands of exeting counterinsurgency versus
counterterrorism actions is needed.

5.a. In Pakistan, for example, engaging militargity-based counterrorism roles would
be a “hornet’s nest” and patience is needed whégoblice training is revised to include
better counterterrorism training. The example ofdpe was raised, regarding the need
to respect the law while fighting terror.

5.b. If the lines are blurred and the Kashmirggia is painted as an Al-Qaeda related
struggle which would invoke counterterrorism measuthere is a concern this
demolishes the self-determination arguments.

5.c. There was concern expressed that some ghawesan interest to fuel tension

between India and Pakistan, to force Pakistanvertattention and resources from the
Afghan border and that India and Pakistan mustto@ed to this dynamic.
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Water

Water has emerged as an “irritant” in bilaterahtiens between Pakistan and India. Water
scarcity is a fact, and these sorts of pressurkemy increase. Therefore, it is crucial to
continue to move forward cooperatively, using tbkidsbasis of the Indus Water Treaty’s
mechanisms to address the current isSudgilateral communication on water issues caneses/
an important confidence building measure betweernwio countries, as it also provides one of
the better historical success stories of a commppnoach based on joint strategic interests
where, according to one participant, “sanity aneldveadedness prevails.”

At present both countries are approaching thisigsa reasonable manner, avoiding strong
rhetoric. For reasons of demographics and climasémge, the two countries must continue to
interact in a positive way on these issues as tbespres are only likely to increase in the future.
As one participant said, “we cannot partition aolegical system.” There was a general
recognition that the 1960 Indus Water Treaty i<fioming well.

However, there also was a grave recognition thiisfissue is not managed with appropriate
political will on both sides, based on sound arialysater can become not only a “flashpoint” in
relations between the two countries, but also egfonultiplier for conflict in which issues can
become emotionally charged.

Interim recommendations:

6. The two governments, at very senior levels,trrake political ownership of this issue and
dampen any rhetoric.

6. a. Thdoreign ministers should emphasize the shared intests in working
cooperatively to develop the Indus Water System

7. Resolution of the recent dispute regardingrikdean hydroelectric project on the Kishanganga
River should proceed expeditiously.

7.a. Pakistan has named arbitéf¢ith the names of its arbitrators provided by India
there should be confidence on both sides thatratioib will be done in a timely manner.

8. Immediate transparency measuregould be explored.
8.a. Discharge rates could be provided.

8.b. Installation of telemetry systems could beead upon by the Indus Water
Commission.

9. Concrete discussions are needed on how to fooward to jointly develop the Indus River
system. This includes looking at modern techn@sgbased on best practices in other regions.
This document then could be injected into discussio the parliaments and policy making
streams in both countries, and might prove piviotareating a better environment. This could
draw on lessons from the earlier task forces thigted, for example, on water basins.

12 50me participants urged faithful adherence tdridas Water Treaty, which has stood the test oétim
and provides a perfect mechanism for resolvingsalles with scope for addressing "differences" and
"disputes”.

www.pugwash.org 9



Issues that could be explored by this group include

* how to ensure optimal use of water on both sides;

» irrigation techniques;

» alternatives to canals (which encourage evaporgtion

» salination/sea water in the delta;

» further transparency measures and technologies;

» how to foster education and development of watpeds in both countries (this need
was particularly identified for Pakistan, and timay be an area where joint academic
exchanges could prove useful);

» identifying the best forums for addressing wateues (ex. bilateral, through SAARC,
etc);

» flood control measures (looking for example atéRkperience with Tibet);

» studying the actual impact of melting glaciers;

» better coordination of placement of hydroelectratav plants;

* The model of the US-Canada international joint céssion to manage water could be
studied in which each country has an equal numbesramissioners, technical experts,
who report to the two governments. The governmargsiot obliged to take the
recommendations but the credibility of the bodgush that they usually do. Water
management issues are thus taken out of the pbltrena. Pugwash can provide
contacts to this secretariat in Ottawa if any aterested.

* Ways to strengthen the legal arrangements betweetwb countries. The Indus Water
Treaty resolution mechanisms should be utilizethéoextent possible. There was
recognition, however, that sometimes the timinghefarbitration courts is too slow, that
desertification may proceed, while arbitration iglerway. It was pointed out that
Article VII of the Indus Water Treaty allows foralwo governments to explore further
measures for increased cooperation without renatimti of the whole treaty. This
should be further explored as an alternative todisgussions of scrapping the Indus
Water Treaty and starting over with a new legainesvork.

» Experts on both sides also might look, for examipie,convention on non-agricultural
uses of international watercourses, which has suggestions and codification of
existing laws. This convention has not been ingiisee 2005, but it might provide the
basis of discussion.

Afghanistan

Afghanistan is an area that can be a win-win sagbr both countries or, as one participant
said, “Afghanistan could be the greatest confiddnglling measure between the two countries.
There is space to work together toward the ultingat@ of a peaceful Afghanistan, which could
become a member of SAARC and become fully intedrat® the region. Participants discussed
the long-term vision of India and Pakistan workgogpperatively on joint projects with and in
Afghanistan, provided the current trust deficiteamoved on all sides. However, others noted
that an improvement in bilateral Pakistan-Indiatiehs will have a positive impact in
Afghanistan, so these processes must work concalyirels one participant noted, Afghanistan
is as close to a “level playing field” as India dPakistan have got.

Pakistan can benefit enormously from a stabilizéghAnistan. The presence of current and
former Afghan refugees in Pakistan and the largelrar of Pakistanis working in Afghanistan
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create strong ties. Economically, Pakistan coelaeiit from increased exports to Afghanistan
and decreased informal trade. Border issues, amnceens over the impact of possible US
withdrawal from Afghanistan, must be addressedntige India could benefit from decreased
militancy, and both countries could gain a tradetedo Central Asia. Indian concerns over being
sidelined in recent meetings in Istanbul and Londere acknowledged.

Participants acknowledged the future of Afghanissafor the Afghans themselves to decide.
Participants discussed the need to avoid Westeraatypes, and to maintain distinctions
between Taliban and Al Qaeda leadership. The inpiassition is more nuanced now, for
example, and they are no longer saying any talk thi¢ Taliban is bad, though they are not
actively encouraging this approach. It would biptuk, however, if Pakistan could be more
proactive in acknowledging India has some legitergdals in Afghanistan. While there is an
enormous loss of goodwill in Afghanistan for Padstrelations will continue. Concerns that
outside countries might support non-Pashtuns imtnth, and further destabilize the situation,
were addressed. However, it was also acknowletlggdoncerns about ‘outside influences’
must not be overblown. Indian sensitivities togdbole US talks with the Taliban were noted.
More broadly, some participants urged that the obllne women and the role of Pashtuns must
be examined and that supporting retrogressive elteo enthusiastically also will have a price.

Interim recommendations

10. Pakistan and India coliltcrease transparency by discussing what each coumtis trying
to achieve in Afghanistan to remove any misperceptions and to explore optfor increased

cooperation. Similarly, Track Il settings shoutetdis proactively on this topic. Pakistan and
India should discuss frankly their mutual conceand see how best they can reconcile their

differences.

11. Pakistan should providensit facilities for reaching Afghanistan from India as a
confidence building measure, which is in its loegst interests and useful to the development of
Afghanistan.

12. Cooperative uses mdgional energy resourceshould be explored, including: possible
energy exchanges (Tajikistan and Uzbekistan haaat grotential to produce energy and cannot
consume it all); sharing of natural resources (Afgiatan may have huge reserves of coal, gas
and petroleum); etc.

13. Further transparency and discussion is neeigdding any concerns over the
representation of both countries in Afghanistan India currently has 4 consulates in
Afghanistan. It is possible to discuss changing@enel if there is a specific concern.

14. Pakistan and India could explore mutuallyfagiting or cooperative approaches to
economic assistance to Afghanistarior example hospitals, roads, etc.

15. Pakistan and India should work together witgh&nistan and regional countriegir@pare

for stability following the future withdrawal of fo reign forces from Afghanistan Talks and
Track Il discussions should focus on these issa@smatter of priority.
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Kashmir

Kashmir remains among the most urgent, central eamative issues that needs attention at the
highest levels between the two countries and ik tbsettings. The critical issue is how to
provide comfort to Kashmir that allows India ankiBtan also to feel securéHow the two
governments approach this issue will be a bellwetrefuture progress in other areas. (Or, as
one participant said, “What starts in Kashmir casvento other parts of the countries.”) Equally,
general progress on India-Pakistan relations vaMeha positive knock-on effect on the Kashmir
issue. In moving forward, care must be taken togoalong key stakeholders, especially
including Kashmiris themselves, as this processldaf One participant put forward the vision
of a “Line of Concord” or a “Line of Peace” as ogpd to the “Line of Control.”

If there is a commitment to decreasing tensioniaakasing confidence, then it must be possible
to find a way to set an agenda of progress indtesa, starting with smaller confidence building
measures and ultimately leading to a full resotutibthe issue, or as one of our participants said,
“peace with honor and self-respect.” The last tbahthe Composite Dialogue may have
outpaced public opinion, and there is a need tagagvith the media and opinion shapers on
these issues in a reasonable and coherent maAndryet, as one participant said, “the
governments will always be out ahead of the peoplee governments need to lead and talk and
teach.”

While there is frustration that the two countriesre&vso close to agreement earlier, there is scope
to move forward in new and encouraging ways attthie without necessarily recreating the
wheel. There were framework ideas and non-pap&tsaeged that concretized certain ideas at
the time. Every effort and encouragement shoulchde to access these papers.

Most participants thought a return to the UN resotuor a plebiscite or referendum is not
possible. The situation could be moved forwar@ddgressing issues related to transit, moving
goods, normalized relations where people can morasa borders in simple and legitimate ways.
Indeed, one participant felt transit to be the issyie in the dispute over Kashmir. Experience
shows that in areas where countries have beenadegaartificially political progress is often
initiated when freedom of movement is allowed.w@ts proposed that if there is a desire to
reconnect, Punjab could be used as a first stefidenmae building measure.)

There is a new generation now, urging for resofutibthe issue. Some participants reflected
that this level of fatigue may in itself provide apportunity for policy makers at this time.
Perceptions that in Pakistan earlier efforts wéesharraf’'s show” belie the continued presence
of people in the Pakistani government now who veeigportive then. Equally, on the Indian
side, there is also depth of support at high lefaglsesolution of these matters. The “quiet
diplomacy” of recent years has been productive,thace are signs that leaders in both countries
are attuned to ideas for progress. It appearsipedbat after 1 or 2 more backchannel
discussions, these topics could move now to frbahoel dialogue.

There also exist impediments of a shifting natuteich make a rapid resolution of the Kashmir
issue in the urgent interests of both sides. Cdasefire was one of the strongest confidence
building measures, and it has lasted for 7 yedfgipg across the LOC has restarted and
increased, despite agreement from both sidestthatild stop and this is considered especially
worrisome for India. The last 6-8 months in thdl&awere not very good, but now it is the
beginning of the summer tourist season and thiags ksooled down hopefully for a period.
Outside actors are taking advantage of the ingtahihd geography, as can be seen from
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changing infiltration patterns and the kinds of peary used. As long as the situation is
unresolved, these influences which promote temouisll thrive in the environment and this is to
the detriment of all countries in the region. Histrespect, participants discussed, once agaan, th
need for the countries to develop a strong courdaative to that of the stakeholders in
militancy.

Interim recommendations:

16. Dialogue on Kashmir must be resumed If it is not possible to discuss sovereigntygrth
other more creative approaches need to be takeegia to “chip at the edges” of this issue, such
as joint control, demilitarization, etc.

17. Dialogue with Kashmiris is an integral element of a solid, forward lookpign. Any
sustainable solution to the Kashmiri problem matfer all, include the people of Kashmir.
Topics that need to be addressed include: increeaesl, porous borders, free trade, commerce,
development of joint institutions across the LO@ifiad chambers of commerce, banking
facilities across the LOC.

18. Framework ideas and non-papers from the earlier 20D talks should be made
accessibleso they can be reviewed and adapted to instunere possible and useful, future
agendas for dialogue between the two countries.

People to people contact

The linkages that exist between the two countniedang-standing and can provide the basis for
future progress. This has been aided in pastéyadstalgia of family and other personal
connections. However, that generation is fadingyawad the new generation on both sides
doesn’t know each other. Perhaps some of theee&direds have been replaced by indifference,
which in itself could provide opportunity for praggs. Cultivating greater familiarity between the
next generation in both countries is a priority.

Similarly, there is an urgent need for increaseeraction between parliamentarians, scientists,
and other segments of society. But while impropedple-to-people contact could act as a
springboard for improved ties in other areas, itiportant that it not be seen simply as a means
to other ends, one participant felt. Rather, betbatact between the people of India and Pakistan
is a desirable goal in itself.

As a natural first step, participants discussechded for easier and more regular travel between
the two countries. It was noted that easier trais® yields economic benefits. This must be
done carefully, and with cognizance of the feathefperceived interrelatedness of people-to-
people contact with increased terrorism opportesitiHowever, it is crucial to ensure that the
real dimensions of the terrorist phenomenon areinduly magnified. A concerted effort on all
sides is needed to ensure that communication isdfEm, even after a serious dangerous event,
such as Mumbai. As one participant pointed oug t&rorist comes through with a visa.”

There is need for moderate voices on televisidsoitn countries. There was a concern expressed
on the Pakistan side that this is especially tfub® Indian mainstream media, though both sides
experience “frenzied” media reporting immediatadijdwing crises. Increased connectivity is
needed, along with increased access to books amspapers from both countries. Increasing
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means of contact need to be explored (bus roetessis air travel). Free phone communications
should be immediately allowed.with no exception.

Ideas for people to people contact have surfac@daok 11 meetings before, but must keep pace
with structural changes imposed by governmentghifhsense it is important that these sorts of
ideas are pushed coherently into the governmeyséds).

Interim recommendations

19. Direct flights between Islambad and Delhi dtidie established as an agreement for these
flights already exists.

20. Dialogue and Track Il meetings.between MPsishbe encouraged

21. Visa procedures need to be simplified Ideas include exploring options for security
clearances vetted by home ministries or optionsifas being issued at the border.

22. There should be increasgaportunities for scientists to meein independent forums.

23. India should reconsider its policy and allasess to some Pakistani television channels.

Trade

Trade relations are another area that is a potevitiawin situation for both Pakistan and India,
and ways to strengthen commercial ties should peoeed. The two countries have a compelling
reason to create larger home markets as a mebesdme more globally competitive.

Trade is not able to pick up in a region wheredtae restrictions on the movement of people
and restricted information. If communication isifdated, business will follow and it may be
impossible to force this in reverse (by promotingibess first, then communication). For
example, if there limited or no air links, the mowent of cargo is limited. If no visas are
available, businesses cannot promote goods oitéaeitommunication with potential customers.
Some thought the ultimate goal might be a zero ndgame in South Asia. Trilateral trade with
China could be further developed. Participantsfoeced again the importance of exploring
these issues also in the context of Kashmir.

Despite the fact India has offered Pakistan MFtustéand it was noted that this has not been
reciprocated yet by Pakistan), imports remain stagrand as one participant said, there is some
“bureaucratic sluggishness” on the Indian sideer€lare still barriers that are strong
impediments to the growth of trade, especiallyeimts of Pakistan exports to India. Non-tariff
barriers exist that compound the situation, sudmasrt licensing, visas, travel restrictions,
interprovisional movement of goods and ports t@entarkets are very limited, etc. However, it
also was noted that in a globalized world, balanicadie may not be a realistic goal. It was noted
that recent invitations from Indian chambers of omemnce went without formal response from the
Pakistani side. There is hope that if clear sigaaé sent after the July meeting, a lot of these
sorts of issues will get “unlocked.”

As one participant said, it is possible to consgladually building a “pyramid of trade” between

the two countries. While investments of magnitade have broad strategic impact and would be
welcomed, they may depend on further strengtheoiitige overall political framework. There
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are in the meantime a whole range of opportunitiesnedium size businesses which, if explored
and promoted, can provide the basis for more gfi@trisiness deals in future.

Interim recommendations

24. Theforeign ministers should send a clear signal in themeeting indicating the two
countries’ goals for the further development of trale and commerce This hopefully then
will filter its way through to business people attiers who have been trying to second-guess
what the establishment desires.

25. Pakistan should consider granting MFN status to In¢h. It was noted that this may not
make a qualitative difference as Pakistan has btteeanost liberal trade regimes in the world.
But symbolically it might send a good signal.

26. Chambers of commerce in both countries should appuoi a joint committee to help
influence the climate in both countries for diseoisf non-tariff barriers and measures to
increase incentives for trade. The goal would bgartisan report, with examples and focusing
on possible solutions to existing problems. Thamittee should explore:

26.a. Greateinteraction between chambers of commercshould be considered,
including possible reactivation of the joint chamb&commerce or joint committees.

26.b. Further study is neededwhat Pakistan could do to attract Indian investment
26.c. The specific issue of Indian policies towtaxtile imports could be addressed.
26.d Rationalization ddtate subsidiexould be examined.

26.e. Are there ways to explgment sector companiesbetween the two countries, for
example, might it be possible to encourage Indarcompanies (India will soon outpace
China in car exports), to set up sub-plants in faki

26.f. Options for bilateral cooperation on tteal reservesn Pakistan. Indian
investment in the grids and plants would increasddPani production capacity, it would
encourage India to buy some of the energy, andmdttb years this could yield very
positive mutual benefits.

26.9. Ways talecrease goods coming from third countrieévia Dubai, etc.) and
smuggling should be explored to encourage diradetr As one participant said, “Like
water, trade will find its route.” There is an ievptive to find ways to encourage trade in
a more open and clearer framework. Palm oil isxample of Indian-Sri Lankan trade
that might be instructive.

Arms Control and Disarmament
Nuclear issues, like water issues, are an areaewthertwo countries have prioritized stability

and confidence building measures even during tiohgseat tension. To an extent, these
measures are little known in other parts of theldydout form a solid basis for future progress.
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After both countries conducted nuclear tests, tveare perhaps a greater sense of urgency on
these matters, which became codified in an impoiNsmorandum of Understanding that was
part of the Lahore Declaration. Earlier agreementaon-attack of nuclear installations were
supplemented with steps such as: on 1 January geganthe two countries exchange information
on the location and details of nuclear installatioDespite the ups and downs of the relationship,
this deadline has been met. Other CBMs includen®s not to attack each other’s nuclear
installations; advance notification of ballisticgsile tests; exchange of information on nuclear
doctrines; and additional CBMs fostering communarattransparency and trust building. While
it was acknowledged there are obviously limitsrém$parency on nuclear issues, to the extent
that certain information can be shared, this erages confidence and contributes to stability.

However there is no reason for complacency. Wthigee is not necessarily agreement on the
benefits of transparency on defining minimum deterneeds, both countries to an extent seem
to lack a solid definition of what constitutes animium deterrent and they each have differing
threat perceptions (Pakistan’s main concern isalnahile India’s main strategic concern is
China and any movement on arms control may neetthade China). There is a danger that a
gradual arms race (or arms “crawl”) may be underbetyeen the two countries. Low-yield
weapons, tactical nuclear weapons developmentmanite-based systems, and other such
projects create incentives for destabilization fumthering the arms race.

There are strains presented by the US-India daap#rticipants acknowledged. However, in the
words of one of the participants who urged Pakistatrto “jump into the same well,” “the
American embrace is a dangerous thing.” Indiadaase limitations placed on it as a result of
this deal, and those should not be overlookedis(ifilcludes, for example, the withdrawal of the
deal if India conducts a nuclear test and Indizoimmitted to go along with the FMCT.) Yet it
also was recognized that India has attained aindetzel of international status as a result of the
deal that has not been accorded equally to Pakistan

There is a new emphasis globally on moving towaréeentual world free of nuclear weapons.
While the rhetoric at the moment certainly outpabessolid steps toward implementing this
vision, nevertheless this provides some opporemiir global leadership for both Pakistan and
India.

It was noted that the militaries of the two cousdrhave in place a series of solid confidence
building measures, and they have at the conventienal more frequent contact than previously.
They have the ability to talk with each other, @ad hold flag meetings across the LOC if
necessary. As in other parts of the world, thiedges between conventional and nuclear force
structures cannot be ignored, and ways to promatergy on these issues should be explored.
For example, it might be possible to move someigams back in Kashmir, eventually to
consider moving back cantonments to an agreedndmstaln addition, participants reiterated the
earlier points that there are also non-traditiGealurity issues, such as climate security, water
security, cybersecurity, etc, which create addélgressures.

These issues and others are under discussionen Ditack Il forums, including the Ottawa
Process. There is synergy between that dialogdehenPugwash Commission, and both efforts
are proceeding in a spirit of mutually reinforcigogals.

Interim recommendations

27. India and Pakistan should have a meanirdiflbgue on the meaning and consequences

for the two countries of a fissile material cut-offtreaty, with a goal toward addressing any
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concerns that exist which might then allow Pakigtareconsider its position that is holding up
negotiations at the Conference on Disarmament ime@e It was noted that any concerns
Pakistan may have about possible Indian importgafium allowed under the US-India nuclear
deal (and the ability this might then give Indiaute domestic uranium for bomb production)
would be best addressed through the monitoringigicms that would kick in with an FMCT. It
also was noted that the FMCT is a central mechatostecrease concerns about possible nuclear
terrorism and as such it is in the best interefsboth countries to pursue this treaty.

28. Foreign ministersould reaffirm that both countries have no intentia to conduct future
nuclear tests. A possible statement (either a joint statememhgtual unilateral statements) on
this topic could be useful for the general ongadisgussions on the CTBT and on its entry into
force.

29. Peaceful uses of nuclear energyuld be further discussed by the two countries.

30. Progress olimiting or eliminating ** short range missile systemsould be further
discussed as a CBM, taking into account concemtdiidia may have regarding the Chinese
force structure. It was noted that these systeeae instability in the nuclear field, as it is
impossible to differentiate whether they are nuctgaconventional. They either need to be one
or the other use if there is to be stability in thgime.
30. a. Lessons could be drawn from the recentllooled work of the UK and Norway
into the verified dismantlement of nuclear warhealtsa similar vein, it may be
possible to explore options for a joint projectineestigate matters dfansparency and
verification in the destruction of short range misile systemghat are already planned
to go offline.
30. b. Cruise missile systemsire another area which could be discussed. Cmissles
should be included in the advance missile notificategime.

31. The two governments need to move towaetk one” discussions on nuclear issueslt
was noted that such dialogue, even with limitedltescan provide increased stability, by
requiring education of people within the relevaimistries, but urging a common language
between the two sides, and creating forums forudision of difficult topics.
31.a. This might first begin with discussionggoéater transparency on nuclear
doctrines, including discussions of first strike/no-firstaydaunch on warning/launch
under attack/second strike capabilities, are ai}f difficult concepts to verify. Each
country might conduct its own nuclear posture nenées part of this process.
31. b. The two countries might consigem-deployment agreements and de-alerting
Memoranda of Understanding or agreements Some pointed out that it is essential the
two countries do not reach the deployment staggftzat risks should be managed
through non-deployment ambiguities. Indian doetignot a “pure” no-first use policy,
and allows deviations for the types of attacksjiso$ being hit, and chemical or
biological weapons attack. (Possible use versamidal or biological weapons was
noted by some with concern.) Indian policy alldaslaunch after attack, but this could
be within three minutes. Some say this policy mimes concerns on the Indian side as
to the size of the Pakistani arsenal but placesgmy on India’s second strike capability.
Questions then arise as to how to verify these aeapre meant for a second-strike and
not a first-strike capability.
31. c. Due to reasons of geography,dbrsequences of potential nuclear use need to
be further explored. For example, the potential impact on each cgisiown territory

13 Some expressed doubts about the possibility ofieéiting short-range missiles.
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of a nuclear strike on the other’s territory nekother examination, as does the likely
impact on one’s own country of a possible retatiagirike after nuclear use (an exercise
which India is undertaking now for the first time).

31.d. Further confidence building measures coaléxplored fonuclear risk

reduction and nuclear crisis managementincluding procedures for dealing with
accidents (“hot-line procedures”), etc.

31.e. Dialogue between the two countries on thgei®fminimum deterrence— and
maximum stockpile numbers — might be another araghich positive momentum could
be established. If agreed, maximum stockpile numbeuld at some future stage be
incorporated into a legally-binding treaty. Engag®hina in a “trilateral dialogue” could
be considered also.

31.f. There may also be scopectalify those understandings established pursuant to
the Lahore Declaration— information exchanges, for instance — into morenal legal
agreements.

32. It might be possible for India and Pakistabeocomdeaders in promoting global
negotiations on a treaty of non-use of nuclear weaps, similar to the 1925 Geneva Protocol in
which nations pledged only to use chemical weafronstaliation. While it did not effectively
stop all use, it contributed to an internationalmagainst use, and led eventually to the
Chemical Weapons Convention. The InternationalrCofuJustice legal opinion can serve as a
starting point for this discussion. Such an agesgralso would allow countries to ascribe to the
agreement without implying whether or not they hauelear weapons.

33. Promotingnegotiations at the Conference on Disarmament for auclear weapons
conventionmay be an area where the two countries could catgeas they have in the past.

34. Lessons could be drawn from the experienagt@dr countries regarding hownanimize
the demands of aging nuclear arsenalss these issues can create a whole new basket of
incentives for vertical proliferation which can thikave a follow-on effect on regional arms
races. The role of engaging independent nucleantssts was discussed.

35. A discussion among scientists and militanyegts from both countries could be promoted
in order to facilitate @onstructive approach towards the international prgosal of cutting off
the production of fissile material for military pur poses

Other pending issues
38. Discussions should be promoted addressingntire eange of pending issues between the
two countries. The Siachen and Sir Creek issupaiiticular should be put on a fast track for
resolution.

Moving forward

39. Participants were encouragedhannel the ideas discussed at this meeting intoeh
relevant policy streamsin both countries, particularly in the lead ugpteparations for the

scheduled foreign ministers’ meeting.

40. ThePugwash Commission will continue to meet, alternatig between the two capitals.

www.pugwash.org 18



41. Participants were encouragegbtomote the substance discussed into the mediahile
maintaining the Pugwash/Chatham House rules andttriiuting any particular point to any
person.

42. Cooperation among the various Track Il initiativesis essential and underway.
42.a. Alist of the various interrelated Track Il initiativ esunderway would be useful.
Participants reinforced the importance of Pugwadrative, due to the convening power
of Pugwash, its international profile, and its ugialed ability to get the most important
stakeholders together.
42.b. Pugwash might consider holdingegparate, related Track 1l meeting in
Kashmir, following on its earlier work in the area.
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Pugwash India-Pakistan Independent Commission
Islamabad, June 2-5 2010

INDIAN PARTICIPANTS

Amb. SatishChandra, Distinguished Fellow, Vivekananda InternationaliRdation, New Delhi,
India [formerly: High Commissioner of India to Paldn (1995-1998)5ecretary National
Security Council Secretariat 1999-2005; Deputy diwl Security Advisor 2002-2005]

Mr. SeshadrChari, Deputy Director, Institute for National Securyudies, New Delhindia
[formerly: Director (Research), Chronicle Sociefyiradia for Education and Academic
Research,;Consultant (Governance), UNDP, Southedarg

Mr. AS Dulat, former Secretary, Research and Analysis Wing, India

Ms. BarkhaDutt, Group Editor, English News, New Delhi Televisiamited (NDTV), New
Delhi, India

Prof. HappymonJacob, Professor in Diplomatic Studies, Centre for Inggional Politics,
Organization and Disarmament, School of Internati@tudies, Jawaharlal Nehru University,
New Delhi,India [formerly: Assistant Professor in Strategic Stsdidniversity of Jammu,
J&K; Visiting Fellow, Nelson Mandela Centre for eaand Conflict Resolution; Jamia Millia
Islamia University, New Delhi]

Prof. AmitabhMattoo, Professor of International Relations and Membiatjonal Knowledge
Commmission, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Ddfdia [formerly: Vice Chancellor,
University of Jammu, J&K; Member, Prime MinisteTask Force on Global Strategic
Developments; Member, National Security AdvisoryaBij

Adm. Kewal KrisharNayyar, former Vice Chief of Naval Staff, and former Qtmaan, Maritime
Foundation, New Delhi, India

Lt. Gen. (retdAditya Singh, Consultant with Indian Companies, and Board Mangbe
Chairman Mayo College Committee; Advisor to JCBi@ & Noesis Strategic Consulting
Services(Pvt) Ltd [formerly: General Officer Comrmarg-in-Chief Southern Command, Pune,
and Commander -in-Chief, Andaman & Nicobar Commadtadt Blair, India]

Mr. K C Singh, former Secretary, Ministry of External Affairsp@rnment of India

Prof. Ram Rajaisubramanian, formerly: Visiting Professor, Centre for Internat# Politics
and Disarmament (CIPOD), School of Internationabl®&ts, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New
Delhi (2006-200 ); Senior Research Associate, tintstifor Defence Studies & Analysis (1977-
2005); Deputy Director (Disarmament), Ministry offéirs, Government of India (1987)

Mr. SiddharthVaradarajan, Strategic Affairs Editor and Deputy Editdihe Hindu, New Delhi,
India [formerly: Visiting professor, Graduate SchobJournalism, University of California,
Berkeley; Foreign Affairs EditoiThe Times of India; Lecturer, Economics Department, New
York University; Consultant, UN Centre on Transaa#l Corporations, New York]
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PAKISTANI PARTICIPANTS

Hon. Ahsan IgbaChaudhary, Chief Coordinator and Information Secretary PML@hairman,
BetterPakistan Foundation; Professor of Management, M.A.Jinnahvéhsity, Blue Area,
Islamabad [formerly: former Minister of Educatidz008); Deputy Chairman (Minister of State),
Planning Commission, Govt of Pakistan; two-term Ndem National Assembly (1993, 1997)]

Air Vice Marshal Shahza@haudhry, Pakistan, E-mail: shahzad.a.chaudhry@gmail.com
Lt. Gen. (retd) Asa®urrani, Former DG, ISI, RawalpindRakistan

Mr. EjazHaider, National Affairs EditorNewsweek Pakistan, Lahore [formerly: Op-Ed Editor,
The Daily Times; Consulting EditorThe Friday Times; Visiting Fellow, Foreign Policy Studies,
The Brookings Institution (Nov 2002-March 2003)ré&#&cholar, Program in Arms Control,

Disarmament and International Security (ACDIS), W®f Illinois Urbana-Champaign (1997)]

Amb. Aziz Ahmad Khan, former Ambassador to Afghanistan and High Comimies to India,
IslamabadPakistan

Lt.-Gen. (ret.) TalaMasood, Independent Columnist, Commentator and Analgtintabad,
Pakistan [formerly: Secretary, Defence Productidridibn, Ministry of Defence; Chairman,
Pakistan Ordnance Factories Board; various comnsafi,and instructional appointments in the
armed forces]

Mr. Rustam ShaMohmand, Pakistan Afghanistan Jirga, Former Chief SecydtdWFP, former
Ambassador to Afghanistan.

Hon. SherryRehman, former Federal Information Minister, Islamab®&akistan

Amb. NajmuddinShaikh, retired Pakistan Foreign Service Officer; MemlBward of
Governors, Institute of Strategic Studies, Islandal@enior Vice President, Karachi Council of
Foreign Relations; Columnist f@rawn, Karachi [formerly: Foreign Secretary to the
Government of Pakistan (1994-97); Ambassador ofsRakto Iran (1992-94), the USA (1990-
91), the FRG )1989-90) and Canada (1987-89)]

Ahmer Bilal Soofi, lawyer in the Supreme Court of Pakistan, foundirgsflent of Research
Society of International Law. Lectures on interaaél law at the National Defense University,
Navy War College, Command and Staff College in §taki and writes on international law in
leading dailies of Pakistan. [Formerly represeratlistan at the UN General Assembly’s Ad-
hoc Committee and led negotiations on behalf off&GQuntries to finalize the UN Convention
on Corruption].

FROM INTERNATIONAL PUGWASH

Prof. PaoldCotta-Ramusing, Secretary-General, Pugwash Conferences on Scienc®/orld
Affairs; Member, Pugwash Executive Committee; Psste of Mathematical Physics, University
of Milan, Italy [formerly: Secretary General, Union of Italian &diists for Disarmament
(USPID); Director, Program on Disarmament and hmitional Security, Landau Network —
Centro Volta, Como, Italy]
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Dr. PeterJones Member, Pugwash Council; Associate Professord@ie School of Public and
International Affairs, University of Ottawa, OntayiCanada[formerly: Senior Policy Advisor,
Security and Intelligence Secretariat, Privy Coli@éfice, Ottawa (The Prime Minister’s
Department); Project Leader, Middle East Projetriciholm International Peace Research
Institute (SIPRI); Desk Officer, Arms Control anésBrmament Division Department of Foreign
Affairs and International Trade, Ottawa]

Mrs. Sandra lonn8utcher, Senior Program Coordinator, International SeciataPugwash
Conferences, UK; Director, Pugwash History Projeldnorary Research Associate, Science and
Technology Studies Department, University Collegadon [formerly, Joint Executive

Secretary, British Pugwash Group, Executive Dinec@tudent Pugwash USA, Interim Research
Director and Senior Analyst, British American Setguinformation Council]

FROM VERTIC (co-funder)

Mr. David Cliff , Researcher, Nuclear Arms Control and Disarmaremgramme, Verification
Research, Training and Information Centre (VERTIC)ndon, UK.

FROM USIP (co-funder)

Mr. Moeed Yusuf, South Asia Advisor, United Stdtestitute of Peace, [concurrently: Research
Fellow, Frederick S. Pardee Center for the StudhefLonger Range Future, Boston University,
USA,; Visiting Fellow, Mossavar Rahmani Center, Had/Kennedy School; Visiting Fellow,
Strategic and Economic Policy Research, IslamaPakistan. Formerly: Special Guest,
Brookings Institution, Washington, DC; Consultaatponomic Policy, Sustainable Development
Policy Institute, Islamabad, Pakistan]

About Pugwash

The Pugwash Conferences brings together, from drthexworld, influential scientists, scholars
and public figures concerned with reducing the @ard armed conflict and seeking cooperative
solutions for global problems. In line with its iisn, Pugwash has over fifty years’ experience

of Track Il work in arms control, non-proliferati@nd disarmament initiatives, including
supporting negotiation and implementation of seirtirgaties such as the Non-Proliferation
Treaty, the ABM Treaty, the Comprehensive Test Begaty and others. Pugwash also, since its
inception, has worked to reduce the salience dieaneveapons in defense strategies, to decrease
tension in regions where nuclear weapons are pireseth thus the risk of the use of nuclear
weapons in conflict.

The Pugwash involvement in South Asia goes badis teery roots, when plans to hold its very
first meeting in 1956 in Delhi fell through, leagiffugwash, Nova Scotia as the next option.
Recently, in December 2004 in Katmandu, Pugwaskeed the first meeting that brought
together people across the LOC. In March 200@&gwiash meeting provided the first forum in
which political leaders from the Indian State of\ikited Pakistan as acknowledged political
leaders (including the first visit to Pakistan ah@ Abdullah, who is nhow chief minister of the
Indian State of JK). Since then, Pugwash hasit@et an influential network of experts from
both sides of the LOC, addressing a range of issagseconomic relations to highly technical
arms control and disarmament issues. We also ttgdeve facilitated meetings between Indians
and Pakistanis, and between Pakistanis and Ametican
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