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Nakel Peace: Prize 1895

Dubai, 26-27 February 2011

Summary

The Pugwash India-Pakistan Independent Commiss@comed the decision taken by the
governments at Thimphu, Bhutan to resume dialogueey discussed a range of suggestions for
ways to ensure that dialogue moves forward in an@athat emphasizes areas of commonalithe
following points are not prioritized, nor do thegagssarily reflect complete consensus.

Modalities for dialogue:

*» The dialogue should be translucent, if not fulbnsparent.

= Emphasizing the concept of a ‘framework’ versusaution’” might help.

= Media statements should emphasize cooperationrridize confrontation.

= ‘Talks about talks’ can go far to creating the moplimate.

» Asingle cabinet level interlocutor might be appethon each side

» Establishing a fixed and unchangeable schedulalis (possibly via a treaty framework) might
be useful.

= Care should be given to the method of establistiingagenda (suggestions were put forward).

» Indian Prime Minister Singh’s visit to Islamabadashl be concretized.

= A bold summit statement could create a counteratiaer and address the confidence deficit.

» Where agreement is possible, those agreementsdstoomalized.

= Consolidation of progress made in prior discussinight be useful.

= In areas where agreement already exists, thesédgbe@dormalized.

= Resumption of dialogue on Kashmir in both front &adk channels should be prioritized.

= Areas of common interest in Afghanistan shouldrnpleasized.

Possible items for consideration by the Home Secegies meeting in March

= Exchange of legal/judicial expertise and the inseeaf mutual legal assistance.
» Intelligence interactions at the highest levels.

= Meetings of military leaders at the highest levels.

» Relaxation of the visa regime on an urgent basis.

»  Strengthening joint anti-terrorism mechanisms.

= Demonstration of joint commitment to independeifiimation and new media.

The importance of looking toward the new generatias emphasized. The Jasmine Revolution and
its continuing aftermath prove it is crucial to kafor new areas of possible commonality that will
resonate with the younger populations and engageuositive manner future leaders on both sides.

Participants noted the centenary of the poet kdip, wrote, “At a time of dire emergency,
helplessness is as reprehensible as blind passtbtodose either courage or reason is criminal.”
Given the catastrophic potential implications obidwer major terrorist attack, Commission members
urged governments to emphasize areas of convergerda other words, promoting some
significant common denominator.’

In side meetings in Delhi, exciting plans progresfee establishment of an interparliamentary group.

! The second meeting of the Pugwash India-Pakisigependent Commission met 26-27 February 2011 in
Dubai. The group included three former foreigrrstries, four Members of Parliament, two former
intelligence chiefs, senior retired military, leagivoices from media, and renowned experts. Tiissary
should not be read as a consensus document. Mtaied information can be found in the full report
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Second Meeting of the
Pugwash India-Pakistan

PugwaSh Independent Commission

CONFERENCES ON SCIENCE AND WORLD AFFAIRS
Nakel Peace: Prize 1895

Dubai, 26-27 February 2011

FULL REPORT

Overview

The second meeting of the Pugwash India-Pakis@eplendent Commission met 26-27 February
2011 in Dubai. The group included three formeeign secretaries, four Members of Parliament, two
former intelligence chiefs, senior retired militakyading voices from the media, and renowned
experts> This current report should be read in contexhlie report of the first meeting of the
Commission in July 2010, as the issues highligkttede are equally relevant and remain of concern
to the Commission.

Participants welcomed the decision taken recentithb two governments at Thimphu (Bhutan) to
resume dialogue. In particular, participants weled the fact that instead of a continuing stumbling
block on the way to dialogue, questions and isselased to terrorism are now incorporated into the
dialogue. They noted, however, that many questiem&in as to what that dialogue should be and
how it should be conducted.

The Pugwash Commission sought to highlight an asfagcommendations on how to support that
process. Without diminishing the seriousness efkll-known areas of contradiction that still
remain, the main focus of discussion was on a@gsdssible continued forward movement. This
report reflects that prioritization.

Participants shared the conviction that theregea&e need to get beyond talks which do not yield
concrete results, toward implementation of sompsstieat emphasize convergence. It was suggested
that emphasizing the concept of a ‘framework’ verausolution’ might help.

The Commission focused on two practical areas atebrsome substantive topics for further
consideration:

= Possible modalities for future talks.

= Specific suggestions for the planned March meaiirthe Home (Interior) Ministers, which
is charged with the very important task of progregshe dialogue.

= Other issues that need further attention: terrgrisfghanistan, the role of outside (especially
US) influence in the region, and strengtheningl cigciety.

Discussion highlighted a need to create a courdaative to continuing conflict. One participant
compared it to the weather and climate. While tveats influenced by events of the day (is it synny
rainy, etc), the longer-term trends give the clititagutlook. In this respect there is room forajre
hope for relations between the two countries, aswlo peoples do not perceive each other as

2The meeting was held according to traditional Pugi@hatham House rules to enable an open excharmgespiectives
and exploration of creative possibilities for wdgsvard. Thus, the substance of the discussiondeaeported out, but no
item discussed can be attributed to any one indalid There was no attempt to seek consensusnpdadtithe sharing of
diverse views was encouraged. The rapporteuhferéport was Sandra lonno Butcher, Senior Progtanrdinator,
Pugwash Conferences on Science and World AffaireaiEsibutcher@earthlink.net The Pugwash Project on South Asia
Dialogue is made possible through contributionsieyPloughshares Fund, USIP, and the US DepartofiSiate.

3 The report from the first meeting is available oelat:
http://www.pugwash.org/Pugwash_PIPIC_Islamabad_FpliRENAL.pdf

www.pugwash.org -2-



enemies (one Pakistani said he has never encodratgiekshaw driver in Delhi with any animosity
toward Pakistan). Dialogue (including in the megiablic forums, and parliaments) is key to holding
the middle ground, and to shifting the narrative.

Participants noted the centenary of the poet kdip, wrote, “At a time of dire emergency,
helplessness is as reprehensible as blind passtbtodose either courage or reason is criminal.”

1. Modalities for Dialogue

While some noted the limitations of summits givee tonstraints of electoral cycles, there was hope
that the possibility of Indian Prime Minister Manham Singh'’s visit to Islamabad will be
concretized. If this meeting takes place in 2@kis, would be an important new step after the
resumption of dialogue.

Consideration of a bold statement such as “IndthRakistan will not go to war” would be an
important step toward creating a counter-narradive addressing the confidence deficit.

Modest steps will perhaps be the most importanttatis about talks’ can go far to creating the
proper climate. As there is currently an abseri@counter-narrative to perceived ‘conflict’
between the two countries, it is essential to ptensome significant common denominator.

A single cabinet level interlocutor could be appedby each side, although some participants
highlighted some limitations with this approachengfits include more efficient ability to balance
‘trade-offs’ across issue areas. Advisors coulshgle as subjects change, but the central contiisuity
maintained.

A mutually agreed venue inside India and Pakistastrbe found.
Frequency

As one participant emphasized, there is no sulstitu “uninterrupted and uninterruptable” dialogue
between the two countries, or as someone else“Baadpgue must endure a crisis.” Lessons could
be drawn from the precedent of the Vietnam talks968-1973, where there was a fixed and
unchangeable schedule for talks (each week ak fisgtablishing such a periodicity that is fixed
removes uncertainty or sporadicism about gettiggtter.

As such meetings now occur as a political decisio
one option floated was the idea of establishing a
treaty framework for discussions, i.e. a treaty
benchmark that notes meetings will be held at x
level x times a year. The forthcoming ministerial
session could give consideration to having a lggal
binding framework.

Some others expressed doubt over the practicdlity
‘uninterruptable’ dialogue. (Some distinguished | gg
official dialogue with people-to-people contacts,
which should be uninterrupted or uninterruptable.

Commission Co-Chair Lt. Gen (ret.) Talat Masood,
Pugwash Secretary General Paolo Cotta-Ramusino,
) ) . L Former Indian Foreign Secretary Salman Haidar,
Either side should have the right, after givingicet Nasim Zehra (Dunya TV), Moeed Yusuf (USIP)
at a previous meeting, to bring up any one or two

Agenda
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subject(s) it wishes to take up for discus at et meeting. This will obviate problems of diversi
into what should be taken up for discussion byeutitg the right of either side to bring up issu#s.
it is possible at the previous meeting to commagsee subject(s) that should be encouraged and
welcomed.

Provision should be made for ‘zero hour’ negotiagiato avoid charges of appeasement. Whatever
might be current topical issue causing concern dibal vented at the start of the meeting before
moving to substantive issues.

Outcomes

It is critical to ensure that where agreement ssfige, those agreements are formalized, allowing
substantial advances to be seen (this has not hegpe far).

In areas where agreement already exists, thesshtmdd be formalized.

One idea promoted by some (but not all) participavds an immediate effort to consolidate in some
manner progress made in prior discussions ovepdbel14 years, i.e. to pull together specific
documents (agreed minutes, communiqué, agreensa}syhich might then form the basis for the
visit scheduled (but not dated) of the Indian Pridirister to Islamabad. If such consolidation ke
place, it could provide the basis for confidencd tnst to embark on the next phase of dialogtie. |
was noted that while these discussions yielded nrapgrtant results,

some important issues remain. There will naturiadlysome change in |
priorities that either or both sides might attaglelements of that |
dialogue.

Outreach

Some felt this is now an incredibly important momemd if this
opportunity is lost it may empower militant groupspush armed
struggle again. Creating a perception of coopamety confront a
common menace must be encouraged.

The dialogue should be translucent, if not fulpnsparent. It was .
pointed out that providing regular information tedia (‘routinizing’ 2
coverage), can in some ways decrease the heightensdivity to
these talks in the media.

€8
&

Commission Co-Chair
Prof. Amitabh Mattoo

Constructive, unilateral, high-level statement® algn help to address
differing national perceptions and demonstrate tstdading of each other’s internal challenges.

It was noted that there is danger in continuingdde political space to those who seek to promote
securitization/militarization, and that this phereron is in some ways growing in India as it has
done in the past in Pakistan. There is a neethéalia statements that emphasize cooperation rather
than confrontation. This narrative of commonatityst trickle to civil society. It is part of the

overall narrative of peace between India and Parkist

2. Thoughts for the March Meeting of Home Secretaes
Participants laid out various options for topicattmight show promising forward movement if

agreed at the Home Secretaries’ meeting in Maftte following menu of possible options is not
prioritized, nor does it necessarily reflect corssen The main point was to suggest taking actioa o
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few items that are ‘do-able’. This could go a lamay toward setting a positive tone that can be
further built upon.

1. Exchange legal/judicial expertise and experts on both sides and increase mutual legal assistance.
This could take various forms, including reinvigiimg/reviving joint mechanisms that have been in
place since 2006, but which have not met. A jadicommission could discuss progress and
obstacles in litigation/prosecution in the contefxthe Mumbai terrorist attack. At or before the
Home Secretaries’ meeting, additional informationld be exchanged on terrorist attacks. Holding
periodic press briefings on the exchange of natesaasessments might be helpful.

2. Intelligence interactions at the highest levels should be started. Increased or joint intelligence
cooperation could be discussed. Intelligence sparight be all that can happen, but if and when
possible, it should happen.

3. Military leaders should begin to meet at highest levels. Direct contact between military chiefs will
be very helpful, even if at first this is primaréyg opportunity for them to get to know each othesr
example, the importance of each military providinguard of honor for the other’s chief may be
symbolic, but it would be a welcome and reassugesgfure. It was noted that serious reworking is
needed in both countries at an operational levéhabmilitary structures reflect changes in
warfighting and the concept of conflict.

4. Home Secretaries could urgently and vigoroudly initiate
stepstorelax thevisaregime. People-to-people contacts,
cultural, scientific, political and personal comrieations
should be made easier. It was noted that the frexyuef
follow-on meetings currently are restricted dueuies that
require waiting times before allowing new visa resfs.
One small idea proposed was to grant SAARC visas to
students and teachers of the new SAARC univemsifdlhi
that is now up and running

5. Joint anti-terrorism mechanisms could be made more

effective. While there are inherent difficulties, meetings Former Director General 1S
could happen more regularly and with more urgeaoyl ( Lt. Gen. (ret.) Asad Durrani,
political guidance) than earlier efforts that diasek to 1989. Former Secretary RAWA.S. Dulat

(Photo: M. Parthasarathy)
6. Inlight of current events, Home Secretaries can take
proactive step recognizing the importance of and emphasizing commitment to independent
information and new media. They should take steps to allow:
« more frequent and easier access to journalists &&ch country to be based in other country;
« reciprocal electronic media to function in both cwies;
» telephones to roam in all South Asia;
« media in both countries to broadcast media fronother country;
« access to cable TV channels from the other country;
« increased understanding of the forces driving gutliinion in both countries and the forces
influencing both new and traditional media andd¢bmplex interactions between public
opinion and government actions.

7. It also was noted that when the Foreign Ministers eventually meet, they likewise will need a
serious pre-planned agenda.
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3. Substantive Areas for Further Exploration
Terrorism

The meeting shared complete consensus on the o@etltbgether to prevent terrorist acts. The
concerns on both sides are well known, and weredhdEmphasizing the recent progress is not to
forget that India still has concerns, nor to fortpeit Pakistan needs reassurance that steps taken
deserve acknowledgement.

One participant posited that the way out of teanod extremism as a source of India-Pakistan canflic
was signaled in the immediate aftermath of 26/Hd&ti's statement, Gilani’'s offer to send the
director general of the ISl to India, and Indiate@ptance of that offer. These steps were drawk, ba
but in future the way out is to return to that ingay namely offers of cooperation and acceptance of
the offers of cooperation.

It was noted that perceptions of terrorism havétedhi Years ago, terrorism in the region was
somehow associated with the situation in with Kashwhile this is no longer the case.

From the Pakistani perspective, it was pointectivat, differently from the past, the democratic
government in Pakistan is not considering the fiserorism as an instrument of state policy. Some
compared this to changing the direction of a ldegeer: it takes a while for the captain’s orders
change the direction of the ship. Some on bothssibted that India can show greater sensitivity to
Pakistan’s predicament, and there was a beliethigtan be accommodated. From the Indian side,
there was a sense that if in Pakistan it is nowdespread and common belief that “1000 cuts” are
not useful, then Pakistan should let that be knamahprovide more high profile clarity about that.

About the capability of persecuting those respdasibterrorist acts, it was noted that in fouffise
main high profile terrorism cases in Pakistan,udatg the attacks on Musharaff, the accused were
not able to be sentenced. This is not insignificas there is a debate in Pakistan as to howab de
with more than 3,000 Tharik-e-Taliban fighters.

Some thought that the truth about the past shaulasbertained, to the maximum extent possible, as a
necessary condition for trust building. Past pcagtiof supporting groups that would operate
militarily across the Indo-Pakistani border shooddclearly disavowed and, in any case, discontinued

Jammu and Kashmir

The group noted that today the situation in J&kess
controversial than it has been in the past. Some
pointed out the need for new ideas to address,avith
collective approach, the problems that are plagtheg
region. Certain reasons for this shift in percapi
were identified, including the fact that it is nofne
third generation after independence, with differing
priorities. Many thought it was suitable to recizgn
that the diplomatic activity between India and Btdd
has had an impact in taking things forward.

There is, however, still urgency. Some raise the Pakistan Supreme Court lawyer Ahmer Bilal Soofi
possible impact of the ‘Jasmine Revolution’ in Sayed Aziz Pasha, Indian MP,

Kashmir, and pointed out that if status quo poiicy Ejaz Haider, Newsweek, Pakistan
maintained, anything can happen. Both sides shoula
take care to avoid inflammatory rhetoric.
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Participants urged resumption of dialogue on Kaslomia priority basis, dividing dialogue in front
and back channels. If there are some proposalks made previously (in either channel) that need to
be changed, this should be left open. As progsasmde, Kashmiris should be fully included and
involved.

Some felt that the governments should considerlvenét is wise to resume the former process as the
situation has changed. Some felt that if Pakistanld allow Delhi to reach an understanding with
Kashmiris, forward movement is in the cards. Sdmeeight the Four-Point Formula can’t be
effectively revised. Some thought that there mead for some cosmetic changes perhaps, but the
essence of some progress/movement is there ifotimatila. Some felt it would be real contribution

by civil society to push this forward and make this

element in ongoing relations. Some say it is [bdsdD
move toward maximum autonomy in the Indian Union
(though noted there is not necessarily supporthier
idea in Pakistan).

Front channel agreements must be implemented,
including importantly, the free movement of peogptel
goods and some progress on the well known demdnd
the people of Kashmir on the Indian government
regarding governance issues. Easing visas andttrans
will have important consequences.

) Amb. G. Parthasarathy, Amb. Rustum Shah Mohmand,
In any case, cooperation and forward movement en tt Amb. Air Vice Marshal (ret) Shahzad Chaudhry,

issue of J&K will be very beneficial to Indo-Palist Dr. Ajay Darshan Behera
relations. Equally beneficial will be reachingezffive

agreements on Siachen and Sir Creek. Some theughtagreements would create a win-win
situation, creating an important degree of configenSome noted that progress on Sir Creek and
Siachen will have different impacts, since thetfogse has to do with defining maritime borders,
while the second case will be more substantial asliimply bringing troops home, relieving them
from danger and grave risks and halting damagevarafragile natural environment.

The problem of the radicalization of young peofdld&K was noted. Young people, whether
radicalized or not, need a democratic way to dgvealsense and perception of justice, opportunities
for work and prospects for having a positive futuBome raised the point that radicalized groups or
sectors of populations should be engaged and dffgsportunities, as opposed to being equated to
breeding grounds for terrorists.

Afghanistan

Participants warned against underestimating th@itapce of Afghanistan as it relates to the India-
Pakistan dialogue. They highlighted the need tphexsize opportunities for further cooperation and
convergence on Afghanistan as a way to guard agalmscoming a new point of friction and

discord. Some noted that India has a role in Afiggtan, and those parameters will be determined by
Afghanistan, but equally Pakistan must be reasdagdndia’s role will not be at the expense of
Pakistan. Some thought it is possible to coopesasté\fghanistan is the one place closest to @flev
playing field’ for the two countries.

Participants noted that more discussion is neesiéd @hat happens after the US leaves Afghanistan
Reports of long-term leases on bases for US trbaps generated some concern. Some suggested
the possibility of trilateral US/NATO-India-Pakistgooperation on Afghanistan. Others urged
increased interaction with tribal leaders.
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Participants welcomed news of cooperation betweertwo countries on Afghanistan. In this
respect, trade with Afghanistan is an importaniessThe transit treaty between Afghanistan and
Pakistan is now operational, with a framework fapiementation. Components of the treaty lock
India into the process. Mechanisms are in plaz¢hat once political agreement is reached and the
goods from India arrive, third party trucks wilkeathe goods to Afghanistan. The geostrategic
importance of keeping land routes open was noted.

Role of US/external actors in region

The role of outside actors in the region was diseds Some felt strongly that involving other state
complicates rather than eases problems and diestsirces and attention. They felt it is muchdvett
if other governments are not seen as interfering.

The US is very much involved in the region, and sauestioned the willingness of Pakistan to go
along with this kind of US involvement. It has besmggested that Pakistan may go along due to a
variety of reasons, including weakness, politicgdezliency, the access to advanced weaponry and
other arms. And yet, people in the region notedsgimbolism of Clinton spending days in India, and
‘minutes’ in Pakistan, and that Obama went to Irmianot to Pakistan.

However, the general sense of the room was thdtithee of Pakistan lies as a partner with a
considerable influence on global affairs in a larf§euth Asian entity, and not across the Atlantic.
Some wondered whether Pakistan needs to punch &katerent geopolitical weight. To the extent
that outside actors are part of Pakistan’s forgigiicy calculus, it can be seen in large part lastta
historical role (from times dating back to the Savole in Afghanistan) and more recently as altesu
of a perceived need to countervail India. Manyutfid that if relations with India improve, the
dependence on the US will decrease. Participaneirthat the rising power of China also plays a
role in strategic calculations.

Some felt that the view in Washington is that ti#islgoing to
stay in the region, but the questions remain aghat form that
will take. Bases, drones, special ops will mdsli all remain —
some in Afghanistan and some in Pakistan. ThempogpUS
elections may clarify this further, especiallyhBtRepublicans win
the White House. If aid changes, and/or the newsddecomes
less lenient regarding aid, then the US influesdiely to
decrease. If that happens, it is likely the nextegnment in
Pakistan will have a different policy.

Former DG Pakistan Federal It was also noted that India and Pakistan mighsictar their

Investigative Agency Tariq Parvez,  gjohal diplomatic strategy. For example, in DCitnadnd Pakistan

former DG IS Asad Durrani actively undermine each other’s position and thas wonsidered
detrimental and unhelpful.

What if there is another Mumbai-type attack?

A thought pervading the discussions was how togmethe beginning of a catastrophic series of
events if another Mumbai-type attack happens. Sweheve that such acts take a limited number of
people with a relatively limited availability of \@pons to carry them out. Those attacks should lbe me
with a coordinated reaction from both countriesingtead it will be known that one of the courgrie

will feel compelled to act with some sort of mitiyaaction, triggering an unknown chain of military
events, then this will constitute a powerful indeatfor the terrorists to act. There were diffdren
perceptions in the room about the ability to keey possible military response from spiraling. In a
neighborhood with nuclear weapons, this is notaignificant concern.
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While during the Cold War period we were concerabdut a conventional war or a conventional
military action becoming a nuclear confrontatibare we face the possibility of an action by non
state actors inducing a conventional confrontadind possibly then a nuclear exchange. So, in
principle, a small number of people armed with danweapons, can possibly generate a chain
reaction of events that can go very far.

Some argued the legal perspective that, for exaripdéa would not be able to launch a surgical
strike into Pakistan unless it can show that Pakistas clearly involved in the incident. Some
guestioned this interpretation. Others noted ‘tRakistani involvement” doesn’t necessarily only
mean official state policy. Some pointed out thihin the establishment there are fissures where
sections of the Pakistani state may be in collusiith non-state elements. Some thought that with
this sort of a scenario it doesn’t take much imagon to stretch and put blame on Pakistan. Tisere
from this perspective, no refuge in thinking Inte&s no legal resource to military action.

Some felt there is a need for an increased andsetiunderstanding of the movements of terrorists
and their relations with state structures, andithatproductive to separate terrorism and extsami
and avoid putting the two things in the same baskéere were different perceptions as to the éxten
to which some extremists might be better engageiinocratic structures.

Some said no existential threat to Pakistan conoes ndia, as India has no designs on Pakistan.
Others suggested that if India were to attack Rakjgthen Pakistan may quickly become India’s
internal problem. Others referred to the old agdéa§ae don’'t hang together, we will hang
separately,” and reinforced the notion that curlriagative rhetoric is very important in improving
Indo-Pakistani relations and that trust betweertiliecountries cannot be reconstructed in a climate
of mutual accusations. Once again, some highdajttie need to improve the legal framework and
the legal set of agreements between the two cagnto enable and better facilitate integratedacti
to prevent and punish terrorist acts.

Some also noted that the perceived threat to Rakistm India in the military mind will only
undergo a doctrinal shift if India moves its mititdocus away from Pakistan. Some felt that tleera
to militarize in India is making it into a percet/e@ational security state, and this spurs crippling
military spending in both countries. It was argligdsome that the military establishments in both
countries need to slow down.

Civil society

Participants encouraged both governments to faiglitultural, political, academic and people to
people contacts. Increasing the exchange of adademmd scholars (including on issues related to
Islam, jurisprudence, etc.) could help to changediscourse. Some encouraged Pugwash to take this
up in further meetings.

Increasing understand regarding jurisprudencegxtample, could
help ensure that no bilateral agreement would Iseead. Some
suggested a loose structure where some Indian ast@&ni
scholars are given option to come on TV, to exchddgas. This
might be helpful in recalculating areas under disan. The
suggestion of a possible India-Pakistan Peace Farasraised.

Some felt an alternative discourse on religiousdsss needed,

and that there also is need to explore the citizefetionship to Former Pakistani Foreign Secretary
the state, as this can differ in the two countries. Amb. Najmuddin Shaikh

There is an urgent need to engage future policgesisa—the ‘will-be-s’ as opposed to ‘have-beens.’
The Commission expressed support for this, anddnbtat the future lies in forward-looking
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perspectives. The lessons of the Jasmine Revolatid its continuing impact were noted. While
issues such as Sir Creek and Siachen are notdisinessed, allowing roaming for mobile phones and
opening up the new media might, for example, migtve greater impact on the future relations
between the two countries.

Future of the Pugwash Process

Participants acknowledged the important Pugwaglititva of bringing people together for dialogue
on important and difficult issues, often going wdethers fear to tread. There was strong support f
continuing this Track 2 initiative, with a hope thlae periodicity could be guaranteed. Noting the
difficulties, Pugwash was encouraged to createn@m@nment where these meetings can happen in
both capitals. Commissioners noted the interrdtagss of the various Track 2 initiatives, andifelt
general there is a constructive synergy betweesethforts. Some noted the need to enlarge this
process and extend it to additional sectors of sdgiety.

There was discussion of ways to ‘feed’ the procesensure wider circulation of the work, not
necessarily only in the media, but among consttgifar change, including in parliaments. While it
may be beyond Pugwash'’s capacity, thought coulgilen to a more innovative presence in
cyberspace. Consideration will be given to wrijoigt op-eds (with authors from both countries),
which would then be published in both India andistak.

There are a range of possible future topics, intimthdto continuing synergy with the
intergovernmental process. This could includelyerirag the two defense structures; Jammu and
Kashmir in all its aspects (including energy, waedc); Afghanistan; etc. There was mention of
engaging young people in these meefings

Pugwash stands ready to assist in any way, anihthieg constraints are financial. Participants
discussed funding for this and related Pugwashativies. The sensitivity of outside funding was
noted, and it was reinforced that Pugwash mainsubstantive independence from its funders.
Some pointed out that all funding for such initia in Asia comes from ‘outside’ and should not be
considered an impediment to meeting in either agunthis is potentially the last time these
meetings will be held outside either country. Ha meantime, Pugwash would be most interested to
learn of possible funding possibilities from withhe region.

Participants reinforced that joint delegations $ti@o to the two capitals and that participantsustho
go to their own foreign offices, ministers, angdssible Prime Ministers with the outcomes of this
meeting.

The next activity of the Pugwash India-Pakistarefpehdent Commission will be a visit of
approximately 14 participants to DC in late spriMay or June) for a series of consultations and
events with the DC policy making community. In #igah, discussions will be held among the
organizers on the occasion of thé"&®nual Pugwash Conference in Berlin, 1- 4 Julyl201
Commission members will stay in contact as furfil@anning moves forward. The hope is the next
full meeting will take place in Delhi.

All the participants thanked Pugwash and Prof. ®@&atta-Ramusino for their commitment to
attempt to create peace metrics for a very vexiatioaship

4 See for ex, the “Ottawa Dialoguéittp://www.socialsciences.uottawa.ca/api/eng/doausiEinalenglish.pdfthe
Chaophraya 6 Statement (and the Jinnah Institut@eKT2 initiative):http://www.jinnah-institute.org/pak-india-pcm/241-
chaophraya-6-joint-resolution-on-track-ii-dialogue

5 Side discussions involving organizers were hsltbahe possibility of nurturing a Student/Youngg®ash network in the
region, and/or organizing a side meeting of youaggbe on the occasion of the next meeting. Sep&rating would need
to be secured for this.
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Second Meeting of the
Pugwash India-Pakistan

PquaSh Independent Commission

Dubai, 26-27 February 2011

PARTICIPANTS

From India

Mani Shankar Aiyar, former Indian diplomat who ggséd from foreign service to become a politiciamkirg
for Rajiv Gandhi from 1989-1991; member of the amdNational Congress party; former Minister of
Panchayati Raj until 2009; former Union Cabinet iglier for Petroleum and Natural Gas (May 2004 throu
January 2006) and Ministry of Youth Affairs and &pduntil 2009)

Ms. Sushobha Barve , Executive Director of the €efur Dialogue and Reconciliation (Mumbaijshoka
Fellow, AuthorHealing Streams: Bringing Hope in the Aftermath of Violence

Dr. Ajay Darshan Beher@ssociate Professor and Coordinator, Pakistan &ueliogramme, Academy of
Third World Studies, Jamia Millia Islamia, New Delh

A S Dulat, Former Secretary, Research and Analyigy, India

Amb. Salman Haidar, Former foreign secretary, hadfdate Diplomatic Service, Secretary East, and spolan
for the Ministry of External Affairs and later cliief protocol, among other diplomatic positions 1977-80,
minister/deputy permanent representative of InttheUnited Nations in New York; has written a kige
column on political affairs for the Indian dailywspaper;The Satesman, since 2000

Prof. Happymon Jacob, Professor in Diplomatic StsdCentre for International Politics, Organizatom
Disarmament, School of International Studies, JandahNehru University

Prof. Amitabh Mattoo (co-chair), Professor of Im&tional Relations and Member, National Knowledge
Commission, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Dglihdia [formerly: Vice Chancellor, University oathmu,

J&K; Member, Prime Minister’'s Task Force on GloBalategic Developments; Member, National Security
Advisory Board]

Ms. Malini Parthasarathy, Executive Editdhe Hindu

Amb. G. Parthasarathy , Visiting Professor, Cefdrdolicy Research, New Delhi, India [formerly:
Information Advisor to Prime Minister of India (1980); High Commissioner of India to Australia and
Pakistan; Ambassador to Myanmar]

Mr. Syed Aziz Pasha, MP, Rajya Sabha MP, MembénefCommunist Party of India

Mr. Vinay Thusoo, President, J&K Forum for TruthdaReconciliation, Jammu

From Pakistan

Hon. Ahsan Igbal Chaudhary, MP, Chief Coordinatud tnformation Secretary PML-N; Chairman, Better
PakistanFoundation; Professor of Management, M.A.Jinnahvehsity, Blue Area, Islamabad [formerly:
former Minister of Education (2008); Deputy Chaimm@linister of State), Planning Commission, Govt of
Pakistan; two-term Member, National Assembly (19E97)]

Amb. Air Vice Marshal (ret) Shahzad Chaudhry, Retiair vice marshal of the Pakistan Army and farme
ambassador to Sri Lanka
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Lt. Gen. (ret) Asad Durrani , Former Director Gexlé8l

Mr. Ejaz Haider, National Affairs EditoNewsweek Pakistan, Lahore [formerly: Op-Ed Editdihe Daily
Times; Consulting EditorThe Friday Times]

Amb. Humayun Khan, former Foreign Secretary of Blaki
Lt. Gen (ret.) Talat Masood (co-chair), Independ@olumnist, Commentator and Analyst, Islamabadtjgean
[formerly: Secretary, Defence Production Divisidinistry of Defence; Chairman, Pakistan Ordnance

Factories Board; various command, staff and instvoal appointments in the armed forces]

Amb. Rustam Shah Mohmand , Pakistan Afghanistaya,JFormer Chief Secretary NWFP, former Ambassador
to Afghanistan

Mr. Tariq Parvez, Fmr Director General of the Fedlémvestigative Agency

Hon. Sherry Rehman , Member of Parliament, formérmation Minister, Pakistan

Amb. Najmuddin Shaikh , retired Pakistan Foreigrvige Officer; Member, Board of Governors, Instéutf
Strategic Studies, Islamabad; Senior Vice Presjd@rachi Council of Foreign Relations; Columnist f
Dawn, Karachi [formerly: Foreign Secretary to the Gowaent of Pakistan (1994-97); Ambassador of Pakista
to Iran (1992-94), the USA (1990-91), the FRG (1:989 and Canada (1987-89)]

Ahmer Bilal Soofi , lawyer in the Supreme CourtRekistan, founding President of Research Society of
International Law; Lectures on international lavite National Defense University, Navy War College,
Command and Staff College in Pakistan; writes ¢erirational law in leading dailies of Pakistanoiferly
represented Pakistan at the UN General Assembly*edc Committee and led negotiations on behalf-Gf/G
countries to finalize the UN Convention on Corrapti

Ms. Sehar Tariq, Program Officer, Jinnah Institute

Ms. Nasim Zehra, Director Current Affairs of Paliss News TV Channel Dunya TV; host of Currentai#

program (Policy Matters) on Dunya TV; has servedPakistan’s Presidential Advisory Committee on kpre
Policy and National Security from 2000-2002, in 2@ppointed as Pakistan’s Special Envoy on UN Regor

UsiP

Moeed Yusuf, United States Institute of Peace (JSIP

International Pugwash

Prof. Paolo Cotta Ramusino, Pugwash Secretary @ener

Ms. Sandra lonno Butcher, Pugwash Senior Prograondiitator
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Pu, WaSh Delhi Consultations

CONFERENCE: S(N S0 n NCE AND WORLD AFFAIRS

i 1985 28 February — 1 March 2011

Overview

A few members of the Pugwash India-Pakista
Independent Commission travelled to Delhi
immediately following the % meeting of the
Commission, held in Dubai, 26-27 Feb 2011.
They held meetings with key elements of the
Indian policy community, and plans emerged
from this series of meeting for further
interactions, including the proposed
establishment of an Indian inter-parliamentaria
group on related issues. Pugwash Secretary
General Paolo Cotta-Ramusino accompanied

group.

Their agenda included:
g Nasim Zehra (Dunya TV), Lt. Gen. (ret.) Talat Masood,

Indian Vice President Hon. Hamid Ansari, Sherry

= Visit to the Vice President of India Rehman MP, Paolo Cotta-Ramusino

Hon. Hamid Ansari
= Meeting with the Head of Back Channel / Indo-Paastelations Amb. S.K. Lambah
= Lunch with the High Commissioner of Pakistan Ambha&id Malik
= Meeting at Jamia Millia Islamia University (list participants attached)

= Meeting/dinner with a group of Parliamentariansa@jri-la Hotel (list of participants
attached)

Participants from Pakistan
Ms. Sherry Rehman Member of Parliament, former Information MinistBakistan.

Prof. Ahsan Igbal Chaudhary, MP, Chief Coordinator and Information SecretaljiLPN;

Chairman, Better Pakistan Foundation; Professtarfagement, M.A.Jinnah University, Blue Area,
Islamabad [formerly: former Minister of Educatid®2008); Deputy Chairman (Minister of State),
Planning Commission, Govt of Pakistan; two-term Ndem National Assembly (1993, 1997)].

Lt. Gen (ret.) Talat Masood Independent Columnist, Commentator and Analgsintabad,
Pakistan [formerly: Secretary, Defence Productidridibn, Ministry of Defence; Chairman, Pakistan
Ordnance Factories Board; various command, stafirstructional appointments in armed forces].

Ms. Nasim Zehra Director Current Affairs of Pakistan's News TWabnel Dunya TV; host of
Current Affairs program(Policy Matters) on Dunya;has served on Pakistan’s Presidential
Advisory Committee on Foreign Policy and Nationat&ity from 2000-2002, in 2005 appointed as
Pakistan’'s Special Envoy on UN Reforms.
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Consultation
Pakistan Studies Programme

PquaSh _ Academy of Third World Studies

t(}'\rl—{-Rl"V((—\()\IH(IE\(E AND WORLD AFFAIRS Jamla MIIIIa ISIamIa6
5 i New Delhi

1 March 2011

From India
Mr. Najeeb Jung, Vice Chancellor, Jamia Millia Islamia, New Delhi.
Prof. Shri Prakash, Director, Academy of Third World Studies, JamialMilslamia, New Delhi.

Dr. Ajay Darshan Behera,Associate Professor and Coordinator, Pakistan &ueiiogramme,
Academy of Third World Studies, Jamia Millia IslanNew Delhi.

Ambassador T.C.A. RangachariFormer Ambassador to Germany and France and sirted
Indian High Commission, Islamabad.

Ambassador C. Gharekhanformer Permanent Representative to the United hNatib New York
and Geneva.

Ambassador Veena SikriFormer High Commissioner to Malaysia and Banglag€simsul General,
Hong Kong and Director General, Indian CounciCeitural Relations, Ministry of External Affairs.

Ambassador Ishrat Aziz,Former Ambassador to UAE, Saudi Arabia, Tunisia Bratil.

Rear Admiral (Retd) K. Raja Menon, Distinguished Fellow, National Maritime Foundatidigw
Delhi.

Mr. Alok Bansal, Executive Director, National Maritime Foundatiorgw Delhi.

® pugwash would like to extend a special thanks to the Vice Chancellor of Jamia Millia University, Mr. Najeeb
Jung and to Dr. Ajay Darshan Behera for kindly hosting the meeting.
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Dr. Dileep Padgaonkar,Senior Journalist, Consulting Editéimes of India and Chief Interlocutor,
Jammu & Kashmir.

Prof. Sujit Dutta, Gandhi Chair, Nelson Mandela Centre for Peace amdli€t Resolution, Jamia

Millia Islamia, New Delhi.

LLLLLE

Mr. C. D. Sahay,Former Chief of Research &
Analysis Wing, Cabinet Secretariat, Government of
India.

Mr. Rana Banerjee, Former Special Secretary,
Cabinet Secretariat and Consultant, Institute for
Defence Studies and Analyses, New Delhi.

Mr. B. G. Verghese,Senior Journalist and Former
Editor of Hindustan Times.

Lt. Gen. (ret.) Talat Masood, Asan Igbal Chaudhary MP,

Mr. Amit Baruah, Chief of BBC, Hindi Service. Paolo Cotta-Ramusino, Ajay Darshan Behera

Ms. Seema MustafaFormer EditorCovert
Magazine and Foreign News Editdlewx Channel.

Mr. Sushant SareenFormer Editor of théublic Opinion Trends, Consultant, Institute for Defence
Studies and Analyses and Vivekananda Centre, Ndin.De

Dr. Mathew Joseph,Associate ProfessoPakistan Studies Programme, Academy of Third World
Studies, Jamia Millia Islamia, New Delhi.

Dr. Happymon Jacob,Assistant Professor, School of International Stsidiawaharlal Nehru
University, New Delhi.

From Pakistan

Ms. Sherry Rehman Member of Parliament, former Information MinistBakistan.

Prof. Ahsan Igbal Chaudhary, MP, Chief Coordinator and Information Secretal§iPN;
Chairman, Better Pakist&oundation; Professor of Management, M.A.Jinnahvéhsity, Blue Area,

Islamabad [formerly: former Minister of Educatid®2008); Deputy Chairman (Minister of State),
Planning Commission, Govt of Pakistan; two-term Ndem National Assembly (1993, 1997)].

Lt. Gen (ret.) Talat Masood, Independent Columnist, Commentator and
Analyst, Islamabad, Pakistan [formerly: Secret@gfence Production
Division, Ministry of Defence; Chairman, Pakistard®ance Factories
Board; various command, staff and instructionalcapnents in the armed
forces].

Ms. Nasim Zehra, Director Current Affairs of Pakistan's News TV
Channel Dunya TV; host of Current Affairs prograwl{€ Matters) on
Dunya TV; has served on Pakistan’s Presidentialigasty Committee on
Foreign Policy and National Security from 2000-20022005 appointed
as Pakistan’s Special Envoy on UN Reforms.

. Sherry Rehman MP,
International Pugwash Amb. TCA Rangachari

Prof. Paolo Cotta-Ramusing Pugwash Secretary General, Milan.
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Consultation on

PugwaSh Inter-Parliamentary

S
CONFERENCES ON SCIENCE AND WORLD AFFAIRS C o 0 pe ratl O n

Nobel Pece Prize 1995

Hotel Shangri-la, New Delhi
1 March 2011

Indian MPs who met with visiting delegation of Pakstanis

1). Mr. Rahman Khan: Dy.Chairman, Rajyasabha (R.S)

2). Mr. Mani Shankar Ayyar: MP(R.S), INC(Cong-I)

3). Mr. Sitaram Yechury: Floor leader of CPM (R.S)

4). Mr. D. Raja: Floor Leader of CPI (R.S)

5). Dr. K. Keshava Rao: MP(R.S), INC (Cong-I)

6). Mr. Seelam J.D: MP (R.S), INC

7). Mr. Vikram Varma: MP (R.S), B.J.P former unikimister, Sports.
8). Mrs. Naznin Farooqui: MP (R.S), INC

9). Mr. Nama Nageshwara Rao: MP, Loksabha (L.S3dee Parliamentary group of TDP (Telugu
Desam Party).

10). Mr. Ali Anwar Ansari: MP (R.S), JanataDal (lted)

11). Mr. Sharifuddin Sharig: MP (L.S), J&K Nationabnference.

12). Mr. Shafi Md: MP (R.S),J&K National Conference

13). Mr. Syed Azeez Pasha: MP (R.S), Dy. Floor ée&2PI.

The outcome of this meeting is the proposed formation of an inter parliamentarian group. Several

MPs belonging to various political parties have responded very encouragingly, and they are seeking
to hold a meeting of 10-15 MPsin late March.

" Pugwash would like to give special thanks to Mr. Syed Azeez Pasha for organizing this meeting.
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