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ABSTRACT
China and Pakistan have enjoyed a close and mutually beneficial relationship during the
last seven decades. Both the nations' leadership pronounced the bilateral relationship
between China and Pakistan as the "All-Weather Strategic Cooperative Partnership" and
"Iron Brother." The strategic partnership between China and Pakistan has a significant
impact on the South Asian strategic environment in particular and global politics. The
Indian strategic enclave regards China-Pakistan's multifaceted relationship as a substantial
obstacle for India's rise as a Great Power within the regional context.
The study's primary objective is to critically examine the triangular relations of South
Asia's three main actors, i.e., Pakistan, India and China so that one can profess about the
dynamics of this relationship and implications of China and Pakistan's geostrategic
relations on India. A qualitative Study with qualitative interviews and thematic analysis
was applied to conduct this study.
The analysis reveals that South Asian RSC has no change in the patterns of amity and
enmity. The region continues to be conflictive in nature where patterns of enmity between
Pakistan and India are shaped by their enduring rivalry and continued distrust. On the
contrary, the patterns of amity between Pakistan and China can be seen growing in the
longstanding strategic relationship and deep-rooted cooperation. The investigation
discovers that on a bilateral level, several new factors in the post-9/11 era have molded
Pakistan-China strategic relations, which have intricate linkages with the regional and
global security complexion in keeping with the assumptions of RSC theory.
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CHAPTER: ONE
INTRODUCTION
China and Pakistan have enjoyed a close and mutually beneficial relationship
during the last seven decades. Both the nations' leadership pronounced the bilateral
relationship between China and Pakistan as the "All-Weather Strategic Cooperative
Partnership" and "Iron Brother". The strategic partnership between China and Pakistan has
a significant impact on South Asian strategic environment in particular and on global
politics in general. The Indian strategic enclave regards China-Pakistan's multifaceted
relationship as a substantial obstacle for India's rise as a Great Power within the regional
context.
Pakistan was one of the first countries to recognize the People's Republic of China
in 1950, and both sides established formal diplomatic relations on May 21, 1951. The
goodwill between India and China in the 1950s did not thwart the gradual trust building
processes between China and Pakistan. The strategic cooperation between them
consolidated in the aftermath of the Sino-India border war in 1962. They concluded a
boundary agreement through peaceful negotiations and settled their shared border in 1963.
Since then, both sides have adopted benign cum cooperative policies towards each other.
During the 1960s and early 1970s, China's international isolation, Pakistan remained a
steadfast ally. Islamabad played a decisive role in the rapprochement between China and
the United States.
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The critical review of Islamabad and Beijing's relationship reveals various
factors—the mutual politico-economic interests, identical approaches to the regional and
global issues and security concerns primarily due to unsettled borders with India—
gradually cemented both states' bilateral relations. During the last seven decades, both
countries have strengthened their political, strategic, military and economic ties based on
mutual understandings, making them a balancer in the power and geostrategic game of the
South Asian Region (BBC, 17, 2011; Masood, 2008).
Owing to India's aggressive and regional dominance-model foreign policy, both
Pakistan and China counties have come closer over the years to counter Indian offense and
keep a geostrategic balance in the region. Based on right-wing nationalism, Indian foreign
policy goals have established close ties with the United States to counter increasing
Chinese influence in South Asia. The CPEC, currently worth more than 64 billion U.S.
dollars, is viewed optimistically not only in Pakistan but the Chinese have also expressed
great confidence in the project. Pakistan deep-sea port of Gwadar connects the Chinese city
of Kashgar through a network of roads, railways, pipelines and Karakoram Highway. This
massive network of highways, railroads, and bridges would pass through Pakistan's
provinces, including Balochistan, Sindh, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, and Punjab. It has become
partially operational, as China's consignments have traveled to Gwadar from shipped to the
global market.
Since the beginning, the CPEC has been encountering serious opposition from
India and the United States. As CPEC passed through Gilgit-Baltistan and New Delhi
claims the region as its part, it has always tried to create a hurdle for the project. But
Pakistan and China have rejected Indian objections stating that it is Pakistan's integral
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territory and India have no legitimate right to interfere in its internal matters. Although
India has not got any support over the issue in the region in the international community,
America has supported Indian stance and have tried to stop the project, but Beijing and
Islamabad have stood their ground and continued the project in fast-paced manner(Dawn,
March 16, 2017; BBC, June 17, 2010). More precisely, China and Pakistan's geostrategic
and geo-economic ties are essential for South Asian strategic stability and economic
prosperity.
1.1 Background of the Study
China came into being after two years of the creation of Pakistan on October 1,
1949. The history of formal diplomatic relations started in 1951 between Pakistan and
China, which share a long border of 520 kilometers. India was a year ahead in establishing
diplomatic relations with China in 1950. These three countries accommodate a sizable
portion of the world population that could be an asset for the regional and global economy,
but the tripartite relations never thrived. The territorial issues, especially the chronic
Kashmir dispute between Pakistan and India, have led to a hostile environment between
the two countries in South Asia. China's unsettled border with India contributed negatively
to their bilateral relations. Besides, Beijing and New Delhi's struggle for regional
supremacy obstructs the initiatives to swap enmity with amity between them.
The relationship between Pakistan and India and their perspective can be
understood by looking at some of the historical events. After partition in 1947, the
relationship between the two countries turned intense due to growing animosity. After
1947, Pakistan faced several issues that were hard to tackle for a newly formed nation.
Pakistan suffered from the unfair division of land, military and financial assets which put
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the country at an unfair disadvantage. There were a large number of Muslims who were
killed during their migration from India to Pakistan. The canal water between the two
nations was also disputed. All these issues amongst the administrative and economic
problems of a newly formed nation were on Pakistan's radar when looking towards India.
These issues contributed to the tense relationship between the two countries. Even though
some of the problems mentioned have been solved or sorted, Kashmir's disputed territory
remained a problem for the two nations. In 1998, both Pakistan and India developed their
nuclear energy and arms and became nuclear nations. This was all a part of the continuing
arms race between the two nations due to the much-wanted Kashmir territory. As a result,
both nations have fought four wars and avoided many due to the hostile and strained
relationship because of the valuable land.
Prime Minister Nehru tried to establish cordial relations with China. However, his
efforts to develop friendly ties were ruined due to the Sino-Indian War in 1962. Since then,
Beijing and New Delhi have estranged bilateral relations. The tension between China and
India led to a friendly relationship between China and Pakistan. The first visible sign in
this regard came at the surface in the shape of Trans Karakoram Tract, which paved the
way for ever-growing diplomatic, strategic, socio-cultural, and economic ties surmounting
the differential philosophical foundations of two nations of which one exhibits a
communist system while the other harbors upon Islamic democratic system of governance.
China and Pakistan supported each other in the global political arena, whether it is the
Kashmir issue or Taiwan and Tibet. The two countries' friendly relationship has often been
remembered in applauds by both countries' known leaders (Jinping, 2015). The academic
circles may label it as the routine exchange of encouraging remarks between the countries
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because the prime factor establishing the correlation's strength is the national interest as an
eternal symbol (Khan, 2013). However, no one denies that this relationship of ChinaPakistan is well thought out and encompasses the geostrategic nature of its existence. It
depends on the two nations' scholasticism to reap optimal benefits for their states at
regional and global levels (Ramsey, 2017). Pakistan, in particular, as being the smaller
partner, needs a well-prepared strategy and foresightedness to claim more considerable
benefit out of this thriving association.
Pakistan and China have established and developed their ties for both bilateral and
regional aspects. Since 1990s, the U.S. has been growing its relations with India, despite
Pakistan being its frontal in the war against terrorism. The ties between Washington and
New Delhi reached their peak during George W. Bush and Obama administrations, as both
viewed India as a perfect balancer against China. The study of power politics and
geostrategic alliance in South Asia has expanded to other fields of nuclear cooperation,
military enhancement and expenditure, and increasing hostility between the arch-rivals
―Pakistan and India and global rivals the U.S. and China‖. In South Asia, the game of
geostrategic balance of power has remained vague under the whole sub-system under
which the U.S. or China play the role as per their interests. It is also to be noted that,
however, in the sector of a nuclear power game between India and Pakistan, China has
played the role of un-balancer for India, balancer for Pakistan. In contrast, America has
done the same for New Delhi (Durrani, Bilal & Kalim, 2017). According to Faisal (2018),
in the heart of this whole geostrategic game, there are three leading players: India, Pakistan
and China, as these three countries have established and formed the three-sided South
Asian Strategic Triangle (SAST) since the 1960s (Munir, 2018). Over the years, and also
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currently, these three actors have remained engaged in political and economic battles of
dominance alongside the non-conventional arms race. In this triangular game of power,
there is flexibility between India and China, while Pakistan and India have a rigid angle of
the ties (Sui, 2018).
1.2 Statement of the Problem
The transformation in global politics derived new strategic alignments in Asia and
increased strategic competition between the United States and China, which have decisive
implications for the South Asian strategic environment. The Americans constituted a
defense partnership with India to check China in Asia-Pacific, which has furthered ChinaPakistan relations. Moreover, it has destabilized New Delhi and Beijing truce at the Line of
Actual Control. These developments, coupled with India and Pakistan's chronic disputes,
intensified complexity in the South Asian security environment. Consequently, an arms
race between India and Pakistan is causing a severe challenge to South Asian security.
Without a doubt, the strategic competition between India and Pakistan is to the advantage
of China.
Pakistan views the CPEC as a promising project for its economic and energy
infrastructure advancement. India, however, has been perturbed due to the colossal Chinese
investment in Pakistan since 2015. It also considers China and Pakistan's strategic
cooperation as a challenge for its supremacy in South Asia and its desire to play a decisive
role in the Indian Ocean's politics. It views Beijing's investment in Gwadar port
development as an extension of China's string of pearls strategy. Therefore, India seems
very uncomfortable due to the cementing geostrategic partnership between China and
Pakistan.
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1.3 Research Questions
To meet the objectives of the study, the main research question to guide this study
is, "What are the impacts of Pakistan-China multifaceted relations on India?" In addition to
this, the sub research questions are mentioned below:
1. How significant were the strategic, political, and economic relations
between Pakistan and China during the 1962-2019 era?
2. Why has India been agitated due to the growing geostrategic collaboration
between Pakistan and China?
3. What will be the implications of China-Pakistan relations on India's
hegemonic designs in South Asia?
4. Is CPEC an obstacle to India's emergence as a Great Power in the region?
1.4 Objective of the Study
The study's primary objective is to critically examine the triangular relations of
South Asia's three main actors, i.e., Pakistan, India and China so that one can profess about
the dynamics of this relationship and implications of China and Pakistan's geostrategic
relations on India.
1.5 Significance of the Study
The study highlights China and Pakistan relations‘ importance and requirements in
South Asia's geopolitical and strategic environment during the period 1962 to 2019 and
their implications for India. During these years, China and Pakistan progressively and
significantly stood with each other, mainly cooperating in the sectors of defense, socioeconomic, trade, and culture through their diplomacy at the government and public level.
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This study will be a unique contribution to the literature by providing a detailed analysis of
Pakistan and China's strategic relationship and its impact on India.
1.6 Literature Review
According to Ahmad (2019), historically, both Pakistan and China have enjoyed
cordial ties since the 1950s. Even in 1960s the relations got a massive push when both
sides resolved their border issues, and Pakistan played the role of a bridge between China
and the western countries. The border issues between both the countries were fixed in
1963, military ties started in 1966, the bilateral strategic coalition was shaped in 1972, and
the economic relations reached a peak in 1979 (Javaid & Javaid, 2016; Akbar & Adnan,
2018; Rahman & Ahamed, 2020). As mentioned by Munir (2018), China has become
Pakistan's biggest supplier of military equipment over the last seven decades and is now
the third biggest trade ally. Furthermore, both the sides have always supported each other
in international forums and different issues (Ali, 2010). China has always supported
Pakistan's stance on the issue of Kashmir, while Pakistan has extended its support to China
on the issues of Taiwan, Tibet and Xinjiang. With the passage of time, the military and
economic cooperation have increased immensely between both sides. The projects like
China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) and the development of fighter jet JF-17
Thunder are the major examples of the cordial ties between the two (Saud & Arif, 2017).
According to a BBC 2014 survey, 75 percent Pakistanis view China's influence in
Pakistan positively while 13 percent do not take it in a positive way (Rai, 2019). In the
Asia-Pacific region, Chinese people have the third most positive view about Pakistan and
its influence in global politics, after Pakistan itself and Indonesia. Historically, both the
sides had cordial ties but in the earlier times Pakistan was an ally of the U.S. in the Cold
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War. It had signed agreements like SEATO and CENTO (Latif & Mengal, 2020). Even in
1954, in the Bandung Conference, Pakistan assured China that it has signed these
agreements for its own security from India and has no intention to use them against China
(Faisal, 2018). During that time period, China passed through a revolution and was facing
underdevelopment and isolation in the global sphere. Pakistan played a vital role during
the 1960s to end this isolation of the People's Republic of China (Javaid & Javaid, 2016).
According to Rahim and Ali, (2018) just after the incident of 9/11, America
strengthened and revived its military relations with the countries around China. During
these military relations the countries located in the maritime of Southeast and South Asia
were given more importance (Masood, Farooq & Hussain, 2016). Mazhar and Goraya
(2019) maintain and retain the power balance in the region. China started building its
relations with all of its border-connected countries as "good-neighbourly policy". With
regard to the South China Sea issue, which is also seen as the most difficult issue, China is
using legally deferred strategies and expanding cooperation with those countries that
guarantee their rights in the dominions of South China Sea (Chaziza, 2016; Nagra, Mustafa
& Imran, 2019; Malik & Jambhulkar, 2019; Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). As mentioned
by Munir (2018), China is also trying to adjust the American presence in various regions,
promoting the idea of the multipolar world. Therefore, China's priority is to protect its sea
routes and provide complete protection to its port cities located in the Southeast and South
Asian regions. According to ÇAKIR (2020), 85 percent of China's energy supply crosses
from the Indian Ocean to the Chinese ports in the Pacific. In this way, the president of
China explained, "the Chinese vulnerability in the Malacca and called it as Malacca
Dilemma that pointed towards the Chinese energy supply reliance via squeezed sea lines of
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transport which might be choked by any opponent" (Hussain & Jamali, 2019, P. 35).
According to Munir (2018), one of the major reasons for this is that China is highly
dependent on crude oil, the hindrance in its supply can cause serious problems for its
economy as it crosses through the Malacca supplied from Africa and the Middle East.
Therefore, it is quite evident that China will never compromise on its nation's energy
security because it is considered to be the main public interest and the higher level priority
of China as its foreign policy (Hussain, Jalal & Bilal, 2018).
According to Javaid and Javaid (2016), China is seeking to expand its financial
interests and establish secured and shortest routes of communication to gain access to the
oil-rich regions of the Persian Gulf and the Middle East. At the same time, the focus of
China is on the strategy of 'go out' while developing its old routes with new infrastructure
in order to provide safety to its energy resources such as the construction of the new
railway lines, roads and pipelines as well as a higher level of investment in the countries
with rich oil reservoirs and located in the Persian Gulf (Kumar, Dwivedi & Hussain, 2016;
Warikoo, 2016; Rai, 2019). It is stated by Kumar (2018), the start of the "go out strategy"
is mainly because of the danger that China has felt due to the U.S. blocking its sea
shipments on the issue of Taiwan. On the other hand, the industrial and energy expansion
requirements of China need the safety and strategy of 'go out'. In this way, China started
aiming on the region of the Persian Gulf, primarily in the energy sector, and to expand its
efforts for the investment and trade in the region to make its access to the Middle Eastern
region secure (Kaura, 2018).
Furthermore, Khan, Ullah and Mahsud (2019), stated that the Middle East region is
rich in the energy reservoirs. Yaseen, Afridi and Muzaffar (2017), stated that the Persian
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Gulf is teeming with conventional resources. At the same time, it is clear that such rich
assets have attracted incredible powers to the region and China has every reason to believe
that it plans to exploit these resources more actively. Therefore, the Gwadar Port's
development has more importance for China that will enable it to have the shortest and
secure routes to reach the Middle Eastern region for the purpose of its energy supplies
(Hussain, 2017). As Jain (2019) mentioned, the strategy to dismantle the routes of supplies,
communications and maritime trade of the enemy is considered the most effective
technique in war. This technique is also considered to be more dangerous for countries
regarded as islands, and it does not affect the continental countries (Jamil, Hashmi &
Ahmed, 2019). According to Mazhar and Goraya (2019) that is why most countries with
islands try to develop better and friendly relations with the neighboring countries to avoid
such detrimental scenarios in war. China is the main powerful force in the South Asia
region (Kalim, 2018). Therefore, China tries to act in such a way as to keep an eye on the
sea routes. China's essence in the South Asian region depends on its political and financial
interests (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017). According to Hussain and Cheema (2017), the
Chinese legislature is fundamental to ensuring the security of its energy, for which the
strategy of "One Belt, One Road" is evident. "The large economies of Europe, South Asia,
West Asia and even Africa can only be approached via the Indian Ocean. To maintain its
influence in the Indian Ocean, China's OBOR has both geo-economics and geostrategic
prospects. In today's unipolar world, China plays a key role in making other global needs
dependent on some equal opportunities for all. This strategy can only be followed if China
can maintain its influence in the Indian Ocean" (Hussain & Javed, 2019, P. 16).
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Furthermore, Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer (2018), stated that China's
military power can be more powerful if it can get economically stronger in the region.
Thus, China's military quality will be unfavorable for the interests of the United States in
the region, as well as for the neighboring countries. In order to implement the revised
principle of China as a high innovation of modern war in the oceans, the Chinese Navy is
positioning itself as a blue fleet until 2020 by trial of docking its two aircraft carriers in the
Indian Ocean as well as the Pacific Ocean (Munir, 2018). According to Attiq-ur-Rehman
(2018), ―China's current commitment for the development of the infrastructure in a very
productive and effective way also depicts China's intention for the Indian Ocean. In
addition to this, the evidence for the development of the infrastructure can also be seen in
the development of Gwadar's port, which is located at the beginning of the northern Indian
Ocean''. Bhatnagar and Ahmed (2020) stated that while maintaining the interests of China
in the region of the Indian Ocean, China will not have enough time to build up its maritime
presence to protect its economics and maritime interests. "As China have already obtained
its approach to the Indian Ocean via Gwadar and Karachi port which are connected
through Karakoram Highway, second through Burma via port of Burmese and third from
the Strait of Malacca" (Robinson, 2016, P. 59).
Abbasi, (2020) opined the maritime trade is dependent on two main variables; one
is simply the topographic area and the other is the economic independence of the country.
The economic growth and the socio-economic development of the nations are based on
their international trade and their alignment with the international economy (Saud & Arif,
2017). In this way, sea is considered the most economical and cost-effective route for the
transportation of goods, which is quite evident from the trade's present routes (Rahman &
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Ahamed, 2020; Singh & Singh, 2019). According to Rai (2019), because of the
development of the Gwadar Port, the geostrategic location of Pakistan is considered to be
very significant in the region of the South Asia and after it comes into operation, the
significance of Pakistan will further increase as well as the volume of the trade in coming
time is also expected to increase. In addition to this, Pakistan's location is also considered
to be more significant because it is located between the countries that are considered to be
rich in resources and the countries with dearth of resources. According to Sui (2018, P.
19), "China is in need to empower the underdeveloped regions of China, which are closely
linked to Pakistan and Pakistan is the only option for China to empower these regions
through CPEC.‖
In addition to this, it is stated by Abbasi and Khan (2019), around 60 percent of the
energy imports of China carried out from the Persian Gulf will be continued from the same
route. Meanwhile, China will also have a strategic position through the Port of Gwadar to
the Caspian Region, which is considered to be rich with energy resources. At the same
time, the usage and management of Gwadar's port under the Chinese management will
enable it to ensure its accessibility in the Indian Ocean and make it available near Hormuz
(Sui, 2018). Similarly, Faisal (2018) stated that any country can be considered significant
because of its strategic location. Therefore, being in the middle of significant regions and
countries, Pakistan has been considered strategic (Munir, 2018). At the same time, it is
stated by Rai (2019, P. 76), "Pakistan has never utilized its location properly though
CPEC is an opportunity to develop Balochistan that remained underdeveloped from the
time of its independence. The Gwadar Port is connecting many regions and China is
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investing here. China has its own geopolitical and geostrategic interests in the region, but
it must be Pakistan who must utilize this opportunity based on its strategic location".
According to Munir (2018), ―Pakistan prides itself for playing a role of bridge
between China and western countries, especially with the United States. Islamabad also
worked on the diplomatic front to get China its rightful place in the United Nations‖. In
China, those efforts by Islamabad are still considered the bridge with which it crossed the
river. During the regime of military ruler General Ayub Khan, Pakistan lobbied and
supported China for its permanent seat in the United Nations Security Council, as
Islamabad at the time understood the importance of China in being the UNSC and its place
in the global politics (Saud & Arif, 2017). It is stated by Faisal (2018), ―one of the major
diplomatic developments between both sides was the visit of then U.S. Secretary Henry
Kissinger to China. In 1971, Kissinger came on an official visit to Pakistan; during the
visit Pakistani government especially facilitated the U.S. Secretary of State's visit to
Beijing. The visit established the foundation of a relationship between China and the U.S.
relations and an eventual visit of the U.S. President Nixon, and opening up of Beijing to
the rest of the globe‖. At the time, Pakistan knew the importance of US-China relations
during the Cold War; hence, it played that vital role. China has also not forgotten the
episode and still appreciates Islamabad's policy at the time of need (Durrani, Bilal &
Kalim, 2017).
Abbasi and Khan (2019) stated that both sides' relationship at the diplomatic level
has remained closed and friendly. In recent times, China has supported Pakistan in the
ongoing war against terrorism. Although Pakistan has made immense sacrifices and faced
heavy financial losses in this war, the international community does not recognize its
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services, and Islamabad feels dejected. In these challenging times, Beijing has always
stood by Pakistan and supported its stance on both regional and international levels (Ali,
2010). China had expressed its sympathies with Islamabad when it was labeled as a
'sponsor of terrorism'. In 2011, after the U.S. operation in Pakistan against Osama Bin
Laden, Islamabad faced tough time from the global states, but at that time, too, China
supported Pakistan and favored its stance on the issue (Rai, 2019).
Akbar and Adnan (2018) argued both sides have also enjoyed good relations on the
economic front, as by 2012, the bilateral trade between both the sides has reached
$22billion with a huge increase of 48%, as Chinese investment surpassed $12 billion in
Pakistan. According to Rahim and Ali, (2018) in the first decade of the 21st century, both
sides have increased the ties under several agreements and bodies like Economic
Cooperation, Joint Economic Commission, Joint Energy Commission, Joint Investment
and above all China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC). Both sides have agreed to
increase the economic and trade relations under 2006 Bilateral Economic and Trade
Cooperation, 2006 Free Trade Agreement, and CPEC which was started in 2013 (Rahman
& Ahamed, 2020). These deals include the annexes that included the end of tariff reduction
and custom duties on imports, signed in 2012 (Rai, 2019).
According to Sehgal, Ahmad, Pandey and Saini, (2020), China has supported and
assisted Pakistan's naval, army and air forces over the years on the front of defense and
military ties. The state-of-the-art JF-17 Thunder is one major example (Singh & Singh,
2019). Singh (2018) said that the jet developed by both Pakistan and Chinese Air Forces
has become a huge boost for Pakistani forces, especially in its ongoing war against
terrorism. Furthermore, both sides have established Defense and Security Talk forum in
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2002, and signed a landmark military cooperation deal in 2008 (Afridi, Khan & Jamil,
2017). According to Ahmad (2019), between 2008 to 2021, Chinese weapons exports to
Pakistan will increase by 162 percent leading China to become 5th largest arms exporter in
the international market (Afridi, Khan & Jamil, 2017). According to Ahmad (2019), the
military ties have also been established and developed with a close eye on India and the
U.S. nexus, as both the states want to maintain the balance of power in the South Asian
region, and the military and defense cooperation is one of the major aspects of achieving it.
In the light of the India-US nuclear deal in 2006, China and Pakistan have also increased
their nuclear ties, and both sides signed a new civil deal in 2010 to develop more nuclear
power plants in Pakistan (Ali, 2010).
Hassan & Bukhari (2020, P. 34) stated: "Throughout the course of the 21st century,
China's diplomatic strategy in South Asia was concentrated mainly on preserving strong
bilateral ties with Pakistan; crucially an attempt to counter an Indian-backed insurgency
in the Tibetan plateau, the Chinese heartland". According to ÇAKIR (2020), gratifying
Pakistan, China recognized Bangladesh on October 05, 1975, after Pakistan's recognition.
Both countries have had a strategic relationship for almost 60 years. The strong defense
relationship between said countries portrays a sound relationship status to counter India's
regional influence by distracting its strategic policies and military presence against China
(Chaziza, 2016). As Munir (2018) mentioned, the two-way fronts and such strategic bonds
of both countries make them stronger and prevent India from any stance of war. This is
why they are interconnecting with each other. At the same time, it is also considered that
the U.S. does not want China to achieve its objectives for the energy and economic
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resource in the region by making hurdles and opposing China on all sides (Nagra, Mustafa
& Imran, 2019).
Therefore, it is described by Malik and Jambhulkar (2019), since its birth, Pakistan
faces India as a strategic threat. Due to the U.S.'s divergent interest, Pakistan moved
towards China's block, forming India as a common strategic enemy of both countries
(Masood, Farooq & Hussain, 2016). Mazhar and Goraya (2019) stated that due to
geographical and geopolitical location, Pakistan is dealing with a hostile neighbor on its
eastern border and facing issues by India on the western border by the US‘s support, India
is making its presence in Afghanistan. The said country is creating hurdles and trying to
oppose China and Pakistan in the region by relying on the U.S. Still, the fact is, this creates
regional disturbance and destabilization (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). This is the nuclear
power's region, and retaliation is not in any state's favor. By India's deterrent attitude, both
countries are forming closer allies in the region (Latif & Mengal, 2020).
As Jain (2019) mentioned, right at the start of the twenty-first century, some
incidents occurred that drove international politics' attention. After the 9/11 attacks at the
World Trade Center, the anti-terrorism adventures of Bush in Afghanistan and Iraq, the
world's focus began to maximize their control for the sources of energy (Jamil, Hashmi &
Ahmed, 2019). In the same way, Mazhar and Goraya, (2019) stated that as the situation
evolved, it soon became clear that the world powers would be exploring new horizons to
ensure they had the largest supply available to win the energy and industrial competition of
the 21st century. According to Javaid and Javaid, (2016), the Neptune operation of the U.S.
to encounter Osama bin Laden in Abbottabad and weakening cooperation between
Islamabad and Washington, the Pakistani authorities started to develop its independent
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relationship with China in order to substitute its U.S. partnership with China (Kalim,
2018). On the other hand, the increasingly developing relationship between the U.S. and
India was considered to be a threat for Pakistan, particularly the signing of the civil nuclear
deals between U.S. and India (Kaura, 2018). In this way, China started supporting Pakistan
to enhance its conventional as well as the nuclear military capabilities in order to deter
India. However, China had already helped Pakistan back in years to establish its nuclear
system (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019).
At the same time, the United States did not substitute Russia with China by
considering it as a threat (Khan, 2012). Moreover, Russia is still considered a threat to the
whole world and remains in the focus of the U.S. attention. Despite that, China is regarded
as the main focus for the U.S. as its foreign policy for the twenty first century. In addition
to this, it is also considered that China may be a great challenge for the existence of the
U.S. in the Asian region because of the development and progress achieved by China
(Kumar, Dwivedi & Hussain, 2016). In this way, it is stated by Kumar (2018), ―this is also
considered to be the main reason for China to help Pakistan to build its Gwadar Port, so
that it can replace the existence of the U.S. in the region.‖
Yaseen, Afridi and Muzaffar (2017) argued that there is a significant role of ports
for the provision of security, particularly to countries connected with the sea because ports
help them build the naval bases and operationalize them easily. The ability to naval
readiness, including the quantity of the bases has always improved the adaptability of
forces to work in war as well as in peacetime (Hussain, 2017). In addition to this, there is
strategic significance for the development of the naval bases and ports on the west of
Karachi to increase the national security capabilities. Like so, the development of the
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Gawadar Port will be strategically beneficial for the national security of Pakistan and the
economic and strategic interests of China to secure its South Eastern region (Hussain &
Jamali, 2019). Moreover, the Sino-Pakistani economic corridor gives it the shortest route
to its Western region for trade and the provision of the region's geopolitical interests as it is
directly connected with the countries, which have rich natural and oil reservoirs (Hussain,
Jalal & Bilal, 2018).
Furthermore, Munir (2018) said, ―China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) is
beneficial for China in the sense that it connects the strategic benefits to its provinces and
areas located on the western side‖. The distance of Xinjiang province is 4500 km from the
eastern coastal side of China and 2500 km from Gawadar (Hussain & Javed, 2019). In the
same way, this route will enable China to operate on its sea trade from Gwadar's port. It is
also considered that the Port of Gwadar has a strategic location in the Indian Ocean
(Hussain, 2019). According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017), to regulate the trade in the
region the Gwadar port can be considered as the central port that has numerous positive
impacts on Pakistan. One of the significant factors is that it will transform Pakistan as an
energy proficient country from the situations of the energy deficiency (Ishaq, Ping &
Ahmed, 2017). If the CPEC project is implemented successfully, it will have a higher level
of positive economic impacts on the country. This project will revive the economy of
Pakistan, which is supported by China strategically and economically in order to secure its
geostrategic and geopolitical interests of the region.
According to Rahim and Ali (2018), India is basing the SAST of South Asia on the
ancient rule of Kautliya's balance of power, which is ―enemy of my enemy is my friend‖,
while (Faisal, 2020) said that Pak-China geostrategic ties are simply based on countering

32
India and the U.S. This kind of strategic balance is rather suitable for South Asia's nuclear
countries as it will maintain the balanced ties, establish deterrence among them, and lead to
relations based on cooperation and confrontation among these states of the region (Rahman
& Ahamed, 2020). According to Rai (2019), on the nuclear front China has been criticized
by the world community for providing nuclear assistance to Pakistan. Up to now, Beijing
has rejected it stating that Indian nuclear test of 1998 was the fundamental factor for
regional and global non-proliferation of nuclear weapons as well as a direct threat to the
stability and peace of South Asia; henceforth, in hindsight of India-US nuclear deal, China
and Pakistan has increased their nuclear cooperation targeting the energy sector in
Pakistan, which will also play a tool of strategic balancer against New Delhi (Robinson,
2016).
According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018), besides the nuclear front,
China and Pakistan have been countering the India-US nexus in the Indian Ocean region
(IOR) is one of the main trade sea routes of international trade. Bhatnagar and Ahmed
(2020) stated that India considers the IOR as its backyard and along with the United States
has been conducting several military exercises (such as Malabbar) since 2004. To counter
this nexus, Pakistan and China have taken a major step of developing Pakistan's deep sea
port of Gwadar under its CPEC project. The Gwadar port, which is strategically very
important, will give Pakistan and China an economic boost and help both the countries
keep a close monitoring on the U.S. and India's movements in the IOR (Munir, 2018).
Although India and America have alleged both China and Pakistan for developing Gwadar
port as a military base, both countries have rejected these allegations. According to Attiqur-Rehman, (2018) the operational Gwadar port and CPEC will definitely give Pakistan
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and China an upper hand over India and the U.S. as it will not only be the only deep sea
port of the region, but it will also help these countries to reach mineral and energy rich
Central Asian states, which is becoming the battlefield of new great game for the regional
and international powers. To counter CPEC and Gwadar port, India is heavily investing in
the Iranian port of Chabahar to gain economic benefit and strategic dominance over
Pakistan and China and reduce Afghanistan's dependence on Pakistan's Karachi port. The
Indian investment in Chabahar port has been seen by both Pakistan and China with an eye
of concern (Asef & Alam, 2020).
1.7 Hypothesis
The steady improvement in China and Pakistan relations obstructs India's struggle
to establish its hegemony in South Asia.
1.8 Theoretical Framework
This study encompasses a theoretical framework that explains the cooperative
behaviors and relational dynamics of both China and Pakistan against India. For critical
analysis of the data, the 'Power Balance Theory' and the 'Regional Security Complex
Theory' are adopted. Both theories support Pakistan and China's strategic relationship and
explain their strategic relations implications for India. Chapter three of the thesis contains a
detailed discussion on the theoretical framework of the study.
1.9 Research Methodology
The methodology of the study would be based on a qualitative research method to
validate the hypothesis. The 'Onion Research Approach' by Mark Saunders (2009) is
adopted. The techniques or procedures in this study would be descriptive and explanatory.
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Both the primary and secondary sources are used, including interviews, books, journals,
and literature available on the Internet and relevant newspapers. Particularly, chapter four
of the thesis contains a detailed research program.
1.10 Limits of the Research
This study focuses on the geostrategic relations between China and Pakistan and its
implications on India and the South Asian strategic environment from an academic
perspective. This study is not about the strategic partnership between India and the United
States. Therefore, it does not focus on the emerging trends in the Asian strategic
environment due to the Indo-U.S. military cooperation.
1.11 Organization of the Study
This study contains seven chapters, including an introduction and conclusion.
Chapter one is the introduction of the study. It has the significance of the problem,
essential questions, hypothesis, etc.
Chapter two, titled—China-Pakistan Multidimensional Relations: Evolution and
Consolidation and Establishment follow the introduction. It contains a detailed discussion
based on empirical data on Pakistan-China political, strategic, economic relations. The
Chinese investment in Pakistan under the CPEC project was examined in detail, keeping in
view the Bilateral Investment Protection Treaty signed by Beijing and Islamabad in 1989.
Chapter

three,

China-Pakistan

Relations:

India's

Challenges

and

Countermeasures—deliberates on India's insecurity due to Beijing and Islamabad's close
bilateral cooperation and identified India's diplomatic and strategic struggle to balance this
relationship in South Asia. This chapter also debated on India's regional outlook, including
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its objectives in the Indian Ocean. Besides, it was argued how New Delhi attempted to
improve its economic engagement with Afghanistan, Iran, and Central Asian Republics to
balance increasing cooperation between China and Pakistan in its neighborhood.
Chapter four-titled—Theoretical Framework—contains a discussion on the
conceptual framework of the thesis. It explained theories, i.e., ‗Power Balance Theory‘ and
the 'Regional Security Complex Theory'. Simultaneously, presenting the structure and
assumption of the Regional Security Complex Theory including its main characteristics
(threat Phenomenon, Proximity, Securitization, and the Amity-Enmity patterns), the
approach operationalized in the context of the South Asian Regional Security complex to
the Asian Super complex.
Chapter five—Research Methodology of the Thesis—contains the methodological
techniques adopted and implemented to conduct research and analysis. The philosophical
assumptions, the research approach, the research design, and the research strategy are
presented in more detail. Besides, it explained the 'Onion Research Approach' by Mark
Saunders (2009) for the critical analysis of the data.
Chapter six—The Triangular Linkages: Findings and Analysis—contains the
results/findings and their analysis based on the data collected through qualitative and indepth interviews. Besides, the thematic analysis approach was applied for data examination
keeping in view its advantages and disadvantages. The final chapter seven-titled—
Conclusions—contains the analysis of the entire thesis.
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CHAPTER TWO:
CHINA-PAKISTAN MULTIDIMENSIONAL RELATIONS: EVOLUTION AND
ESTABLISHMENT
2.1 Introduction
The previous chapter has presented the introduction of the study. In addition to this,
the previous chapter has also presented the rationale of the study. Furthermore, the
significance of problems, research objectives and research questions are also presented in
the previous chapter. The following discussion contains detailed empirical discussion
about the relationship between Pakistan and China during the last seven decades,
especially after the Sino-Indian war in 1962. The historical representation of the
relationship between Pakistan and China will be presented in this chapter on the basis of
strategic, defense and economic significance. At the same time, this chapter will also
present the strategic relationship of Pakistan and China on the basis of their economic,
infrastructure and trade relations. This chapter will also discuss in greater details about the
investment of China in Pakistan, in which the investment of China in the energy sector of
Pakistan, infrastructural development of China in Pakistan and China-Pakistan Economic
Corridor (CPEC) including their internal and external factors will be discussed. After that,
the strategic relationship development between Pakistan and China will be discussed on
the basis of three phases (Cold War Phase, Post-Cold War Phase and the Post-9/11 Phase).
In the same way, the imperatives of the Post-9/11 strategic interdependence of Pakistan
will also be discussed. After that the relationship between Pakistan and China will also be
discussed according to the historical perspectives from 1949 to 2019. In this discussion the
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relationship of Pakistan and China from their political significance to economic and
security perspectives will be discussed.
2.2 China-Pakistan Economic, Trade and Infrastructure Relations
According to Abbasi, (2020), the first decade of the 21st century is witnessing an
unambiguous shift in global economic power differentials from the West to the AsiaPacific region, where primarily China has emerged as the dominant economic power.
Being the second largest economy of the world, a global manufacturing hub and the largest
creditor to the US, holding the highest number of American treasury bonds, China, which
has notched up an astounding double digits GDP growth rate since the 1990s (Abbasi &
Khan, 2019), has clearly emerged as a regional hegemon poised at the threshold of
superpower status. In the mid-1990s, China‘s relations with Pakistan have moved beyond
the military and security requirements of the Cold war years and are growing matter to the
demands of China‘s moderation drive and pressures of globalization (Abhinandan, 2019).
Moreover, Afridi, Khan and Jamil, (2017) stated that the geostrategic position of
the Islamic State of Pakistan is the main reason to make it a frontline country in the armed,
economic, political and strategic frameworks of regional and global level. Its location also
presents challenges for Pakistan‘s foreign policy maker to design its foreign policy accord
with the rectangular China-Pakistan-India-US connection. Ahanger, (2019) analyzed that
both the ―United States of America and People‘s Republic of China‖ deliberates Pakistan
as their strategic and esteemed associate but Pakistan‘s relations with its old ally China
have continued to be welcoming than the US and also free from hiccups. Despite good
friendship, economic ties between the two countries remained on the fringes until the
1990s (Ahmad, 2019). To continue this old association, both countries have expressed their
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willingness to further uplift their strategic partnership and ―all-weather friendship‖ in order
to achieve the common welfare and development for their people. Pakistani President
Musharraf said that China is a cornerstone of Pakistan's foreign policy and suggested the
two sides to augment their relations further through cooperation in the fields of trade,
investment, energy, infrastructure, education and culture (Ahmed, Ahmed & Bhatnagar,
2019, P. 34). According to Akbar and Adnan, (2018), on the other side People's Republic
of China established and nurtured its economic relations with Pakistan within the
framework of military and strategic needs.
Meanwhile, it is stated by Akhtar, (2019) that with the passage of time, Pakistan's
traditional defense ally China has slowly appeared as Pakistan‘s major trading partner
substituting the United States of America or it is being closely followed by the UAE. After
that Pakistan's old alliance partner has glided to third place in the number of highest ten
trading associates. Recently, Pakistan has lengthened to an extensive field regarding
mutual investment, projects and trade collaboration with China. Therefore, trade and
commerce relations of both countries amplified (Akhtar & Javaid, 2018). In addition to
this, it is stated by Akhtar, (2019) that especially in the 21st century, both countries'
financial or trade relations are developing efficiently based on mutual benefits. Since the
CPEC, China-Pakistan, and other regions like North Africa, South Asia, Central Asia and
the Middle East etc. can be closely connected together by energy and economic
collaboration with the making of financial resonance (Abbasi, 2020). According to Afridi,
Khan and Jamil, (2017), despite increasing China-India and China-American ties, both
Pakistan and China are forging new bonds propelled by economic interests and the
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emerging strategic landscape with respect to the increasing roles of the US and India in the
region.
2.2.1 Rise of China opportunity for Pakistan
According to Chan, (2020) from a long time, China was considered as a ―sleeping
giant" that has woken and is now performing the significant role not only in the South Asia
but also in the world. According to Chaudhry (2018), ―Since initiating market reforms in
1978, China has shifted from a centrally-planned to a market-based economy and has
experienced rapid economic and social development. GDP growth has averaged nearly 10
percent a year—the fastest sustained expansion by a major economy in history—and has
lifted more than 800 million people out of poverty‖ (P. 34). It is mentioned by Chaudhry,
(2019) that most of the Chinese leaders and government shadowed in a traditional foreign
policy which was founded on ―hide your strength, bide your time, never take the lead‖. But
the current leaders of China, especially, Chinese President Xi call for a much more
dynamic, assertive and active foreign policy, and dreams of a strong and powerful Chinese
state (Chaziza, 2016, P. 56) andit clearly appears from Chinese strategies and activities.
According to Chinoy, (2019), the Rising China had brought many chances for
Pakistan. Because China is an old and most trustworthy ally of Pakistan. Progressive and
continued association with China has been an essential section for the foreign policy of
Pakistan. On the other side, for China, Islamic state of Pakistan is an individual strategic
partner in the region which helps China for the maintenance of the balance of power in the
region (Collin, 2019). Meanwhile, it is stated by Durrani, Bilal and Kalim, (2017) that on
the behalf of this relationship, China has been heavily investing in Pakistan on
infrastructure projects like Gwadar port, upgradation of the Karakoram highway, the rail
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link between both countries and in the present days, ―China-Pakistan Economic Corridor
(CPEC)‖ (Faisal, 2018). According to Fayyaz, (2019), it is the largest investment of China
in Pakistan ever. Apart from strategic infrastructure, China is also establishing lots of
hydropower and mining projects in Pakistan. Most significant infrastructure development
being developed by Chinese support is Gwadar and the Karakoram Highway which would
permit China to enlarge its transport links or energy ways by transient India and US impact
on Indian Ocean region and South China Sea (Faisal, 2020). Furthermore, according to
Gill, (2019), ―China-India and US-India relations also have serious bearing on SinoPakistan ties with growing economic links competing with security concerns and shifting
alliance structures'' (P. 21). It is mentioned by Habib, (2019) that China has used Pakistan
as a proxy country to restrain Indian influence within the South Asia region and
expansions like these will disturb India in more than one way. China‘s significance for
Pakistan can be summarized with the statement of Asif Ali Zardari when he said that ―A
strong China means a strong Pakistan‖ then contrary formulation is perhaps much suitable
―a strong Pakistan means a stronger China‖ (Hassan & Bukhari, 2020).
2.2.2 Pakistan geo-strategic location and Emerging Market for China
It is quoted by Haynes, (2019) that the Pakistani Finance Minister Ishaq Dar rightly
stated, ―Pakistan‟s geostrategic location provided a potential for greater regional
connectivity‖ (P. 98). According to Hongdo, Khaskheli, Rasheed and Mukhtar, (2019), due
to Pakistan‘s strategic location it is considered as a ―Pivot of Asia‖ and embraces a great
geo-strategic position in the region. Its Geo-strategic location makes it significant in the
region. It is quoted by Hrabcová, (2019),
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―Sharing the North-East frontier with emerging economic giant China, East with
emerging global market India, West with Islamic Nuclear State Iran and most focused
country for the world Afghanistan and having hot water Sea in the South makes her
important for the Central Asian Republican States. To maintain economic and strategic
connectivity with these regions and countries, China entails safe passage through
Pakistan‖ (P. 123).
According to Ali, (2019), Pakistan‘s strategic location has attained more
significance when China became the ―second largest importer of oil in the world‖. Both
countries have shared a relationship that has verified the higher level of significance in
order to promote their geostrategic and permanent aims. It is also mentioned by Allauddin,
Liu and Ahmed, (2020) for Beijing, that Pakistan is not only a reliable friend but also a
―major or direct sea link between the Indian Ocean and China‖. It is also a land channel
linking China between the Middle East Asia and Central Asia (Asef & Alam, 2020).
According to Blackwill and Tellis, (2019), Chinese scholars and experts clearly underlined
the significance of Pakistan for China owing to its geographical proximity to the Middle
East which is significant for China‘s present maintained economic growth. Another
significant aspect of the both countries‘ relationship is that Pakistan has an emerging
economy of South Asia, but other countries are not interested in the Pakistan due to the
terrorism and instability of government position in Pakistan (Burgess, 2019). Hussain, Jalal
and Bilal, (2018) noted that Pakistan provides large opportunities for Chinese exports and
investments. Pakistan is an emerging consumption-led economy and with a population of
160 million, is a big market for manufactured goods (sixth largest) (ÇAKIR, 2020).
According to Hussain, (2017), China too had comprised the market economy in 1978,
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although still highly controlled, and it had started yielding economic gains during the
1990s. China had a real incentive to nurture a peaceful and profitable neighborhood in
search of markets for its products (Hussain & Jamali, 2019).
2.2.3 Economic and Trade Relations Between China and Pakistan
When the U.S. imposed many economic sanctions on Pakistan under the Pressler
Amendment (Atri, 2019), Pakistan's economy or democratic structure had failed. After that
Pakistani analysts and experts raised questions and discussed its feasibility as a state.
Doubts and threats were high about its prospects as a failing state (Lalwani & Byrne,
2019). This realization prompted Pakistan to expand its economic options and thus
diminish its dependence on the United States. In this context of Pakistan‘s program for
economic diversification, economic relations with China were assumed important (Attiqur-Rehman, 2018). In the initial years, Pakistan and China primarily had political and
defence relations, not economic. Both countries established trade and commercial
connections in 1963, when China and Pakistan signed the first two-side long-term trade
agreement (finance ministry) (Kumar, 2018).
It is mentioned by Kumar, Dwivedi and Hussain, (2016), in 1963, a Chinese trade
delegation visited Pakistan and during this visit an agreement was signed granting ―Most
Favored Nation‖ status to each other. According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer,
(2018), after getting the status of the ―Most Favoured Nation‖ both countries' economic
relations have not grown while defense cooperation reached at height during this period. In
1982, ―China-Pakistan Joint Committee of Economy, Trade and Technology‖ was set up.
And also, in 1989, both countries signed a ―Bilateral Investment Protection Treaty'', and
another ―Avoidance of Double Taxation and Prevention of Fiscal Evasion‖ agreement was
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signed for promotion of investment and trade (Basit, Torjesen & Macfarlane, 2019). But
after these efforts, in the last five decades, both friendly states' economic relations were
carried on at a nominal level (Basrur, 2019). Kumar, (2019) highlights three main reasons
that were responsible for this low-key economic association between both countries. First,
Chinese goods were initially very inexpensive and gradually took over the Pakistan market
and people but due to low quality people‘s craze vanished in no time. Second, there was
lack of communication between China and Pakistan despite being neighbors (because
Pakistan was a US alliance partner). Third, the Karakoram Highway was not used at that
time due to the tough geographical area. ―Forty years ago, hundreds of the Chinese
workers sacrificed their lives in the construction of Karakoram Highway projects and have
built the Road of China-Pakistan Friendship with their blood‖ (Kumar, 2019, P. 23). But
this highway was mostly used for defense weapons and technology transportation, not for
enhancement of economic relations. Bhatnagar and Shahab Ahmed (2020) argued that one
of the main obstacles in economic relations has been the nature of Pakistani business
culture which aims at quick return and lacks a long-term strategy.
2.2.4 President Musharraf Initiates Economic Relations with China
According to Khan, (2012), since the 1990s, it was not as though the intensity of
ties of China with Pakistan had somehow weakened even though the context had changed.
Despite these changes, economic ties between both grew steadily in the 2000s (Khetran,
2019). According to Zeb, (2018), in the contemporary era, both countries' nexus arrived in
a newfangled phase of expansion and cooperation. During this era, the Pakistan‘s President
Musharraf regime played an actual productive role in China-Pakistan economic and
strategic relationship (Ali, 2019). It is mentioned by Bhatti, Mustafa and Ahmad, (2020)
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that in 1999, Pervez Musharraf, who came to authority and confronted inner financial
crisis, realized the requirement for a refurbishment of the Pakistani economy, and revamp
of Pakistani economy made the central theme of the official visit of the China in 2001. In
2001, the 50- anniversary of establishment of China and Pakistan diplomatic relations was
marked (Zaidi, 2019). In May 2001, Chinese Premier Zhu Rongji visited Pakistan. During
the visit, both countries signed six agreements, the most important was China government
readiness to finance the strategically important Gwadar deep seaport. Apart from Gwadar
discussion, ―Economic and Technical Co-operation‖ agreement was signed between both
states (Hussain, 2019). According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017), after signing this
agreement, Chinese authorities gave an endowment of 50 million Yuan ($6.5 million) for
the advancement of technical and economic collaboration between China and Pakistan.
Both countries' leaders were committed for enhancement of Pak-China economic and trade
relations (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017).
According to Yasmin, (2019), in 2003, Pakistan President Pervez Musharraf visited
Beijing and during this visit China and Pakistan signed the ―Pak-China Joint Declaration‖
for joint collaboration on all grounds. In November 2003 both signed a ―Preferential Trade
Agreement (PTA)‖, which became operational from January 2004 (Jahangir & Khan,
2020). In addition to this, it is mentioned by Jain, (2019) that in 2004, two-sided trade
crossed the $3 billion mark. In 2005, Chinese premier Wen Jiabao visited Islamabad, both
countries agreed to implement the Early Harvest Programme which became operational
from January 2006. After initiation of economic relations, Chinese premier Zhou Rongji
said that ―army rule in Pakistan would not disturb both countries traditional association‖
and also stated, ―In our nation-building endeavors, our two countries have supported each
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other and have carried out fruitful cooperation‖ (Wolf, 2020, P. 54). It is noted by Yadav,
(2019) that Pervez Musharraf stated, ―Pakistan considers China as its most reliable and
time-tested friend‖ (P. 87). In response the Chinese PM Li Keqiang said, ―economic
cooperation and security collaboration between the two should be pushed forward like two
wheels‖ (Yaseen, Afridi & Muzaffar, 2017, P. 12).
2.2.5 Current Status of China-Pakistan Economic Relations
According to Wolf, (2019), despite US-Pak re-alliance (2001), China has arisen as
a foremost trading partner for Pakistan. But, both countries trade smaller amounts than the
trade volume listed between China and India, which was 13.6 billion dollars in 2005
(Warikoo, 2016). According to Hussain and Javed, (2019), the trade capacity between both
countries augmented in 2005 by 39 per cent to 4.26 billion dollars. It is mentioned by
Wani, (2019) that approximately the last two decades, China and Pakistan governments
have been regularly attached to the significance to their growing economic relationship and
it was obvious during the Chinese President Hu Jintao‘s official visit to Islamabad in 2006
(Hussain, 2019).
According to Verma, (2019), during this visit, both countries signed the ―Free
Trade Agreement‖ on November 24, 2006. Free Trade Agreement between both countries
has been a very significant step not only in the arena of economy but also has been
important for strategic relations of both countries (Javaid & Javaid, 2016). FTA
significance has increased when it is signed between two friendly states. The trade deficit
of over $ U.S. 3 billion favors China (Joshi & Mukherjee, 2019). Pakistan‘s main imports
were machinery, steel products, and industrial chemicals. According to Kalim, (2018),
―Pakistan gave market access to China in cotton, bed linen, marble, sports goods, fruits,

47
vegetables and other raw materials. China also gave access to Pakistan in chemicals,
organic, machinery, fishery, plastic, rubber, and leather produce, and industrial
machinery etc.‖ (P. 98). According to Kamble and Jagtap, (2019), due to the fact that
emerging feature of their relationship is economy, China and Pakistan are contending in
few areas of the world. Accessibility of China‘s textiles is less and any part of the region
has raised competition for Pakistan‘s textile manufacturers. The quantity, however, was
not substantial. There was a 315 percent increase in Pakistan-China bilateral trade between
2000 and 2006 (Kamdar, 2019). It is noted by Kaura, (2018) that in 2006, President
Musharraf questioned its old ally for support to Pakistan for becoming full membership of
the ―Shanghai Cooperation Organization‖. Pakistan has sought, through China‘s
membership in SCO, to upsurge its influence in Central Asia for the purposes of trade
access and obtaining strategic depth. With the help of Pakistan, China wants to expand its
economic activity in Central Asia (Khan, 2019).
2.2.6 FTA: An Opportunity for China-Pakistan Economic and Trade
Cooperation
According to Sui, (2018), for the enhancement of trade and economic relations,
China and Pakistan signed the ―Free Trade Agreement‖ which became effective in 2007.
After signing FTA between both countries Pakistan‘s Ministry of Foreign Affairs released
a joint statement, ―The two sides applauded the signing of Free Trade Agreement between
the Government of the People‟s Republic of China and the Government of the Islamic
Republic of Pakistan which would serve as an engine for balanced growth of volume of
trade between the two countries'' (Sultana, 2019, P. 45). It is mentioned by Tahir and Ejaz,
(2020) that Pakistan, after Chile, became the second state in the world and first state in
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South Asia to conclude FTA with China. Pakistani scholars said that FTA was not only
useful for both countries' economic relations, but it was also a big landmark in Beijing
economic association with another South Asia. Apart from FTA, both countries' leaders
signed an agreement on ―Trade in Service of the China-Pakistan FTA‖ which came into
force in 2009 (Talib, Sajjad, Shahid & Xiaocong, 2019). Before FTA, both China and
Pakistan had signed the EHP in 2003 and PTA (Preferential Trade Arrangement) in 2006
which led to FTA. Masood Khan (Pakistan‘s ambassador to China) said during a China
Daily interview, after signing the FTA, trade volume of both countries has gradually
increased, but " sky is the limit as far as economic cooperation is concerned‖ (Jikang &
Mingjiang, 2019).
According to Singh and Singh, (2019), FTA covers trade in goods and investment
and benefits traders from both the countries equally. According to the Pakistan Finance
Ministry in trade, ―Pakistan will open 102 sub-departments in 11 service departments and
China will open 28 sub-departments in six service departments‖ (Kaura, 2018, P. 123).
According to Khalid, (2019), the architecture of the bilateral FTA comprised trade in
goods and investments in the first segment, and in 2007 both decided to negotiate on trade
in services and expand the overage of the FTA (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). It is
mentioned by Khan, (2019) that the Chinese government assured that growing trade and
investment help to boost Pakistan‘s economy, though Islamabad also did efforts and
generated tax-free ―Exclusive Industrial Zones (EIZs)‖ to entice big Chinese investments.
Chinese administration inventiveness, yet, have thus far profited Chinese goods which
have ―flooded Pakistan‖ to the grumblings for Pakistani producers. According to Singh &
Singh, (2019), both countries‘ trade and economic relations are expanding at present and
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can be termed as growing and getting stronger with every passing day. It is quoted by Lele,
(2019), ―Bilateral trade is surging, investment is increasing, and the number of
development projects and joint ventures is also increasing. Pakistan‟s export to China
lacks diversity and both the countries are competitors in the textile sector. Diversification
of exports from Pakistan in the nontraditional items will lead to minimizing the trade
imbalance‖ (P. 56).
However, Mahesh, (2019) stated that there has been significant increase in the
balance of trade of China because of the FTA, the total amount for the exports of China has
increased to the level of 1.8 billion dollars in comparison to Pakistan, which has 575
million dollars (Malik & Jambhulkar, 2019). According to Singh, (2018), the export of
cotton is considered to be the most exported product with the ratio of 80 percent including
other products related with textiles. In this way, China has reached at number five among
the importing countries from Pakistan (Snedden, 2016). Soherwordi and Munshi, (2020)
highlights that if the FTA could have attracted Chinese investments, the agreement also
includes investment to set up joint ventures here that would be a definite benefit for
Pakistan. Pakistan is a good productive base and potential market. Chinese electrical and
electronic parts manufacturing and food processing industries could set up production
based in Pakistan, further promoting bilateral cooperation. Since the signing of FTA, in
initial five-years Pakistan‘s exports have increased (Jikang & Mingjiang, 2019). Therefore,
both countries have decided to further extend FTA for next five years. For, further
enhancement of Pakistani exports or overcome trade imbalance, and increasing trade
volume, both China and Pakistan have taken some steps including ―Special Economic
Zones‖ exclusively for Chinese investments, special buying arrangements by China, dry
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ports on both sides of the border, and also both have increased seminars, conferences,
exhibitions and business, forums (Malik & Jambhulkar, 2019).
According to Kaura, (2018), between 2000 and 2010 the volume of bilateral trade
grew sevenfold especially after the signing of FTA. Ministry of Commerce of China
highlighted that, ―Chinese investments in Pakistan was on the rise during 2003-2012, with
a total amount of investment up to $2,112 million in 2012 from $ 30.67 million in 2003,
increasing nearly 68 times‖, which displays an auspicious future of Chinese savings in
Pakistan (Masood, Farooq & Hussain, 2016). According to Mazhar and Goraya, (2019),
China-Pakistan trade has touched the figure of over $12 billion in 2012. During these
years, the maintenance level was not stable. ―In 2005, 2009 and 2012 the investment
declined, especially in 2009, the drop was up to 89.6%, only 1/10 of the previous year,
which shows that Chinese investment in Pakistan is influenced by various factors‖
(McCartney, 2020, P. 34). Mir, (2019) noted that their investments were declining during
the time of economic recession as well as Pakistan's domestic unstable security
environment. Further, Rajagopalan, (2019) said, ―worsened security and safety, energy
shortage, high budget deficits, high inflation, increasing public debts and other some
matters have become the foremost obstacle in Chinese investment in Pakistan‖ (P. 34).
At present, it is quoted by Robertson, Yuan and Mudiyanselage, (2019), ―Pakistan
has become second largest trading partner of China in south Asia and China has also
become the second largest trade partner, second source of imports and second largest
export market to Pakistan‖ (P. 56). According to Robinson, (2016), the drastic economic
growth of China as an economic superpower has opened numerous opportunities for
Pakistan as well as other neighbors. It has been totally dependent on Pakistan policies and
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how it can take advantage of China‘s rise. It is mentioned by Roy and Khalid, (2019) that
in 2001, both countries' mutual trade size was $1 billion but it touched at US$ 12 billion in
early 2012, it was a big achievement for both countries (Salaria & Sheikh, 2019). Although
Pakistan is concerned by the fivefold greater Sino-Indian trade, China invests seven times
as much in Pakistan as in India. Therefore, Pakistani leaders want both countries focused
more and more on economic relations (Sehgal, Ahmad, Pandey & Saini, 2020). Shah,
(2019) mentioned that Pakistani PM Syed Yusuf Raza Gilani emphasized,
―The importance of closer Pak-China economic integration and our two countries
have set a target of attaining 15-billion-dollar trade in the coming years. Our bilateral
trade touched $9 billion last year and he also says that scope of further growth is immense.
The idea is not only to develop mutually-beneficial bilateral economic cooperation but
also to jointly promote intraregional and trans-regional development partnership, Gillani
told the corporate leaders and CEOs of the large business and industrial houses in China
while speaking at the China-Pakistan Entrepreneurs Forum here. He said closer economic
integration between Pakistan and China was not only a strategic imperative but accords
fully with the dictates of geography; the concept of shared prosperity; and, above all, the
ethos of our people‖ (P. 76).
As it is mentioned by Munir, (2018) in 2013, Nawaz Sharif was appointed as a new
PM of Pakistan and after his appointment he visited China in the same year. During this
visit, both countries decided to ―well implement the supplemental agreement for promoting
the five-year Sino-Pakistan economic and trade cooperation development plan in order to
promote the next stage of tax reduction negotiations‖ (P. 786) for both countries.
According to Nagra, Mustafa and Imran, (2019), the Free Trade Agreement further
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improves liberalization of trades between both; it also promotes the China-Pakistan
economic amalgamation process. It is highlighted by NISAR, (2019) that the major subject
in both countries continuing trade and Free Trade Agreement is the capability of the
economy of Pakistan for the significant adjustments of its exports for the economy of
China, all of this is based on the mechanical variations of the economy of Pakistan and also
the export oriented investment in the most value added sectors in Pakistan by the firms of
China (Rahman & Ahamed, 2020). According to Rai, (2019), Pakistan‘s GDP average has
been increasing in the past few years which appears inspiring to Pakistan to undertake
structural alteration. Both countries' relations and trust have reached a level where Pakistan
is an individual state in South Asia with which China signed both ―Free Trade Agreement‖
and ―Currency Swap Agreement‖. Furthermore, in 2013, State Bank of Pakistan and
People's Republic Bank of China agreed on a ―Currency Swap Arrangement‖ implying that
both the states can now trade directly without the use of US dollars as the intermediary
trade currency (Rahim & Ali, 2018).
As it is stated by Qazi, (2019), the economic relations of China with Pakistan have
expanded basically in three areas: economic aid, ―trade in armaments and trade in goods
and commodities‖ including Chinese investments in China and Pakistan joint ventures.
According to Pradeep, (2019) for economic, trade relations and strategic relations,
Pakistani President Zardari visited China nine times after becoming President. But in
recent years, however, there is a gradual shift from traditional political relations to
economic ties. In recent years both countries developed two-side trade and economic ties
and collaboration in recent years. In addition to this, in the last few years, the continuous
interactions at the higher levels, contacts and visits between Pakistan and China have
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caused the mutual trade agreements as well as the investment commitments (Paul &
Underwood, 2019).
2.2.7 Chinese Economic Aid and Trade of Arms to Pakistan
According to Miro, Marlier and Girven, (2019) when in the 1990s, the United
States of America stopped financial and defence assistance to Pakistan then its old friend
China came and offered economic aid to Pakistan. In response, there has been upsurge in
the complete worth of the economic cooperation of China with Pakistan, which is around
1.12 billion US dollars after the 1990s (Mishra, 2019). In addition to this, the support in
the form of balance of payments, grants, projects, technical cooperation and the interest
free loans were the main heads of the aid. As it is mentioned by Mohan and Abraham,
(2020) that during the time of 1989-90, China provided a huge amount of 10.6 million US
dollars in the form of interest free loan to Pakistan, with the returning period of twenty
years. In the same way, China also provided 75.6 million US dollars to Pakistan in the next
financial year with the 9 percent interest rate and ten years of payback time (Mukherjee,
2018). According to Munir, (2018) between 1996-97 financial year, Chinese government
also agreed to enhance a loan of Rs.1068.00 million (about US$29 million) to Pakistan. It
is stated by Panda and Baruah, (2019) that during President Musharraf‘s official visit to
Beijing in 2001, Pakistan‘s overall aid package extended by Chinese régime was about 350
million dollars, both in terms of loans and grants (Mishra, 2019).
Furthermore, it is stated by Yaseen, Afridi and Muzaffar, (2017) Pakistan through
various ventures, China has protracted 100 million dollars grant and also 200 million
dollars was accessible for concessional financing. China also provided a $700-800 million
army assistance package to Islamabad in 2005 (Kumar, Dwivedi & Hussain, 2016;
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Warikoo, 2016; Rai, 2019). In this way, it is stated by Kumar (2018) in 2008, Pakistani
President Zardari visited China, during this visit, Pakistan attempted to secure concessional
loans of $500 million to $1.5 billion. Those grant and loans provided by China to Pakistan
in past years, most of have been using for set-up ventures in ―the four provinces including
two textile mills in the North-West Frontier Province, two sugar mills in Sindh and a
copper mine in Saindak‖ (Hussain & Jamali, 2019, P. 35). According to Munir, (2018) the
Chinese Import and Export Bank will provide a $U.S. 700 million interest loan, with the
remaining $ U.S. 300 to be equipped by the Government of Pakistan (Hussain, Jalal &
Bilal, 2018). According to Javaid and Javaid, (2016) of note in this regard is that, unlike
that from the U.S., aid from China comes without any strings attached; this is the beauty of
Pakistan-China relationship. In addition to this, the financial aid policy of China for
Pakistan was completely changed from ―commercial state loans to the supplier‘s credit‖
according to the changes made in the economic obligations of China (Masood, Farooq &
Hussain, 2016). Mazhar and Goraya, (2019) in the present times, the financial assistance
provided to Pakistan is most of the times based on the commercial credits including the
grants and soft loans.
According to Faisal, (2018) the Sino-Pak relationship is primarily military-driven
with sprinkling aspect. China‘s trade in arms equipment and technology transfer to its old
ally has been the vibrant appearance in the history of the strategic aims of China and
Pakistan economic relations (Sui, 2018). Initially, Pakistan most of the weapon purchased
by USA but after 1993, Pakistan‘s acquisition record bragged of a remarkable collection of
China manufactured armaments and equipment for all three arms of its defence services
(Rahman & Ahamed, 2020). According to Rai, (2019) highlights in his article that
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―between 1978 to 2008, in thirty years‘ period Chinese defence industry sold
approximately $7 billion-armed apparatus to its old ally or defence partner, classically
accounting for 40 percent of Pakistan‘s overall weapons procurements in any given year‖
(P. 123). Apart from the military aid, in 2016, ―Beijing gave $175 million to Pakistan for
the Karachi Nuclear Power Plant against annual estimate of $896 million. It also disbursed
$78 million for Chashma Nuclear Power Plants‖ (P. 345).
As stated by Yaseen, Afridi and Muzaffar, (2017) the decade of the 1990s, a lost
phase for Pakistan in terms of military and economy because it has lost its alliance partner.
But this particular time, China emerged as a Pakistan single economic and strategic
partner. The relationship between both countries China and Pakistan both are of mainly
defence and security spheres from past decades (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). It is stated
by Kumar (2018) that in the 20th century, a new aspect emerged between China and
Pakistan which was economy. Before the 20th century, Pakistan and China economic
association were carried on at minimal level from the last five decades. It has been
observed that from a few years back, China has appeared to be the most significant
opportunity in the context of economic and strategic level for Pakistan (Durrani, Bilal &
Kalim, 2017). According to Faisal, (2018) it is also quite evident that China is considered
to be the 2nd largest economy of the world, which will open a lot of opportunities for
Pakistan in order to use it in a better way. In addition to this, the ventures from China are
also playing their important role to support the weak economy of Pakistan (Khan, 2012).
According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017) due to the China-Pakistan Free trade
agreement, both countries' trade capacity progressively increased. Trade between both
countries is very low and profoundly in favour of China. The existing trade takes place

56
only through the Chinese public sector. Chinese private sector continues to worry about
making extensive savings in Pakistan (Munir, 2018).
As mentioned by Warikoo, (2016) the investments through CPEC is the first time
in their mutual relationship through which a huge amount is being invested in Pakistan by
China in the form of numerous projects from the public sector, banks, business
communities and private sector. Sino-Pak trade and commerce has risen sharply in recent
years and both countries have entered into various agreements to boost their economic ties.
The most significant area of investment, which has both economic and strategic
implications, is the Pakistan energy sector (Durrani, Bilal & Kalim, 2017). According to
Faisal, (2018) China is also facing an energy crisis at home. Pakistan is actually gateway
for China to the energy-rich Gulf States and its passport to the Muslim West and Central
Asia. China is investing heavily in Pakistan‘s infrastructure and especially in the
strategically important areas like Gwadar port and PoK, as well as many other areas. China
is investing in those areas which are strategically and economically important for China
(Rahman & Ahamed, 2020). According to Rai, (2019) the arenas of economic and energy
collaboration, which offer enormous opportunities for upcoming development and
strengthening of the Sino-Pakistan relationship. With the development of Pakistan, China
wants to develop its western underdeveloped region. After lots of efforts from both sides,
China and Pakistan economic relations are minimal. Nonetheless, it is expected that CPEC
will increase the annual two-sided trade capacity or make it less imbalanced in future
(Kumar, Dwivedi & Hussain, 2016). Finally, it is evident that both countries have arrived
into their ―interdependent relationship‖ which may evolve into complex interdependence in
future (Hussain, Jalal & Bilal, 2018).

57
2.3 China’s Investments in Pakistan
According to Soherwordi and Munshi, (2020) in the Post-Cold war phase, joint
ventures, mutual investments and infrastructure development are the largest source of
China-Pakistan economic and trade relations. In 1989, both friendly states signed a
―Bilateral Investment Treaty‖, this treaty has provided the ―institutional framework‖ for
smooth implementation of the Investments (Singh & Singh, 2019). According to Snedden,
(2016) the last decade onwards, numerous small and big Chinese firms have participated
and invested in diverse segments of Pakistan‘s economy.
According to Jikang and Mingjiang, (2019) ―President of Pakistan -China Joint
Chamber of Commerce and Industry‖ presently, approximately 700 small, medium and
large scale Chinese industries or firms working in Pakistan, and this figure is to be upsurge
in upcoming years. In 2010, Chinese Ambassador said to Pakistan in a press conference
that there are 120 Chinese companies and projects in Pakistan, with nearly 10,000 Chinese
engineers, technicians, and workers working there (Singh, 2018). It is quoted by Singh and
Singh, (2019) on the other side, in 2017, Masood Khalid, Pakistani Ambassador to China,
told that around 19,000 Chinese are working on diverse ventures in Pakistan. Moreover,
Pakistani Interior minister said, at least 70,000 visas were issued to Chinese citizens last
year (Kaura, 2018). According to the IPCS report, most of the private business persons of
China are not excited about investing in Pakistan. Further Khalid, (2019) said that ―out of
400,000 Chinese private investors, only 31 are still present in China. The rest left after the
threat of destabilization became prominent following the unrest in Balochistan and
Waziristan‖ (P.123). Mostly, China‘s government-owned companies are investing in
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Pakistan. But the percentage of private investments has been regularly declining since
2004 (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019).
As it is mentioned by Khan, (2019) that in 2006, Pakistani President Musharraf
visited China and throughout this visit China and Pakistan emphasized on investment and
economic cooperation. And also, China and Pakistan signed approximately, 23 MoUs at
the cost of $555 million were contracted for combined projects in precise areas counting
―real estate, financial infrastructure, media, power generation, steel, and pharmaceuticals at
a meeting of the Pakistan−China Business Forum‖ (Lele, 2019, P. 45). It mentioned by
Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) ―A similar event organized prior to this in 2003 was held in
Beijing where Pakistani and Chinese businessmen signed 20 Joint Ventures worth $250
million. Meanwhile, a China Desk was established at the Board of Investment in Islamabad
and a Special Industrial Processing Zone for Chinese investors was announced‖ (P.87).
According to Shah, (2019) for enhancement of investments, both countries have
formed a ―Joint Investment Company‖ which was maintained by China Development
Bank. Joint Investment company head office was set-up in Islamabad. Main purpose of the
JIC establishment was as a channel for directing and restructuring both countries'
investments (Kaura, 2018). As it is mentioned by Sehgal, Ahmad, Pandey and Saini,
(2020) the Bank of China and China Development Bank also opened its branches in
Pakistan. On the other side, Pakistani banks will also have a chance to manage in the rising
Chinese market. For enhancement of economic and trade cooperation both countries' Stock
Exchange (Shanghai and Karachi) were signed agreements. Another agreement signed
between Pakistani Habib Bank and the City Bank of Urumqi for investing in infrastructure
ventures (Masood, Farooq & Hussain, 2016). It is stated by Saud and Arif, (2017) that in
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2009, Pakistan signed an agreement with the Exim Bank of China for $700 million to
produce electricity through 12 small and medium-sized dams and water reservoirs. Apart
from the banking sector, China has mostly invested in energy and strategically
infrastructural development projects which will be beneficial for China‘s economic, trade
and strategic interests (Mazhar & Goraya, 2019).
2.3.1 Chinese Investment in Energy Sector
It is mentioned by McCartney, (2020) that recently, energy has emerged as a big
concern for growing economies. In the past decade, energy has emerged as a key factor in
the foreign policy -making of many states, especially with respect to the energy-rich
regions of Asia. According to Mir, (2019) more than 70 percent of the oil consumption of
Asian is accounted for by these five states. Due to this emerging concern China and
Pakistan cooperate in the energy field. China has expertise in coal energy, civil nuclear
energy and hydroelectricity. Pakistani leaders said, ―with the cooperation of China, we can
overcome our energy crises‖ (Rajagopalan, 2019). To overcome the energy crisis, China
and Pakistan cooperate with each other in the energy sector. Robertson, Yuan and
Mudiyanselage, (2019) evaluated that China and Pakistan both have a supportive rather
than competitive attitude toward each other in the field of energy sector. This was not
something unique for China and Pakistan relations. It is quoted by Robinson, (2016)
―During 1988 to 98 periods, Pakistan has been one of the twenty countries with which the
PRC has agreed to cooperate to develop nuclear energy and China assisted Pakistan‘s
fledging energy‖ (P. 56).
Salaria and Sheikh, (2019) said that in his article China and Pakistan both have
realized that the single and foremost cause for Pakistan‘s poor financial and industrial
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performance in current years, is its grave energy shortage. According to Roy and Khalid,
(2019) in order to overcome the energy deficiency, China has allocated a bulk of funds
(roughly US$33 billion out of the total US$6 billion) to Pakistan energy sector. According
to Munir, (2018) the energy sector is a much focused area between China and Pakistan in
recent times. In the last five years Pakistan has developed lots of energy related
infrastructure with Chinese backing. In these energy projects, few are starting to work and
help reduce the electricity problem of Pakistan as well as the industry sector (Nagra,
Mustafa & Imran, 2019). As it is mentioned by NISAR, (2019) this will generate an
optimistic influence on the inclusive economic growth of Pakistan. For fulfillment of
energy requirements, both friendly countries cooperated with each other.
According to Owais, (2019) the energy cooperation is an area where China is
investing heavily in Pakistan, including collaboration in conventional energy, new energy
and civilian energy. The conventional energy arena comprises building of hydropower and
thermal power stations, Chinese companies have contracted many hydro station
construction projects in Pakistan which are the biggest hydro power projects that Chinese
firms have contracted external (Paul & Underwood, 2019). During a China Daily
interview, ―An executive of China‘s Three Gorges Corporation project which runs the
huge hydropower dam in central China and agreed to invest more than $ 100bn in two
hydropower projects in Pakistan‖ (Pradeep, 2019, P. 23). According to the Qazi, (2019)
―Chinese Three Gorges Corporation, company would launch 20 similar projects having
total production capacity of 1,000 megawatts by self-investment during the next three to
four years and promised to do more for the brotherly country‖ (P. 76).
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According to Rahim and Ali, (2018) after the CTGC project, China has invested
numerous projects in Pakistan. ―The 4,500- megawatt projects are likely to be installed by
the builders of the Three Gorges Dam which can have dangerous consequences for the
ecology of India‖ (Rahman & Ahamed, 2020, P. 56). According to the Daily Mail, the
Chinese corporations also presented their enthusiasm to finance $10 to 15$billion for the
growth of the power segment in Pakistan which has around 175 billion tons of coal
deposits in Thar. ―Chinese government officially accepted $1.2 billion investment for
mining of 3.8 million tons per annum (MTPA) of coal and the setting up of a 660 MW
coal-fired power plant in Tharparkar and invited Pakistan to sign the agreement‖ (Rai,
2019, P. 124). According to Ahmad, (2019) Tharparkar power plant will actually develop
underneath the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor venture. China has also developed the
Neelum-Jhelum power project which was stopped due to the financial issue. Moreover,
Chinese companies have also decided to provide Pakistan $448 million for the NeelumJhelum hydropower project, at this time this project is underway in Pakistan-occupied
Kashmir (PoK) (Kumar, Dwivedi & Hussain, 2016; Warikoo, 2016; Rai, 2019). In this
way, it is stated by Kumar (2018) apart from Neelum-Jhelum lots of Chinese hydropower
projects working in PoK. Presently, both countries are also heavily collaborating in the
civil nuclear energy sector. China is continuously assisting Pakistan in the civilian nuclear
energy field. China established a lot of nuclear infrastructure in Pakistan (Chaziza, 2016;
Nagra, Mustafa & Imran, 2019; Malik & Jambhulkar, 2019; Khan, Ullah & Mahsud,
2019).
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2.3.2 China’s Strategic Infrastructure Development in Pakistan
Karakorum, Gwadar and recently China-Pakistan Economic Corridor are the major
infrastructural projects which are being developed by China in POK (Pakistan Occupied
Kashmir) and Baluchistan (Afridi, Khan & Jamil, 2017). According to Ahmad, (2019)
―The main area of focus is Baluchistan and the Gilgit-Baltistan region (PoK), owing to
their strategic locations. Pakistan occupied Kashmir comprises the so-called Azad Jammu
and Kashmir and Gilgit-Baltistan‖ (P. 67). It provides China a strategic land connection
across the Karakorum to warm waters of the Arabian Sea and is known to have significant
rare earth deposits. Pakistan Occupied Kashmir plentiful water resources are of prime
importance for China therefore, China‘s mostly investing in hydropower projects (Ishaq,
Ping & Ahmed, 2017). As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) several Chinese corporations
are working on hydel developments in Pakistan occupied Kashmir, counting Neelum
Jhelum hydropower project, Bhunji hydropower project and the rising of the height of the
Mangla dam in PoK. The large number of Chinese projects in POK is a concerning point
for India (Hussain, 2019). The increasing presence of China in POK has brought focus on
the previously neglected region. Both China and Pakistan also signed a contract for the
development of 12 dams in Pakistan. ―Chinese Import-Export Bank'' provided US$700
million for these projects (Ali, 2010). ―According to Pakistan 2025—a blueprint for
economic development published in 2014 by Pakistan‘s Ministry of Planning,
Development, and Reform—Pakistan aims to advance from being a lower-middle-income
nation to an upper-middle-income nation by 2025‖ (Chaziza, 2016, P. 35). According to
Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) for ensuring these objectives, Pakistani government tries to
entice growing amounts of foreign investment in its nation.
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According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) that Pakistan is working to
recover its total economy via building infrastructural projects to generate employment
opportunities for its own civilians. Apart from POK, Gwadar is another big investment
place of China at Baluchistan in Pakistan. Strategically and economically this was
important for China. However, it is proclaimed by the government of China that these
developmental projects are for commercial purposes (Basrur, 2019). Kumar, (2019)
highlights that the presence of naval forces of china at the Karachi ports as well as the
Gwadar port will make India uncomfortable. But Chinese citizens and projects are
suffering security issues in Pakistan (Kumar, 2018). It is mentioned by Kumar, Dwivedi
and Hussain, (2016) the ―Industrial Security Forces (ISF)‖ was formed after the mutual
understanding of both countries in order to provide security to the citizens of the Pakistan
and also to the installations of the China. In addition, this security agency will help to take
the preventive measures at the maximum level through coordination with the local
intelligence agencies (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019). According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and
Tanveer, (2018) despite security issues, China is investing so much in Pakistan through big
projects like KKH upgradation, Gwadar and CPEC. These projects have strategic and
economic value for both countries.
2.3.2.1 Karakoram Highway
According to Latif and Mengal, (2020) the Karakoram Highway is the big example
of China and Pakistan relations and an important linking point between both countries.
KKH, also known as ―the eighth wonder of the world‖. Pakistan imagines that KKH would
help in creation of the ninth and tenth wonders of the world by beginning energy pipelines
and railway connections between the both friendly and fast mounting economies (Ali,
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2010). ―China is buying US weapons for the Southern Xinjiang region. China also
supplied weapons to Afghan Mujahideens via this route to keep Soviet troops engaged in
1980s‖ (Atri, 2019, P. 46). It is mentioned by Kumar, Dwivedi and Hussain, (2016) the
Karakoram highway is the way which links China to Pakistan and was constructed in 1978
by Chinese backing runs via POK. The Karakoram Highway has two branches, ―GilgitKashgar Road and Qila Khunjerab Morkhun Koad. The Gilgit-Kashgar Road follows the
old caravan route through the Mintaka Pass (16,000 feet). The Qila Nabi-Khunjerab PassMorkhun Road provides direct link between the Chinese net-work in Xinjiang and Tibet
and Pak-occupied Kashmir '' (Kumar, 2019, P.23). Atri, (2019) highlights that although
trade relations remain to be restricted along the highway, the Chinese have promised
substantial expenses in assistance to broaden and restore the KKH and to link it to
Pakistan‘s present highway network to progress connectivity with the Pakistani coast.
Map 2.1: Highway Network of the CPEC
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According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) in the early years,
Karakoram highway was built combined by both countries, but its advancement is being
undertaken by a Chinese company called ―China Road and Bridge Corporation (CBRC)‖.
Therefore, there is a wide existence of ―PLA (People Liberation Army)‖ and workers in
this area (Kumar, 2018). In 2006, when President Musharraf visited China, he proposed to
make Pakistan a ―trade and energy corridor‖ for China after this is the direct way from
Gwadar port via the Karakoram Highway (KKH) to the planned new commercial pivot of
Western China (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019). Chinese government undertook the initial steps
for the construction of the ―trade and energy corridor‖ which was earlier talked about
Pakistani President Musharraf. During Musharraf‘s visit, the physical appearance of this
intent was the contract between China and Pakistan to promote and reconstruct the
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Karakorum highway signed (Attiq-ur-Rehman, 2018). The Pakistani President General
Pervez Musharraf said that,
―We particularly look forward to materializing cooperation in the energy sector
where establishment of oil refineries, oil storage facilities and gas pipelines stand out. He
continued, When the Karakoram Highway was built, the world called it the eighth wonder,
we can create the ninth and tenth wonders by establishing energy pipelines and railway
linkages between the two fast growing economies'' (Basit, Torjesen & Macfarlane, 2019, P.
98).
Furthermore, the Gwadar Port developed by the assistance of China will be
connected through the Karakoram highway. At the same time, on the basis of the mutual
understanding by the both countries, Karakoram Highway is transformed as the economic
corridor that is also considered to be the ―Karakoram Corridor (KC)‖ (Basrur, 2019).
Faisal, (2018) stated that Karakorum Corridor would include improvement of
existing Karakorum highway into an all-weather expressway, placing of optic fibre cable
along its complete length, 1,100 km of trans- Karakorum rail link laying of oil and gas
pipelines (Snedden, 2016). In addition to this, it is stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) both
countries also signed MoU for making two main highways in Gilgit-Baltistan at a worth of
Rs 45 billion. In this agreement, two highways costing Rs 45 billion would be funded in a
ratio of 15 percent by Pakistan and 85 percent by China (Jamil, Hashmi & Ahmed, 2019).
In the same way, Mazhar and Goraya, (2019) stated that the Karakoram highway and
Karakorum corridor both would be used for two countries' strategic and political purposes.
India cannot afford so much Chinese presence in its backyard (Abhinandan, 2019). It is
quoted by Hrabcová, (2019) that China claims that both will be used for economic
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interests. Apart from these highways, China will also construct the 165 km long JaglotSkardu road and the 135 km long Thakot-Sazin road (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017).
According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017) the key drivers convincing China to develop
Karakorum highway as a corridor are various but mostly relate to its military and
economic ambitions. In simple terms it is China‘s Strategic investment (Asef & Alam,
2020; Sehgal, Ahmad, Pandey & Saini, 2020). As stated by Bhatnagar and Ahmed, (2020)
the Karakorum highway supposedly has been used for secret transfer of nuclear material
from China to Pakistan. Due to the Karakorum highway, numerous strategic insinuations
for regional safety, particularly for India (Robinson, 2016).
2.3.2.2 Gwadar Port: Balochistan
According to Abbasi, (2020) Gwadar is located in the most important geo-strategic
region in the world and it has an extensive turbulent past of its possession. Gwadar is a
Balochi term, meaning air corridor. Pakistani government bought the small city of Gwadar
from Oman in 1958, but did not start construction on the port there until 2002 (Saud &
Arif, 2017). According to Sui, (2018) in 2002, Chinese started taking serious interest in
Gwadar when they saw the US rule arriving Afghanistan and Central Asia in there to fight
against terrorism during the war against terrorism. According to Rai, (2019) China was
foremost worried to protect energy supplies and not be reliant on ways that could be
subject to interdiction, particularly when the US and India had obviously to work together
in guarding the Straits of Malacca. Some analysts said that Gwadar is the peal of the
Chinese String of Pearls‘ strategy (Rahman & Ahamed, 2020; Singh & Singh, 2019).
According to Hongdo, Khaskheli, Rasheed and Mukhtar, (2019) the construction of
Gwadar port is divided into two phases. First, Phase of the port construction has now
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completed and work on second, Phase is ongoing (Afridi, Khan and Jamil, 2017). In 2007,
Pakistani President Musharraf inaugurated Pakistan‘s third deep-sea port, Gwadar. ―The
vision is to make the port a trade and energy hub for the region, which could potentially
turn the desolate finishing town of Gwadar into a world-class commercial port city. The
Gwadar port is a flagship of the strong economic and strategic ties between both
countries.‖ (Ahmed, Ahmed & Bhatnagar, 2019, P. 34). In addition to this, it is quoted by
Haynes, (2019) that China financed US$198 million of the US$248 million cost, and it was
completed in 2004, with the capacity to accept 100,000 dwt dry cargo vessels and 200,000
dwt oil tankers (Ahanger, 2019). Second phase, ―which could cost approximately $500
billion and feature the construction of several additional berths and terminals‖ (Ahmad,
2019, P. 65). It is mentioned by Habib, (2019) that in the present times, the Chinese
Engineering Harbour Company, Overseeing the Port‘s Development and 450 Chinese
workers and engineers is working in Gwadar. Gwadar port is the living symbol of ChinaPak relationship (Abbasi, 2020). According to Afridi, Khan and Jamil, (2017) Premier
Wen Jiabao said that,
―China and Pakistan are all-weather strategic partners and good brothers sharing
weal and woe. The two countries have weathered through the difficult and glorious history
side by side. Let us strengthen our confidence, stand together through thick and thin, and
jointly create a bright future for China-Pakistan relations‖ (P. 34).
According to Akbar and Adnan, (2018) Gwadar is the 3rd deepest Sea Port of the
World and it is located in the Southwestern Balochistan, Pakistan. It is one of the eyecatching coastal areas of the region. Gwadar port‘s geographical location has made it
important for global trade routes. The strategic location of the Gwadar Port is to control
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and monitor the ―Gulf of Oman‖ and it is also considered to be the starting point of the
Persian Gulf Region (Akhtar & Javaid, 2018). It is stated by Akhtar, (2019) that in simple
terms, the port is located near three vital regions: South Asia, oil-rich Middle East, and
Central Asia. It is also a fact that more than 50 percent of the oil traded in the world
crosses this strait. In the same way, almost 50 percent of oil of China also passes from this
strait therefore China is interested in Gwadar port (Collin, 2019). Meanwhile, it is stated by
Durrani, Bilal and Kalim, (2017), ―The coastal region of Balochistan, that is Makran,
generally known as Kech-Makran, to distinguish it from Persian Makran, was one of these
littorals. This region was an important link between the Middle East and western India and
its ports were part of the main commercial and financial networks and political and
commercial relationships between Europe and the East'' (P.78). According to Chan,
(2020) this strategic port has provided industrial amenities for more than 20 states and
eventually has the ability to obtain oil tankers with a capacity of 200,000 tons. According
to Chaudhry, (2018) the Pakistani régime presented to its old ally a ―trade and energy
corridor‖ via Gwadar, which linked it to land and roads. Pakistan‘s ―Look East '' policy
though China‘s ―Go West‖ plan principally objective for the development of its landlocked
regions and Xinjiang through the development of the infrastructure, the provision of
opportunities through the transportation of the energy and trade in Pakistan.
According to Chinoy, (2019) the both countries strategy would see oil being
imported from the Middle East and deposited in refineries at Gwadar and sent to China via
road and rail network and pipelines. Railway line from Gwadar through the Karakorum
highway leading into Xinjiang in western China would offer China a substitute energy
supply way (Faisal, 2018). According to Fayyaz, (2019), in 2014, Nawaz Sharif‘s visited
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China and during this official visit several agreements were signed between both countries.
In these agreements includes ―Gwadar New International Airport, a Technical and
Vocational Training Institute in Gwadar city and the Gwadar Eastbay Expressway‖
(Chaziza, 2016, P. 56). According to Habib, (2019) over all nine ventures worth at roughly
US$ 1 billion (or 2% of US$ 46 billion), separately envisioned to enlarge PRC commercial
and armed capacity, are now planned in and around Gwadar as part of the CPEC (Hussain,
Jalal & Bilal, 2018). But, China is yet to decide whether interest will be charged on the
loans to be given for the other ventures in surrounding Gwadar or whether these will also
be granted (Hongdo, Khaskheli, Rasheed & Mukhtar, 2019). In addition to this, it is
mentioned by Ali, (2019) that the Pakistani PM Nawaz Sharif initiated five developmental
ventures at Gwadar in 2016. These developmental projects comprise a ―free trade zone,
business complex of Gwadar Port Authority, Pak-China Government Primary School
Faqir Colony, Sawar and Shadikor dams and Gwadar University, according to Radio
Pakistan‖ (Fayyaz, 2019, P. 23).
According to Burgess, (2019) apart from the port, lots of infrastructures are being
built in Gwadar. Pakistan has four ports for linking these ports (Gwadar with Pasni,
Ormara, and Karachi) with the rest of the nation its ―National Highway Authority (NHA)‖
built 653 km long Coastal Highway (Hussain, Jalal & Bilal, 2018). Gwadar is also being
connected with Sindh through the construction of motorway (M-8) of 820 km long through
Ratodero, which is almost equal to the rail link and expressway for the transportation of
the oil for the western regions of China from the region of Middle East, which is planned
to connect through Gwadar port (Gill, 2019). In addition to this, the Iran and Pakistan gas
pipeline is also included in the agreed economic corridor by increasing it to the Xinjiang
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region of China. Furthermore, in 2003, the ―Gwadar Port Authority (GPA)‖ was developed
in order to look after the development phase in Gwadar by making the drinking water
available for the city also (Allauddin, Liu & Ahmed, 2020). According to Asef and Alam,
(2020) China has a lot of strategic, trade and commercial benefits in Gwadar port. Gwadar
is anticipated to play a significant role in Beijing development and also will serve as a
gateway for western China. Due to the benefits of Gwadar port and geostrategic
importance, China has prepared to take risks in this part of the unstable region (Blackwill
& Tellis, 2019). The Chinese Ambassador Wang Yusheng elaborates about economic
globalization as both an opportunity and a challenge in 2004 (Hussain & Jamali, 2019;
Hussain, Jalal & Bilal, 2018). According to Ali, (2010) from Pakistani point of view,
Pakistan Navy is likely to benefit immensely from the expanded maritime infrastructure
especially in Gwadar and Ormara. Deployment of force levels from these ports would
reduce dependence on Karachi and the fear of Beijing bottled in times of hostilities
(Bashir, Rashid, Ikram & Tanveer, 2018). It is stated by Basit, Torjesen and Macfarlane,
(2019) that Pakistan could play a key role in the development and interlocking of this
region by providing transit facilities, which can potentially earn Pakistan huge revenues in
transit fees. Gwadar will not only be beneficial for development of Balochistan but also
helpful for attracting big investments in Baluchistan and afterward revolving it into a
center of financial activities (Wolf, 2019). Moreover, negotiations are ongoing to designate
Gwadar port as a free trade zone (Basrur, 2019).
According to Hussain and Javed, (2019) the Gwadar Port is considered to be more
important because of its depth. It has the capacity to adjust the submarines and aircraft
carriers too. In addition to this, it will also help China to monitor the activities of the US
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Navy in the Indian Ocean and the region of the Persian Gulf (Yasmin, 2019). At the same
times, some scholars (Bhatnagar & Shahab Ahmed, 2020; Khan, 2012; Khetran, 2019;
Kumar, 2019) have also described the Gwadar Port as the ―Strings of Pearls of China‖ by
considering it as the chain of the Naval Bases of China by crossing the shorelines between
the East Asia and the Middle East. After the completion of this project, Gwadar will
become the tiger of Pakistan, which will make Pakistan as the Asian Tiger too (Bhatnagar
& Shahab Ahmed, 2020). According to Khan, (2012), Nawaz Sharif, the Prime Minister of
Pakistan at that time in a public gathering at Gwadar stated, ―I am the first Prime Minister
who stayed overnight in Gwadar as earlier the leaders neglected the area‖ (P.45), he
remarked.
According to Kumar, (2019) the Chinese firms are also regularly involved in
numerous mining projects in Pakistan. For instance, in 2002, Chinese companies signed a
contract with Saindak copper and gold project in Charm and the Duddhar lead-zinc mining
project in Lasbela district, Balochistan (Zaidi, 2019). According to Zeb, (2018) the
Saindak Copper mine of Pakistan that was built by MCC (Metallurgical Company of
China) in the early 1990s. In addition to this, the Saindak project was initiated in 2012 by
the Chinese and Pakistani governments that was extended in 2017 by increasing the lease
agreement for the tenure of five years, which is also decided to be handed over to the
Government of Balochistan Pakistan by the operational company ―Metallurgical Company
of China (MCC)‖ after its agreement is completed (Yasmin, 2019).
2.3.3 China-Pakistan Economic Corridor: Game Changer
It is mentioned by Yaseen, Afridi and Muzaffar, (2017) the ―China-Pakistan
Economic Corridor (CPEC)‖ is considered to be the significant effort of China in order to
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increase the Asian Economy and also the promotion of the Asian economic growth by
implementing the ―One Belt and One Road Strategy‖, is a new approach of China to build
a harmonious Asia and an innovation in China‘s global strategy (Khetran, 2019). Wolf,
(2020) mentioned that the China‘s ―One Belt and One Road Strategy‖ is aimed at mutual
benefits and win-win results among European and Asian countries of regions of interest, its
implementation will enable Asian countries to step up their respective economic and social
development by taking advantage of China‘s rise, which in turn will quicken the pace of
the rise of Asia as a whole (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017). It is mentioned by Jahangir and
Khan, (2020) that CPEC's big multibillion-dollar investment program highlights ―an
intensified and expanded bilateral cooperation at a time of rising Chinese geopolitical
ambitions and persistent concerns about Pakistan security and development‖ (P.56).
Pakistan security advisor Sartaj Aziz said that about the CPEC,
―The CPEC is the flagship project for the Chinese President's vision of the „One
Belt, One Road‟ and that Pakistan-China cooperation on the CPEC would enhance
connectivity and contribute to prosperity and development in the entire region‖ (Jamil,
Hashmi & Ahmed, 2019, P. 81).
According to Ali, (2019) China-Pakistan Economic Corridor is a significant
collaboration agenda set- up by China and Pakistan to encourage the long-term progress of
all-round collaboration, and it is an important venture below ―China's Belt and Road
initiatives (OBOR)” (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017). It is mentioned by Jahangir and Khan,
(2020) “China's Belt and Road initiatives (OBOR)‖ is the same idea taken from the old
silk road of China that connected Chinese regions with Asia as well as Europe. The
―Southern Maritime Silk Road and the Northern Silk Road‖ were the main routes of the
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old Silk Road initiatives. In this way, during 2013, Xi Jinping the president of China
announced to revive these both routes that are based on the modern projects like pipelines
and the modern railway system (Kumar, Dwivedi & Hussain, 2016). Moreover, it is
mentioned by Latif and Mengal, (2020) this mega project was split into two portions:
1. Belt denotes the ―Silk Road Economic Belt, a land-based project aimed at
linking China with Central and Western Europe.
2. Road denotes the ―21st Century Maritime Silk Road‖ a sea-based project
aimed at connecting ―China to South -East Asia, Africa and Central Asia‖.
According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017) China-Pakistan Economic Corridor is
located where the ―Silk Road Economic Belt and the 21st Century Maritime Silk Road
meet‖. During the BRI meeting, Chinese President Xi stated about CPEC, ―The CPEC is a
core component of your visionary initiative of the One-Belt-One-Road project. We
sincerely appreciate your commitment and leadership for the realization of CPEC
projects.‖ (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017, P. 38). It is mentioned by Jahangir and Khan,
(2020) the land connection from Gwadar to Kashgar via PoK is known as the ChinaPakistan Economic Corridor. In addition to China and Pakistan, India is the third country
on which the CPEC has different intangible impacts and indirect effects. One major reason
for this is the fact that this project goes through the disputed Pak occupied Kashmir (GilgitBaltistan) and is a nuisance for India. Since the announcement of this project, India has
been regularly protesting against this project. CPEC was initially suggested by Pakistani
Deputy Chairman of the Planning Commission, in his first ever presentation to President
Musharraf in 2006 (Hussain, 2019). It is mentioned by Zeb, (2018) due to economic
reasons this project was not completed. In 2013, when Chinese PM Li Keqiang visited
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Pakistan, he then again mooted the proposal for the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor
(CPEC) (Bhatti, Mustafa & Ahmad, 2020). According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017)
afterward in 2014, Pakistani President Mamnoon Hussain visit to Beijing and focused on
this project and also stated that ―a monument of the century…benefitting not only Pakistan
and China, but also the whole region with billions of people‖ (P.12). In 2015, Chinese
President visited Pakistan and during this visit the ultimate agreement of worth $46 billion
was signed for the construction of CPEC (Kumar, 2018).
According to Ali, (2019) the CPEC is the major point of China-Pakistan
relationship in the present scenario and has been involved in China's 13th five-year plan. In
2015, both countries have distinguished plans for CPEC, when China and Pakistan signed
fifty-one agreements and Memoranda of Understanding on Chinese investment, totaling
$46 billion over the next ten to fifteen years (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019). According to the
China and Pakistan authorities it will be constructed from 2014-2030. In 2015, Chinese
President visited Islamabad and said that ―China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) is a
gift to Pakistan‖. Pakistani Ministry of Planning, Development and Reforms has planned a
one-day high-level meeting or expo to mark the signing of $46 billion China-Pakistan
Economic Corridor program (Lashari, 2016). Around US $35 bio worth of energy
developments are envisioned beneath CPEC. The power produced from these ventures
would be comprised in the national grid and also used for the advantage of the inhabitants
of the whole country (Khetran, 2019). According to Zeb, (2018) the rest of the amount will
be disbursed on transport infrastructure, railway and Gwadar Port. The CPEC megainvestments have been fragmented into two parts-priorities and have been actively
promoted. Those developments coming beneath the priority group are planned to be
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finished in 2018 and those ventures coming below the title of actively promoted will be
finished in 2025 (Kumar, 2019). Bhatnagar and Shahab Ahmed, (2020) argued that during
the CPEC high-level meetings, both countries decided few of the main CPEC projects,
which are under construction, would be finished in the next two or three years. Since
selections of these projects, the core areas also decided and it contains ―Kashgar, Tumshuq,
Atushi and Akto of Kizilsu Kirghiz of Xinjiang from China, and most of Islamabad‘s
Capital territory, Punjab, and Sindh, and some areas of Gilgit-Baltistan, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, and Baluchistan from Pakistan‖ (Hussain & Jamali, 2019, P. 89).
It is quoted by Haynes, (2019) that from Pakistani side, CPEC ventures are being
managed chiefly by the Ministry of Planning, Reform, and Development in partnership
with Islamabad with Chinese National Development Reforms Commission (National
Development Reforms Commission). Both states have established a ―Joint Cooperation
Committee with the functioning groups which will think on four key zones: The Gwadar
Port, transport infrastructure, energy, and industrial cooperation‖ (Basrur, 2019, P.56).
Kumar, (2019) highlights that both the countries‘ governments expressed satisfaction at the
growth of plans under China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC). Both countries' high
profile delegation is deliberately watching all these activities. Both countries approved that
the initial and operative application of the CPEC was crucial for two countries (Basit,
Torjesen & Macfarlane, 2019). According to Chinese Ambassador Sun Weidong, ―the
construction of China-Pakistan Economic Corridor is progressing well, and it covers all
areas including energy, finance, information and communications. The Corridor covers
the whole territory of Pakistan and will bring benefit to all Pakistanis. China will continue
to encourage Chinese enterprises with strength and will to invest in Pakistan and support
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Pakistan's economic and social development.‖ (Asef & Alam, 2020, P. 76). According to
Blackwill and Tellis, (2019), during this speech he said, ―friends will not go against their
souls''. Furthermore, he said that ―The China-Pakistan Economic Corridor was a new
model of economic development, which could also benefit new emerging regional
cooperation in a Greater South Asia, driven primarily by economy, energy, building
pipelines, ports, roads and rail infrastructure, all which can transform the lives and future
of the region‖ (P.18). Khalid Rehman analyzed that the importance of the CPEC can be
supposed as it is a vital connection in ―China's Belt and Road Initiative‖ which include 4.4
billion people across 65 nations on three continents (Atri, 2019). CPEC offers a win-win
situation for China and Pakistan. According to Sartaj Aziz,
―He underlined that during the 65 years since establishment of relations between
the two countries, their relationship has come far too long and the strength of it was most
visible through China-Pakistan Economic Corridor - a flagship initiative for economic
prosperity and industrial development in the region. He said that CPEC was poised to
benefit the people of not just the two countries but also the entire region by creating new
jobs and opening new vistas for economic cooperation. Many participants believed that the
dream for a better tomorrow and common destiny could be achieved through a shared
vision of regional connectivity and integration.‖ (Lashari, 2016, P. 67).
According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) recently, Iran also wants
to be part of this project. After Iran‘s yearning, Chinese and Pakistani leaders said that the
China-Pakistan Economic Corridor project would not only be beneficial for both friendly
states but also supportive to growth and prosperity of the whole region. Chinese
government admired the healthy sustenance of Pakistan's administration and army which
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would be must for effective application of CPEC (Burgess, 2019). It is mentioned by
Kumar, Dwivedi and Hussain, (2016) that China is swift to moderate geostrategic
encouragement overdue the CPEC, many experts have distinguished that over the long run,
an overland connection across Pakistan to the Arabian Sea could support ease the
―Malacca dilemma‖, Chinese weakness to the fact that approximately 85 percent of
China‘s oil imports transportable through the individual chokepoint of the Strait of
Malacca (Burgess, 2019). Hussain, Jalal and Bilal, (2018) noted that Beijing realizes the
USA ―Pivot to Asia‖ plan against its essential interests. Beijing has an opinion that the US
wants to hamper its progress and expansion by refining collaboration and making
association with growing powers (India, Singapore, Malaysia, North Korea and other EastAsian countries) (Kumar, 2018). According to Latif and Mengal, (2020) the Chinese
government and military know very well about their expansionist changes in South China
Sea or China‘s antagonistic posturing on the boundary dispute with India and may at some
point of time bring them in conflict with either of these powers (ÇAKIR, 2020). According
to Hussain, (2017) with this corridor, China can save its strategic link with Pakistan and
energy related areas. On the other side, Pakistani Minister Bambawale said that, ―India will
not derail any process that is for the betterment of Pakistan‖, however he acknowledged
that his country has protest against to the CPEC route (due to unequal distribution of
projects under CPEC) (ÇAKIR, 2020).
According to Hongdo, Khaskheli, Rasheed and Mukhtar, (2019) due to unequal
distribution of CPEC projects a lot of controversy created in Pakistan like Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa and Balochistan. Pakistani government Planning and Development Minister
Ahsan Iqbal reassured and stated that a ―special economic zone‖ would also be developed
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in Gilgit-Baltistan (G-B) under the ―China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC)‖ project,
which was previously unnoticed the area in its preparation for the implementation of this
venture (ÇAKIR, 2020). According to Hussain, (2017) in initial time, Pakistani authorities
had not assigned proper funds for setting up ventures in the Gilgit range out of CPEC
projects concerning Chinese investment. This formed hatred among homegrown people
and now the government has guaranteed them that a region for manufacturing activities
will be set up there (Attiq-ur-Rehman, 2018). It is also mentioned by Allauddin, Liu and
Ahmed, (2020) the Pakistani PM stated on the 68th death anniversary of Quaid-e-Azam
Muhammad Ali Jinnah ―accomplishment of CPEC developments will turn around the
financial attitude of the entire area‖. CPEC indicates an extra deepening of the China-Pak
alignment which started to strengthen afterward the Osama Bin Laden death incident. Both
countries' relations moved from ―all-weather friendship‖ to ―iron brother‖ status (Lalwani
& Byrne, 2019).
2.3.4 The Internal and External Factors of the Investment by China in
Pakistan
The Internal and external factors of the investment by China in Pakistan are
discussed below.
2.3.4.1 Internals Factors
These strategic infrastructural investments made by China in Pakistan are the
bigger part of China‘s grand strategy. These investments offer win-win rewards for both
countries (Attiq-ur-Rehman, 2018). It is also mentioned by Allauddin, Liu and Ahmed,
(2020) that the foremost motive of China's regional and international participation through
investments has the necessity to protect admission to energy and other important resources
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required for China‘s sustained economic development. Therefore, ―it believes that Pakistan
will only secure fruits of Beijing mega developments or act similar a substance for exports
from Pakistan. Chinese strategist said that it will allow China to import oil from the
Middle East in cheaper terms‖ (ÇAKIR, 2020, P.12).
According to Hussain, (2017), energy security is of prime concern to China for
fulfilling its burning ambition of global commercial supremacy. Especially after China
becoming the highest consumer of energy in the world surpassing the US. Chinese
government continues to face a deficiency of oil and energy resources at home, which are
crucial for nourishing its growth; there is a big disparity within China between its energy
production level and the total domestic energy consumption (ÇAKIR, 2020). According to
Hussain, (2017) due to high consumption of energy resources, Chinese government is
facing a lot of stress and investing in the capital-intensive manufacturing sector, for which
a remedy has been sought through the 11th five-year plan (2006-10). Approximately, in the
last decade, Pakistan has suffered from a huge energy crisis; the energy segment is still
looming large. Due to energy shortage in Pakistan, its business mainly in Karachieconomy center of Pakistan, is paused and shook (Ali, 2010). According to Lashari,
(2016), earlier régimes have failed to entice the consideration of the depositors in inspiring
the energy segment. During the last decade, Chinese government showed as an example of
China-Pakistan friendship and the government has protracted its collaboration in the arena
of energy segment (Atri, 2019). According to Hongdo, Khaskheli, Rasheed and Mukhtar,
(2019) to address these energy crises, China has established numerous dams and
hydropower projects in Pakistan. Many of the dams have been built, however a few are in

81
under construction. These mega projects have been undertaken with the help and
cooperation of Beijing (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019).
It is quoted by Hrabcová, (2019) that Gwadar and Kashghar have significance for
the China and Pakistan strategic link. But both these regions can be considered as
underdeveloped areas. An ancient time, Kashghar was a commercial town during the olden
silk route time and its importance will re-emerge after CPEC and ―One Road One Belt‖.
After Chinese investments, it will arise as an economic hinge in the area, to enhance
economic and trade relations between both countries (Attiq-ur-Rehman, 2018). It is also
mentioned by Allauddin, Liu and Ahmed, (2020) that Kashghar region would connect to
China further on the western side with Central and on its south with south Asia. For
fulfillment of this determination, China wants Pakistan to offer a direct entree and transit
corridor for Kashghar goods. Despite abundant natural resources, Kashghar was left behind
in its development, while other regions of China are much more developed than its western
region due to being a coastal region (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019). It is quoted by Hrabcová,
(2019) the western autonomous Xinjiang province is closer to the Gwadar port (3,000
kilometers approximately) comparatively the Chinese ports are far away from Xinjiang
(4,500 kilometers). Therefore, Chinese government wants to connect Kashghar to Gwadar
(Attiq-ur-Rehman, 2018).
Second, China has one more option: the Central Corridor that begins from
―Shanghai and connect the country to Tashkent, Tehran and onwards to Bandar Imam
Khomeini Port of Iran on the Persian Gulf‖ (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019, P. 12). It is
stated by Kumar (2018) that one of its branches goes up towards Europe. It is an extensive
road but could be a choice, if Pakistan does not deliver on the timelines of finishing then

82
its land corridor to become a recipient of the ―New Silk Road Economic Belt‖. The last
opportunity is the Northern way, which begins from Beijing and crossed via Russia and
connects it to European towns (Masood, Farooq & Hussain, 2016). Mazhar and Goraya,
(2019) Gwadar as a ―strategic transit on the maritime Silk Road‖ and China-Pakistan
Economic Corridor is the ―southern extension‖ of the ―Silk Road Economic Belt‖. From
last few months both countries had functioned out ―a broad consensus on planning various
infrastructure and energy projects‖ along the Economic Corridor. The projects would
afford ―a robust infrastructure, regular energy supply and improved overall governance‖
(Mishra, 2019).
2.3.4.2 External Factors
According to Miro, Marlier and Girven, (2019) CPEC offers a way to China to
remain its aggressive posturing in South China Sea as well as the boundary dispute with
India without any threat of naval barricade. China‘s interest in the Indian Ocean is
primarily due to its energy dependence on oil imported from the Persian Gulf, and the
costs India can impose on this dependence (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). It is stated by
Kumar (2018) China‘s majority of oil passes from the Indian Ocean and Strait of Malacca,
at any time of conflict these routes could be prohibited, choking, China‘s energy supplies
particularly at the Malacca Dilemma by reinforcing its naval existence in the Indian Ocean
(Mishra, 2019).
As it is mentioned by Mohan and Abraham, (2020) the most important factor in
Chinese strategic interests, is encircling India. China wants the alignment of KKH and
Gwadar for two objectives: having commercial and military utility, and could help as
major strategic choke points vis-à-vis India. Strategically located Gwadar is the most
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important place of CPEC because without constructing the Port, CPEC cannot be fully
functional; it would be also tough for Beijing to perceive the planned corridor as an energy
corridor that seems to be one of its key aims (Mukherjee, 2018). As stated by Yaseen,
Afridi and Muzaffar, (2017), ―China could project its growing military might westward
from Gwadar towards the Middle East, Western India, Eastern Africa, and into the Indian
Ocean‖ (P.72). Mazhar and Goraya, (2019) also claimed that ―China was also annoyed to
create a Strings of Pearls the surrounding of Indian Ocean‖ (P.35).
According to Faisal, (2018) apart from Gwadar, China has interests in ports in
Myanmar, Bangladesh, and Sri Lanka and has acquired signal monitoring facilities in
Myanmar‘s Coco Island. Gwadar can permit China to oversee the Sea Lines of
Communications (SLOCs) (just 460 km away from Karachi); to monitor the naval US
profession in the Persian Gulf, Arabian Sea, and also Indian naval bases of Gujarat and
Mumbai (Rahman & Ahamed, 2020). According to Rai, (2019) approximately 60% of
China‘s energy resources pass from the Persian Gulf and are carried through this route. An
oil consignment from the Gulf to Strait of Malacca to China takes 45 days to reach its end
point, while through Gwadar port the similar oil consignment will reach China in just 10
days (Masood, Farooq & Hussain, 2016). According to Mazhar and Goraya, (2019),
Chinese continued rising attentiveness and engagement is visible in the public articulation
of Chinese experts and scholars that ―the Indian Ocean is not India‘s Ocean‖. Apart from
Chinese scholar‘s statements, in 2013 China has printed its first ever blue book, on
expansions around the Indian Ocean (Hussain, Jalal & Bilal, 2018).
According to Javaid and Javaid, (2016) all this Chinese activeness and engagement
with neighbours demonstrates, Chinese determination to exercise its impact far beyond its

84
boundaries to ensure its security interests, as well as consolidate its relationship with its old
ally Pakistan by mega joint developments (Kumar, Dwivedi & Hussain, 2016; Warikoo,
2016; Rai, 2019). In this way, it is stated by Kumar (2018) Pakistani media highlights that,
its southern command Chief Amir Riaz, ―invited India to join the China-Pakistan
Economic Corridor (CPEC) and share the fruits of future development by shelving antiPakistan activities and subversion‖ (P.12). According to Munir, (2018) Pakistani army
officer comments have drawn extensive consideration from the Indian media. Chinese
leadership adopted a peaceful development strategy under the leadership of Deng
Xiaoping. Chinese government strategy of peaceful development and its rising worldwide
outreach help as the essential outline for a nearer interface with Afghanistan (Hussain, Jalal
& Bilal, 2018). According to Javaid and Javaid, (2016) China has individual main power
which is sharing a border with Afghanistan and therefore, having a direct stake for its
peace and stability. It is stated by Panda and Baruah, (2019) due to strategic partners, both
countries China-Pakistan have a joint stake in regional peace and stability. Both countries'
financial ventures have the huge possibility to modify the regional viewpoint in terms of
linkages and financial incorporation, from which Afghanistan can also benefit enormously.
Both countries have basic and mutual interest in Afghanistan (Hussain & Jamali, 2019, P.
35). According to Munir, (2018) this is the big reason both countries want a peaceful,
constant, affluent and combined Afghanistan. ―We both recognize that terrorism,
extremism and narcotics are serious threats and believe that these should be neutralized
through coordinated efforts.‖ (Kumar, Dwivedi & Hussain, 2016, P. 23).
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2.4 Development of Pakistan-China Strategic Relations
According to Miro, Marlier and Girven, (2019) the strategic cooperation between
China and Pakistan has always been an eternal relationship in the region. At the
international and regional levels, this cooperation is making progress consistently and
becoming stronger especially in these times that are witnessing a few variations (Mohan &
Abraham, 2020). According to Mishra, (2019) in order to develop a better understanding
of the joint development phase, it will also be helpful to identify and explain the changes
behind the integration of strategic relations between China and Pakistan in the Cold War,
post-Cold War and post-9/11 stages.
2.4.1 Cold War Phase
According to Munir, (2018) the 1962 Sino-Indian military conflict, based on
mutual interests had become an incentive for relations to develop. Both nations integrated
their interactions during the next step of their relationship and achieved the status of
very good friends and great partners from 1963 to 1988 (Hussain & Jamali, 2019, P. 35).
According to ÇAKIR, (2020) the China and Pakistan have become strategic partners
by recognizing the significance of each other in neutralizing the Indian threat. These geostrategic surroundings made possible for them in negotiating a national border demarcation
contract, which was signed by them in March 1963 (Chaziza, 2016; Nagra, Mustafa &
Imran, 2019; Malik & Jambhulkar, 2019; Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). As mentioned by
Munir, (2018) for the both nations, this agreement proved to be a win-win situation. In
order to avoid any consequences of this contract on Kashmir and Jammu, China and
Pakistan agreed that the two nations would renegotiate the border agreement after the
dispute had been resolved. This agreement was not recognized by India (Ali, 2010).
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According to Rahim and Ali, (2018) the trade agreement and Air service agreement
were the other two essential contracts which were signed between both the nations. The
Air service contract was signed by Pakistan in August 1963, which had an essential role to
end an isolation of China and this was helpful in enabling PIA (Pakistan International
Airlines) in 1964 for providing travelling facilities to leaders of China by Karachi to Africa
and Europe (Javaid & Javaid, 2016; Akbar & Adnan, 2018; Rahman & Ahamed, 2020). As
mentioned by Munir, (2018) it has also established a link with many other Islamic states to
China. Pakistani planes were permitted to land in Shanghai and Canton according to this
contract. Pakistan had also permitted the Chinese planes for using the Dhaka airfield in
mutual support. The United States did not seem to be happy with this development. This
contract was as per the United State Department, "an unfortunate breach of free world
solidarity and subsequently resulted in the postponement of a US$ 4.3 million
for improvement of the Dhaka airport" (Masood, Farooq & Hussain, 2016, P. 45). Mazhar
and Goraya, (2019) stated that in February 1964, the Prime Minister of China, Chou Enlai,
made a visit in Pakistan. Pakistan had reciprocated in December 1964 with President
General Ayub Khan's visit to China. In the early 1970s, Pakistan had played a crucial role
in the normalization of Sino-US relations that included hidden interactions between the
two parties, particularly the July 1971 visit to China of the US Secretary of State at that
time, Henry Kissinger, accompanied by the 1972 visit of President Richard Nixon to China
(Saud & Arif, 2017).
According to Akbar and Adnan, (2018) in India and in the former Soviet Union, the
normalization of Sino-US relations was not well accepted. On August 9, 1971, the USPakistan-China strategic triangle provoked India to sign a unity, companionship and
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collaboration agreement with the Soviet Union (Javaid & Javaid, 2016). The agreement
was signed by Andrei Andreyevich Gromyko, the Soviet foreign minister, and Swaran
Singh who was India's external affair minister. It was called a safety agreement, as it was
stated in Article IX of the agreement that in ―the event of either party being subject to an
attack or threat thereof, the high contracting parties shall immediately enter into mutual
consultations in order to remove such threat and to take appropriate effective measures to
ensure peace and security of their countries‖ (Faisal, 2018, P. 37).
It is mentioned by Tahir and Ejaz, (2020) that in the difficult periods after and
during 1965 and 1971 wars, Pakistan was supported by China against India as
it provided economic

and

military

assistance.

The nuclear-weapon

test

of

India provided Pakistan-China defense collaboration further motivation in 1974 (Hussain,
2019). It is mentioned by Javaid and Javaid, (2016) that the development of the Karakoram
Highway (KKH) was declared in 1959 mostly with cooperation of China, and it was
finished in 1978. It was officially launched by President of Pakistan General Zia-ul-Haq
and Chinese vice-premier Kang Piao on June 8, 1978 (Kalim, 2018). According to Kamble
and Jagtap, (2019), the KKH is a turning point for strengthening Pakistan-China import or
export and interaction of people. It also holds great value in tourism promotion between
the two nations.
According to Hussain and Javed, (2019), in 1980 General Zia-ul-Haq made an
official trip to China. This visit was preceded by a 1984 visit to Pakistan by the President
of China, Li Xiannian. It was the government of President Xiannian that brought about
major reforms in China's foreign policy, and that a comprehensive agreement on nuclear
cooperation in 1986 was signed by both the nations (Kamdar, 2019). It is quoted by Kaura,
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(2018) that China had provided Pakistan with the range of nuclear services and products
such as enriching uranium studies and technical assistance, and also power reactors. The
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in 1979 represented a danger not just to a regional stability
and peace but also to the rest of the globe (Joshi & Mukherjee, 2019). According to Wolf,
(2019) China and Pakistan have collaborated to tackle the situation in Afghanistan. China
did not only extend political influence to Pakistan internationally during the Afghan War
(1979-89), moreover it made a significant contribution to the Afghan resistance groups
with military supplies worth US$ 200 million per year (Warikoo, 2016). According to
Wani, (2019), in the 1980s and 1990s, China had also helped Pakistan to establish its
ballistic missile program which increased its endurance in the strategic calculus of South
Asia.
2.4.2 Post-Cold War Phase
According to Talib, Sajjad, Shahid and Xiaocong, (2019), the relations between
China and Pakistan kept growing during the 1990s, and Pakistan was not maintaining any
reservations about growing Sino-Indian interactions. In Pakistan the progress of IndoChina relation was deemed beneficial, and no such feeling was there that it would be
detrimental to the relationship between China and Pakistan (Khan, 2019). Such increasing
relations between India and China are considered to fetter the accelerating Indian
interference in Kashmir. China had shifted its position already from neutrality to
support the prospect of Pakistan (Verma, 2019; Chinoy, 2019). According to Collin,
(2019) China had adopted a definitive position on the issue of Kashmir since the early
1990s and has advocated a negotiated settlement of the Kashmir dispute. To respond
positively, Pakistan has always enhanced its complete support to China upon recognizing

89
the importance of national interests of China, including the sovereignty of Taiwan, Tibet,
or Hong Kong. In October 1990, penalties against Pakistan were enforced as a
consequence of the 1985 Pressler Amendment (Allauddin, Liu & Ahmed, 2020).
According to Asef and Alam, (2020) US$ 564 million of United States aid was lost by
Pakistan which was lined up for the 1991 fiscal year, and US aid entirely dried up by 1993,
and military support was fully restricted during the 1990's (Faisal, 2018). As mentioned by
Hrabcová, (2019) it was a period when China was seen enhancing its collaborative efforts
with Pakistan.
As mentioned by Hrabcová, (2019) Pakistan-China bilateral ties have experienced
the interchange of high-level visits at the time of post-Cold War stage. The Prime Minister
of Pakistan, Benazir Bhutto, paid a visit in China in 1989, and this visit was reciprocated
later in the year by the Prime Minister of China, Li Peng. The President of China, Yang
Shangkun had also visited Pakistan in 1991 to further enhance their bilateral relations
(Hongdo, Khaskheli, Rasheed & Mukhtar, 2019). In addition to this, it is mentioned by
Ali, (2019) that in 1996, President Jiang Zemin arrived in Pakistan and the two nations
planned to increase and enhance bilateral ties. China assisted Pakistan to construct a 300
MWe Chashma nuclear power plant close to Kundia Town, Mianwali District, Punjab in
1999 (Hassan & Bukhari, 2020). Moreover, it is mentioned by Haynes, (2019) that
the Prime Minister of China, Zhu Rongji had visited Pakistan in 2001, and afterwards the
President of Pakistan, General Pervez Musharraf, visited China in December. Enhanced
cooperation throughout the aspects of space technology and defense production has
strengthened the bilateral relationship. China had become the Pakistan's greatest
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trustworthy source of equipment for defence (Hussain & Jamali, 2019; Hussain, Jalal &
Bilal, 2018).
According to Habib, (2019), the total defence collaboration between two nations
during the post-Cold War managed under the allocations of the Sino-Pak Memorandum of
Understanding (MoU) which was signed in June 1990. The MoU offered for ten-year
coordination on technology transfer and co-production in procurement, research and
development (R&D) (Chinoy, 2019). According to Collin, (2019) the time period had been
extended after the Pressler amendment was enforced by the United States. Both nations
had agreed to jointly develop, design and produce the MBT-2000 Al-Khalid in January
1990. The design is a refurbishment to the original T902M (Faisal, 2018). As mentioned
by Hrabcová, (2019) the initial designs were manufactured in China and fielded in August
1991 for testing. The earlier designs were manufactured in China and fielded in August
1991 for testing. Since 1992, the year of the establishment of the Heavy Mechanical
Complex at Taxila, development programs have primarily aimed at improving the
prototype for Pakistan's terrain and high temperatures (Hassan & Bukhari, 2020).
Moreover, it is mentioned by Haynes, (2019) that the "Thunder Program'' for the
production of JF-17 jet fighters began back in 1999. The main goal of JF-17 was to reduce
the dependence on the producers of Western jet-fighters.
2.4.3 Post-9/11 Phase
According to Jikang and Mingjiang, (2019), the events of 9/11 significantly
changed the Southwest Asian region's strategic dynamics, especially following the US
military engagement in Afghanistan. In this process there was an increase in strategic
interdependence between the two countries together with economic interdependence. Just
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like the other significant international players, China has developed strategic partnerships
with developing nations, re-aligning and re-adjusting multilateral and bilateral relations
between the Russia and US (Kaura, 2018). It is highlighted by Khalid, (2019) that
the relationship of Pakistan with China had remained of paramount significance for both
nations throughout this whole scenario. This is especially important in view of the fact that
the 1990s had proven to be a period of turbulent events affecting the geo-political affairs of
South Asia: the nuclearization of South Asia in 1998, the Kargil dispute; the war against
terrorism; the American intervention in Afghanistan; and the military stand-offs between
Pakistan and India in 2001-2002 (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). As it is mentioned by
Khan, (2019) that the conflict of Kargil and the military stand-offs between Pakistan and
India had gained considerable importance as Pakistan and India had nuclear weapons in
their possession. The China and United States did play a facilitative role in spreading those
tensions (Lele, 2019).
According to Mahesh, (2019) the notion of security however has undergone a
remarkable change since 9/11. Now it has developed into a multi - dimensional
concept that covers both traditional threats and non-traditional ones. The international war
on terrorism, the significant strategic cooperation of the United States with India, the
massive rise in economic relations of China and regional developments in the Asia-Pacific
region have had a profound impact on the economic ties between China and Pakistan
(Malik & Jambhulkar, 2019). As it is stated by Singh & Singh, (2019) that with the growth
of its trade and economic relations with the states of the region, China has now become a
major factor in the maintenance of security, stability and peace in South Asia. China, for
instance, is making investments enormously in the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor
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(CPEC), which will link Xingjian to Pakistan's deep-sea port of Gwadar (Singh, 2018).
According to Snedden, (2016) China has also funded the construction of the port of
Gwadar and also a vast network of roads and railways, thermal and hydro power,
electronics, nuclear power and mining. In Sri Lanka, China has pursued substantial
projects of infrastructure development. Their companies are working in Nepal and
Bangladesh to construct some of the mega projects (Soherwordi & Munshi, 2020).
According to Singh & Singh, (2019) the prevailing strategic alignments have also
been revised in perspective of progress in the geo-political matters of the country. For its
involvement in the US-led war on terrorism as a frontline state, Pakistan had received the
designation of a non-NATO allay. The United States and India had aligned to collaborate
in tandem on extra regional affairs and the relations of Indo-Pakistan once more suffered a
massive setback following the Mumbai terror acts of 2008 (Kaura, 2018). According to
Masood, Farooq and Hussain, (2016), the existence of these incidents altered South Asia's
conceptual geographic paradigm. It is also mentioned by Mazhar and Goraya, (2019) that
the safety matrix of Pakistan has faced major issues in post-9/11 regional developments,
which had engulfed state sovereignty and territorial integrity as a result of US drone
attacks and its strategic cooperation with India. In this dangerous position, the two nations
have not only embraced each other, but have also made further improvements in
progressing their bilateral strategic defence and economic cooperation. Despite these
significant developments, however, certain areas have brought a lot of changes to their
strategic partnership, like Afghanistan, energy security and anti-terrorism (McCartney,
(2020).
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A few scholars, like Shamshad Ahmad, Pakistan‘s former Foreign Secretary: Liu
Zongyi, a senior professor at the Shanghai Institute for International Studies; and Shahzad
Akhtar, a research associate at the Islamabad Institute of Strategic Studies, asserted that the
organizational coordination between China and Pakistan was primarily focused on India
(Mir, 2019). According to Rajagopalan, (2019) from the post-9/11 point of view, however,
it can be stated that a number of new variables have also made a significant contribution to
the latest noticeable change in the relevance and nature of strategic relations between
China and Pakistan. For example:
1. The emergence of China as a global superpower, and the strategic Indo-US
partnership to encompass the Chinese influence (Robertson, Yuan &
Mudiyanselage, 2019).
2. The Xinjiang factor in the relations between China and Pakistan in aspects
of both the national policy regarding development of China's western
regions and the fight against religious extremism.
In 2002, the Pakistan-India military standoff,
1. The South Asian nuclear element and the importance of China in delivering
strategic peace in the country (Robinson, 2016).
2. Pakistan's geostrategic significance as an energy tunnel for the country.
3. Stabilizing Afghanistan and the importance of cooperation between China
and Pakistan, particularly after the withdrawal of US-NATO forces from
Afghanistan.
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4. The role of Pakistan and China in regional organisations includes the
―Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) and South Asian Association
for Regional Cooperation (SAARC)‖ (Roy & Khalid, 2019).
As per Hu Shisheng, senior researcher at the ―China Institutes of Contemporary
International Relations (CICIR)‖, strategic cooperation between China and Pakistan has
got to witness a few tangible changes, from the mentality of the Cold War, which
was revolving around confrontation, balance of power and mutual control, to post-Cold
War thought process, which concentrated on mutual cooperation, shared fate and
admiration of authority (Salaria & Sheikh, 2019). According to Saud and Arif, (2017) the
relations between China and Pakistan were smooth and their relations have achieved the
status of "strategic partners" and "good brothers" in the post-9/11 era. It is mentioned by
Sehgal, Ahmad, Pandey and Saini, (2020) the strategic interdependence of PakistanChina was multiplying largely due to the US involvement in Afghanistan and the
strengthening of strategic cooperation between Indo-US. The important improvements in
this sequence have included the interchange of high-level visits and the signing on 5 April
2005 of the "Treaty of Friendship, Cooperation and Good Neighborly Relations," wherein
the two nations agreed that they would stay away from joining ―any alliance or bloc, which
infringes upon the sovereignty, security and territorial integrity of either nation, while
simultaneously positing that both parties would not conclude treaties of this nature with
any third party‖ (Kaura, 2018, P. 64). According to Shah, (2019) the cooperation on the
construction of the port of Gwadar began in 2001 and the MoU on the CPEC was signed in
July 2013, a further essential development. On 20 April 2015, both nations had signed a
deal to start a US$ 46 billion development project in Pakistan.
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According to Munir, (2018) when NATO forces had attacked Pakistan's border
areas in November 2011, and killed 26 Pakistani army troops, China showed aggressive
reaction. As per official government of China, ―any threat to Pakistan will be taken as a
direct threat to China" (Nagra, Mustafa & Imran, 2019). According to NISAR, (2019) in
2013, ―China Overseas Port Holding Company (COPHC)‖ had been given the
management of Pakistan's port of Gwadar. Prime Minister Li Keqiang of China has also
visited Pakistan as well as few agreements have been signed. This year's significant
development has been the authorization of the CPEC linking Gwadar Port to China's
Xinjiang province (Owais, 2019). China further agreed to build a major nuclear power
plant in Karachi at the end of 2013 having the ability to generate 2200 MW. It is
mentioned by Paul and Underwood, (2019) ―China National Nuclear Cooperation (CNNC)
promised to grant a loan of at least US$ 6.5 billion to finance the project, which will have
two reactors with a capacity of 1,100 megawatts each. It will be completed by 2019. Each
of the two reactors would be larger than the combined power of all nuclear reactors now
operating in Pakistan‖ (P. 34).
According to Porter, (2020) in 2014, Chinese government announced
about investing over US$ 31 billion in energy sector development, infrastructure and
Gwadar port expansion. Moreover, the two countries have signed a contract on a task to
launch a metro train service in Lahore. It is mentioned by Pradeep, (2019) that the Prime
Minister Muhammad Nawaz Sharif visited China in April 2014 in order to attend the
―Boao Forum for Asia (BFA)‖. On that event, he also said that Pakistan was prepared to
pursue its strategic relations with china, as the "cornerstone" of Pakistan's diplomacy was
the interaction with China. It is stated by Qazi, (2019) that in November 2014, Nawaz
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Sharif again visited China to join the ―Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC)‖. At
that time, he also encountered with the Chinese President, Xi Jinping on the side-lines of
the session, assuring him that Pakistan will keep on fighting resolutely against the terror
group forces of the ―East Turkestan Islamic Movement (ETIM)‖. Moreover, he said that
Pakistan would step up its cooperation on Afghanistan with China to "jointly maintain
regional peace and stability" (Rahim & Ali, 2018).
According to Rahman and Ahamed, (2020) in November 2014, the government of
China had announced that, as part of the CPEC, it would construct several infrastructure
and energy initiatives in Pakistan. Mega projects in various fields such as connectivity,
energy, and infrastructure would revitalize Pakistan's economic growth and will help
to overcome the country's power shortage (Munir, 2018). According to Nagra, Mustafa and
Imran, (2019) Pakistan via the Gwadar port offers China with the shortest route from the
Middle East to Xinjiang, which is 2500 miles from the Middle East to Shanghai, as
particularly in comparison to 9500 miles. Most of China's oil is being imported via the
Straits of Malacca and the Indian Ocean (Rahim & Ali, 2018). As mentioned by Rahman
and Ahamed, (2020) the current paths for the Chinese imported oil can be interrupted in
the incident of a dispute or terror act: strangling Beijing's power generation, particularly at
the vulnerable Malacca Strait. China had a territorial conflict in the South China Sea with
Taiwan, the Philippines, Japan, Vietnam Brunei, and Malaysia that further emphasizes
issues regarding China's energy security (Rai, 2019).
2.5 Post-9/11 Imperatives of Strategic Interdependence
According to Hussain and Javed, (2019) the rising tides of terrorism in the post9/11 era have presented a big threat to both nations' security. China is offering Pakistan

97
military assistance in countering terrorism. The two nations' collective actions to overcome
extremism and terrorism would also curb the threat in the country (Hussain, 2019). It is
mentioned by Javaid and Javaid, (2016) that the China praised Pakistan's efforts to
eliminate terrorism, and the launch in June 2014 of the ―Federally Administered Tribal
Areas (FATA)‖ military operation Zarb-e-Azb against foreign and local terrorist groups in
North Waziristan. There has been frequent sharing of intelligence on terrorist organizations
between both the nations in this respect, such as ETIM and ―Tehrik-e-Taliban Pakistan
(TTP)‖ (Joshi & Mukherjee, 2019). Furthermore, Pakistan backs China's territorial
integrity steadfastly and do not permit its land for any hostile activities against China. In
this perspective, Pakistan views the ETIM as Pakistan and China's "common enemy"
(Kalim, 2018).
According to Kamble and Jagtap, (2019) both China and Pakistan work
collaboratively in supporting global peace and stability, particularly with regard to
Afghanistan. Stabilization in Afghanistan is essential for both China and Pakistan, as
their border is common with a war-ravaged country, and their peace and stability are
threatened by the existence of terrorist safe havens on the border of the Afghan side
(Kamdar, 2019). It is quoted by Kaura, (2018) China and Pakistan both believed that the
Afghan conflict solution must be fundamentally political rather than military, and through
dialogue, they must support the peace process 'Afghan-led' and 'Afghan owned.' In both
China and Pakistan, the existence of even more than a hundred terrorist outfits in
Afghanistan, particularly the emergence of the ―Islamic State of Khorasan (IS-K)‖ has
caused warning (Khan, 2019).
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2.5.1 Shifting Alliances
According to Wolf, (2019) in the beginning periods of regional alliances, the
contemporaneous military equilibrium between Pakistan and India started to shift too. The
post-9/11 period enabled military cooperation between Pakistan and the United States
following the US funded international war on terrorism (Warikoo, 2016). Nevertheless, the
close relationship between the United States and India has also impacted the
overall relationship between these two nations. According to Wani, (2019), the potential
capacity of India to improve itself as a regional player and also its cooperative behaviour
have led the US to become more interested in India‘s safety parameters. Finally, close
relationship between the United States and India have also impacted the overall
relationship between the two nations (Verma, 2019). Therefore, there is a chance that
technology will be transferred from the US to India, which will have implications for the
security of Pakistan. While the friendship between China and Pakistan is increasing over
time, the neighboring countries India and China are also strengthening their bilateral ties
and attempting to engage in productive negotiations to resolve the ongoing border dispute
between Arunachal Pradesh and Aksai Chin (Talib, Sajjad, Shahid & Xiaocong, 2019). In
the same way, there has been a tremendous upsurge in bilateral trade between the two
nations. It is mentioned by Tahir and Ejaz, (2020) that in 2017, China's Foreign Direct
Investment seen in India was found to be US$ 1.7 billion, with the Indo-China trade
volume between China and India reaching US$ 84.44 billion.
According to Sultana, (2019), the signing on June 28, 2005 of the New Framework
which was done for the US India Defence Relationship was an essential step in the
relationship between India and the United States. On its expiry, the military agreement,
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which spanned over a decade, was agreed to sign again for another ten years in June 2015
(Sui, 2018). According to Khan, (2019) it was observed to be a strong indication that the
US was tilting towards India. Likewise, their missile defence coordination has undermined
Pakistan's belief of nuclear restraint and minimum deterrence. Together with India's
strengthening cooperation with Japan, Indo-US strategic coordination not only affects
South Asia‘s strategic consistency, but it also affects East Asia's strategic stability (Hussain
& Javed, 2019).
2.5.2 Contemporary Situation and Pakistan-China Strategic Cooperation
According to Ali, (2010) within Pakistan there have been significant concerns
about US discriminatory strategies towards it. During his tenure, US President Barack
Obama visited India twice to improve business and trade ties between India and the US.
Both parties pledged greater integration on civil nuclear, economic and defence issues and
the US repetitively supported India's bid for a permanent seat on the ―United Nations
Security Council (UNSC)‖ (Atri, 2019). It is noted by Attiq-ur-Rehman, (2018) that
through empowering India to take a proactive role in the Asia Pacific region, the US
strategy of developing a strategic partnership with India is motivated by its desire to reduce
China's role in South and Southeast Asia (Bashir, Rashid, Ikram & Tanveer, 2018). It is
stated by Basit, Torjesen and Macfarlane, (2019) that this would be helpful to marginalize
Pakistan and will not be useful in promoting regional security. Defence and nuclear
cooperation between the United States and India, especially the nuclear deal of Indo-US
was a matter of serious concern for Pakistan. Pakistan had made enormous sacrifices in
combating terrorism and extremism, unlike India. According to Basrur, (2019) ―during
2012-14, the US supplied India with weapons worth US$5.4 billion ─ for the first time
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surpassing Russia, which supplied US$ 4.2 billion in military products. India has also
signed a military logistic agreement with the US on August 29, 2016 allowing both sides
for the use of each other‟s land, air and naval bases for repair and resupply'' (P. 98).
However, India suffered one setback in joining the ―Nuclear Supplier Group
(NSG)‖, as it completely failed two times at the NSG Plenary session conducted in Vienna
and Seoul on 23-24 June 2016 and 11 November 2016 respectively (Bhatnagar & Shahab
Ahmed, 2020). According to Khan, (2012) at the Vienna plenary session at least 12
members

of

the

NSG

(Turkey,

Kazakhstan,

China,

Belarus, Ireland,

Italy, Switzerland, New Zealand, Austria, Belgium, Russia and Brazil) were considered for
a criteria-based strategy. China is likely to continue to discourage India‘s permanent
membership of the NSG and the UNSC (Khetran, 2019). According to Kumar, (2019) the
cause for this is noticeable: China protects its partnership agreement with Pakistan and
does not want to weaken its links with Islamabad by allowing India to become a participant
of the UNSC. And if China thinks about taking any action in this regard, it will confide in
Pakistan (Kumar, Dwivedi & Hussain, 2016). In addition, as India had also strongly
associated itself with Japan, it is unlikely that China will support India‘s bid to become a
regular member of the UNSC (Kumar, 2018). After all, China will not endorse Indian
participation in regard to India's membership of the NSG till it doesn't fulfill the
requirement, such as, signing the ―Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT), the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) etc.‖ (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019).
Moreover, it is mentioned by Latif and Mengal, (2020) in the context of the CPEC,
India was capable of influencing the Japan and the US to share their concerns about
―China's Belt and Road Initiative (BRI)‖, which has consequences for its national security
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interests. In the meantime, China has suggested that India will lose heavily if it continues
to strengthen its strategic partnership with Japan (Lashari, 2016). According to Ali, (2019)
the relations of the US and Pakistan under the administration of President Trump showed
clearly the separation of interest. Trump, who had planned earlier to disengage the U.S.
forces from Afghanistan, changed their opinion after meeting at Camp David with his war
cabinet (Bhatti, Mustafa & Ahmad, 2020). He was confident that any immediate
withdrawal from Afghanistan will also create a space for terrorist groups like ―Islamic
State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS) and al-Qaeda‖. He revealed his South Asia strategy on
August 21, 2017, according to which he claimed that the US would proceed its military
involvement in Afghanistan. Pakistan has dismissed US strategy on South Asia as it
foresees a significant role for India in Afghanistan and the country, while not correctly
acknowledging Pakistan's incredible contribution, anti - terrorism achievement and selfless
sacrifices done by Pakistan in order to maintain regional stability and peace (Hussain,
2019). It is mentioned by Zeb, (2018) that the Engineer Khurram Dastgir, the Minister of
Defense of Pakistan, while attempting to address a committee meeting in Islamabad,
correctly noted that:
―There are strategic contradictions in the US approach and most key regional and
global players have not supported this declared US policy since it envisages India to be a
net security provider in the region. In South Asia‟s security matrix, there is no room for
self-proclaimed and artificially boosted states. Regional security in the 21st Century can
only be ensured through relationships and collaborations based on mutual trust and
equality‖ (P. 345).
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According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017) for the most part, the existence of US
troops in Afghanistan is regarded as a key factor in the country's stability and freedom. At
the very same time, the lengthy-term presence of the US may, as it was the case seen in the
Middle East, had led to more regional instability (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017). It is
mentioned by Jahangir and Khan, (2020) while ISIS is not powerful in the country for that
time, it may shift the focus to Afghanistan regarding its downfall in Iraq and Syria.
Fighting between Afghan Taliban and ISIS would lead to more uncertainty and a
worsening in the region's condition. Senior Afghanistan expert Rahimullah Yousafzai
believes that in the existence of ISIS, the Taliban will indeed remain afraid of defections to
ISIS by its representatives if they were to participate in any settlement with the Afghan
authority (Jain, 2019). In the constantly shifting global and regional situation, China and
Pakistan endorse Pakistan in protecting its dignity and the national sovereignty. China
identifies Pakistan's stance on the dispute over Jammu and Kashmir (Jamil, Hashmi &
Ahmed, 2019). Chinese Prime Minister Li Keqiang, for example, reaffirmed China's
support on the Kashmir issue on September 20, 2016. Wolf, (2020) mentioned that
―Beijing attaches great importance to Islamabad‘s position on the Kashmir issue‖ (P. 34).
Yadav, (2019) further mentioned that ―China is standing by Pakistan and will continue to
raise their voice in its support at every forum‖ (P.12).
It is mentioned by Yaseen, Afridi and Muzaffar, (2017) that the Foreign Minister of
China, Wang Yi, reinforced Beijing‘s endorsement for Pakistan throughout a conference
with Pakistan's Foreign Secretary, Tehmina Janjua, on August 22, 2017. The meeting took
place one day after Donald Trump criticized Pakistan for supposedly providing a safe
haven to ―agents of chaos" (Yasmin, 2019). Previously, as Beijing arrives to Islamabad's
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defence in the light of Trump's comments, the spokesperson of the Chinese Foreign
Ministry, Hua Chunying, claimed that Pakistan has been on the front line in the war against
terror and had made "great sacrifices" and "important contributions‖ (Zaidi,
2019).

According to Zeb, (2018) Chunying called on the global community to

acknowledge the role of Pakistan in combating terrorism. In an another step, April and
December 2016, China again blocked India's bid to assign Maulana Masood Azhar, the
banned group chief of ―Jaish-e-Mohammed (JeM)‖, as a stipulated group at the UN.
According to Hussain and Javed, (2019) China objected another effort, this time by the US
in order to assert Masood Azhar an international terrorist on 7th February, 2017. China's
conflict to the US amendment came in response to a proposal co-sponsored in this regard
by the United States, France and the United Kingdom in the UN Sanctions Committee
1267 (Wolf, 2019).
Moreover, it is mentioned by Hussain, (2019) a few other issues were expressed in
Pakistan by the integration of certain militant groups for example, the ―Jaish-e-Mohammad
(JeM), Lashkar-e-Taiba (LeT) Haqqani Network‖, which were included in the 48th
paragraph of Xiamen Declaration from the 9th ―BRICS (Brazil, Russia, India, China and
South Asia) Summit‖ that was held on 4th September, 2017 in China (Javaid & Javaid,
2016). According to Joshi and Mukherjee, (2019) a few top South Asian affairs specialists
from even China, like Shisheng believed that the decision to name some BRICS-based
terror groups in Pakistan could create stress in Pakistan 's ties to China. High ranking
Pakistani officials have been, however, of the perspective that this was not accurate that at
the 2017 BRICS Summit China handed Pakistan an unanticipated diplomatic backlash
(Kalim, 2018). According to Kamble and Jagtap, (2019) the truth of this situation was that
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Pakistan on its own did not respond to these groups being included in the Amritsar
Declaration of the Sixth ―Heart of Asia Istanbul Process (HoA-IP)‖ Ministerial
Conference, which took place in India on 4 December 2016.
It is noted by Kamdar, (2019) that the concerns of the United States have been
dismissed by both China and Pakistan. It was covered in the news that the US Secretary of
Defense, James Mattis, illustrated during a press conference to the Senate Armed Services
Committee that the US is worried that the CPEC is trying to pass through territorial
dispute. According to Kaura, (2018) India too had expressed its concern that the US$ 56
billion task is passing through Gilgit-Baltistan (the former Northern Areas), which are part
of Jammu and Kashmir disputed territories. The US reservations regarding the CPEC have
been rejected by both China and Pakistan, claiming that it is an economic integration
strategy for the people of the country and even beyond (Khan, 2019).
2.6 Geo-strategic Interdependence between China and Pakistan
According to Abbasi, (2020) the working relationship was always viewed by two or
more nations as a long-term commitment in which they maintained a strong bond within
their core strategies. In this partnership, their long-term involvement is essential for
promoting common goals (Abbasi & Khan, 2019). In nature, bilateral strategic alliances
are interrelated and all members advance the interests of one another in one manner or the
other, based on the reciprocity. Abhinandan, (2019) explained the geo-strategic
interdependence by illustrating:
―The strategic interdependence of the two countries is compelling each other to
bond with the other. China is taking the lead to employ economic and public diplomacy
with Pakistan to broaden its strategic state-to-state partnership into people-to-people
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bonds. With increasing trade and investment, China is helping a turnaround in the
Pakistani economy. Parallel to economic relations, it also is expanding cultural linkages
through education, civic society and media to strengthen the tree of Sino-Pak friendship to
weather unanticipated hailstorms‖ (P. 123).
It is mentioned by Afridi, Khan and Jamil, (2017) that nowadays for different
reasons, Pakistan is becoming economically beneficial for China. It could provide China
with a safe source for the advancement of its western provinces and, in this regard, Gwadar
port advancement is essential for both nations (Ahanger, 2019). According to Ahmad,
(2019) China has encountered various obstacles in the South China Sea following Obama's
Asia Pivot policy which have been further enhanced. China also recognizes the capability
of Pakistan in the maintaining peace in Afghanistan (Ahmed, Ahmed & Bhatnagar, 2019).
Therefore, good coordination between Islamabad and Beijing is a necessity of the moment.
As stated by Akbar and Adnan, (2018) that the American forces' lengthy-term existence in
Afghanistan is regarded with suspicion in China and is therefore aware of the importance
that Pakistan can play in stabilising the nation. China had believed that the unrest in its
Xinjiang region is due to destabilization in Afghanistan (Akhtar, 2019).
Pakistan is a nation of enormous geostrategic significance, even after its diverse
problems. As stated by Akhtar and Javaid, (2018) ―While history has been unkind with
Pakistan, its geography has been its greatest benefit" (P. 78). There have been so many
reasons which help in making Pakistan a strategically important nation. Such variables
include the strategic location of Pakistan at the confluence of West Asia and South and
Central Asia (Akhtar, 2019). In the same way, it is stated by Chan, (2020) that with two
evolving regional nations, such as India and China, Pakistan is contiguous. It also provides
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the shortest path to the Arabian Sea for Central Asian countries (Chaudhry, 2018).
According

to

Chaziza,

(2016)

there

are

numerous

energy and

trade routes

connecting Western Asia and Central Asia with the South Asian region pass via Pakistan.
China's and Middle East-Africa linkage via Gwadar port would enable it to remain
competitive with Indian expansion in the Indian Ocean and the Arabian Sea (Durrani, Bilal
& Kalim, 2017).
According to Chaudhry, (2019) in several ways, China is essential to Pakistan since
China is observed to be a time-tested and efficient neighbour of Pakistan, which has helped
to boost the security of Pakistan. In addition, it has helped Pakistan counter Indian attempts
to be a regional superpower (Chinoy, 2019). According to Collin, (2019) China also had a
significant role in its assistance for Pakistan by authorising strong warning to India,
particularly in accomplishing a ceasefire in the 1965 Indo-Pak war. Following this war,
China helped Pakistan with heavy weaponry, including fighter aircraft, and tanks in an
effort to compensate for battle losses (Faisal, 2018). As mentioned by Hrabcová, (2019) in
the start of the1970s, Pakistan played a significant role for the normalization of the
relationship between the US and China. Furthermore, Faisal, (2020) stated that this
advancement brought new changes to the region, particularly if shown in the cold war era,
which boosted the significance of Pakistan for China. A further advancement which
inspired China to boost its economic and military assistance to Pakistan was the 1971
Indo-Pakistan War (Fayyaz, 2019). After that, China also supported Pakistan by the usage
of its veto power in the United Nation when Bangladesh applied to get the membership of
the United Nations, which also helped Pakistan in order to negotiate for the freedom of its
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―Prisoners of War (PoWs)‖ as well as the returning of the armed troops to their previous
positions before the war (Gill, 2019).
According to Habib, (2019) during 1974, the nuclear tests conducted by India
became one of the significant reasons for the security dilemma to Pakistan that directly
increased the strategic significance of Pakistan for China in order to encounter the move of
India. In addition to this, the nuclear energy provided by China to Pakistan is considered as
one of the most significant strategic contributions of China for Pakistan for the purpose of
security (Hassan & Bukhari, 2020). Moreover, it is mentioned by Haynes, (2019) that
China has built two nuclear power plants of 300 MWe in Chashma, at the same times,
other two nuclear power plants are under the construction process. Meanwhile, Pakistan
and China have also agreed for the construction of two more state of the art nuclear power
plants; each of them has the capacity of 1100 MWe (Hongdo, Khaskheli, Rasheed &
Mukhtar, 2019). In addition to this, it is mentioned by Ali, (2019) that under its relations
with China, Pakistan plans to contribute more power plants to obtain approximately 8900
MWe. Furthermore, in the light of Pakistan's energy crisis and its economic growth
consequences, Chinese experts are assisting Pakistan to expand its energy mix (Allauddin,
Liu & Ahmed, 2020). According to Asef and Alam, (2020) the significance of energy
projects has been recognized by both nations in order to satisfy the country's growing
energy requirements and also to pay for the extra power required for industrial zones and
the construction of infrastructure for the CPEC. Therefore, the most essential element of
the CPEC is the growth of Pakistan's energy industry (Blackwill & Tellis, 2019).
According to Burgess, (2019) the strategic coordination of the US and India has
directly negative impacts on the strategic coordination of China and Pakistan. Therefore,
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the same level of cooperation between the US and India are the great reason why China
and Pakistan enhance their cooperation for the civilian Nuclear Energy (ÇAKIR, 2020). In
the same scenario, the nexus between the US and India has increased the significance of
Pakistan for China. This scenario has given more prospects to both nations for the
enhanced strategic relationship between them not only at the bilateral but also at the
multilateral level (Hussain, 2017). In this way, this whole situation clearly indicates that
the strategic cooperation between China and Pakistan will not only give reasons for their
cooperation to continue for several years in the future but also it will enable them to
increase the new dimensions of cooperation, for example, their cooperation for the
development of new infrastructure, energy, agriculture and industry (Hussain & Jamali,
2019; Hussain, Jalal & Bilal, 2018).
2.7 Pakistan-China Common Interests in the Region
According to Akhter and Jathol, (2017), the China-Pakistan economic and trade
cooperation is highly complementary with huge development potentials. They have in
recent years established and developed a free trade area. Pakistan‘s bilateral trade grew
rapidly. Large investment programs such as Zong CMPak Ltd., Haier-Ruba Economic
Zone, and the China-Pakistan Joint Investment Company were successfully inaugurated.
The two countries have conducted close cooperation on programs such as hydro-power
stations, port, road, energy exploration and others (Blank, 2005). According to
Bhattacharjee, (2015), the Industrial and Commercial Bank of China has been licensed to
set up branches in Islamabad and Karachi. The industrial, economic and trade cooperation
is mutually beneficial which, apart from returns, also allows Chinese firms to obtain
experience in developing international markets and in the meantime contributes to
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Pakistan‘s economic and social development as it brings about tangible benefits to the
local population (Breslin & Croft, 2013). China considers CPEC as an important
component of ―One Belt One Road‖ (OBOR). Similarly, the creation of the Silk Road
Fund by China and its utilization for the CPEC related projects is also highly appreciated
by Pakistan (Ali, 2010). According to a joint statement issued in April 2015:
―The two sides agreed to promote a 1+4 pattern of economic cooperation featuring
a leading role of the CPEC and four key areas including the Gwadar Port, energy,
transportation infrastructure and industrial cooperation. The two sides will actively
facilitate the important cooperation projects including the Karakoram Highway (Phase II)
upgrading and reconstruction, the Gwadar Port, the Karachi-Lahore Motorway (MultanSukkur section), the Lahore Metro Orange Line, the Haier-Ruba Economic Zone, the Suki
Kinari Hydropower Project, the China-Pakistan Cross-border Fiber Optic Cable, as well
as a number of other energy, infrastructure and power generation projects‖ (Soltani, Naji,
Amiri & Street, 2014, P. 123).
2.8 Phase of Reluctance and Aversion (1949-1961)
As mentioned by Chellaney, (2002) that during the 1949-1961 period could be
narrated as a timespan of reluctance (reticence) and aversion (repugnance) with regard to
the bilateral ties between China and Pakistan. The vital factors for the lack of
understanding in Pakistan-China relations were philosophical strengthening, India-USSR,
relations of India-China which expanded Pakistan-US relations, Pakistan's security
disorientation, and some uncertain international political environment (Goh, 2008).
According to Shukla, (2011), ideologically, both the said countries stride different paths,
constitutional struggle was the leading reason for the inception of Pakistan however
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coming of CCP's in power became possible due to revolution with the communist
foundation (Hussain, 2019). The leading reason for the reluctance and aversion of Pakchina relations was that after independence, Pakistan joined the alliance of the US or the
western camp, which was an uncertain and unclear global political environment (Small,
2015; Lanteigne, 2008; Malik, 2017; Priego Moreno, 2008; Rehman, 2009). At the start,
both countries‘ relations were unusual due to unalike ideology and stuck in a single
position. Pakistan's ideology was based on the Islamic ideological system; Muslims will
lead a life in a state to enjoy religious, social and economic liberties (Ishaq, Ping &
Ahmed, 2017). As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) on the contrary, china was fore
fronted by CPC and there came the ground for the struggle of communist ideology; the
basic needs of people to be delivered and protection of independence (Shah, 2018). The
struggle path of both countries was constitutional and revolutionary by British and CPC
respectively.
As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) that the Political ideology also ran opposed
which Pakistan wished to pursue in the future. It is an undeniable fact that there has been a
geographical relationship between these two countries since ancient times, but both
countries did not have much to share in culture, system of government, history, or religious
belief. On the contrary, Pakistan understood and acknowledged the significance of China
(Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019; Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy, Sumano &
Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011). According to Pejic, (2016), Pakistan was one of the first
countries to acknowledge the People's Republic of China when, on the other hand, on
January 5, 1950, the Pakistani Ambassador to the Soviet Union issued a letter to Mr. Chou
En Lai, the Chinese Premier, proclaiming Pakistan's acceptance of the individual‘s
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Government. Subsequently, on 29 January 1950, the Chinese Ambassador to the Soviet
Union had been notified about Pakistan's resolution to obtain recognition from the
government of the Kuomintang (KMT) in Taiwan (Lanteigne, 2008; Malik, 2017; Priego
Moreno, 2008). According to Buszynski, (2009), the official recognition of China has led
to the cessation of relations with Taiwan. China's recognition by Pakistan has also
endorsed China's issue for United Nations Security Council (UNSC) representation. At the
United Nations General Assembly (UNGA) on September 25, 1950, Mohammad Zafar
Ullah Khan (Ambassador of Pakistan) had issued a statement that Pakistan has become the
first Islamic nation, the second Commonwealth country and the third non-communist
country to start the diplomatic ties on May 21, 1951 with China (Afridi, Khan & Jamil,
2017). According to Ahmad, (2019) both the countries turned their hands in and started
the journey in a global environment in which there were two rival blocs: The Eastern bloc
and the Western bloc, and both were fore fronted by the Soviet Union and the US
respectively (Lanteigne, 2008). The opposite ideology of communism and capitalism of
both blocs was a vital reason for the clash.
―The geographical closeness of Pakistan and China was a factor that would form
their regional and global affairs as both came across in the instancy of their rivals. China
had the borders with Japan, India and the Soviet Union. However, Pakistan had rivalry
terms with Afghanistan and India.‖ (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019, P. 112).
According to Pejic, (2016) the relations with neighboring countries at foundation
time and ever since had been constantly troubling and both faced disturbance with their
territorial issues. In the early 1950s, Pakistan remained far away from China while at that
time India had friendly relations with China. However, two later developments, NON-
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ALIGNED MOVEMENT (NAM): formation of optimistic India-China relations,
Pakistan's entrance into west led security alliance, deeply influence both countries'
relations (Parveen & Shah, 2019). As mentioned by Sidhu, (2003), in the age of two potent
blocs, China's well-thought diplomatic strategy of being anti-aligned ended up going well
and the Hindi-Chini Bhai Bhai slogan, which meant that Indian and Chinese are brothers,
began to strike a chord. Pakistan joined the South East Asia Treaty Organization (SEATO)
in 1954 and the Central Treaty Organization (CENTO) in 1955 to monitor the spread of
communism which resulted in Pakistan and China having distant relations in the early
1950s (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019). According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) due to
its policy of maintaining friendly and good relations with neighbouring states and Chinese
recognition of Pakistan-India aggressiveness and the restrictions that Pakistan was facing,
China noted Pakistan's role in these alliances and maintained their courteous terms with
Pakistan (Kovačević, 2011). According to Buszynski, (2009), on September 8, 1954,
Pakistan and the US signed the "Mutual Defence Assistance" Agreement and Pakistan was
awarded a signatory to the US-backed SEATO. Afterward, Pakistan had decided to join the
Baghdad agreement in September (Afridi, Khan & Jamil, 2017). According to Ahmad,
(2019) eventually, its name was changed as CENTO. Motivated by safety estimation, the
purpose of Pakistan for the joining the SEATO and CENTO pacts was to protect itself
against India despite that the economic aid of the US to India proved their terms evident.
As mentioned by Reynolds, (2009) that diplomatically, Pakistan faced unfulfilled
expectations and disappointments, and also gained annoyance from vital neighbors by
joining these alliances. Joining these alliances resulted in the risks of irritating and
provoking important neighbors, the Soviet Union and China. In the same way, Jaleel,
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Talha and Shah, (2017) stated that the expectation of Pakistan in entering these alliances
was to get US aid, support in Jammu Kashmir issue, gaining of economic assets, resolving
of Indus waters issue and most significantly gaining the US as an ally against Indian
dominance (Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019; Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy,
Sumano & Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011). Pakistan has not taken advantage of them.
Alternatively, it caused Pakistan to face risks of conflict with both the Soviet Union and
China. The US had failed to fulfill its obligations that required it to comply with India in
the event of a conflict and war or aggression, and no contracts were established (Small,
2015; Lanteigne, 2008; Malik, 2017; Priego Moreno, 2008; Rehman, 2009). The
beneficiaries of these alliances were the countries that had regional interests contrary to
Pakistan.
According to Hussain and Farani, (2014), Pakistan and China both were forced to
oppose alliances due to certain geopolitical restrictions. Pakistan allied with the US and
Western-backed alliances and went into a cave in the Western bloc, as it faced territorial
integrity challenges and expecting assurances. According to Shah, (2018) China, on the
contrary, assisted the Soviet Union which was fore fronting the communist bloc,
reasonably because of common ideology and related global and regional political
perceptions. In the years 1953-61, at times of trade restrictions with communist countries,
Pakistan gained huge US military aid (Parveen & Shah, 2019). As mentioned by Sidhu,
(2003), in spite of these conflicts, Pakistan and China have been able to sustain optimistic
relationships, although both have not been warm enough because of Pakistan‘s tendency
toward the US and China's heart-warming Indian relationship.
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According to Soltani, Naji, Amiri and Street, (2014) throughout the historical
course of Pakistan-China diplomatic terms, there has been an in-depth effect of security
alliances. The US had concerns over communism, considered to put a check on the
expansion of it and also had a threat of rivalry by the Soviet Union as a major competitor
in its pursuit for global supremacy (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019). According to Ali,
Ali and Ullah, (2019) opposing communism meant that challenging the enlargement of
influence of the Soviet Union and China because the US also considered China as an ally
of the Soviet Union due to an ideological basis. The only reason for Pakistan's attachment
with these security alliances was due to its security and survival interests and clarified its
position on April 23, 1955, during the Bandung Conference (the diplomatic guiding
principles of the China) which was a major session showcasing china's vision towards the
global politics, that in his remark, Prime Minister of China Mr. Zhou Enlai had accepted
that Pakistan was becoming a signer to the security agreement, although it was nonthreatening to China, an assumption that Pakistan would be neither violent to China nor
assumed of aggressive behavior. Zhou Enlai had been able to boost the image of China as a
"reputable and respected power" and persuaded the participant to make the conference
manifesto 'Five Principles of Peace' (Khan & Kasi, 2017; Soltani, Naji, Amiri & Street,
2014). According to Parveen and Shah, (2019) the spirits of the Bandung conference were
followed by China and several other contracts with a few states were declined. The
renowned 'five principles of peaceful coexistence' were issued by Zhou Enlai of China on
31st December, 1953. Those five principles are:
1. Respect and mutual understanding for the sovereignty and territorial
integrity of one another
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2. The Mutual Non-Aggression
3. The Mutual noninterference in the internal matters of one another
4. The Equal treatment and mutual advantage
5. The Peaceful coexistence
―China grounded its foreign and diplomatic policy based on the said principles.
China was a strong supporter of these five principles and it craved to develop courteous
relations with the South Asian countries. On April 29, 1954, the five principles and
important pillars were included in the Panchsheel Agreement on Trade and Intercourse
between the Tibet Region of China and India, which was inked by India and China‖
(Lalwani & Byrne, 2019, P. 32).
According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) in the 1950s, this era was
a decade of coalitions. Mostly on the map of the world, new countries had started to
emerge and conflicts of the Cold War gathered momentum as the Us forged coalitions with
the recently born nations. Small countries, weighing benefits and weaknesses, managed to
enter into coalitions with world powers that were most relevant to their strategic security
interests (Ali, 2010). According to Lashari, (2016) some might seek guarantees for their
safety and security, and few would negotiate compensation with the remarkable states for
their defence costs. For certain smaller countries, coalitions would also add economic
advantages. India and China established friendly and peaceful relations in the 1950s,
whereas Pakistan remained distant from China. India accompanied China's policy of nonalignment, whereas Pakistan was unable to assert neutrality as it entered the US-supported
alliance (Atri, 2019, P. 46). It is mentioned by Kumar, Dwivedi and Hussain, (2016) that
the two different and distinct prior events affected both countries relations and both were
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able to maintain friendly ties, majorly Pakistan's joining of the western-backed alliance
(directed against china) due to its security threat, US emergence aid, its inclinations
towards Pakistan and the other fact that China understood and correctly assessed Pakistan's
position due to India's hostility, as said state could see that Pakistan was not an active
member in an alliance against China, instead the only purpose was to combat India's
hostility (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019; Bashir, Rashid, Ikram & Tanveer, 2018; Ali, 2010;
Lashari, 2016; Atri, 2019). It is mentioned by Kumar, Dwivedi and Hussain, (2016) that it
is not surprising that China's reaction to a few geopolitical compulsion initiatives did not
appear to be reckless against Pakistan.
According to Lashari, (2016), from April 18 to April 24, 1955, the Bandung
Conference took place. It was attended by 29 representatives of Asian and African neonatal
nations and this was also the first incentive for a meeting between China and Pakistan at
the summit level and an invitation to visit was exchanged (Lanteigne, 2008; Malik, 2017;
Priego Moreno, 2008). A joint statement was issued by both the states and the discussions
between the leaders of both states stressed a need to reinforce cordial relationship between
the two nations. Even so, the hatred between China and India over the border conflict was
yet another incident that encouraged relations between these two nations (Khan, Kateryna
& Sandano, 2019). According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) The disputed ground began
when the Indian prime minister and advisors single-handedly decided for extension of
Indian borders to McMahon (British drawn line) and moved troops, this strategy closed
doors of negotiation and china responded harshly when on November 20 and October 20,
1962, it launched an offensive and huge casualties were also faced by them which included
1700 missing soldiers and also killing of around 1400 soldiers (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019).
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The Chinese forces later on withdrew and marched to their positions, this had remained
unresolved till the present day.
2.9 Phase of Reconciliation and Empathy (1962-1978)
As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) as an era of peaceful coexistence and
empathetic nature between China and Pakistan, the time period of the post-1962 Sino-India
war can be titled. Sino-Indian aggressiveness has made it easy for China and Pakistan to
maintain bilateral relations. The declining terms between China and India have led to a
proportional development in the relations between China and Pakistan (Hussain, 2019).
According to Latif and Mengal, (2020) that the both countries began to understand future
geopolitical actualities, balanced their sails accordingly, got to close and evolved an
understanding of common economic and strategic interests, as later on countering of
regional and global challenges by both countries were evident (Breslin & Croft, 2013). In
the same way, Jaleel, Talha and Shah, (2017) stated that after the Sino-Indian War of 1962,
that was due to a disputed territory between China and India, it was the period for Pakistan
to address the problem of border separation with China so that no aggressive pattern could
be faced.
A vital advancement in the late 1950s has been the Karakorum Highway which
was also known as Friendship Highway (Basrur, 2019). It is mentioned by Kumar,
Dwivedi and Hussain, (2016) that at the time of initiating this project, both countries were
not enjoying bilateral relations, later on, this initiative came up as a major and most
important project which was jointly undertaken by Pakistan and China. The gigantic
project, built to get support for trade relations, political and logistical dominance, formally
started in 1966, took two decades for its completion, claimed the lives of 500 Pakistanis
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and 100 Chinese, opened for the public in 1979 and officially inaugurated in 1982
(Chaziza, 2016, P. 35). According to Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) this 1300KM route
connects Abbottabad to Gilgit Baltistan and leads to Kashghar. The highway had vital
importance in the coming times. On November 18, 1960, a notable cabinet meeting took
place specially and it was decided that Pakistan will not maintain a rigid stance towards the
communist bloc which was headed by the Soviet Union and China, as it did since its
foundation. Following the decision chain, despite dependent on the security and economic
aid of the US, Pakistan chose to support and aid China's rightful admission to UNGA and
this created warm terms between both countries (Hussain, 2019).
While relations between India and China were worsening due to the Tibetan issue,
Pakistan came to know about the Chinese map that was marking some significant passes
belonging to Pakistan which were Kashmir's territorial area, as part of the Chinese
boundary, initiating Chinese troops and airplanes violating Pakistani air space (Chaziza,
2016). The President Ayub Khan offered a border talks meeting for settlement of issues on
October 23, 1959 but there was no response as China wanted no more hostility with India
(Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019). According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019), China was
acting reluctantly as Pakistan's diplomatic inclination was towards the US and west and
this was discussed with the president of Pakistan by China's ambassador who called it a
matter of complication. Later on, there came courteous bilateral terms and China
considered this good gesture when Pakistan voted for China in the Un in 1961 (Hussain,
2019). According to Latif and Mengal, (2020) due to diplomatic efforts and warm
relations, both countries agreed to sort out the dispute and signed an agreement to re-define
border marks on March 3, 1962. Foreign Minister of Pakistan named Manzoor Qadir had
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been influential in working with China in order to make progress on Pakistan's border
problem proposed amendment (Ali, 2010). According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and
Tanveer, (2018) it was also considered that the pact will be a provisional agreement and
also that the pact will be redefined again by the respective authorities in relation to the
settlement of the Kashmir dispute.
According to Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) since the inception of both countries,
the 1965 conflict between India and Pakistan was the consequent war just after the
Kashmir battle in 1948. The war was preceded by two significant developments, which
included the territorial hostility between China and India that ended in a war between the
two nations where China defeated India which alarmed the US, India's capability of
rivaling China and want to reassess India, major fact was that Pakistan had formed a
border agreement with China which sorted out misgivings which could be arising from the
dispute, and United States, who supplied arms and economic assistance to Pakistan, made
vigilant of Pakistan's leaning towards China (Kumar, 2018). It is mentioned by Kumar,
Dwivedi and Hussain, (2016) the main cause of the 1965 War was Kashmir, which had
been rendered as an incomplete partition task in 1947. As Kumar, (2019) stated that;
―This was the result of three factors; Pakistan's religious nationalism, India's
religious nationalism, and Kashmir's ethnic nationalism. Many contradictions and
conflicts possessed the issue all along. After failed negotiations between both countries, a
war that leads up with infiltrations of nearly 7000 men going into Indian held Kashmir to
initiate a 1948's war style and complete that remaining task which remained inconclusive
although the status quo that had existed before the war continued even after the war. The
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irregular and unpremeditated war had begun in August 1965, later on, an attack by India
in the early hours of the morning of September 6, 1965‖ (P. 121).
According to Basrur, (2019) the China was imminently and aggressively in support
of Pakistan Among all the allies and gulf friends of Pakistan, the said state, provided
unqualified support, warning India for serious consequences reasoning violation of
territorial integrity and the result was that prevented great powers to openly support or
getting the side of India, China considered India as an aggressor and supported Kashmir's
right to self-determination according to UN resolution (Graham & Felicio, 2006; Kanwal,
Chong & Pitafi, 2019; Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2013;
Klimenko, 2011; Mares, 2018). It was also confirmed by the Chinese Minister of Foreign
Affairs, Chen Yi, who asserted again that the Kashmir issue must be resolved in
accordance with UN resolutions and in accordance with the interests and wishes of the
majority people of Kashmir (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017). As stated by Abbasi and Khan,
(2019) this demonstrated significant Chinese assistance for Pakistan's stance on Kashmir.
This also demonstrated that China was not even in favour of a war to fix the Kashmir
conflict. Furthermore, China would also want to solve the problem of Kashmir by
nonviolent and peaceful methods (Breslin & Croft, 2013). In the same way, Jaleel, Talha
and Shah, (2017) stated that it was China's position officially before the Indo-Pakistan War
of September 1965. On September 7, 1965, as a demonstration of hostility, China formally
censored India's attack on Pakistan and criticized the action as an infringement of
regulations that guided relations between states and they regarded it as a threat to this
country. The Government of China offered Pakistan strong support and advised India to
endure the response to this show of hostility (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019).
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According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) the Chinese leader Zhou Enlai appointed India as
an enemy in the conflict in Kashmir as well as in the entire battle, commenting on the
India-Pakistan War. Leader Hsieh Fu-Chih also condemned India for possessing
expansionist and powerful initiatives with disruptions and incentives at a convention in
Lhasa on September 9, 1965 (Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019; Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan,
2017; Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2013). China's major newspaper, Individuals' day by
day, also stated that India had incited the argument and rejected India's statements that
infiltrators came from across the border.
According to Ishaq, Ping and Ahmed, (2017) India quickly globalized the problem
after the uprising in Kashmir. The UN had also been approached to take on a task where
the Security Chamber began Goal 211 and carried it to finish the battle. The World
Network helped to bring the objective of the Kashmir public discussion to the talks
(Breslin & Croft, 2013). On September 21 and September 22, India and Pakistan gave
consent separately to a truce (Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2013). The war between these
two countries remained uncertain, and it was not possible to change the norm. The ideal
scenario, since these points of the both nations were not fulfilled, was a drawn-out war
(Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017). As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) by January 1966,
exchanges following the truce were closed and knowledge of Tashkent came to light. The
two sides consented to move to pre-war positions, surrendering regions caught and pulling
back soldiers to before war areas. This gave some help for the time being, however, the
contention in one structure or the other proceeded in times to come (Graham & Felicio,
2006). The war among India and Pakistan did not change a lot; instead it had an orientation
on the future contribution of the US, China and the Soviet Association in the region.
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In the same way, Jaleel, Talha and Shah, (2017) stated that Pakistan had favored
the Western-sponsored alliance before the 1965 Indo-Pakistan war, whereas India had
enforced non-alignment. After this, Turkey, Indonesia, and Iran gave Pakistan minimal
support. Nevertheless, China enforced the Pakistani stance and Chinese leader Zhou Enlai
decided to name India as an attacker on September 9, 1965 (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017).
As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) that there was fear about Chinese intercession yet it
didn't happen because of calculated explanation and as a result of US and Soviet
Association admonitions to China against mediation and extending the contention.
Regardless of global weight, China favored Pakistan during the 1965 war. During the mid
of 1970, Pakistan needed to confront an existential emergency (Breslin & Croft, 2013). In
the same way, Khalid, Qureshi and Hassan, (2017) there existed a feeling of hardship and
dissatisfaction among the number of inhabitants in East Pakistan concerning the
arrangements of the legislature. This uneasiness got unmistakable in the last part of the
1960s and mid-1970s. A host of different issues came up in the races that were hung on
December 7 and 17, 1970 for Public Get together and Commonplace gatherings separately
(Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019; Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy, Sumano &
Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011; Mares, 2018). As stated by Breslin and Croft, (2013) the
issues brought up in the approach the decisions indicated afloat towards detachment and
unity of political headings likewise seemed unworkable. The major questions were
identified with interest for political self-sufficiency, which nearly implied partition and
misuse of East Pakistan assets by West Pakistan. This was to bring about the dissection of
Pakistan.
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According to Latif and Mengal, (2020) alongside the steady Kashmir competition
between both the nations Pakistan and India, the widely known war between Pakistan's
western and eastern wings provoked the 1971 Indo-Pakistan battle. Extraordinary Bengali
patriotism went to the front in response to the supposed misuse of the West Pakistani
overwhelmed foundation (Ali, 2010). According to Lashari, (2016) to stifle the uprising,
military activity was dispatched on March 25, 1971 and non-conformist Bengalis were the
practical objective of this activity. Sheikh Mujibur Rehman, who already had won the
majority of the overall race seats, was placed in custody. People were murdered and their
removal occurred in the midst of activity (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019). According to Bashir,
Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) nearly 10 million outcasts have been required and 30
million were uprooted to run away to India. In East Pakistan, an available military group
named Mukti Bahini was formed of 5,000 former soldiers, 16,000 para-military
combatants and 45,000 cops deported for duty (Bashir, Rashid, Ikram & Tanveer, 2018).
They had been organized by India, who had been secretly promoting the development of
freedom. The legislature of Bangladesh was formed on April 17, 1971, and then it was
transferred to Calcutta (Atri, 2019). It is mentioned by Kumar, Dwivedi and Hussain,
(2016) Pakistan's military services in Bangladesh have been analysed for abominations. On
December 3, 1971, India entered the army, and on December 16, 1971, the loss of Dacca
took place. Pakistan spoke with the UN for arbitration after a survey of the circumstances.
On December 4, 1971, a UNSC grouping was held.
According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) the US decided to move a
target for immediate truce and cessation, but the Soviet Association vetoed it and the
Unified Realm and France ended up going without it. On December 12, 1971, at the
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request of the US, the UNSC had assembled again and a truce was considered. In the
meantime, the military services of Pakistan decided to give up and the war finally came to
an end. And during the battle, through the Soviet Association, Pakistan was enforced by
China and the United States, and India offered assistance to justify Bangladesh's liberty
(Basrur, 2019). According to Kumar, (2019) India's strategy was just to help Mukti Bahini.
It was designed to dissect Pakistan. Similarly, the US was unsure about the expansion of
Soviet influence in the area. The response to the establishment of Bangladesh was blended.
It was interpreted individually by the Soviet Association and the US on January 25, 1972,
and April 8, 1972 (Kumar, 2018). It is mentioned by Kumar, Dwivedi and Hussain,
(2016) China reacted cautiously to the situation and threw its load behind a prompt truce. It
also rejected Bangladesh's request for UN registration and the non-use of the aim of getting
regular Pakistani residents and battle detainees‘ residence (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano,
2019).
According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) on August 31, 1975, China identified
Bangladesh, and this was one of the last countries to do so. The Indian War in Pakistan
transformed the political and social scenario of the South Asian region in 1971. Because it
had included major members of the Virus War, the battle was unexpected. India required
Pakistan to search for its continuing position regarding the Kashmir issue (Lalwani &
Byrne, 2019). According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) India effectively
tried the very first atomic bomb at Pokhran in Rajasthan on May 18, 1974. It was called a
quiet atomic blast by the Indian Service of Outer Undertakings, although autonomous
spectators maintained that it had been part of India's intentional effort to become an atomic
weapon country (Ali, 2010). According to Lashari, (2016) the primary atomic weapons test
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led by a nation other than the five permanent UNSC individuals was the Pokhran atomic
test blast. China and Pakistan criticized the blast as it was necessary to trigger opponents in
South Asia and to demonstrate an obstacle to unity and solidity in the region (Atri, 2019).
It is mentioned by Kumar, Dwivedi and Hussain, (2016) that Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto
who was Pakistan's Head Administrator, responded to this by stating that he can never give
up atomic coercion and would not recognize Indian power in the country. The explosion on
the loose was punished by the globe. Not long after certain blasts, an Atomic Provider
Gathering (NSG) was made to check expansion. According to Latif and Mengal, (2020)
this perspective has talked about somewhere else in the exposition. Another improvement
that would have local and worldwide ramifications was the change and opening up of
China (Ali, 2010). According to Lashari, (2016) in December 1978, reformists driven by
Deng Xiaoping started 'change and opening' which was alluded to as 'communism with
Chinese Qualities'. The changes were done in two stages. The principal stage included
decollectivization of agribusiness and opening up for unfamiliar speculation and business
visionaries for organizations. In the subsequent stage, the privatization of the state
industry, presentation of protectionist strategies and guidelines were completed (Khalid,
Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011; Mares, 2018;
Breslin & Croft, 2013). According to Latif and Mengal, (2020) subsequently, there was
striking advancement in the private part and development kept up by almost 9 percent
every year. The changes have brought financial profits as well as carried changes to
Chinese society. This part has been examined in the segment of the exposition managing
the ascent of China.
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2.10 Phase of Friendship and Cordiality (1979-1990)
According to Shah, (2018) the period of companionship and cheerfulness was set
apart by four significant homegrown just as provincial improvements that helped PakistanChina relations go into another stage: a period of participation. The changes and setting
new China, the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, the 1989 Tiananmen Square incident and
the abolishing of the Soviet Association seem to have been major improvements during
this phase (Small, 2015; Lanteigne, 2008; Malik, 2017; Priego Moreno, 2008; Rehman,
2009). According to Shah, (2018) these advancements influenced provincial and
worldwide governmental issues. China's drive to complete monetary changes and opening
up has not just helped China advance its delicate picture on the planet yet has likewise
brought financial profits for it. Once again, on December 24, 1979, the Soviet Association
assaulted Afghanistan as well as this led to an increase in a massive time frame of the
Virus War that shaped the path of future occasions (Breslin & Croft, 2013). According to
Hussain and Farani, (2014), during Afghan War, both China and Pakistan worked
intensely, which also impacted their relationship. The 1989 event of Tiananmen Square
uniformly lengthened China in terrible light; the dissection of the Soviet Association
altered the course of global and national legislative issues. These advancements had solid
ramifications for Pakistan's China relations (Malik, 2017; Priego Moreno, 2008).
According to Shah, (2018) before the Incomparable Sorrow, China could have kept
up huge monetary development. However, the Chinese economy confronted troubles
during the China-Japan War (1937-1945) and long stretches of the Common War (19271949). Extraordinary Jump Forward (1958-1961) and Social Upset (1966-1976) further
compounded the circumstance (Breslin & Croft, 2013). According to Hussain and Farani,
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(2014), such advancements had a significant effect on the Chinese economy as well as on
Chinese society. The Chinese economy was scarcely overseen during the 1970s because of
monetary failures and the absence of a suitable financial structure (Breslin & Croft, 2013).
According to Hussain and Farani, (2014), after the passing of Mao Zedong, the new
Chinese authority wanted to start market changes and open up China to the rest of the
world. With this in mind, China zeroed in on the horticultural turn of events, advancement
of financial relations and reconstruction of metropolitan enterprises (Khan, Kateryna &
Sandano, 2019). According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) Deng Xiaoping and his kindred
reformists confronted resistance to their changes and opening up approaches yet strikingly,
this strategy paid immense financial dividends in the coming time. Deng's strategy changed
and opened up zeroed in on farming, industry and unfamiliar speculation (Khan & Kasi,
2017; Soltani, Naji, Amiri & Street, 2014). Kovačević, (2011) mentioned that in 1978,
after the supposition of office by Deng, 250 million individuals confronted a lack of food
in rustic China. He presented a family obligation framework in which land would be
partitioned among the ranchers who might pay an offer to the state and keep the remainder
of the yield with them. This framework improved horticultural creation as individual
ranchers got pulled in to the offer. State-claimed undertaking change 1979 and Modern
Obligation Framework 1980s were likewise presented close by the kickoff of ventures to
private organizations (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019; Khan & Kasi, 2017; Soltani,
Naji, Amiri & Street, 2014). Kovačević, (2011) mentioned that the acquired private
proprietorship and development bringing about bigger modern yield. By making monetary
zones, the state opened entryways for the unfamiliar venture which never came when
China had shut its financial framework.
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As mentioned by Reynolds, (2009) that the changes and opening up started by
Deng Xiaoping and his reformist colleagues have proceeded at a continuous movement.
Because of changes, there was a critical reduction in government authority over the
business and a significant increment in private area opportunities that upgraded financial
movement. The moderate socialist coalition pioneers were worried about the changes plan
of Deng and restricted the changes, yet Deng stayed firm and proceeded with his
arrangement (Breslin & Croft, 2013). According to Hussain and Farani, (2014) there were
complexities required because of the wasteful monetary structure of the state and
challenges developed making weighty misfortunes the state. Resultantly, expansion took a
sharp ascent and turned into an issue in 1985 and 1988 (Lanteigne, 2008; Malik, 2017;
Priego Moreno, 2008). As mentioned by Reynolds, (2009) China kept on developing at a
significant rate during this period. Moreover, inferable from changes, China started to
perceive the private economy as a 'supplement' to the state part and later as a 'significant
segment' of the state's monetary plan.
According to Kovačević, (2011), the Soviet intrusion of Afghanistan was another
significant improvement of the Virus War. It significantly affected Pakistan-China
relations. Starting in December 1979, the war proceeded for almost 10 years and set off
enduring changes in local and worldwide governmental issues (Priego Moreno, 2008). As
mentioned by Reynolds, (2009) that the Soviet-Afghan war was a particular outline of
Cold War contentions and superpower rivalry. For the Soviet Association, the war brought
demolition when 14,454 men lost their carries on with, around 50,000 supported wounds,
and the war's cost rose to 96 billion dollars (Breslin & Croft, 2013). Kovačević, (2011)
mentioned, in any case, Afghanistan endured considerably more. More than 870,000
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Afghan regular people were murdered during the war, almost 3,000,000 were injured or
debilitated, and 1,000,000 were uprooted inside Afghanistan and almost 5 million Afghan
outcasts fled to Pakistan, Iran, and different nations looking for shelter (Breslin & Croft,
2013). In the same way, Jaleel, Talha and Shah, (2017) stated that the Soviet-Afghan war
was a significant occasion where the Soviet Association demonstrated its expansionist
plans and the US utilized all its military and strategic may check the socialist plan of the
Soviet Association.
According to Hussain and Farani, (2014) in December 1979, the Soviet assault on
Afghanistan was a shock to the globe. And it had its troops in Afghanistan and began the
cycle of Sovietization in Afghanistan by starting through numerous means. In order to
impact the dynamic cycle in the common and military circles of Afghanistan, it called
upon its advice to manage government foundations (Small, 2015; Lanteigne, 2008; Malik,
2017; Priego Moreno, 2008; Rehman, 2009). In the same way, Jaleel, Talha and Shah,
(2017) stated that not long after the intrusion, around 1500 Soviet counsellors and nearly
4000 military men worked independently for the common organization and armed forces,
as records indicate. In the instance of the Soviet Association, the Soviet existence in
government establishments, organizations and instructive foundations had been immense
and emerged as if that association and organizations were renovated (Soltani, Naji, Amiri
& Street, 2014). Kovačević, (2011) mentioned that it did not take long for an ongoing
progress of opponents to rise against the Soviet Association in the 1980s. The time of the
1980s was the time of the Afghan obstruction against the Soviet Association, which had
submitted almost 80,000 faculties to keep up the control of Afghanistan (Rehman, 2009).
According to Jaleel, Talha and Shah, (2017) who stated that there are numerous dissident

130
groups who had to uphold from the US, Pakistan and the Realm of Saudi Arabia (KSA)
battled against the Soviet powers and their Afghan partners.
Before the end of 1981, two more extensive groups of agitators were shaped
comprising of moderate and fundamentalists and serious battling kept on causing giant
human and material misfortunes (Breslin & Croft, 2013; Khan, Kateryna & Sandano,
2019; Khan & Kasi, 2017; Soltani, Naji, Amiri & Street, 2014; Malik, 2017; Priego
Moreno, 2008). The issue was taken up and examined at UNGA in a Crisis Unique
Meeting on Afghanistan and a goal was received requiring the withdrawal of powers and
commitment towards philanthropic help. According to Malik, (2017) in February 1986, at
the 27th Party Congress, the Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev regarded this dispute in
Afghanistan as a draining damage and stated that the troops should be drawn back to stop
the conflict in Afghanistan. A furious struggle led to a snappy triumph regarding his
statement, and 1985 became the deadliest year of the Soviet-Afghan conflict (Priego
Moreno, 2008). According to Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) the US began supplying
stinger rockets to the agitator groups after a year, in 1986, to target Soviet gunship
helicopters. Mohammad Najibullah became the pioneer of Afghanistan on 30 September
1987 and a global agreement was signed between the United states, the USSR, Pakistan
and Afghanistan on 14 April 1988, not long just after troop withdrawal began (Ishaq, Ping
& Ahmed, 2017). As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) the Soviet Association asserted on
February 15, 1989 that its last fighter had been removed from the land of Afghanistan. As
the wild, affable war went on well into the 1990s, the Soviet withdrawal did not mean
unity in Afghanistan. Even so, in 1989, when the Soviet Association split from
Afghanistan, China disobeyed the Tiananmen test (Faisal, 2018).
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According to Pejic, (2016) although the Tiananmen Square occurrence didn't affect
Pakistan-China relations legitimately, for China it had a consequence with regards to
homegrown governmental issues as well as concerning its worldwide picture. This
occurrence was an undesirable scene for China and left an imprint on the height of China
as a state. The episode exploded when the individuals assembled to celebrate Hu Yaobang,
an ousted previous general secretary of the gathering and raised voices against his excusal
(Hussain, 2019). According to Buszynski, (2009) on April 22, 1989, three delegate
understudies requested to meet Head Li Peng at the Incomparable Corridor of Individuals,
yet he didn't act accordingly. Irate understudies boycotted the classes. On April 26, the
official paper Individuals' Day by day said that a small bunch of understudies was making
an issue to expel the socialist faction and subvert government authority. Reacting to the
article, understudies from almost 40 colleges walked to Tiananmen Square (Ishaq, Ping &
Ahmed, 2017).
As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) on 13th May, 1989, the understudies started
a yearning strike. The very next day, the government authorities put forth an attempt for a
tranquil arrangement however fizzled. Noticeable authors and researchers likewise put
forth an attempt to settle this problem genially. They spoke to the administration to
recognize the development as devoted and called upon understudies to end their yearning
strike. On May 18, Chief Li Peng brought understudy delegates at the Incomparable Lobby
of Individuals yet quiet dispersal of understudies didn't happen. Neglecting to locate a
proper arrangement, the administration arranged to pronounce military law and called for
harsh activity. On May 20, military law was enforced in Beijing (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed,
2017; Abbasi & Khan, 2019; Saud & Arif, 2017; Faisal, 2018). At the point when the

132
soldiers walked towards Tiananmen Square, the understudies impeded the propelling
armed force and troops needed to move to the peripheries of Beijing.
According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017), utilizing May 24 to June 3 in order to
bring harmony and consistency, numerous efforts were observed. While there were a few
reconciliatory activities towards the end of the protesters, the legislative body consequently
pushed significant efforts for compromise. Furthermore, Munir, (2018) said that the troops
received a request to restore Tiananmen Square on June 3. The officers began firing at 10
pm on people who could affect the progress. The armed forces advanced towards the town
along with tanks and defensively covered workforces‘ transporters (Rai, 2019). As stated
by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) the military surrounded Tiananmen Square on June 4, at 1 am,
and trusted that requests would follow. At four o'clock in the morning, the four men, Gao
Xin, Zhou Couple, Liu Xiaobo, and Hou Dejian who had begun a hunger strike on June 2,
began to negotiate with the armed forces to allow the undergraduates to end up leaving the
square. On all this, along with their teachers and allied forces, many thousands of
understudies left Tiananmen Square. In the meantime, the military crackdown began as
well (Ali, 2010). As mentioned by Warikoo, (2016) the loss of life had been guaranteed by
a free alternative to be 3000 versus official Chinese numbers of 300, whatever the setback
gauge, this event caused extensive damage to China's height. The breakdown of the Soviet
Association denoted an adjustment in the worldwide request and provincial legislative
issues and it additionally affected the relationship of China and Pakistan. According to
Hussain and Cheema, (2017);
―It denoted the end of a period and the start of another. In 1917, the progressive
Trotskyites had built up the Soviet state by ousting the Russian Autocrat. Vladimir Lenin,
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who was a communist, turned into the pioneer of the Soviet state after Kerensky. Even
though the Russian state was seen to be a genuinely fair society, fundamentally it got
oppressive and savage. By 1924, when Joseph Stalin came to control, the state was
practicing extremist authority over the economy and mechanical exercises. The singleparty framework that Stalin kept up proceeded even after he passed on in 1953. Around
this time, the focal point of the Soviet Association was the Virus War, which had drawn in
both the superpowers in a weapons contest and rivalry for the extension of impact on the
planet‖ (P. 121).
In this way, it is stated by Kumar (2018) that Mikhail Gorbachev came to control in
the Soviet Association in Walk 1985. He confronted a torpid economy and a political
structure that was not suitable for transformation. He presented strategies of glasnost and
perestroika. Glasnost inferred political receptiveness, and pointed toward cleansing
suppressions, decreasing the inescapability of mystery police, tolerating analysis of the
administration by papers, offering an opportunity to residents and permitting ideological
groups other than the socialist coalition to complete political exercises and challenge races
(Nagra, Mustafa & Imran, 2019). As mentioned by Munir, (2018) that Perestroika implied
rebuilding the economy that pointed toward permitting personal business activities and
empowering unfamiliar ventures. These changes were to turn out to be essential for a
financial structure in a more extended period and brought about the deficiencies of food
and other related issues expanding the disappointment of the individuals (Rai, 2019). As
stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) Gorbachev promised and vowed to make progress
which would end up making the Soviet Union a thriving and economically suitable nation.
He was aching for positive ties with the United States, and he chose to reach out of the
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competition. He assumed that it was appropriate to withdraw troops from Afghanistan and
reduce their significant presence in Eastern Europe. The Soviet hold over Eastern Europe
was debilitated by his tilt towards apathy. It is therefore, described by Malik and
Jambhulkar, (2019) that a transformation began along all East Europe with Poland
beginning to lead the pack. The borders of the Soviet Union have been influenced by the
autonomy declared by Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia, followed by the separation of
Ukraine and Belarus from the Soviet Union. Furthermore, Munir, (2018) said that the
remaining eight republics trailed a suit, articulating that the Soviet Union could have
broken down. This marked the end of the war of power between the two major powers that
had been followed in the area after World War Two.
According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017) while speaking about relations between
China and Pakistan, it is necessary to break the impact of various post-World War two
global, regional and domestic enhancements. The period between 1949 and 1990 marked
the time for military and political adjustments (Kalim, 2018). Mazhar and Goraya, (2019)
stated regarding this aspect of the world, as the Soviet Union, one of its bipolar powers
was in the geological area of the South Asian geographic area, the superpower dispute was
evident. The countries were affected by this superpower fight. Pakistan remained on the
unacceptable side of the Soviet Union for quite sometimes, trying to be essential for the
US-sponsored collisions; even so Pakistan was governed by its security impulses (Ishaq,
Ping & Ahmed, 2017). According to Attiq-ur-Rehman, (2018) China was also
uncomfortable with Pakistan's agreement with the West as well as a large number of other
global strategic operations. In the mutually beneficial, regional and global environment, an
ocean of change has occurred in the worldwide and both Pakistan and China such as the
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US, prior USSR and various states needed to be changed with the evolving and checking
times (Latif & Mengal, 2020). As stated by Bhatnagar and Ahmed, (2020) that the postCold War period certainly caused new challenges and openings, and that in the wake both
countries tried to look elsewhere for greener fields and streamline advantages arising from
their two-sided relations. It is therefore, described by Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) that
simultaneously both Pakistan and China turned out to be more mindful of the need to
address the rising homegrown difficulties to accomplish improved security, success and
steadiness by manufacturing better binds with the all-over away nations, economies and
people groups. Such improvement significantly affected Pakistan-China relations in the
post-Cold War period.
2.11 Political Dimension of Pakistan-China Relations: 1990-2019
According to Ahmad, (2019) relations between China and Pakistan prospered from
1990 to 2016 because of the common interests of both the nations and they can be linked to
in three cases. In the first case, Indian supremacy and the development of its political
influence in the area and beyond were wanted by both nations. Second, after the Soviet
invasion of Afghanistan and a number of events occurring in the post-Soviet-Afghan war,
China needed Pakistan to contain militancy in China's western Xinjiang province, which
was assumed to be cultivated in tribal regions of Afghanistan and Pakistan. Third, China
would have to use this geographical advantage to expand its commercial and trade
objectives in Central Asia, South Asia and the Persian Gulf, due to Pakistan‘s important
geopolitical location.
According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) possibly that would not be an
overstatement to state that China and Pakistan's political relations had also developed from
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amicable to admirable over the past sixty years, with few misgivings at the outset. The
relationship was portrayed as being deeper than the sea, sweeter than honey, and even
higher than the mountains, demonstrating the relationship's depth of both these countries
(Parveen & Shah, 2019). As mentioned by Sidhu, (2003) in the relations between China
and Pakistan, the most essential factor was faith, trust and good will that both nations had.
As both of these nations were not sharing a common ideology or economic and political
scheme, their coming together had been considered unusual and a consequence of their
India-centricity. Pakistan and China have not only lived together in a peaceful manner,
moreover they shared commonality in subsequent international affairs, although great
differences were seen between them (Afridi, Khan & Jamil, 2017). According to Ahmad,
(2019) the hallmark of this relationship, which further cemented it, was the exchange of
high-level visits by both nations, which included government officials, ruling elites, civil
and military officials, and diplomats as well. Shortly after assuming power, it was
becoming a common practice for Pakistan's government or head of state of Pakistan to visit
China. Relations between many nations changed with the end of the Cold War, but
relations between Pakistan and China remained constant (Graham & Felicio, 2006;
Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019).
Following the Cold War, in the immediate decade, during the 1990s, the number of
visits by both nation's heads of government and heads of state increased significantly. The
President of China Jiang Zemin paid a state visit to Pakistan on December 2, 1996 and
advocated 'solidifying and strengthening' bilateral ties between these two nations (Khalid,
Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011; Mares, 2018;
Afridi, Khan & Jamil, 2017; Ahmad, 2019). This tour had also reflected a change in
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China's foreign policy that would be characterized as striking a 'balance' in establishing
links with geographic countries, particularly with India. The importance of the trip lies in
the first leg of President Zemin‘s trip to India. The trip displayed China's attempt to divert
its focus on foreign policy from Cold War competition to economic ties in the context of
commercial diplomacy and a safe regional environment (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano,
2019). According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) at the same time, in the Chinese foreign
relations lexicon, certain new expressions such as 'anti-hegemonism' and 'multi-polarity'
appeared. But this new shift has not diminished the relevance of Pakistan to China. It did,
however, demonstrate exactly the type of relations that China wanted Pakistan to develop
with India as well as other neighbouring nations (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019).
According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) at the time of this visit by Chinese
President Zemin, he gave a speech at the Pakistan National Assembly and the Chinese
policy shift was explained by him. Zemin delivered his speech by reiterating the closeness
that both nations enjoyed. As 'friends in need,' he called both countries China and Pakistan
and related them as 'brothers bound by common fate.' He asserted in the next part of his
speech that having 'differences' and 'disputes' with neighbouring countries was very normal
(Parveen & Shah, 2019). As mentioned by Sidhu, (2003) the shelving problems and issues
which needed long-term dispute resolution, albeit temporarily. Despite having the
conflicts, normal relations could still be maintained as suggested by him. It was suggested
by Zemin that Pakistan could also follow suit, just like China had moved forward with
India in spite of having contentious problems over border disputes (Chaziza, 2016).
According to Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) the allusion was to the problem with Kashmir.
For the sake of having better relations with India, Zemin proposed that Pakistan should
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keep aside this issue regarding Kashmir. In fact, the listener did not receive this message.
The decision that China wanted Pakistan to take was a tough decision for Pakistan.
Furthermore, Munir, (2018) said that throughout the 1990s, China continuously
cooperated with Pakistan on its inner security problems and economic issues. Even then,
its decision was not changed to avoid interference in the India-Pakistan dispute whether it
led to the war. When the Kargil war started between India and Pakistan in May 1999, the
diplomatic caution that China was exercising became apparent. According to Hussain and
Cheema, (2017) during the Kargil war, China showed restraint and asked both the nations
to find a peaceful solution to the situation that was mutually agreed upon. China acted
responsibly instead of lending unconditional support to Pakistan, as it did during the wars
of 1965 and 1971. China had opted for conciliatory intervention to prevent instability in
the region emanating from Pakistan's foray into Kargil. Despite the policy change, ChinaPakistan approach towards India had not changed (Rai, 2019). As stated by Abbasi and
Khan, (2019) as its legal right, China was supporting the interests of Pakistan in
maintaining the balance of power with India. China has always thwarted India's efforts in
this spirit, to gain Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG) membership. This group consisted of 48
countries that were formed in response to India's effort to construct nuclear warheads using
nuclear material delivered by Canada and the United States (Ali, 2010). As mentioned by
Warikoo, (2016) in order to convince the international community to give NSG
membership to India, the US was using its influence. An India-specific waiver was issued
by the NSG in 2008, enabling it to conduct nuclear trade with different countries.
However, India was denied full membership (Rahman & Ahamed, 2020; Singh & Singh,
2019). In this way, it is stated by Kumar (2018) that China may have some reasons for
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disliking the inclusion of India in the NSG and Pakistan saw this as an alignment of
interests between China and Pakistan.
According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017) the 2015 US-India nuclear deal began to
emerge from the waiver that India did receive from the 2008 Vienna NSG meeting. This
agreement was seen by China as a possible anti-China move or a containment of hard work
and a new version of the Indo-US alliance (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). According to
Javaid and Javaid, (2016) once again, India had made enormous attempts in June 2016 to
achieve Western support to reach a decision in favour of NSG membership. Yet again,
China had prevented India‘s efforts, together with some various other nations (Munir,
2018). It is stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) that India's reluctance to sign the NonProliferation Treaty (NPT), the foundation of the NSG strategy, was the main obstacle that
was faced by India. Afterward, the India-Pakistan conflict was just another bottleneck for
India during the NSG's plenary session. The opposition of China to the membership of
India's NSG was pursued as promoting Pakistan's reservation to get India in the group
(Kalim, 2018).
Mazhar and Goraya, (2019) stated that the nuclear ambitions of India have troubled
China, which has emphasized regional stability in order to advance its economic
objectives. India performed five underground nuclear tests in Rajasthan on May 11, 1998.
By performing six underground nuclear tests in Balochistan on May 28, 1998, Pakistan
implemented India‘s posture (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017). According to Attiq-urRehman, (2018) in India's nuclear blasts, China acted appropriately but decided not to buy
India's rationale for its act. It was the danger from China, as per India, which led the
former to perform the nuclear tests. The declaration was released in a letter written to US
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President Bill Clinton by Prime Minister of India Attal Bihari Vajpayee (Latif & Mengal,
2020). As stated by Bhatnagar and Ahmed, (2020) there was another motivating force
behind the move which was that India also mentioned China's help to Pakistan. While
China was dissatisfied with Pakistan for performing the nuclear tests, India was
responsible for initiating the nuclear race in South Asia (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). It
is therefore, described by Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) that like China, Pakistan had also
considered a 'forced response' to its nuclear tests, while the international community had
taken it as the bullying attitude of India. In spite of China's complaint that the region had a
nuclear arms race, it continued to remain inclined towards Pakistan.
Furthermore, Munir, (2018) said that the cordial relations between China and
Pakistan were the result of China's support for Pakistan as well as the certain projects that
they mutually undertook over the 65-year duration of their diplomatic ties. One of the
projects was the Karakoram Highway (Hussain, Jalal & Bilal, 2018). As mentioned by
Jain, (2019) it was constructed with the aim of establishing communication links,
improving trade and developing regional trading relationships. According to Abbasi,
(2020) by linking Kashgar (China's Xinjiang Uighur region) with Gilgit-Baltistan and the
remaining Pakistan, China wanted to improve its country's western flanks via the highway
(Afridi, Khan & Jamil, 2017). According to Attiq-ur-Rehman, (2018) a marvel and marker
of interconnection and collaborative effort was the Karakorum or Friendship Highway,
because the leaders from both countries were proudly referring to it as a connecting
highway. Furthermore, this highway can always be regarded as a bridge between these two
nations.
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According to Abbasi, (2020) in the post-Cold War era, with the bilateral visits that
were paid to both the countries by their high-level representatives, the relationship
continued to grow in various dimensions. President Pervez Musharraf had visited China in
November 2003 and an important 'Joint Declaration on Direction of Bilateral Relations'
was signed there where both nations have committed themselves to promote technological,
economic, security and defence ties by strengthening their partnership via high-level visits
to develop diplomatic consultation mechanisms and build on existing collaboration (Afridi,
Khan & Jamil, 2017). According to Ahmad, (2019) they have also accepted that
multilateral and bilateral frameworks should be developed to address the violence,
terrorism and extremism. In their mutual relationships, it was a route map which would
provide guidance to them while consolidating existing relations in various regions.
President Musharraf reiterated Pakistan's significance in removing terrorist activities in
China during his November 2003 visit and agreed to keep terrorist groups, including those
from East Turkistan, from using Pakistan's soil (Ali, 2010). According to Attiq-ur-Rehman,
(2018) in China's western province of Xinjiang, he attempted to address Chinese fears
about militancy issues appropriately.
In the upcoming times, throughout the context of Pakistan China ties, Xinjiang will
become an important matter. Xinjiang, located in Western China, primarily made up onesixth of China's continent, bordered eight Asian countries and possessed abundant natural
resources (Saud & Arif, 2017). According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018)
the Uyghurs, who were 8.2 million according to the 2002 Census, Xinjiang had been home
to Mongols, Kazakhs, and Kyrgyz. Xinjiang had become a difficult task for China, with
the separatist tendencies of its Muslim majority community spanning decades. The
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problem was exacerbated by the Soviet-Afghan war, which had provided Xinjiang with
religious militancy and an easy entry to Xinjiang (Durrani, Bilal & Kalim, 2017). As stated
by Bhatnagar and Ahmed, (2020) that due to its tribal regions that had managed to remain
the hotbed of terrorists after the final moment of the Afghan war, China was wary of
Pakistan. China had assumed that the rising religious militancy in Uyghurs was receiving
assistance from Pakistan's Jihadi organizations. In order to purge militancy from Xinjiang,
China's goal was to obtain full collaboration from Pakistan (Faisal, 2020).
According to Sui, (2018) Pakistan has always been blamed for harbouring aspects
that fueled militancy and terrorist acts regarding the topic of non-state actors. Even so,
Pakistan was very careful in China's scenario and ended up going to all extents to address
China's fears of Uyghurs receiving support from Pakistan (Afridi, Khan & Jamil, 2017).
According to Rahim and Ali, (2018) in Pakistan, many Uyghur settlements have been
closed, and many Uyghurs have been immediately deported to China and arrested. 14
students linked to the bombing in Urumqi were deported in 1997 and also two community
centers providing housing to Uyghurs were shut down in Hotanabad and Kashgarabad in
December 2000 (Rahman & Ahamed, 2020). Not only did the state government, the
religious organizations in Pakistan, the Uyghur sympathizers, also preferred religious
solidarity to geo-strategic imperatives (Rahman & Ahamed, 2020). The repressive
measures taken by China against Uyghur Muslims, such as the closing of mosques, the
defilement of holy books, the restriction of Islamic studies and the prohibition of fasting
during the month of Ramadan, had not attracted any condemnation from religious outfits in
Pakistan (Asef & Alam, 2020). If Muslims in any other western country had received this
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kind of treatment, then there would be massive protests all over Pakistan to express support
with the suffering Muslim people (Jamil, Hashmi & Ahmed, 2019).
According to Munir, (2018) in the very same perspective, the CPC had engaged
two of Pakistan's major Islamic political groups, perceived to have patronized militancy. A
group of delegates from Jamaat-e Islami (JI) had visited China in February 2009 and
agreed to sign a memorandum of understanding (MoU) with the CPC and pledged
cooperation on security-related issues (Munir, 2018). When Qazi Hussain Ahmad came
back to Pakistan as leader of the JI, he defined his visit as an attempt to bring atheists into
the Islamic fold. The CPC had also expressed satisfaction and then said that one of the
major Islamist groups in Pakistan supported the one China policy and showed indifference
to the separatist movement in Xinjiang (Hussain, 2017). As stated by Yaseen, Afridi and
Muzaffar, (2017) that in April 2010, a delegation from Jamiat Ulema-i-Islam-Fazal-urRehman (JUIF) was invited to Beijing by the International CPC team. Maulana Fazl-urRehman, the head of JUI-F, was considered to be the father of the Taliban and the leader of
the Deobandi Sunni Fundamentalist movement, which was linked to religious hardliners
(Javaid & Javaid, 2016). According to Rahim and Ali, (2018) the conciliatory declaration
issued by the two groups was considered an incredible advancement. The quality of
relations between China and Pakistan relied to a great extent on the sincerity of Pakistan in
tackling the terrorism (Javaid & Javaid, 2016; Akbar & Adnan, 2018; Rahman & Ahamed,
2020).
According to Abbasi, (2020) the China and Pakistan are now naturally inclining to
improve their ability to carry out counter-terrorism operations. Sharing intelligence and
joint operations have become essential to deal collectively with the threat of terrorism.
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Pakistan and China also performed the first combined anti-terrorism exercise called
'Friendship 2004' in Xinxiang in August 2004 to improve the ability of the security
services (Masood, Farooq & Hussain, 2016). According to Javaid and Javaid, (2016) the
exercise involved around two hundred soldiers from both the nations and 400 soldiers from
both sides participated in another exercise, called 'Friendship 2006' (Hussain, Jalal & Bilal,
2018). As mentioned by Munir, (2018) another third joint 'Friendship 2010' activity was
carried out in 2010 and soldiers from both sides effectively participated in it. These drills
had been conducted to enhance the capabilities of both nation's counter-terrorism powers
and forces. For China, the 2008 Beijing Olympics were essential to highlight its economic
achievements, attract tourists, national brand image and progress China's business to a
global platform (Javaid & Javaid, 2016; Akbar & Adnan, 2018; Rahman & Ahamed,
2020). As mentioned by Munir, (2018) as the Olympics time was near, violence had
erupted in Kashgar on August 4, 2008. In Xinjiang, terrorists belonging to the East
Turkistan Movement murdered 16 police officers and wounded 16 others. Security
challenges were increased by the fake news that terrorist groups would put a bomb on Air
China. President Pervez Musharraf decided to make a stopover in Urumqi, the capital of
Xinjiang, prior to the Olympics on April 10, 2008. This brief visit was aimed at showing
solidarity with China and acquiescing to China's Xinjiang policy initiatives (Asef & Alam,
2020).
According to Attiq-ur-Rehman, (2018) the killings of Chinese workers in Pakistan
by the Taliban group, the Baloch militant groups or a violent criminal faction was yet
another security problem that mattered to China. Many attacks on the workers of China
working on certain projects in Pakistan were carried out in 2004 (Durrani, Bilal & Kalim,
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2017). As stated by Bhatnagar and Ahmed, (2020) a bus was hit on May 3, 2004, killing
three Chinese people in Gwadar and two of the Chinese engineers who were working on
the Gomal Zam Dam project were kidnapped on October 9, 2004. As a consequence of a
commando raid, one employee was saved. Faisal, (2020) said that other than the
aforementioned incidents, there were many other incidents where employees of China were
hit by militants on different projects. In the friendly relations that were present between
China and Pakistan, this has continued to remain a complicated matter but it did not hurt
the two countries relations as there was an understanding of 'outside participation' to
include collaboration between both the countries China and Pakistan. The problem,
though, persisted as security challenges facing Pakistan intensified, rendering Chinese
employees more sensitive (Sui, 2018).
According to Abbasi, (2020) the Chinese employees suffered another security
challenge in 2007, when Chinese nationals were taken hostage by Lal Masjid students.
China gave Pakistan a stern warning to make sure that all the Chinese people working on
different initiatives were secure and protected (Afridi, Khan & Jamil, 2017). According to
Ahmad, (2019) as a consequence of Chinese pressure on Pakistan, President Pervez
Musharraf decided to order operations against Lal Masjid. It was a huge operation that
caused bloodshed on the property of Lal Masjid. Lal Masjid's sympathizers and supporters
threatened to take revenge regarding this operation. In the province Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
where a convoy of Chinese employees was hit by a suicide deadly attack, the very first
retaliatory attack occurred (Saud & Arif, 2017). According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and
Tanveer, (2018) in August 2007, a combined task force was established to address the
threat that was faced by 13,000 Chinese employees in Pakistan, although the force was not
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enough to prevent such attacks. In spite of all the conflict, the commitment of China to
function on different projects in Pakistan has continued unabated (Durrani, Bilal & Kalim,
2017).
As stated by Bhatnagar and Ahmed, (2020) that on May 2, 2011, in Abbottabad,
the soul of Pakistan's military establishment, twenty-five US Navy SEALs had invaded a
compound and murdered Osama bin Laden who was the most wanted man at that time.
SEAL's forty-minute long operation had left Pakistani officials ashamed, and Pakistani
mates wanted to know how the presence of Osama Bin Laden could be unnoticed (Kalim,
2018). Mazhar and Goraya, (2019) stated that China has been the only power that also
supported Pakistan in this time of moral crisis. A statement was issued by Prime Minister
of China, Wen Jiabao, telling that China and Pakistan might remain partners, good
neighbors, brothers, and companions. China has reinforced that the sovereign rights and
solidarity of Pakistan should be respected (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017). According to
Attiq-ur-Rehman, (2018) in clear terms, it also alerted that an attack on Pakistan would be
regarded as an attack on China. At the China-US strategic dialogue and monetary speeches
carried out in Washington, DC in May 2011, these were conveyed to the United States.
China, being a good friend, pledged to defend the interests of Pakistan and to assist
Pakistan protect its sovereignty (Latif & Mengal, 2020).
It is stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) that on May 22-23, 2013, Chinese Premier
Li Keqiang made a visit to Pakistan. This visit was important in the sense that the possible
future possibilities of commerce, logistics and interconnection in both nations were
explored to further enhance the relations between China and Pakistan. Premier Li also
suggested what later turned out to be the Pakistan-China Economic Corridor (CPEC)
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(Nagra, Mustafa & Imran, 2019). As mentioned by Munir, (2018) with an emphasis on
energy, transport, communication, an accord was put in place to broaden infrastructure
from the western region of China to the poor domestic geographic area of Pakistan. Both
states agree to strengthen people-to - people contacts and to develop Chinese language
learning experiences across Pakistan with a view to achieve widespread public approval
and support. The Chinese Premier's visit was a milestone, setting the course for bilateral
ties in the long term (Munir, 2018).
As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) that the relations between China and
Pakistan had created history when President Xi Jinping came to visit Pakistan from 20
April to 21 April 2015 and supported the creation of an all-weather organizational
collaborative relationship (Ali, 2010). As mentioned by Warikoo, (2016) that the
development of the CPEC was officially announced by both nations. The objective of this
project was not only to exploit the full potential of relations between China and Pakistan,
and to have an effect on South Asia's geo-strategic landscape. By signing the different 51
MoUs in various fields of common interests, history was written by Pakistan-China
(Rahman & Ahamed, 2020; Singh & Singh, 2019). In this way, it is stated by Kumar
(2018) that the investment of China in numerous projects in Pakistan in the areas of
infrastructure, energy, research and technology had reached millions of dollars (Khan,
Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). According to Javaid and Javaid, (2016) the primary focus will be
a 3,000 km lengthy network of railway lines and roads likely to cost about $46 billion. The
project, CPEC, was just one component of the One Belt One Road (OBOR) system that
China designed through business and investment deals to link the region. It is therefore,
described by Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) that the CPEC, a game-changing investment in
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the New Silk Road that was intended to benefit both of their economic systems
simultaneously, would provide China with direct, accurate and systematic access to the
Indian Ocean, by which nearly all of its African and European trade crosses.
Furthermore, Munir, (2018) said that every day of their interaction, the all-weather
relationship that Pakistan enjoyed with China had grown. Where regional imperatives, like
permitting India only enough space to maneuver its influence in regional politics have kept
Pakistan and China on the same page, China has also helped Pakistan to make a massive
front on Western forces looking to make Pakistan a weak state. According to Hussain and
Cheema, (2017) for two purposes, the post-Cold War era was important: the dissolution of
the Soviet Union and the establishment of a unipolar world order headed by the United
States. This was the time period which was an end of a decade-long bonhomie for Pakistan
with the United States and also a litany of sanctions for providing Pakistan with the
punishment for its nuclear ambitions (Hussain, Jalal & Bilal, 2018). As mentioned by Jain,
(2019) that there was an unfinished business of Jihad in Pakistan and Afghanistan at the
end of the Soviet Afghan war. This backlog of Jihad was also the reason for the wrath of
United States to such a degree that Pakistan had contemplated to be designated a state
sponsoring terrorism in the future. China also helped and supported Pakistan during this
difficult time so that Pakistan could be succeeded in its ambitions to be a nuclear power
and also retains its sovereignty (Rai, 2019).
2.12 Strategic Dimension of Pakistan-China Relations: 1990-2019
According to Ahmad, (2019) China-Pakistan strategic relations have been built on
a long-term partnership and these relations were mostly based on the historical, social,
economic, and political context. Whereas, in the perspective of Pakistan-China relations,
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the word strategic relations commonly referred to security and defence collaboration
between two or more nations, this phrase can be used to signify bilateral relations,
including health, education, investment and trade (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019).
According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) after that, it will be appropriate to discuss the
development of infrastructure which has helped Pakistan increase its defence and security
strategic capacity. Infrastructure for development had also stabilized the economic and
financial sector, which was significant to facilitate a nation's strategic structure (Khan,
Kateryna & Sandano, 2019).
As mentioned by Graham and Felicio, (2006) security was the only main stimulus
that was present behind the developing relations between China and Pakistan in the early
1960s, which consequently increased into strategic, economic and political dimensions.
Two major events, the 1962 border dispute between China and India and the 1965 war
between Pakistan and India, drastically changed the strategic outlook of both the nations
(Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019; Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017). Khalid, Qureshi &
Hassan, (2017) the security concerns have also highlighted every interaction between the
two nations in upcoming times, regarding both the war and peace. Pakistan's foreign
strategy has specifically created a security place for China, and China has also responded
by militarizing Pakistan with both the technology and expertise which was needed to
improve a missile system and defence and military facilities (Parveen & Shah, 2019). As
mentioned by Sidhu, (2003) in the post-Cold War era, when the world was being faced
with a new global order that was defined by uni-polarity, the dimensions of the relations
between China and Pakistan were transformed (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017).
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As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) since the development of diplomatic
relations throughout the early 1950s, conventional and non - conventional collaboration
has existed between China and Pakistan. Pakistan managed to reach out to Western Europe
in the 1960s to meet its conventional weapons requirements (Saud & Arif, 2017). High
costs and short supply or limited availability, however had forced Pakistan to search for
some other suppliers and Pakistan finally found China who was ready to help (Graham &
Felicio, 2006; Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019; Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy,
Sumano & Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011; Mares, 2018). In 1962, China was propelled
by the Sino-Indian border conflict and provided Pakistan with conventional weapons to
enhance its major ally in South Asia. This financial support was accompanied in 1969 by
interest-free loans of about $60 million and more than $40 million (Faisal, 2018).
According to Pejic, (2016) these loans had helped Pakistan to build complex and heavy
mechanical complexes in Pakistan. China has also tried to offer a $300 million loan to
Pakistan in 1972 in order to establish its economic and military infrastructure (Ishaq, Ping
& Ahmed, 2017; Abbasi & Khan, 2019; Hussain, 2019; Buszynski, 2009; Ali, 2010).
These were the starting of the relationship between China and Pakistan which has lasted
until now.
According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017) the Europe, China and the United states
have historically been the country's major suppliers of weapons and ammunition since the
1970s. Pakistan had relied on all of these sources for all of its three forces to acquire
defence equipment. The nation had received self-propelled weapons, jet fighters,
helicopters, armored personnel careers (APCs), air to air and ship to ship launch vehicles
from the United States in the 1980s (Rai, 2019). As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) that
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Pakistan had acquired helicopters, jet fighters, tanks, and submarines from the western
nations during the 1990s. Also the tanks, airplanes, surface-to-air missile launchers and a
variety of other military and defense goods were acquired from China in the 1980s and
1990s (Ali, 2010). As mentioned by Warikoo, (2016) that the West and the USSR,
suspecting that India would be alienated, were unwilling to sell their weapons to Pakistan.
Eventually, this was only China that managed to make Pakistan able to develop its defense
capabilities successfully on modern lines publicly and covertly (Rahman & Ahamed, 2020;
Singh & Singh, 2019).
Furthermore, Munir, (2018) said that for establishing a host of defense-related
services and infrastructure, particularly Pakistan Ordnance Factories (POF) and Heavy
Industries Taxila (HIT), China was supporting Pakistan, and this was an essential step
towards indigenization. China had also helped Pakistan to establish the POF at Waah in the
1960s (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). According to Javaid and Javaid, (2016) it consisted
of around 14 factories that produced machinery, weapons, and clothing of various kinds.
For all of these three sectors, the factories were making products. At first, the High
industry sector Taxila was devoted to rebuilding Chinese tanks of the T-59 series. In this
way, it is stated by Kumar (2018) that the facility had almost five units for the
refurbishment of tanks of the American M-series and Chinese T-series assembly and
manufacture of main battle tanks (MBT) and APCs, and also the gun barrel manufacture.
The HIT indigenous production consisted of MBT-2000 or Al-Khalid tank. With the help
of China, Pakistan Aeronautical Complex began developing JF-17 Thunder in 1999 (Khan,
Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). According to Javaid and Javaid, (2016) the capacity of the
Pakistan Air Force in Beyond Visual Range engagement was enhanced by this single-
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engine multi-role jet fighter. It is stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) China had agreed in
2015 to provide modern technologies for the development of four of the eight submarines
that were sold to Pakistan by them. In order to control and streamline strategic
partnerships, both nations have continued to engage in defense dialogues for discussing
defense and military cooperation problems.
Furthermore, Munir, (2018) said that the pioneer of nuclear cooperation between
China and Pakistan was the Prime Minister of Pakistan Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto (1972-1977),
this coordination also proceeded in the later period in the 1980s and instantly after the Cold
War in the 1990's, this cooperation peaked. According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017) the
level at which China has supported Pakistan in assisting it to accomplish its nuclear
ambitions cannot be fully understood, but it can be said that under US monitoring,
Pakistan's nuclear task would not have been successful without effective Chinese support.
China has provided Pakistan with critical support for the development of a weapons system
(Munir, 2018). It is stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) by the 1990s, Pakistan had been
assumed to have 7 to 12 nuclear warheads on the basis of Chinese prototypes and
innovations. The US was forced by this nuclear relationship to place penalties against
different Pakistani and Chinese firms. No limitation, even then, can deter China from
helping Pakistan to have its nuclear mission accomplished (Kalim, 2018).
According to Attiq-ur-Rehman, (2018) owing to its nuclear program, the final part
of the Afghan-Soviet battle also marked the end to US aid and support to Pakistan. The
assertion of Pakistan that its nuclear facilities will be used for welfare, stability and peace
development did not prevent the Bush administration from invoking the Pressler
Amendment, which stopped Pakistan's military and economic aid. Furthermore, Munir,
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(2018) said that the U.S.-Pakistan ties began to falter and became so tense by 1993 that the
United States had almost decided to announce Pakistan a state that assisted and aided
terrorists. At this crucial time, it was only China who was supporting Pakistani and it did
help Pakistan to endure the US penalties (Latif & Mengal, 2020).
As stated by Bhatnagar and Ahmed, (2020) in the South Asian region and
especially in Pakistan, the decreasing involvement of the US started acting as a driving
factor in bringing China and Pakistan relatively close across both the political and military
spheres. Furthermore, Munir, (2018) said that when the US imposed Pressler penalties on
Pakistan in the 1990s to push it to restrict its nuclear ambitions, China arrived to provide
help to Pakistan and delivered it with defense related innovations. The Asian Study Centre
Senior Research Fellow Lisa Curtis noted that China has provided Pakistan with science
and innovative expertise to help it establish its nuclear weapons program (Latif & Mengal,
2020). As mentioned by Munir, (2018) in his report, ―China not only aided Pakistan in
establishing its nuclear arsenal, but China also assisted Pakistan to perform the first
nuclear test on China's land in the 1980s‖. So once again, through 'unwitting private
suppliers', China was becoming a major supplier of missile and nuclear products to
Pakistan (Rahman & Ahamed, 2020; Singh & Singh, 2019). It is therefore, described by
Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) that in reality, in spite of international criticism, China has
been the only nation that assisted and helped Pakistan build its military and defense
capabilities. During the Post-Cold War era, the US dispute with Pakistan regarding the
nuclear problems helped bring China and Pakistan even closer. China did, however, refrain
from publicly admitting that it endorsed and supported Pakistan's military nuclear weapons
program (Kalim, 2018).
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According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017) the nuclear reactors had an energy
generating capacity of approximately 3.4 million Kilowatts. The disclosure was made
when perspectives were raised within the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG) against such
cooperation. Collaboration in defense between China and Pakistan had been increasing
continuously. The coordination varied from nuclear aid to the sale of conventional
weapons to joint training, such as military drills against terrorism. When the institutional
trust strengthened, both the nations have established an outstanding system at the
organizational level (Khan, Ullah & Mahsud, 2019). According to Javaid and Javaid,
(2016) eventually, in order to keep check on India's expansionist agenda and possibly
undermine its influence in the Arabian Sea and the Indian Ocean, Gwadar port had also
expanded the prospects for strategic naval cooperation. Pakistan's strategic ties with China
were also bound to increase further in this latest development (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed,
2017).
According to Attiq-ur-Rehman, (2018) of all the kinds of interactions that were
enjoyed by Pakistan and China, military or strategic relations had taken the lead. ―Pakistan
would have not been able to establish its nuclear weapons as early as it could have been if
not for China. China had supplied Pakistan with a steady stream of conventional arms,
gun-grade uranium, a significant part of its ballistic missile program, and more than half a
century of sustained diplomatic support‖ (Kalim, 2018, P. 12). Mazhar and Goraya, (2019)
stated that the relationship of China with Pakistan began with military aid when China was
not only providing Pakistan with defense equipment at cheaper costs of all nations, but also
without any condition connected to this supply like the United States or other western
nations were doing. Furthermore, Munir, (2018) said that after the Cold War, when
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Pakistan was actually demolished by the United States with a couple of penalties placed on
a nation which was already having difficulties to be a nuclear power, the trajectory of
strategic relationship between the two nations came about at that time.
2.13 Economic Dimension of Pakistan-China Relations: 1990-2019
According to Munir, (2018) although coordination in the defence sector had been
incredible, the economic aspect of the ties between China and Pakistan was also substantial
sufficiently. Once more, while links with China began in the 1950s with the beginning of
diplomatic ties that was with the granting of the designation of the Most Favoured Nation
(MFN) to each other that financial relationship between the two nations became dynamic.
Afterwards, the Trade agreement was signed in 1963 which managed to give a route map
for trade relations to be guided (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019). According to Ali, Ali
and Ullah, (2019) the Pakistan-China Joint Committee on Economy, Trade as well as
Technology was formed by the two nations in 1982. In 2006, in order to enhance bilateral
trade, the bilateral Free Trade Agreement (FTA) had been signed. By 2013, China had
become Pakistan's second biggest trade partner. In 2015, when they made an agreement to
start the multidimensional CPEC project, both nations have taken a significant leap. In the
post-Cold War era, China and Pakistan's economic ties would thus concentrate on
investment, trade, electricity and infrastructure development (Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi,
2019; Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2013).
As former Ambassador Masood Khan placed it, business relationships between
China and Pakistan have prospered in the enabling environment both nations have given
each other because of their mutual position on international and regional issues. With a
help of a road map which was well defined, economic and trade relations have always
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remained at the top of the agenda of any bilateral engagement that both these countries
Pakistan and China had during their leader's high-level visits to each other's countries
(Parveen & Shah, 2019). As mentioned by Sidhu, (2003) that when the volume of trade
between China and Pakistan enhanced by 18.2 percent, this was alluded to in the trade
statistics for the year 2014-2015. This upward trend remained in place during the first three
months of 2016 and a 10 percent ($4.4 billion) also increased in trade relations were seen
(Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019). According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) the trade
balance persisted in favour of China because of the lack of infrastructure developments in
the trade industry of Pakistan.
According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) Rice, cotton, skins, hides and chemical
materials, crude minerals and fish were Pakistan's main items that were exported to China.
All different types of machinery and its components, stationary items, construction
materials, clothing, textile materials, crockery and sanitary goods, rubber tubes and tyres
were major imports from China. A real boast had been witnessed in the 2000-2010 decade
of trade relationships between nations. China and Pakistan made an agreement in
November 2002 to sign a Preferential Trade Agreement (PTA) with a view to providing
tariff preferences for different goods (Afridi, Khan & Jamil, 2017). According to Ahmad,
(2019) agreements on free trade areas were initiated in 2005 and FTA agreements were
eventually reached in November 2006. In July 2007, the FTA was approved. Under the
contract, Pakistan retained zero responsibility on a few products, while China decreased
the tariff on woven clothing and knitwear by 50 per cent. From 2007 to 2011, Pakistan's
exports to China had increased by almost 33 percent and imports had increased by 9
percent per year (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019; Parveen & Shah, 2019; Khalid,
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Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011; Mares, 2018;
Afridi, Khan & Jamil, 2017). According to Ahmad, (2019) China attempted to assist
Pakistan strike a balance of trade, and with an increment from 2.34 billion dollars in 20072008 to 2.5 billion dollars in 2010-2011, it managed to remain in favour of China.
Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, (2017) China took a policy decision and did an effort to
establish good relations with its friends and neighbours for stable economic development
in terms of the 1978 reform proposals. Despite having close relationships with China,
Pakistan cannot fully take economic benefit of its close relationship with China
in comparison to other nations in the continent. Economic ties with China were considered
lopsided by the business sector in Pakistan. With the increase in exports to China of even
400 percent in a couple of years, the volume of trade that China worked to reach remained
higher (Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011). According to Ahmad, (2019)
China had exported products worth 9.3 billion dollars to Pakistan in 2014, while Pakistan
was able to export 2.62 billion dollars‘ worth of goods to China. According to Buszynski,
(2009) this clearly demonstrates that Pakistan was unable to take advantage fully from the
Free Trade Agreement. According to an analysis that was carried out by the Ministry of
Commerce, Pakistan was unable to use the China Pakistan Free Trade Agreement
(CPFTA) concession and only used 3.3 percent of the tariff lines (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed,
2017). As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) that according to the ministry analysis,
Pakistan had been able to export 253 tariff lines out of a sum of 7550 tariff lines given by
China. Tariff negotiations have been carried out between Chinese officials and Pakistani
business people on different materials. The advantage of the FTA, however, has remained
in China's favour (Faisal, 2018).
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According to Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) in 2013, a research by the Pakistan
Business Council had explored numerous challenges and difficulties facing Pakistan-China
ties after the FTA was signed. At first, China and Pakistan decided to agree to secure $15
billion in bilateral trade (Hussain, 2019). According to Buszynski, (2009) but due to
some infrastructure aspects, bilateral trade has grown from $2.8 billion in 2005 to $9.3
billion in 2012. Trade occurring between China and India, on the other hand, grew from
$17 billion to $68 billion, with the goal of raising it to $100 billion (Chaziza, 2016, P. 35).
In the second phase of the FTA, as Pakistani firms were significantly impacted by the
dumping of cheap Chinese products, Pakistan had offered to remove responsibilities on
only half of the entire product range (Saud & Arif, 2017).
According to Faisal, (2018) Pakistan can hardly attract any impressive figures, even
in the domain of investment. ―In Pakistan, Foreign Direct Investment (FDI) amounted to
$322 million in 2000, up to $5.4 billion in 2008, down to $3.7 billion in 2009 and $1.7
billion in 2011‖ (Hussain, 2019). According to Buszynski, (2009) the United Arab
Emirates, Switzerland, United Kingdom and United States have made larger investments in
the form of FDI. The Chinese share of FDI was 0.5%, except in 2006-2007, when it rose to
14% (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017). As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) after the CPEC
agreement, a great change has been observed in China's investment in Pakistan. Even
during 2000-2005, when Pakistan's investment grew by 600 percent, the share of Chinese
investment was negligible and in 2004-2005, it had contributed to approximately $400,000
(Ali, 2010). According to Pejic, (2016) in Pakistan, in the year 2006-2007, China was the
first one among the top three investors. China had invested around $ 5 billion to $ 7 billion
in the year 2014 as per an estimate (Rai, 2019).
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Furthermore, Munir, (2018) said that China adjusted its economic and political
framework in the post-Cold War period once again to respond to changing world order
scenario wherein China quickly became an essential stakeholder. In the 1990s, China not
just opened its doors for development and growth to global trade, but also reconsidered its
economic ties with nations around the world to establish new partnerships and friendships
(Nagra, Mustafa & Imran, 2019). As mentioned by Munir, (2018) the slogan of
'constructive engagement' was aptly raised by President of China Xi Jinping to start
making his motive known throughout the world. It was in accordance with the strategy of
China objectives that coordination and partnership were actively forged, with the direct
consequence that trade between these two nations began growing out of this effective
collaboration that led to the establishment of CPEC in the year 2015 (Hussain, Jalal &
Bilal, 2018).
As mentioned by Jain, (2019) that Xi Jinping addressed his perspective of the Silk
Road Economic Belt in Kazakhstan in 2013 in favor of friendly relations and constructive
engagement worldwide, with the aim of cultivating stronger relations with the Euro-Asian
region (Nagra, Mustafa & Imran, 2019). As mentioned by Munir, (2018) that in early
2015, the contours of the Silk Road Economic Belt which would walk through
Central, South Asia and Southeast were outlined by China. Both the Maritime Silk Road
and the Silk Road of the 21st century which were also referred to as One Belt One Road
(OBOR), these roads would include an opportunity to promote cooperation in commercial
and trade exchanges (Kalim, 2018). Mazhar and Goraya, (2019) stated that the purpose of
OBOR would have been fourfold: 1) to improve regional infrastructure; 2) to improve
policy coordination; 3) to remove barriers to trade and 4) to promote cultural exchanges.
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China had hoped that annual trade would increase to more than $2.5 trillion in a couple of
years.
According to Hussain and Cheema, (2017) the CPEC will be handled jointly by
the Reforms and Development of Pakistan, Ministry of Planning and the National
Development and Reform Commission (NDRC) of China. Although construction at
Gwadar had started in early 2006, its execution was given over in November 2015 to the
Chinese state-owned company (Latif & Mengal, 2020). As stated by Bhatnagar and
Ahmed, (2020) that the traffic already had been around half a million tons at Gwadar in
2016 and by 2017, it might get double, having reached three hundred to four hundred
million tons per year. Similarly, massive economic growth would lead to the
development of the port of Gwadar from a town of eighty thousand people to around two
million people (Nagra, Mustafa & Imran, 2019).
As mentioned by Munir, (2018) that the financial value of the CPEC project
had recently increased up to $51.5 billion. Extra resources and some funds were
also allocated for the upgrading of the Karachi to Peshawar rail track. By making a
contribution of approximately $5.5 billion and $2.5 billion respectively, China and the
(ADB) Asian Development Bank will then support this project financially (Hussain, Jalal
& Bilal, 2018). As mentioned by Jain, (2019) that at first, $3.56 billion was to be invested
on the railway system, which was raised to around $8 billion later. Chinese firms will not
have to endure the load of circular debt, apart from the local power buyers (Ishaq, Ping &
Ahmed, 2017). According to Attiq-ur-Rehman, (2018) to handle 22 percent of
electricity billings every month, it was decided that a revolving account will also be
established. A sovereign warranty shall be provided by the Ministry of Finance to make
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sure and maintain the continuous reimbursement to the Chinese power generating
companies. In addition to these financial and payment mechanisms, different instruments
will also be added across the way of achieving the desired CPEC objectives
more effectively (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed, 2017).
2.14 Conclusion
The preceding discussion has provided the empirical evidence of the study.
Furthermore, the relationship between Pakistan and China has been discussed in greater
details. The historical representation of the relationship between Pakistan and China has
been presented in this chapter on the basis of strategic, defense and economic significance.
At the same times, this chapter has also presented the strategic relationship of Pakistan and
China on the basis of their economic, infrastructure and trade relations. This chapter has
also discussed in greater details about the investment of China in Pakistan, in which the
investment of China in the energy sector of Pakistan, infrastructural development of China
in Pakistan and China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) including their internal and
external factors has been discussed. After that, the strategic relationship development
between Pakistan and China has been discussed on the basis of three phases (Cold War
Phase, Post-Cold War Phase and the Post-9/11 Phase). In the same way, the imperatives of
the Post-9/11 strategic interdependence of Pakistan have also been discussed. After that the
relationship between Pakistan and China has also been discussed according to the
historical perspectives from 1949 to 2019. In which, the relationship of Pakistan and China
from their political significance to economic and security perspectives have been
presented. In the same way, the next chapter (Chapter 3) will present the challenges for
India that have been created by the strategic relationship of Pakistan and China. In addition
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to this, the next chapter will also discuss the strategic policies of India to cope with the
strategic alliance of Pakistan and China.
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CHAPTER: THREE
CHINA-PAKISTAN RELATIONS: INDIA’S CHALLENGES AND
COUNTERMEASURES
3.1 Chapter Introduction
The previous chapter (Chapter 2) has provided a detailed overview of the
relationship between Pakistan and China. The historical representation of the relationship
between the two neighboring states has been presented on the basis of strategic, defence
and economic significance, infrastructure and trade relations. This chapter deliberates on
the challenges for India that have been created by the strategic relationship of Pakistan and
China. In addition to this, this chapter will also discuss the strategic policies of India to
cope with the strategic alliance of Pakistan and China. Initially, this chapter will present
the challenges for India that are created because of the Strategic Alliance of Pakistan and
China. In the same way, it will also present in greater details about the foreign policy of
India that has been shaped in the way to strengthen its strategic, economic and security
position in a better way. In which, the presence of India in the Central Asian Republics
(CARs) will be presented in-depth details, the Indian strategic Alliance with Iran and
Afghanistan, which are the neighbouring countries of China and Pakistan. In order to
complete the CPEC Project of China and Pakistan focusing on the Gwadar port, the
Chabahar Project of India and Iran. In addition to this, this chapter will also discuss the
comparison of Chabahar and CPEC projects. Furthermore, the challenges created for
Pakistan because of the Chabahar project will also be discussed in this chapter. In addition,
this chapter will also present the challenges shaped because of Indian presence in
Afghanistan and also the economic and security challenges for Pakistan because of the

164
Chabahar Port in Iran. Moreover, this chapter will also have in-depth discussion about the
Chinese and Indian Border Dispute focusing on the Ladakh issue. Meanwhile, the stance of
China about the Kashmir Issue between Pakistan and China will also be presented in this
chapter.
3.2 Sino-Pak Strategic Cooperation
The strategic cooperation of China and Pakistan was started back in the 1960s
when both countries had the same enmity and went through wars with India. In the same
way, Hussain Haqqani stated, ―For China, Pakistan is a low-cost secondary deterrent to
India … for Pakistan, China is a high-value guarantor of security against India‖ (Abdul
Haq, 2015). Afridi, (2015) says, ―The most important strategic interest shared by China
and Pakistan is the containment of India‖ (P. 12). Ali, Rahim and Sipra, (2018) explains it
further, ―Of all these nations, Pakistan‘s strategic significance is, nevertheless, priceless for
China. Although a smaller nation, Pakistan rivals India in unconventional weapons. It has
long denied India access to western and Central Asian nations, while, at the same time,
literally paving the highway – Karakorum – for Beijing‘s direct access to Eurasia. Above
all, it has tied down 500,000 to 700,000 Indian troops in the Kashmir Valley for the past 15
years. By keeping hundreds of thousands of Indian troops engaged in Kashmir, Pakistan
indirectly helps ease India‘s challenge to China‘s defences on their disputed border. More
importantly, Pakistan emboldens the region‘s smaller economies to stand up to India and
seek Chinese patronage, which hurts India‘s stature in the region‖ (P.43).
Moreover, according to Awasthi, (2018), it is also a fact that the strategic
cooperation of China and Pakistan is directly related with India and India is the main target
of this cooperation in any form, it can be Karakoram Highway, the nuclear weapons or the
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other conventional weapons. In the same way, there are some areas of Jammu and
Kashmir, which are occupied by China according to the claims of India, and it is also a
fact. But China changes its positions according to the convenience of its own by claiming
it as the bilateral dispute between both countries India and China according to the
mentioned in the history and trying to maintain the position of Pro-Pakistan (Baig, 2018;
Qadri & Qadri, 2016; Rahman, 2018; Ramzan, 2019; Kumar, 2012; Rawan, Hussain &
Khurshid, 2018). According to Cooley and Hinck, (2018), the same would be true of their
latest strategic alliance which is the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor. At the same
times, excluding this duo pressure of China-Pakistan on India, China is also trying to gain
direct benefit from the 1963 pact, this agreement had led to its participation across many
infrastructural development projects, such as improving the Karakoram Highway,
constructing
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also few hydroelectric power projects (Deepak, 2006). According to Frankel, (2011)
Several hydropower projects in Gilgit-Baltistan which included the Bashu hydropower
project, Julbo hydropower project, Phandar hydropower project, Dasu hydropower project,
and Harpo hydropower project and this also included the construction of the NeelumJhelum hydropower project, 60 ft. elevation of the Mangla Dam reservoir, designing and
building of the Kohala power project in order to generate 1,050 MW of electricity and
construction of the Diamer-Bhasha dam on the River Indus (Ganguly, 2015).
Furthermore, it is stated by Gumma, et al., (2017) the strategic cooperative
relationship would also be a big issue after the American withdrawal from Afghanistan,
within which Chinese preferences range from economic and financial interests such as the
Aynak copper mine task has been already bagged for the sake of the regional security, as
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well as its fear from the terrorism in Xinjiang that is also considered to be the major reason
for Chinese Support for the Taliban Dialogues in Afghanistan, which is a big issue for the
Indian interests in the Afghanistan (Hameedy, 2013; Baig, 2018; Tanoli, 2016; Ali, 2013;
Rawan, Hussain & Khurshid, 2018). According to Hossain, (2011), the consequences of
the CPEC are much more than evident: as this task reinforces the appearance of both
the nations in the Arabian Sea, and Gulf of Oman and where the Hormuz Strait can be
controlled decisively through the port of Gwadar, it will undesirably affect the increasing
military and economic power of India (Iqbal & Rauf, 2018). However, it is mentioned by
Jabeen, (2012) that China claims that CPEC is an economic project and therefore, there
should be no concern for India about its naval deployment and intelligence gathering in the
ports of Karachi and Gawadar. At the same time, the project will be operational through
Gilgit Baltistan. Prime Minister Narendra Modi informed the Chinese at the time of his
visit to China that perhaps the corridor was "unacceptable" to India. During Chinese
Premier Li Keqiang 's trip to New Delhi in May, 2014, India highlighted its questions and
issues concerning the activities of Chinese people in Pakistan Occupied Kashmir (PoK)
(Jacob, 2015; Baig, 2018; Tanoli, 2016; Ali, 2013; Clarke, 2011; Ghani, 2017; Khan,
Farooq & Gul, 2016).
According to Yoshimatsu, (2020), in response to a list of questions regarding the
China-Pakistan initiatives in the Lok Sabha in December 2014, Minister for Foreign
Affairs Sushma Swaraj responded by saying: ―The government has seen reports with
regard to China and Pakistan being involved in infrastructure building activities in POK,
including construction of the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor. Government has
conveyed its concerns to China about their activities in Pakistan Occupied Kashmir, and
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asked them to cease such activities.‖ (Times, 2016, P. 87). In the same way, it is mentioned
by Uddin, (2017), ―The Indian government also lodged a protest (by) calling the Chinese
Ambassador… (and also) through our Ambassador (in Beijing)‖ (P. 145). In the same way,
after following the announcements of Chinese and Pakistani officials about the CPEC
investments, India also tried to follow this pattern with a 12-year MoU with Iran by
initiating a contract for the development of the port of Chabahar (Jetly, 2013). ―In spite of
that it is required for India to come up with a thorough and well debated response for the
CPEC. But at the other side, as the government took up the matter with the Chinese as
mentioned above, TCA Raghavan, Indian High Commissioner, attempting to address a
Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa Chamber of Commerce and Industry (KPCCI) conference, also said
India is also not concerned about the 46 billion dollars‟ economic corridor which was
initiated between China and Pakistan as stability in the area would be brought by an
economically strong and prosperous Pakistan‖ (Siddique, 2014).
3.3 India’s Regional Outlook
India‘s regional outlook has been constituted due to its socio-economic, geopolitical, cultural and historical compulsions (Karl, 2018). In addition to this, it is
mentioned by Li, (2014) that this is on account of India being a ‗civilization state‘, that pre
dates the narrow Westphalian definition of the nation state. Bounded by the Seas on three
sides and the Himalayas to the North, there is a spiritual underpinning to its expanse
nurtured by myth and legend (Shahbaz Aslam & Farooq, 2020). According to Sharma,
(2017), the Himalayas were imbued with religious significance due to the farsighted seers
who recognized the bountifulness of nature and how easily it could get contaminated. All
the rivers in the subcontinent have been likened to Goddesses with pride of place being
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given to River Ganga (Mahesar, Memon & Mahesar, 2015; Kuszewska, 2016;
Mohammadi, 2018; Naik & Ahmad, 2017). It is stated by Naikoo and Haq, (2018) that
Mount Kailash looming over the Manasarovar Lake, the source of the Indus, the Sutlej and
the Brahmaputra, was appropriated by claiming it to be the abode of Shiva the primordial
Hindu deity.
Moreover, Pande, (2013) mentioned that the western observers too have noted the
sacredness imbued to the subcontinent landmass. While even ardent imperialists like the
British had stopped short at the Kuen Lun range beyond the Karakorams, the Indian sages
had extended frontiers of India through the timelessness of their teachings. Nehru was the
rightful ambassador of the soft power of India (Rahman & Hameed, 2009). While the
policy of Nehru is used synonymously with India‘s foreign policy, Nehru himself had this
to say during a debate on foreign affairs in the Lok Sabha on 9 Dec 1958 - ―It is
completely incorrect to call our policy the Nehru Policy. It is incorrect because all I have
done is to give voice to that policy. I have not originated it. It is a policy inherent in the
circumstances of India, inherent in the past thinking of India, inherent in the whole mental
outlook of India, inherent in the conditioning of the Indian mind during our struggle for
freedom…‖ (Raza, 2020, P. 43).
According to Yang and Siddiqi, (2011), the past thinking of India inherently had a
preference for the middle path, tolerance, and the absence of a desire for conquest. The
preference for the middle path is inherent in the four Purusharthas (or goals of life).
Moksha or liberation was the ultimate goal of every member of society (Ahmad & Singh,
2017). In addition to this, it is mentioned by Ali, Rahim and Ansari, (2019) that in the
process he would have to control Kama (desires) while seeking Artha (or material
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prosperity) following the precepts of Dharma (rule of law). The duty of a King was to
ensure the safety and wellbeing of society and therefore Dharma was supreme (Ashwarya,
2017). Indeed, the Mahabharata held Yudhishtra, the best among the Pandavas for his
adherence to Dharma, for which he was allowed into Heaven without dying unlike his
more heroic brothers. Interestingly Dharma itself could change depending on the Yuga,
hence holding reason paramount.
According to Rahman and Rehman, (2020) the essence of Hinduism is tolerance,
born out of the belief that the limited human mind is ill equipped to actually comprehend
the true nature of reality. Every person is therefore free to attain Moksha based on his
understanding of the world. In monotheistic religions God is a father figure who gives and
withholds, and rewards and punishes. Hinduism allows one to worship whichever aspect of
God appeals to one, father, mother or even child (Bhat, 2018). Thus, the Christians when
they landed on the Kerala Coast in C.E. 47, or the Parsis in the 7th Century of the Common
Era, were all free to practice their beliefs. Over time these religions found their unique
Indian expressions. In a society where free enquiry is tolerated, the middle path eschewing
dogma and extreme positions is preferred (Bose & Panda, 2016). As it is stated by Conrad,
(2017) that the tolerance for all views naturally follows since there are many ways of
perceiving and looking at the same object. No wonder that to Nehru, Pakistan was a
theocratic state stuck in the middle ages.
According to Tabassum, (2017), taking the middle path meant forging an
independent path without getting sucked into the opposing camps of the Cold War.
Nehru‘s broadcast in September 1946 over All India Radio was remarkable as it
anticipated the coming of the Cold War and the artificial division of the world into two
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distinct entities when he said ―…. We propose as far as possible to keep away from power
politics of groups aligned against one another, which have led in the past to world wars,
and which may again lead to disaster on an even vaster scale‖ (Deepak, 2013, P. 54).
Sridhar, (2006) calls it the ―implicit recognition of a foreign policy tradition that formed
the basis of non-alignment but went beyond it by attempting a complex reconciliation
between national security goals and larger normative level concerns in international
affairs‖ (P. 176). To Nehru freedom meant freedom in international relations and
everything else was local autonomy. That he managed to accomplish it in the context of a
relatively insecure poor nation makes it all the more laudable. To him, it was always
preferable to settle disputes peacefully through negotiation.
This would ensure that no party engaged in the conflict had to face a significant
loss (Rubin, 2020). As it is mentioned by Saeed, Müller, Hagemann and Jacob, (2011), the
distaste of Nehru for the usage of the force for settling disputes also stemmed from the
non-violent freedom struggle of India. His distaste was probably due to the fact that the
Indian Army had been a tool in imperial conquests fighting distant wars and enslaving
indigenous populations (Guihong, 2005). He was therefore disinclined to enter into any
military alliance unlike the Pakistanis who were more than willing to provide their
services. Nehru is said to have retorted to Gen Sir Robert Lockhart, the first Commander in
Chief of the Indian Army after Independence on his presenting a plan for the expansion of
the Indian Army, ―We don‘t need a defence plan. Our policy is nonviolence. We present no
military threats. Scrap the army. The police are good enough to meet our security needs‖
(Hughes, 2016, P. 123). According to Jafri and Stevenson, (2018) the realities of the
hostile neighborhoods and also recognition of India‘s manifest destiny sitting astride the
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Indian Ocean sensitized him to the need to modernize the Indian Navy and the IAF albeit
at the expense of the Indian Army. This too has been attributed to the inherent belief in
India‘s greatness due to its rich past with a status as a given and not necessarily to be
earned, proven or demonstrated (Javaid, 2016). Indeed, the overarching strategic culture
associated with India is that of Bharat Jagat Guru or a nation which has something to teach
the World.
In addition to this, it is mentioned by Kaushiki, (2013) that the emphasis of Nehru
on the atomic energy as a shortcut to achieve greatness which was seemingly at odds with
his desire for world peace has been attributed to the influence of Kautilya a hard core
realist who laid down in the Arthashastra all the nuances of state craft. Nehru was
determined that an India which had missed out on the industrial revolution would not
desist from developing nuclear energy (Pramanik & Roy, 2014). Indeed, he instructed his
defence minister Baldev Singh to interact with Homi Bhabha to appoint a scientific adviser
in the Defence Ministry who would ensure the exploitation of atomic energy. Pande,
(2015) sees the nuclear policy of India for the nuclear weapons as a deterrent as interplay
between ―Kautilyan realism and just war‖ propounded by the Bhagavad Gita. According to
Khalil, (2017) a latent Kautilyan influence permeated both Gandhi and Nehru‘s thought
processes and ―the subcutaneous presence of Kautilyan thought is one – emphasis one –
important component of India‘s politico-strategic culture‖ (P. 34). Qaddos, (2015) agrees
contending that India‘s non alignment policy too can be traced back to Kautilya‘s
admonishment to be wary of depending on just one group of allies. Similarly, the
hierarchical nature of the world is explicitly recognized on account of the caste system and
despite Nehru‘s faith in international organizations such as the UN he was hard headed
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about objective realities and played the two super powers against each other with finesse
maximizing receipt of aid and transfer of technology. The foreign policy of Nehru was thus
reflective of an ancient civilization state with its inevitable contradictions (Naseer & Amin,
2015).
3.3.1 India Ocean: Battleground of Great Powers’ Politics
According to Ahmed, Sanghro and Khoso, (2019), for the global economy, the East
China Sea, the South China Sea and the Indian Ocean are quite important routes for the
transport. This area is home to eight out of ten of the largest and busiest container ports in
the World. Mahan, a naval analyst and writer of The Influence of Sea Power Upon
History had asserted that the power and economic prosperity of the country is completely
based on the control of its sea routes. He famously said, ―Whoever rules the waves rules
the world.‖ China and India continue to struggle for maritime sway, as the Indian Ocean
Region (IOR) remains both strategically and commercially advantageous (Tanoli, 2016).
As it is stated by Yuan, (2007) that India is concerned about the increasing Chinese
foothold in the IOR. India has been motivated by the factors that are mentioned below to
construct a powerful blue-water navy:
1. Protecting sea-lanes for trade.
2. Creating and maintaining challenges for its rivals in the region.
3. The protection of the important energy reservoirs, particularly from the
Arabian or Persian Gulf.
4. Trying to accomplish its past desires of becoming the one of great naval
powers with the capabilities of nuclear as well.
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Since the 1970s, India has been actively seeking dominance in the IOR. India has
used its navy to prop up its ambition to achieve a great power status in comparison to other
small nations within the South Asian region (Ali, 2013). According to Chansoria, (2012),
India has developed maritime security measures in the Andaman Sea and has conducted
joint exercises with the Royal Thai Navy to tackle drugs and human trafficking, piracy,
and illegal fishing. India also tried to enhance the scope of the exercises to include other
IOR countries and sign an agreement to consolidate regional maritime cooperation (Clarke,
2011).
Furthermore, it is stated by Dwivedi, (2013) that India, to a certain extent, overtly
acted to curtail the role of Pakistan in the region. India has often spent time and resources
to deny Pakistan‘s lead within and outside the region. India always considered Gwadar
port a part of the Chinese ‗string of pearls‘ policy, especially its extension from its eastern
coast to the Arabian Sea. China having developed ports in Bangladesh and Sri Lanka could
pose a challenge to India in the IOR. India is concerned about the Chinese control of the
Sea Lanes of Communication (SLOCs), which could be hampered if Pakistan would
become a means of Chinese influence in the SLOCs around the Persian Gulf (Ghani,
2017). It is also mentioned by Jan, (2018) that it is in this context that India is constructing
the Chabahar port near the south-western border of Pakistan, which could pose a serious
challenge for Pakistan by asserting Indian maritime dominance both on the east and west
of Pakistan (Khan, Farooq & Gul, 2016). According to Solangi, Gilal and Tunio, (2018),
Chabahar port allows India to check Pakistani and Chinese maritime activities in the IOR
and the Gulf regions. On the other hand, the US is also inclined to counter China in this
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region and India is gladly playing the proxy for the US. Indian hegemony in the IOR is
also a matter of concern for Pakistan (Kuszewska, 2016).
3.3.2 Indian Presence in Central Asian Republics (CARs).
It is mentioned by Mitra, (2016) that the Central Asian Republics (CARs) have
huge natural reserves (gas and oil) that attract regional states. India has also shown its
interest in the natural gas reserves of CARs and is investing a lot in Uzbekistan‘s oil and
natural gas and energy sector as well as in the military sector. Uzbekistan repairs and
produces 11-78 MAR transport aircraft for the Indian military (Mohammadi, 2018). In the
same way, it is stated by Sering, (2013) that in the security sector, India has signed an
Inter-governmental agreement with Kazakhstan for fighting with terrorism. For
membership in the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO), India lobbied for Russian
support. India is interested in developing lasting relations with CARs and for that India
will not leave a single stone unturned to pursue a proactive strategy or policy with Iran
(Shah & Majeed, 2019).
According to Thoker and Singh, (2017), a new Indo-Iranian alliance based on the
convergence interests in Central Asia can robustly influence the interest of Pakistan at both
regional and international levels. Not only India, Iran as a neighbour of CARs is also
carving for a crucial role in the economic development of the region (Pardesi, 2010). In the
same way, Scott, (2013) until now, India has been more successful than Pakistan in
improving its political and diplomatic relations with CARs. In Central Asia, it is evident
that Indian heavy investment with the collaboration of Iran determines its presence and
intended dominance in the region (Naik & Ahmad, 2017). As it is mentioned by Pant and
Bommakanti, (2019), on Ayni Airbase in Tajikistan, India has invested US dollars of 70
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million to refurbish the airbase, including 3,200-meter extended runway and installation of
navigational and air defence equipment. Just because of Indian interests, to gain a strategic
foothold in CARs is a serious challenge for Pakistan (AhmadI, 2014). According to Saqib,
(2019), this rising coalition of these two leading players in the region in both economic and
security fields can pose a serious challenge for Pakistan in the future, particularly if it is
not countered well on time.
3.3.3 Indo-Iranian Nexus
According to Budania, (2003), both India and Iran are ambitious about their
common interests in the region. The interests are just not limited to dominance in regional
politics and the security of energy resources but to gain access to landlocked Central Asian
markets and beyond. These common interests have made them close allies. A smooth flow
of trade between India and Iran shows a growing relationship of trust among the two
nations. Working together in collaboration with CARs will provide them alternate
communication routes through the Russian territory, which will provide more effective and
efficient ways to allow the countries of Central Asia to trade and open regional market
access (Chandio & Khuhro, 2019). In the same way, it is stated by Saklani, (2000) that Iran
has participated actively to pursue its best interest in Central Asia, in addition to economic
and financial interests, and has established its impact against western influence. In recent
years, India has made a significant investment in Afghanistan and Central Asia within the
power and physical infrastructure sectors (Ghose, 2009).
In addition to this, India also played its role for developing and exploring the
energy sources of the region. According to the US Department of Energy‘s figures, ―India
is already the world‘s sixth largest consumer of energy resources. Its energy consumption
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will rise to 27.1 quadrillion BTUs by 2025, up from 12.7 in 2000, the largest energy
consumption state after China‖ (Jahangir, 2019, P. 43). In addition to this, Khan and
Ahmad, (2015) mentioned that India‘s domestic natural gas supply has significantly
increased and the country has rapidly grown its potential in recent years, but the energy
requirement is not likely to keep pace with the growing demand. As the location of Iran is
strategically placed at the crossing point of South Asia, West Asia, and Central Asia (Rizvi
& Behuria, 2016), and controlling public transit lines among high sea and landlocked
states, in this way, India can even obtain access to Central Asia through Iran (Khanna,
2003). According to Konwer, (2011), a reason for close communication and integration
between India and Iran in this country has been provided by mutual interests and values in
the security, economic, and energy industries.
According to Amirthan, (2017), India and Iran are both motivated by their
economic interests. India is primarily benefiting from Iranian alliance as it is providing
financial assistance to Iran whose economy is crippled with US economic sanctions. Iran
has been under sanctions for many years before, and this is an economic development
opportunity for it to have a free trade zone near Gwadar (Jamshed & Abid, 2015). On the
other hand, Khan, (2011) mentioned that India is benefitting by competing to be a regional
leader along with China. The development of Chabahar helps India boost its regional status
and establish new markets for its goods exports and energy imports (Rather, 2005).
However, India not only looks forward to importing Iranian oil; it also wishes to invest in
Iranian gas fields so that it can utilize that energy in the future with its industrial and
economic needs (Mubarik, 2017). Furthermore, it is stated by Pate, (2018) India is using
Iran‘s territory for its economic interest to establish dominance in the Central Asian region
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and to sabotage Pakistan‘s territory and economy. Since 9/11, cooperation between India
and Iran has increased with mutual benefits in Afghanistan (Qadri & Qadri, 2016).
According to Ullah, Ahmad and Khan, (2020) Iran sees India as a strong partner to evade
strategic isolation, particularly when Iran is under increased financial stress and has been
nominated as a member of the ‗Axis of Evil‘ by former US President George Bush
(Rahman, 2018).
In the same way, it is stated by Siyal, (2017) that the Indian interests in Central
Asia and beyond can only be achieved when it partners with Iran and both of them align
their actions to achieve common goals. Iran offers the transportation from Central Asia to
India for fuels or natural gas and also to obtain access to the market, energy resources and
targeted customers‘ states (Ramzan, 2019). According to Krishnamurthy, (2017) Pakistan
is concerned with the growing economic ties between India and Iran, even though Iran has
assured Pakistan that its collaboration with India is not in opposition to Pak-China
partnership. Commercial trade through Chabahar port has increased and a high volume of
the goods and trade activity has been diverted from Karachi to Chabahar port (Kumar,
2012). In the same way, it is quoted by Malik and Naikoo, (2012), ―this trade route offers
a strategic pathway to India, effortlessly bypassing Pakistan and allows access to
Afghanistan‖. Since Afghanistan is a landlocked country, this route reduces the transport
costs and freight time to approximately one third to the Gulf States as well as Central Asia
for India (Rawan, Hussain & Khurshid, 2018). In addition to this, Riaz, (2015) mentioned
that the Chabahar port presents a golden opportunity for India to access Iranian, Afghan,
and CARs markets, which will, in turn, lead to establishing political influence on the
Afghan government. All of these actions will pave the way for India to get access to
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Turkmenistan gas and look for future opportunities to develop gas transport infrastructure
and pipeline or shipment facilities through LNG/LPG tankers.
As mentioned by Huxley, (2013) that the strengthening of Indo-Iranian ties has not
only economic but far-reaching security implications for Pakistan. ―The presence of Indian
military personnel on Iranian military bases, even if it is solely to train the Iranians, would
allow India a subtler „operational‟ use of an early warning, intelligence gathering against
Pakistan‖ (Von Glahn & Taulbee, 2015). According to Friedrichs, (2016), security
relations between Iran and India could be established on the basis of the observed presence
of an Indian embassy with alleged intelligence responsibilities on the border of Pakistan as
well as in Zahedan, Iran (Qadri & Qadri, 2016; Rahman, 2018; Ramzan, 2019; Kumar,
2012; Rawan, Hussain & Khurshid, 2018). In 2002, India had set up a new embassy in
Bandar Abbas in order to regulate ship movement patterns in the Hormuz Strait and the
Persian Gulf. With or without strike capability, the military presence in Central Asia would
allow India to create a 'holding challenge' along its western borders in the event of a war
with Pakistan. As the matter of fact, with the souring of relationships between Iran and
Pakistan, Indian leverage with Iran had been growing steadily (Von Glahn & Taulbee,
2015).
3.3.4 Indo-Afghanistan Strategic Partnership
According to Chou, (2011) India and Afghanistan have enjoyed cordial ties,
especially after 9/11 when the Taliban regime was toppled over by the US forces. Before
that India was supporting the enemy of Taliban, Northern Alliance, as Taliban were
supported by Pakistan. India has signed several agreements and deals with Afghanistan to
increase its influence diplomatically as well as economically (Petrilli, 2006). According to
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Von Glahn and Taulbee, (2015), India has been propagating that its interest in Afghanistan
and policies towards the country is to bring peace and stability, but the real motives of the
Indian government has not yet been revealed to the international community. Dr. Shubhash
Kapila believes that Afghanistan is a vital geostrategic point for Pakistan and its military,
while Indian interests in the country are the same as the Central Asian states and Russia,
which clearly draw the Indian motives of the economic interests there (Beg, Baig & Khan,
2018). Therefore, Von Glahn and Taulbee, (2015) stated that for India, Afghanistan is a
road to Central Asia, a strong foothold to counter Chinese influence in the South Asian
region and to reduce Pakistan‘s influential sphere in Kabul. The economic and political
objectives of India are among the top priorities of the policymakers (Hussain, Javaid,
Sabri, Ilyas & Batool, 2014). According to Banerjee, (2018) ―therefore, Afghanistan
had also taken

part

in

the Regional

Economic

Cooperation

Conference

in

Afghanistan (RECCA) and the 'Heart of Asia' dialogue process‖. To achieve its goals,
India has to take major steps to seek the increase in support of the global community to
provide more financial support to Afghanistan to help it to tackle its economic and
financial issues and to run the state affairs. For its economic interests, India has become the
highest financial aid provider to Afghanistan in South Asia (Garlick, 2018).
As mentioned by Chou, (2011) after 9/11 and establishment of the Hamid Karzai
government, India has reinforced its economic policies in Afghanistan by taking up
different policies. India is using politics as a leverage to dominate the Afghan goods
market because it wants to establish Afghan dependency on Indian exports, through
controlling the flow of capital and investment in the country (Dutt & Bansal, 2013).
According to Chihaia, (2014), in order to strengthen its control on the neighboring country,
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India is investing in power, infrastructure, water, agricultural, and natural resources sectors
in Afghanistan. Another major goal of India in Afghanistan is to counter Pakistan‘s
presence in Kabul, and it has also been propagating anti-Pakistan policy (Kuszewska,
2016; Mohammadi, 2018; Naik & Ahmad, 2017; AhmadI, 2014; Chandio & Khuhro,
2019; Ghose, 2009; Jahangir, 2019; Rizvi & Behuria, 2016; Khanna, 2003; Mubarik,
2017). It is quite essential for India that Pakistan does not get a strong presence in Kabul;
therefore, India is preventing Pakistan to dominate the politics and the strategic issues in
Kabul (Akhter, 2018). As mentioned by Chou, (2011) the Indian policies have proved
rather successful, as former government of Karzai and present Afghan government of
Ashraf Ghani is speaking the language of India which is beneficial for New Delhi as it
does not want the regime of Taliban to come back to Kabul.
According to Banerjee, (2018) Pakistan has always viewed Afghanistan as a vital
balancer against Indian policies to get an upper hand and dominate geostrategic South
Asia. Afghanistan is critical for Pakistan because an unstable and Indian dominant
Afghanistan will create uncertainty for Islamabad on its western border, as the eastern
border is already hostile due to India (Ashraf, 2018). According to Chihaia, (2014), a
cordial presence in Kabul is seen by Pakistan as necessary to avoid the strategic dilemma
of being stuck between two hostile sides. The India presence in Afghanistan is also to
counter the Chinese influence in South Asia as well as Kabul (Dutt & Bansal, 2013).
Therefore, it has been focusing on its aid policy. As all the major South Asian regional
states tend to use the territory of other states by different means and methods, New Delhi is
trying to achieve it through intervention in Afghanistan against China (Chandio & Khuhro,
2019; Ghose, 2009; Jahangir, 2019; Rizvi & Behuria, 2016). A geostrategic race is
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underway between China and India in the region, and Afghanistan is one of the main
battlegrounds for their interests. China is an emerging regional and global power, and it is
way ahead of India both economically and militarily, but some Indian scholars and policy
makers believe that India has the capability to counter Chinese influence, hence, the Kabul
dominance battle is underway (Dwivedi, 2011).
According to Banerjee, (2018) another major goal for India in Afghanistan is to get
access to Central Asia, mainly due its mineral rich states. India has a rapid growing
economy and to meet its oil and gas demands, the Indian government is looking towards
Central Asia through Afghanistan (Firdous, Nazir & Ali, 2015). According to Dyduch,
Jarząbek and Skorek, (2018), in a rare occurrence, both Pakistan and India has agreed on
1,000 miles, $7.6billion worth, Turkmenistan-Afghanistan-Pakistan-India (TAPI) gas
pipeline, which is to meet the energy needs of these countries. For a successful and
operational TAPI line, both India and Pakistan need a stable Afghanistan, as a major part
of this line will pass through its territory. Meanwhile, increasing Indian influence in
Afghanistan has proved to be beneficial for the country, as it now sees more opportunities
in the Central Asian region (Sargana, Bukhari & Sargana, 2020).
In the same way, it is stated by Sudirman, (2018) that besides countering China,
India wants to dominate the South Asian region and to increase its influence in the region
through investment and providing aid to Afghanistan. India tends to show the world that it
has the ability to be a regional power (Hussain, Abid, Sabri & Batool, 2014). In the same
way, Ahmad, Sohail and Rizwan, (2018) stated that through its aid to Kabul, New Delhi is
trying to promote itself as a big and stable economy that can give aid to the needy states in
this region. Furthermore, to make itself a regional power, India has strengthened its ties
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with the United States and has been supporting its policies regarding Afghanistan.
According to Jahangir, (2019), however, India in the long run has to make some alternative
choices as now the US commitment to establish a stable Afghanistan has reduced, and it is
planning to abandon the country completely. In that case, India can find itself in a difficult
place because it will lose a strong ally in Kabul, and Taliban will increase their influence in
Afghanistan in the absence of the US forces, as the newly trained Afghan military does not
have enough ability to control the Taliban (Sargana, Bukhari & Sargana, 2020).
3.3.4.1 Implications for Pakistan and China
According to Dyduch, Jarząbek and Skorek, (2018) the security dilemma is one of
the biggest implications Pakistan has to face due to Indian presence in Afghanistan. The
reason is that Indian presence in Kabul makes its western border unstable and volatile,
which is not in the interest of the country which is already fighting against terrorism in its
own land. This creates a serious issue for Pakistan, as foreign minister of Pakistan, Shah
Mehmood Qureshi, says, ―If you want Pakistan focused more on the [threat from
Afghanistan in the] west, then we have to feel more secure on the east. There is a linkage
there‖ (Kumar, 2003, P. 123). According to Jahangir, (2019) the unstable border means
more terrorism, and Pakistan has been blaming India for sending and sponsoring terrorists
to its territory through Afghan border. According to Islamabad, India through its
consulates in Herat and regions adjacent to Pak-Afghan border has been sending the
militants in Pakistan to spread the terrorism, especially in its tribal areas of FATA and
Baluchistan (Sargana, Bukhari & Sargana, 2020). Moreover, Indian made weapons are
being flooded inside Pakistan for militants, which are used to destabilize the country.
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In the same way, it is stated by Sudirman, (2018) that on the diplomatic front,
Indian want a reduction in Pakistan‘s diplomatic and political influence in Kabul. For this
purpose, it has been increasing its ties with Kabul‘s rulers. On the economic front, India
wants to end the dependency of Afghanistan on Pakistan, as Kabul conducts its most of
trade through Pakistan, but through development of Chabahar port and routes in
Afghanistan, India wants to affect economic benefit for Islamabad (Sargana, Bukhari &
Sargana, 2020). Meanwhile, Shabbir, (2017) mentioned that the major implications for
China are effects on CPEC, as India has been opposing this mega project, and it can affect
it in the long run. China wants to extend the CPEC to Central Asia to Europe under OBOR,
and its presence in Afghanistan is essential for this project. India is trying its best to
counter the influence of China in Kabul and supporting anti-China policies. Through its
presence in Kabul, India is trying to counter Chinese regional influence and wants to
counter Chinese dominance (Mohammadi, 2018; Naik & Ahmad, 2017; AhmadI, 2014;
Chandio & Khuhro, 2019).
3.4 India’s Investment in Chabahar Port
According to Troitskiy, (2015), India is setting the stage for a geopolitical hostility
and trade competition in South Asia, by assisting Iran in establishing a port in Chabahar
close to Pakistan‘s Gwadar port in the Balochistan province (SHABBIR, 2017; Sudirman,
2018; Tar & Mustapha, 2017; Troitskiy, 2015; Wojczewski, 2014). In addition to this,
Wojczewski, (2014) mentioned that India has always remained averse to the development
and building of Gwadar port and its intention to invest in and develop Iran‘s Chabahar port
is in competition with Pakistan.
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According to Grigorova, Mincheva and Gurr, (2013), India is promoting Chabahar
as a port of economic importance located on the Makran coast. But it bears immense
strategic importance too because it addresses its security needs in the region as well as its
trade interests, particularly with Afghanistan and Central Asia. Owing to a longstanding
inconsistency in relations with Pakistan, it has been difficult for India to establish a secure
shipment route to the markets of Afghanistan and Central Asia (Sudirman, 2018; Tar &
Mustapha, 2017; Troitskiy, 2015). On the contrary, Jackson, (2014) considers that Pakistan
forbids land transit of Indian goods across its territory. To address the problem, Iran and
India signed a commercial contract to resolve the market access problem, which is also a
part of a trilateral concord signed in May 2016 between Iran, India, and Afghanistan
(Hussain, Abid, Sabri & Batool, 2014). In the same way, Ahmad, Sohail and Rizwan,
(2018) stated that this agreement is based on the development of the port, railway track,
and a road network, which will connect Iran to Afghanistan and the Central Asian
Republics (CARs). Wojczewski, (2014) stated that the initial phase of the Chabahar port
was completed in December 2017 and this project was the first overseas instance of on
Indian state-owned port, which was inaugurated on 3 December 2017 by Hassan Rouhani,
the President of Iran. India is funding the expansion of the Chabahar port. ―This port will
connect the International North-South Transportation Corridor (INSTC) which presently
stretches from the Iranian port of Bandar Abbas in the Persian Gulf to Russia, Eurasia, and
Europe‖ (Roy, 2013, P. 42). Saez, (2012) stated that this strategic port is a key
transportation route to the landlocked CARs, as well as Russia, and also is expected to
smoothen the progress of trade between them.
Map 3.1: Location of Chabahar Port
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According to Garlick, (2018) this port has provided India with an enhanced ability
to monitor activities at Gwadar port and even initiate sub-conventional maneuvering
against Pakistan from. Iran. In February 2018, a contract was signed between India and
Iran to give operational authority of the Chabahar port to India for the next 18 months.
Both sides agreed that they will cooperate in the oil sector and enhance their traditional
‗buyer-seller‘ relationship to develop a long-term strategic partnership. According to one
observer, India has launched a massive media campaign on an international forum to
portray that ―the real port is Chabahar port whereas Gwadar is a total failure in the future.‖
This anti-Gwadar campaign by India has given rise to a ‗war of ports‘ in the region. The
trends are changing in the world and if we see recent developments, it seems that Chabahar
port is an economic confrontation against Pakistan (Sudirman, 2018; Tar & Mustapha,
2017; Troitskiy, 2015).
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3.4.1 Chabahar Port under the Indian Control
Jackson, (2014) considers that the Chabahar port is at a distance of less than 100
nautical miles from the Gwadar port. It consists of two ports: The Shahid Kalantri and the
Shahid Beheshti. Each port is based on 5 berths that handle cargo. Iran has bigger plans to
manage the Chabahar port with the assistance of India. Zaranj, in Afghanistan is about 883
km from the Chabahar port and the existing road network in Iran links to Zaranj. India has
constructed a road from Zaranj to Delaram, which can provide an entry into Afghanistan. It
is stated by Palonkorpi, (2007), ―Garland highway, linking it to other major cities of
Afghanistan like Kabul, Herat, Mazar-e-Sharif, and Kandahar. India is also renovating
one berth at the Shahid Beheshti port and a 600-meter-long container handling capability
at the port. According to the Economic Times of India, India has pledged $500 million for
the project. Besides, India has already pledged $100 million for a road that will connect
western Afghanistan to the Chabahar port‖.
According to Pejic, (2016) ―the Chabahar port is essential for India to avoid
Pakistan and open up a trade route to the landlocked Afghanistan with which it has
developed close economic and political ties. India has always been seeking ways to gain
access to Afghanistan and Central Asia bypassing Pakistan‖. According to Shukla, (2011)
during the 1990s, India partially built the Chabahar port to reduce transportation costs and
freight time to Central Asia and the Persian Gulf. During the government of Atal Bihari
Vajpayee, an agreement to build the Chabahar port was inked but the deal was delayed
during the subsequent years. The development process of the project was delayed because
of international nuclear-related sanctions on Iran (Parveen & Shah, 2019). According to
Buszynski, (2009) Iran has constructed a highway from Chabahar to Delaram and the
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Border Roads Organization (BRO) of India constructed a highway known as Route 606,
which was completed in 2009, connecting Delaram to Zaranj, the border city and capital of
Nimruz province of Afghanistan, respectively (Small, 2015; Lanteigne, 2008; Malik, 2017;
Rehman, 2009).
According to Akhter and Jathol, (2017) the CARs market is dominated by China,
Russia, and Europe. Indian policymakers believe that if they can construct a convenient
trade route, it could rapidly increase their trade with the region. ―India‟s trade with the five
key Central Asian countries—Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan and
Kyrgyzstan—has been a mere S1.6 billion‖ (Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2013, P.12).
Therefore, Shukla, (2011) stated that in addition to the Chabahar port, India is also looking
at the Iranian port of Bandar Abbas, to advance trade with the West. ―In September 2014,
India held a trial run of an empty container tagged with a GPS device, from Mumbai by
sea to Bandar Abbas and thence by road to Astrakhan in southern Russia, passing through
Azerbaijan and found this route substantially reduced transport costs to the region‖
(Breslin & Croft, 2013, P. 23). In the same way, Jaleel, Talha and Shah, (2017) stated that
plans are to steadily promote it up to the capacity of 86 million tons per year, whereas in
2015, the port could handle 2.1 million tons of cargo annually. The first phase of
development work at the Shahid Beheshti port was completed in December 2017, which
has increased the capacity of cargo handling to 8 million tons per year.
Map 3.2: The significance of Chahbahar Port
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3.4.2 Challenges for Pakistan
3.4.2.1 Challenges in Security Domain
According to Akhter and Jathol, (2017) there are several international and regional
powers viewing the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) as a challenge to their
strategic interests in this region. The Indian opposition to CPEC, in particular, has never
been a secret. India is undertaking unconcealed and concealed efforts to sabotage it. India
is frightened of growing Chinese stakes in the Gwadar port and this is one of the reasons
that India is not in favor of the operationalization of Gwadar port, which would have
serious strategic implications for it (Parveen & Shah, 2019). As mentioned by Sidhu,
(2003) that the Chabahar port is a launching pad of the Indian sabotage activities inside
Pakistan. The low-level insurgency in Balochistan is one of the main stumbling blocks for
Gwadar to deliver on its promise. According to Bhattacharjee, (2015) India has been
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actively provoking volatility and instability in Balochistan by helping the insurgents and
sponsoring terrorist activities. Leaders of the Baloch insurgencies have publicly listed
India as their sponsor (Kuszewska, 2016; Naik & Ahmad, 2017; AhmadI, 2014; Chandio
& Khuhro, 2019; Ghose, 2009; Jahangir, 2019; Rizvi & Behuria, 2016; Khanna, 2003;
Mubarik, 2017; Qadri & Qadri, 2016). Brahamdagh Bugti, the head of the banned terrorist
organization the Balochistan Liberation Army (BLA), accepted that his organization was
getting assistance from Afghanistan and India in furthering their cause. He not only
thanked Modi but also hoped that he ―would raise this issue at international forums''
(Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019, P. 54).
According to Buszynski, (2009) the increasing the Impact and influence of India in
Afghanistan can also have adverse profound impacts on Pakistan, affecting the
advancement of CPEC in particular. In Balochistan, the simmering insurgency can lead to
the weakening of trade. This will be in Indian advantage to use a multi-pronged strategy to
delay CPEC, which enhances Pakistan‘s economic growth through Gwadar port. India is
plotting ethnic violence in Pakistan to sabotage CPEC (Small, 2015; Lanteigne, 2008;
Malik, 2017; Priego Moreno, 2008; Rehman, 2009). According to Shah, (2018) India‘s
indirect meddling in Pakistan is manifested in sponsoring various terrorist groups in
Pakistan, like Baloch insurgents and other sub-nationalist outfits especially the Tehreek-iTaliban Pakistan (TTP). General Zubair Mahmood Hayat who is the chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff Committee (CJCSC), at a world meeting which is organized or structured
by the Islamabad Policy Research Institute (IPRI) on geographic Dynamics and Strategic
issues in South Asia shared that India had set up a Baluchistan operations cell under its spy
agency, the Research and Analysis Wing (RAW), for subversion and terrorist activities in
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the province (Blank, 2005). As mentioned by Soltani, Naji, Amiri and Street, (2014) that in
2016, an agent of RAW named Kulbhushan Yadhav was caught in Balochistan. His
interrogation revealed that while operating from Chabahar, he had been responsible for
providing naval fighting coaching to Baloch separatists in order to attack Pakistani
terminals. He even further admitted that, on the guidelines of the RAW, he was also
involved in directing different activities in Balochistan and Karachi since 2013. Gen Hayat
further revealed that the arrest of Kulbhushan Yadhav from Balochistan had been the
‗proverbial smoking gun‘ in the matter of CPEC (Breslin & Croft, 2013).
Furthermore, Chellaney, (2002) stated that India is supporting a ‗free Baluchistan‘
campaign internationally to portray a negative image of Pakistan in front of the
international community. The Modi government has signaled zero tolerance for CPEC.
Indian involvement in Baluchistan is in-line with its aims of dominating the Arabian Sea.
Gen Hayat also revealed that India had set aside Rs.55 billion against CPEC (Lanteigne,
2008; Malik, 2017; Priego Moreno, 2008). According to Shah, (2018) the amount India
had been investing against this project—which has benefits and advantages for all regional
states in Asia upon its completion—shows how much India wants to fail it (Tanoli, 2016;
Clarke, 2011; Khan, Farooq & Gul, 2016; Mohammadi, 2018; AhmadI, 2014; Ghose,
2009; Rizvi & Behuria, 2016; Mubarik, 2017; Rahman, 2018; Kumar, 2012). India is
always against trade cooperation between Pakistan and China. Whereas India was invited
by Pakistan and China to be a part of CPEC, due to its traditional anti-China and antiPakistan attitude in the region, it decided to stay away (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019;
Khan & Kasi, 2017; Soltani, Naji, Amiri & Street, 2014). In addition to this, Kovačević,
(2011) mentioned that the RAW is funding, training, and arming Baloch insurgents in their
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camps located in Afghanistan. They also have several camps in India where they gave
training to Baloch insurgents, which was later denied by the Indian authorities. In the past
two decades, target killing, organized crimes, and frequent shutdowns of the largest
metropolis of the country Karachi have resulted in serious consequences for the country‘s
economy (Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019; Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy,
Sumano & Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011).
3.4.2.2 Challenges in Economic Domain
According to Goh, (2008) India‘s absolute cooperation with Iran towards making
the Chabahar port competes with Pakistan‘s Gwadar port. In recent times, trade
and commerce between Afghanistan and Pakistan has reduced by about 80 percent, most of
which has been grabbed by Iran and India, and it seems to imply that trade with
Afghanistan will pose much more difficulties or obstacles with the inaugural ceremony of
the port of Chabahar (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019; Khan & Kasi, 2017; Soltani, Naji,
Amiri & Street, 2014). At the same times, Kovačević, (2011) mentioned that the political
instability in the country is resulting in frequent closure of Torkham, and because of this,
the trade diverted through this route is welcomed by the Chabahar port (Small, 2015;
Malik, 2017; Priego Moreno, 2008; Rehman, 2009).
As mentioned by Reynolds, (2009) that as a result of this situation, Pakistan's
current account deficit increased to an all-time high of 37 percent and the government is
facing Rupee devaluation as well. As a result, Pakistan's latest exports to Afghanistan of
approximately 1.1 billion dollars are further declining at a period when the ballooning
budget debt does not allow for a decrease in trade. Pakistan‘s bilateral trade with
Afghanistan stood at over 2 billion dollars in 2017-18 (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019;
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Khan & Kasi, 2017; Soltani, Naji, Amiri & Street, 2014). While attempting to provide
speech at the Institute of Strategic Studies in Islamabad (ISSI) on the ties related to Iran
and Pakistan, Iranian Ambassador to Pakistan Mehdi Honardoost reported that, ―Chabahar
would not turn out to be an enemy port to Gwadar but work as a ‗friend‘ port‖ (Khan,
Kateryna & Sandano, 2019, P. 12). According to Ali, Ali and Ullah, (2019) who stated that
the recent trilateral agreement on the port of Chabahar between Afghanistan, Iran and India
was 'not completed' and that both Pakistan and China were ready for joining it. Both
Pakistan and Iran are wooing. Afghanistan to give trade and fee incentives to support their
respective ports (Small, 2015; Lanteigne, 2008; Malik, 2017).
According to Shah, (2018) the objective of India behind the development of the
strategically located Chabahar port, road, and rail network is intended to counter Pakistan
and Chinese alliance in the South West Asian region. As mentioned by Reynolds, (2009)
that Pakistan is becoming progressively grouped with China via the CPEC and, as a result,
the Indo-US-Afghan geostrategic games against Beijing have been proved to be a better
target. Throughout his recent trips to New Delhi, and Kabul, US Secretary of State Rex
Tillerson referred to greater cooperation with India regarding the increased Chinese
impact in Asia. According to Hussain and Farani, (2014) for Pakistan, the country‘s
defence is interlinked with the country‘s economy. In the last decade, Pakistan‘s economy
and infrastructure was badly hit by terrorism. Pakistan is in the rehabilitation phase and
looking towards the CPEC as being the Game Changer for this region, especially for
Pakistan. In addition to this, Kovačević, (2011) mentioned that China invested around 57
billion dollars in Pakistan under CPEC and is looking towards additional investments in
the country, which will boost the economy and GDP growth of Pakistan. India is looking
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to counter CPEC, as the Indian government realizes that it would be a great transformative
factor in their region and the presence of the Chabahar port surely presents a challenge to
the Gwadar port (Small, 2015; Lanteigne, 2008; Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019; Khan
& Kasi, 2017; Soltani, Naji, Amiri & Street, 2014; Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019; Khalid,
Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2013).
3.5 CPEC-Chabahar: Regional Strategic Contest
According to Buszynski, (2009) China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) is the
Chinese vision of reintroducing the ancient Silk Route through its mega plan of ‗One Belt
One Road‘. The CPEC is considered to be a pilot project of OBOR, and it is not just a
single road − the project comprises extensive road and railway link pipelines, which will
be connected through several means. According to Hussain and Farani, (2014) the
development of infrastructure, especially in Pakistan, is the major goal of this project as it
is based on proper scientific research and planning guidelines and based on a step by step
approach. After stealing title of the world‘s biggest economy from the US, which it has
been holding since last 140 years, China has decided to take a huge leap in the context of
interdependent development (Baig, 2018; Ali, 2013; Ghani, 2017; Kuszewska, 2016; Naik
& Ahmad, 2017; Chandio & Khuhro, 2019; Ghose, 2009; Jahangir, 2019; Khanna, 2003;
Qadri & Qadri, 2016; Ramzan, 2019; Rawan, Hussain & Khurshid, 2018). China, for
years, has worked as a factory for the world but this cannot be sustained in longer run and
to counter this issue, Beijing has decided to revive the ancient Silk Route, which was
unveiled by the President Xi Jinping in 2013 (Small, 2015; Lanteigne, 2008). It will
connect large parts of Asia, Europe, and Africa, and CPEC is one of the major projects of
this initiative.
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As mentioned by Reynolds, (2009) that the CPEC is considered to be a Chinese
dream shaped into reality by both China and Pakistan. CPEC is the choke point of OBOR,
and it connects the Road and the Belt and becomes a Silk Road. Through this project,
Chinese dependence on sea lanes communications for the trade will be reduced immensely
as it will be the shortest route to the Middle East for China, of just 2500 kilometers (Small,
2015; Lanteigne, 2008). According to Shah, (2018) the CPEC is the bilateral project
between China and Pakistan initiated with 46 billion dollars but its actual worth cannot be
estimated yet. Furthermore, CPEC will also give China the shortest route to the Indian
Ocean through the deep sea port of Gwadar of Pakistan that is leading to countering India
and the US in the IOR. According to Shah, (2018) the project of CPEC was considered
during President Li Keqiang‘s visit to Pakistan in 2013, where he discussed the initial
details of the project with the caretaker prime minister of Pakistan. Post 2013 elections, the
newly elected Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif went to China on several occasions to finalize
the mega project. In 2013, both the countries formed a Joint Cooperation Committee to
discuss the further details and modalities of the projects under CPEC in both the countries
(Rehman, 2009). In addition to this, Kovačević, (2011) mentioned that after much
negotiation and dialogue, CPEC was formally initiated in April 2015, when Chinese
President Xi reached Pakistan to attend the signing ceremony.
The Chinese vision of OBOR is hollow with CPEC, as this corridor holds the top
priority and importance which is integral to the operationalization of the whole project.
Moreover, through CPEC, Pakistan has received its biggest ever foreign investment in
history, and it has come at a time when its economy is weak and fragile mainly because of
the US war against terrorism, where it has lost almost $70 billion in last decade or so
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(Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019). Meanwhile, to counter the CPEC, India is investing
heavily in Iran‘s Chabahar port, which is located on the Gulf of Oman. The port has two
separate ports, Shahid Beheshti and Shahid Kalantari., with five births each. To develop
the port, India, Iran, and Afghanistan has signed an MoU under which $21 billion have
been allocated for Chabahar-Hajigak road alongside 85 million dollars for the port
development by Indian government (Priego Moreno, 2008; Rehman, 2009). In the same
way, Kovačević, (2011) mentioned that $ 8 billion has been set for the port‘s Special
Economic Zone (SEZ) by Indian industrial companies, and 150 million dollars are being
handed over to Iran by India for the port, 11 billion dollars Hajigak Steel and Iron mining
project in Afghanistan has been handed over to the seven Indian companies (Kilroy,
Sumano & Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011; Mares, 2018).
Along with that India has promised to provide 2 billion dollars to Afghanistan for
the construction of infrastructure including the Chabahar-Hajigak railway line, keeping in
view the potential trade worth billions through 72,000-kilometer-long Multimode North
South Transport Corridor (INSTC). ―the Iranian port is located at Makran coast of Sistan
and Baluchistan provinces of the country, which is adjacent to Gulf of Oman and is at the
tip of Strait of Hormuz. Chabahar is the only Iranian sea port with direct access to Indian
Ocean‖ (Small, 2015; Khan & Kasi, 2017: Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017). Due to its
strategic location with closeness to the Central Asian region and Afghanistan, the port has
been termed as ‗Golden Gate‘ for the landlocked states of Central Asia and Afghanistan.
According to Graham and Felicio, (2006) ―through Chabahar port and its linkage roads
and rails network in Afghanistan, India wants to increase its influence in the region
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especially in Afghanistan. In 2016, India signed a Transit Trilateral Agreement with Iran
and Afghanistan to allow its goods to reach Afghanistan through Iran‖.
Under this agreement, the Indian western coast will be linked to Chabahar and will
cover the distance through rail tracks and roads between Chabahar and Afghan border.
Meanwhile, a 900-kilometer-long Chabahar-Zahedan-Hajigak road will link the Iranian
port with Hajigak region of Afghanistan, which is a mineral rich area (Khan & Kasi, 2017;
Soltani, Naji, Amiri & Street, 2014). In 2011, India and Afghanistan signed an agreement
under which seven Indian companies got the right to mine in this central region of
Afghanistan, which has the largest deposit of iron ore. Through these developments and
agreements, India wants to increase its presence in the war torn country, mainly to reduce
Pakistan and Chinese influence in the region and Afghanistan. As it is mentioned by
Khalid, Qureshi and Hassan, (2017) that in 2016, India started the trade through Chabahar
as containers full of Indian wheat were docked at the port and were transported to
Afghanistan. The Chabahar port is set to reduce Afghan dependence on Pakistan‘s Karachi
port, which has remained the main source of link to the outer world and trade for
landlocked countries, but the unstable relations have affected the trade and India is looking
to take advantage of this situation. Henceforth, India is establishing its foothold in Kabul
diplomatically, economically, and most importantly geo-strategically.
3.6 CPEC: Crafting a Rational Way towards Kashmir Dispute
According to Khan, Kateryna and Sandano, (2019) the disputed area of Kashmir is
the crucial issue across the One Belt One Road (OBOR) as this route is passed from
the Gilgit-Baltistan, that is a part of Azad Kashmir with very little public resistance. The
Indian resistance to the China (CPEC) Pakistan Economic Corridor is mainly based on its
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position in the region of Gilgit-Baltistan. Contrarily, up to today, Beijing's view on the
issue has been neutral, but at the same time, India has requested in becoming member of
the CPEC and through negotiations with Pakistan, it would solve the issue of Kashmir
conflict (Malik, 2017). According to Kilroy, Sumano and Hataley, (2013) who stated,
―China has always adhered to the principle of non-interference in the internal
affairs of other countries, but that doesn't mean Beijing can turn a deaf ear to the demands
of Chinese enterprises in protecting their overseas investments. Given the massive
investment that China has made in countries along the One Belt, One Road, China now
has a vested interest in helping resolve regional conflicts including the dispute over
Kashmir between India and Pakistan. By playing the role of a mediator between Myanmar
and Bangladesh, China can gather experience, which could perhaps serve as a prelude to
future efforts by China to engage in regional affairs in South Asia and Southeast Asia‖ (P.
67).
According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) the outgoing support,
debate and discussion on the territorial dispute over Kashmir began between iron brothers,
Pakistan and China when John Garver stated that China had supported the "Kashmiri
people's war of self-determination" in the beginning of 1964, a support interpretation
within Jammu and Kashmir (J&K) for "material support to launch an insurgency" in the
upcoming years (Clarke, 2011; Ghani, 2017; Khan, Farooq & Gul, 2016; Kuszewska,
2016; Mohammadi, 2018; Ghose, 2009; Jahangir, 2019; Rizvi & Behuria, 2016; Khanna,
2003; Mubarik, 2017).

In 1990, China told Pakistan that the Kashmir conflict was

sometimes "left over from history," a chivalrous way of saying that it did not take sides.
Undoubtedly, Pakistan and China‘s strategic collaboration with India, including the
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Karakoram Highway, conventional arms and nuclear missiles, is at stake (Atri, 2019). It is
mentioned by Kumar, Dwivedi and Hussain, (2016) in chorus, China has been sitting in the
Jammu and Kashmir territory as it was claimed by India. Although its governed status is
based primarily on its expediency, such as dealing with it as a bilateral conflict or
continuing its pro-Pakistan stance, it is actually a reality. CPEC's strategic partnership
between the iron neighbours presents the same type of situation.
3.6.1 China’s Embryonic Approach towards Kashmir
According to Lashari, (2016) CPEC is the 56 billion dollars‘ project that is
Pakistan's gigantic channel of numerous development projects in near future, such as
motorways, hydroelectric power, railroads, and monetary enhancer. Sino-Pak's strategic
interactions have been enriched in recent decades as a result of defence and nuclear
aspects. Kashmir is the main reason for the dispute between the three nuclear states (India,
China and Pakistan) as it is governed by Indian army or forces together with the Jammu
and Kashmir area, that is against the will of large percentage of people (Afridi, Khan &
Jamil, 2017). According to Ahmad, (2019) the strategy of China to the Kashmir conflict
between the two neighboring states (Pakistan and India) seems to had a major effect on
local stabilization and the fight for crisis management in the South Asian region. China
sees "Kashmir" as a conflict between two neighboring nations but China had always
supported the point of view of Pakistan regarding the Kashmir conflict and refused to
accept the Indian claim that "Kashmir is an integral part of India" (Ishaq, Ping & Ahmed,
2017). As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) with this bone of contention in mind, the
initiatives of China towards Kashmir differ over time. Due to the gradual alterations in
South Asian policy and the improvement of relations with Western nations, various
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mechanisms and policies for the settlement and resolution of this decades-old dispute had
been suggested over time.
In September 2016, at the time when nineteen Indian troops were attacked and
killed by terrorists, China brought up its fears about the rising stressful situation in
Kashmir and recapitulated its lasting peace resolution policies (Ali, 2010). According to
Lashari, (2016) in recent years, China's involvement and policies as a facilitator in
resolving the de-escalating conflict between Pakistan and India have been more active than
its belligerent international policy of the 1960s (Hussain, 2019). As stated by Abbasi and
Khan, (2019) that in the earliest years of the Cold War, China's policies in the region
of South Asia had faced security threats from India and India's compatibility with the
Soviet Union, which was considered main rival of China. China had become part of an
anti-India military alliance with Pakistan in 1962 after the Sino-Indian border battle. China
culminated in its neutrality in the 1950s and turned to Pakistan's outlook on Kashmir as a
vocal advocate (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019). According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and
Tanveer, (2018) China became a third party to the Kashmir dispute in 1963 under the SinoPakistan Frontier contract and the Sino-Pak Boundary pact.
Furthermore, its decision to stay neutral is complicated, as stated in Article 6 of the
Sino-Pak Boundary Agreement that ―after the settlement of Kashmir dispute between India
and Pakistan the sovereign authority concerned will reopen negotiations with the
Government of the People's Republic of China‖ (Chaziza, 2016, P. 56). China endorsed
Pakistan's authority on Kashmir in 1964 and abandoned its unbiased viewpoint on the
Kashmir conflict in the same year (Mohammadi, 2018; AhmadI, 2014; Chandio & Khuhro,
2019; Qadri & Qadri, 2016; Rahman, 2018; Ramzan, 2019; Kumar, 2012; Rawan, Hussain
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& Khurshid, 2018). Ayub and Chou made a collective statement in the second month in
that same year and expressed the hope that perhaps the Kashmir conflict would be resolved
―in accordance with the wishes of the people of Kashmir, as pledged to them by India and
Pakistan‖ (Hussain, 2019, P. 12). As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) that just after
the Tashkent Agreement, Pakistan had refused to accept the Brezhnev Doctrine and it is
not in China's concern during the 1965 war over Kashmir, China had helped create the
military strategy and came up with Pakistan's discouraging support against India.
According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) in this era, China's foreign
policies

were

very challenging

and

they

were

ideologically

obsessed

with

supporting global nationalist movements as well as self-determination. Deng Xiaoping
rebuilt China's economic developmental goals and formed a relationship with neighboring
nations and developed an existing strategy on the dignity and honour of the Kashmir
conflict. As a matter of fact, Chinese Leader Deng 's attempted to stabilize the conditions
with India and simply omitted China's interference on Pakistan's behalf as a result
(Hussain, 2019). As stated by Abbasi and Khan, (2019) that Deng's, however,
had expressed his opinion on the 1980 Kashmir conflict that Kashmir was a bilateral
problem which was left between Pakistan and India by history, and therefore should be
addressed properly and resolved. The dogma of China's current international policies and
its focus on negotiation and discussion, and these principles are therefore regarded to be
the best possible way of resolving global conflicts (Ali, 2010). According to Latif and
Mengal, (2020) there has been no change in China's government policies over Kashmir
after 9/11, but contrary to this, it was seen that the relationship between two rival
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neighbours Pakistan and India were conflicting after 2002, during this period the Chinese
Foreign Ministry portrays its official position on the Kashmir conflict:
―China‘s position on the issue of Kashmir has been clear cut. We have always
maintained that the Kashmir issue is one between India and Pakistan left over by history.
China hopes that the two sides should seek new ways to appropriately solve the problem
through peaceful exchanges and negotiations and refrain from military conflicts‖ (Chaziza,
2016, P. 121).
According to Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) China was trying to hunt to increase its
investment in Pakistan in the present situation, but it was also avoiding the main
dispute with India that could endanger rising economic integration. Sino-Indian trade
cooperation managed to reach around 71.6 billion dollars in 2015 and outpaced ChinaPakistan trade in the same year, which had been estimated at 19 billion dollars, in order to
prevent any significant tension (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019). According to Bashir, Rashid,
Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) the investment of China in India in the past May 2014 and 2016
amounted to approximately 956 million dollars, and President Xi Jinping assured that
India's investment would increase to 20 billion dollars in the upcoming years. At the very
same time, in pursuit of economic relations with Pakistan and India, the CPEC could
indeed produce a new balance (Chaziza, 2016). According to Malik and Jambhulkar,
(2019) but India had opposed and protested against Chinese investment in the CPEC
pathway through Kashmir and Gilgit-Baltistan which was supervised by Pakistan. China
has also not changed its firm role on Kashmir because of the emerging dispute over the
CPEC route. Despite this, the increased interest throughout the stabilization of the region
has expanded the horizon of China, which could bear the fruit of CPEC.
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3.6.2 CPEC: Effects on Kashmir
According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) as the path would pass via
Gilgit-Baltistan, which India had claimed and Pakistan is also the part of Jammu and
Kashmir, Kashmir continues to remain a stern component of the CPEC project. Kashmir is
the major route via Xinjiang to connect Pakistan from China. While the CPEC route passes
through this region, due to impending dispute, Beijing had not recommended any
hydropower projects, financial scheme and economic development policy for this region
under CPEC (Chaziza, 2016). According to Malik and Jambhulkar, (2019) trapped in a
legal deadlock, no spokesman from this area was invited by the Pakistani government to
address regarding the giant CPEC economic project. Therefore, not just for Pakistan but
rather for China also, this lawful chasm enhanced trepidation if judicial cover was not
given to Gilgit-Baltistan, this could provoke serious impacts on the CPEC venture (Basrur,
2019). Kumar, (2019) stated that in this respect, Pakistan has been under provincial stress
to give Gilgit-Baltistan its constitutional status and also China was trying to grant it legal
cover for its CPEC investment. However, it is a tough decision for Pakistan to give GilgitBaltistan provincial social position as there are inadequacies within Pakistan that, through
the same legislative procedure, New Delhi can also use the presumed rationale to legalize
its assertion on the territory of Kashmir.
According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) ―from the other side, India
illustrates the query of its sovereignty and continually emphasizes on the iron brothers‟
topic that the CPEC project is indeed not permissible in the area of Gilgit Baltistan. Gen
(retd) NC Vij an Indian Analyst stated for India, this is a matter of concern not just
because it is seen as an encircling move, but also because Chinese involvement and
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investments in PoK disturbs the status quo by making a material and substantive change in
a territory over which India has a solid claim. The Indian opposition to CPEC is,
therefore, entirely justified.‖ Taking into account the geo-strategic progress of China under
the CPEC project, Indian policymakers had suggested the military invasion of GilgitBaltistan and the administration of Kashmir by Pakistan (Kuszewska, 2016; Mohammadi,
2018; Naik & Ahmad, 2017; AhmadI, 2014; Chandio & Khuhro, 2019; Ghose, 2009;
Jahangir, 2019; Rizvi & Behuria, 2016; Khanna, 2003). In due time, India argued for
building and after gaining control of the contentious area. India argued: ―a direct land link
to Afghanistan and then to the Central Asian Republics, both of which are increasingly
falling into the Chinese sphere of economic and political influence‖ (Kumar, 2018, P. 65).
It is mentioned by Kumar, Dwivedi and Hussain, (2016), in these kinds of
situations, Chinese analysts forecasted that if the Kashmir conflict between these two tense
neighbours broke out, China will also consider itself in danger. At the same time, if China
becomes aware of Gilgit Baltistan's current constitutional limbo and sees this province as a
barricade to its strategic objectives, it may be forced to resolve the dispute peacefully. In
the safety paradigm, economic road systems reinforce not just the progress of road
infrastructure for exports and imports, and also geo-economic logistics and strategic
cooperation (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019). According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer,
(2018) the CPEC project protects Pakistan's and China's mutual interests in various
domains, including economic, stability, electricity and geostrategic coordination. SinoPakistan military and economic coordination motivates Pakistan to solidify its stance in
Gilgit-Baltistan and to proceed in being detrimental to India's territorial disputes (Kumar,
2018). It is mentioned by Kumar, Dwivedi and Hussain, (2016) that on contrary to all
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this, Indian think about tank policymakers, there is a political viewpoint that Pakistan will
be compelled by commercial logic to link India, that could enhance the Indian economic
growth, and a North-South partnership with India shall pursue each trade cooperation
policy.
A greater benefit for New Delhi over Islamabad would be the Indian involvement
in CPEC. Conversely, at the other side, ―by embracing the east-west corridor through
CPEC, Pakistan is not just abandoning its north-south trade alignment but also turning its
back on the subcontinent and on South Asia. It sees itself as culturally in West Asia and
strategically as located within the Chinese politico-economic zone. This means that
irrespective of how impressively India‟s economy grows in the coming decades, not only
Pakistan but also the Central Asian states will not be interested in a South Asian economic
linkage or integration.‖ (Kumar, Dwivedi & Hussain, 2016, P. 121).
According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer, (2018) in this set of
circumstances, because of its northern and western geographical boundaries towards
China, Afghanistan and Tajikistan, Kashmir would also be connected with various nations.
Additionally, for the past seventy years, the current borders have been able to effectively
compel it to shun this geo-economic integration and try to force it to obey a North-South
alignment with India, the area would then apparently not yield a certain substantial social
benefits following the sealed and impermeable natural border (Lalwani & Byrne, 2019).
As mentioned by Khanna, (2003) that most of all, the CPEC project could
collaborate inversely as a bridge between Kashmir administered by Pakistan and Kashmir
who was administered by India that might have negative impacts on Pakistan and India's
weak economic systems. The execution of this possibility, however, is based entirely on
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Indo-Pak interactions. In the South Asia region, the CPEC creates an indication of
realignment in aspects of geo-politics, geo-economics and multilateral and bilateral
analysis of ties with different countries. CPEC is a one-belt-one road project connecting
the different Asian regions, potentially enhancing the mutual understanding that leads to
the dissemination of impending conflicts, promoting regional integration and improving
security (Ghose, 2009). According to Jahangir, (2019) Beijing plays an integral role,
therefore, in acknowledging Islamabad's external and internal security hurdles
and challenges. This geopolitical position would also effectively exclude India from the
evolving geopolitical partnership as its main drivers with Russia, Pakistan and China. India
successfully had two choices: to hope that the CPEC projects will become non-viable to
maintain the long-term interest of Chinese investors, or to stay a fence watcher as the new
geopolitical reality unravels. It seems that the latter is not true (Kuszewska, 2016;
Mohammadi, 2018; Naik & Ahmad, 2017; AhmadI, 2014).
3.7 Disputed Sino - Indian Border
3.7.1 Traditional Boundaries
As Kanwal, Chong and Pitafi (2019) note, from the very beginning, India and
China, two neighboring Asian goliaths, isolated by mountain ranges emerging from the
Pamir knot and the mighty Himalayas, imperceptibly coincided under different
administrations and rulers. For a while, traders, travelers and ministers, despite the harsh
terrain and climatic conditions, fiddled with this apparently blocked land obstacle on all
the beaten sea routes passing through the high mountain passes - La in Tibet (Khalid,
Qureshi and Hasan, 2017).
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According to Kilroy, Sumano and Hataley (2013), the boundaries between the two,
however limited, have never been separated. Since ―Boundaries are the first expressions of
a modern state‖, having turned into state-states, India and China initiated a cycle of
political unification of their regions. Their remoteness should be formalized with
boundaries. For its part, the People's Republic of China (PRC) has rejected all past deals
and agreements with the periphery as "incompatible" and taking place in the "Age of
Humiliation." From that moment on, he again began the path to revising and changing the
boundaries. Be that as it may, their property border with India, despite the battle of 1962,
continues to be unnecessarily contested (Klimenko, 2011; Mares, 2018).
Map 3.3: Sino-Indian Borders

For a better understanding of the following subtleties, it should be noted that
Xinjiang and Tibet, two remote and southern regions of China, had good governance and
autonomy for most activities. In fact, by supporting the Kuomintang Congress in August
1945, Chiang Kai Shi demonstrated his ability to ―To grant Tibet autonomy, and that, if the
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people of Tibet expressed an aspiration for independence, the government would not
hesitate to accord them full autonomous status‖ (Mares, 2018, p. 123). However, the SinoIndian outskirts, from the Karakorum ridge in the west to the forests of Myanmar in the
east, deviating from Tibet along the Himalayan massif, have a total area of 3,440
kilometers (km) (Klimenko, 2011). According to Bashir, Rashid, Ikram and Tanveer,
(2018) ―No section of this border, at any stage, had been formalized or marked.
Traditionally the entire stretch is divided into three sectors as shown on the Map-3.3 below
- Western Sector (from the northwest of Karakoram Pass to Demchok), Central or the
Middle Sector (from Demchok till the border with Nepal) and the Eastern Sector (from
Sikkim up to the border with Myanmar)‖.
Map 3.4: Showing the Three Sectors of the Disputed Border

3.7.2 The Western Sector (Ladakh)
According to Small (2015), in 1841 the Sikh powers under the leadership of
General Zorawar Singh, having acclimatized Ladakh in the territory of Jammu, wandered
into Tibet. In December of that year, General Zoravar Singh was killed in real life, and the

208
Sikh forces survived a coup. Soon, in September 1842, Lahore Darbar designated the
settlement in order not to ignore the outskirts that existed at that time. As a result of the
Anglo-Sikh wars and the triumph of the British, control of these zones was transferred in
accordance with British directives. Despite this, the plan remained in place (Lanteigne,
2008). Although the Karakoram Pass in the north and Lake Pangong in the south were very
well characterized, the vast Aksai-Chin area of about 38,000 square kilometers at an
altitude of 14,000 to 22,000 feet has not been depicted (Malik, 2017). Priego Moreno,
(2008). By 1865 the British had announced restrictions on their holdings along the socalled "Johnson Line'', which pointed to Aksai-Chin as a feature of Jammu and Kashmir
(J&K). Much later, in 1892, the Chinese installed restrictive signs on the Karakoram Pass.
However, there were no other markers or stations in the disturbed section about 1570 km
long, and neither side observed the region (Rehman, 2009).
As Han, Caterina, and Sandano (2019) mentioned in their 1897 reviews, the British
redefined the boundaries and, in their work to formalize them, sent a proposal to the
Chinese government in 1899. It became known as the Macartney-MacDonald line. The
Chinese government never responded to this proposal, and that was the problem. However,
the 1925 Peking University Atlas and the China Post Atlas until 1933 continued to show
Aksai Chin as a component of India (Khan and Kasi, 2017). As Soltani, Naji, Amiri and
Street (2014) pointed out, in the 1950s, Hindi-chini-bhai trademarks and Panchsheel
benevolent standards, despite this, the secondary issue could not be resolved. Not only the
Chinese guaranteed the entire Aksai-Chin, but by the end of 1957 they additionally built
the Western Highway connecting Xinjiang and Tibet, crossing the Aksai-Chin. Despite the
individual correspondence between Nehru and Zhou En-lai and their proportional state
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visits, the shadow over the disputed regions was constantly eclipsed. The position was
further strengthened when the Chinese captured police guards near Kongka La Vell, India
in October 1959 (Graham and Felicio, 2006). Such episodes, along with events in the East
Sector, eventually led to an organized meeting in 1962. While they remain in Sector West,
China controls 38,000 square kilometers of Indian possessions.
3.7.3 The Central Sector
According to Graham and Felicio (2006), this 545 km section meets the conditions
of Himachal and Uttar Pradesh. While this is the simplest of the three areas, there are still
contested segments. Here, Chinese buildings cover about 2,000 square kilometers in eight
small, separate massifs. Despite the fact that China is no less stable in this area, from time
to time it continues to confirm its quality and its deeds. Consequently, this fragment
additionally has many periodic ―episodes‖ (Klimenko, 2011; Mares, 2018). For example,
as recently as July 2015, Chinese soldiers pursued Indian shepherds clearing land near the
outskirts of Barahoti. In addition, their temporary shelters were destroyed. ―This is not the
first time they have done this. A year ago, they also reveled in something comparable‖,
said an Interior Ministry spokesman.
3.7.4 The Eastern Sector
After the victory of the British in the Anglo-Burmese Wars (1824-26), which led to
the annexation of Assam and their further advance eastward, to Burma (Myanmar), the
British government in India began to go to the outskirts with China (Sudirman, 2018). As
Nurmoahammadi points out, (2019) the British soon agreed on their plans for a limited
game in Burma. Be that as it may, the ancestral regions north of Assam, extending to
Tibet, remained largely unexplored and self-sufficient. As Tar and Mustafa, (2017) pointed
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out, ―the system of 'Inner Line Permit' that came into effect in 1873 prevented tribal forays
into the tea plantations of Assam and restricted 'British Subjects' from entering into these
'Prohibited Areas'. British efforts to establish boundaries in this political subdivision
called the North East Frontier Agency (NEFA), commenced only after they realized the
importance of Tawang - a border trading town with an old monastery considered second
in importance only to the one in Lhasa‖.
As SHABBIR, (2017) points out, a tripartite meeting was held in Simla to
determine the question of restrictions in April 1914. Delegates from the administrations of
India, China and Tibet attended. On a stretch of almost 900 km, starting in Bhutan in the
west and passing through the Peerless Bend of the Brahmaputra Creek in the east, Sir
Henry McMahon, then British Foreign Secretary in India, proposed a limit on the
watershed standard (Voychevsky, 2014). According to Nurmoahammadi (2019), this place
became known as the McMahon Line. To begin with, there was a common understanding.
The Tibetan delegate even issued a proven guide. Subsequently, in any event, Chinese
diplomat Ivan Chen refused to agree to the agreement, declaring the Simla Convention and
Tripartite Game Plan illegal on the grounds that the nearby Tibetan legislature could not be
involved in the settlement.
Map 3.5: Showing Alignment of McMahon Line
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As noted by Grigorova, Mincheva and Gurr (2013), later, after unsuccessful deals
in 1938, the then head of the Assam legislature as a whole stated that "Tawang was
undoubtedly British, but he was held back by Tibet." Nevertheless, it was in February 1951
that part of the Assam Rifles (AR)established command over Tawang. Shortly thereafter,
China announced that it would not accept the McMahon line. The rise in tensions over a
secondary issue in the late 1950s needs no description. The brutal disobedience in Tibet
and the appearance of the Dalai Lama in India in March 1959 - his companion first moved
to India outdoors at Tawang - further exacerbated the problem (Rizwan, 2010). This is
expressed in Palonkorpi (2007), a Chinese attack on the AR post at Hall in August 1959
that resulted in troops being sent along the contested outskirts. Battle lines were drawn.
Nehru was left with the question of the boundary: ―Not open to discussions with anybody
and the unfolding events led to what is commonly referred to as the 'Forward Policy'. For
him McMahon Line was the de facto as well as the de jure boundary there‖. China
protested against the continuous channels of reconciliation. Their conflicting notes from
November 1961 stated that ―The Chinese government would have every reason to send
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troops across the so-called McMahon Line and enter the vast area between the crest of the
Himalayas and their southern foot‖ (Roy, 2013, P. 23).
3.8 Conclusion
This preceding discussion spelled out the challenges for India that has been created
by the strategic relationship of Pakistan and China. In addition to this, this chapter has also
discussed the strategic policies of India to cope with the strategic alliance of Pakistan and
China. Initially, it presented the challenges for India that are created because of the
Strategic Alliance of Pakistan and China. In the same way, it has also presented in greater
details about the foreign policy of India that has been shaped in the way to strengthen its
strategic, economic and security position in a better way. In which, the presence of India in
the Central Asian Republics (CARs) has been presented in-depth details, the Indian
strategic Alliance with Iran and Afghanistan, which are the neighboring countries of China
and Pakistan. In order to complete the CPEC Project of China and Pakistan focusing on the
Gwadar port, the Chabahar Project of India and Iran. In addition to this, this chapter has
also discussed the comparison of Chabahar and CPEC projects. Furthermore, the
challenges created for Pakistan because of Chabahar project have also been discussed in
this chapter. In addition, this chapter has also presented the challenges shaped because of
Indian Presence in Afghanistan and also the economic and security challenges for Pakistan
because of the Chabahar Port in Iran. Moreover, this chapter has also had in-depth
discussion about the Chinese and Indian Border Dispute focusing on the Ladakh issue.
Meanwhile, the stance of China about the Kashmir Issue between Pakistan and China has
also been presented. In this way, the next chapter will present the theoretical
implementation for this study to present the strategic Alliance of China and Pakistan.
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CHAPTER: FOUR
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
4.1 Introduction of the Chapter
The previous chapter has presented the challenges for India that have been created
by the strategic relationship of Pakistan and China. In addition to this, the previous chapter
has also discussed the strategic policies of India to cope with the strategic alliance of
Pakistan and China. Initially, the previous chapter has presented the challenges for India
that are created because of the Strategic Alliance of Pakistan and China. In the same way,
the previous chapter has also presented in greater details about the foreign policy of India
that has been shaped in the way to strengthen its strategic, economic and security position
in a better way. In which, the presence of India in the Central Asian Republics (CARs) has
been presented in-depth details, the Indian strategic Alliance with Iran and Afghanistan,
which are the neighbouring countries of China and Pakistan. In order to complete the
CPEC Project of China and Pakistan focusing on the Gwadar port, the Chabahar Project of
India and Iran. In addition to this, the previous chapter has also discussed the comparison
of Chabahar and CPEC projects. Furthermore, the challenges created for Pakistan because
of Chabahar project have also been discussed in the previous chapter. In addition, the
previous chapter has also presented the challenges shaped because of Indian Presence in
Afghanistan and also the economic and security challenges for Pakistan because of the
Chabahar Port in Iran. Moreover, the previous chapter has also had in-depth discussion
about the Chinese and Indian Border Dispute focusing on the Ladakh issue. Meanwhile,
the stance of China about the Kashmir Issue between Pakistan and China has also been
presented in the previous chapter.
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In this way, this chapter will present the theoretical implementation for this study to
present the strategic Alliance of China and Pakistan. This study has fundamentally adopted
mainly two theories that are; the power balance theory and the regional security complex
theory. These both theories support the strategic relationship of Pakistan and China. In this
way, this chapter will precisely discuss the theory of power balance. After that the regional
security complex theory will be presented in this chapter. Before the discussion of Theory,
this chapter will present the main concept of the security and then, the security issues and
balancing it at the regional and global level. In addition to this, this chapter will also
present the structure and assumptions of the regional security complex theory including its
main characteristics (threat Phenomenon, Proximity, Securitization and the Amity-Enmity
patterns). After that, the theory will be operationalized in the context of the South Asian
regional security complex to the Asian Super complex, in which the emergence of the
Asian Super Complex will also be presented in greater detail. At the end of this chapter,
the strategic relationship of Pakistan and China will also be discussed in the perspectives
of the regional security complex.
4.2 Power of Balance Theory
According to Friedrichs, (2016), the realist school of thought is considered as a
traditional approach in International Relations. It provides the utility of balance of power
approach and focuses on alliance relationship as one of the methods to offset the
adversary‘s power. Historically, groups of states are formed to protect the territorial
integrity of member states through strong military power (Von Glahn & Taulbee, 2015).
Sometimes, territorial integrity is maintained through the concert of nations or alliance as a
strategic mechanism for maintaining the balance of power in the international system. In
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contemporary international politics, the political economy of a state also plays a vital role
in maintaining the balance of power between polar states.
To begin with, Ernst B. Haas originated around eight distinct connotations for the
term: a) any distribution of power; b) an equilibrium or balancing process; c) hegemony or
the search for hegemony; d) stability and peace in a concert of power; e) instability and
war; f) power politics in general; g) a universal law of history; and h) a system and guide
to policymakers (Von Glahn & Taulbee, 2015). Furthermore, Chou, (2011) stated that
there is also the prism within balance of power which entails alignments and how certain
states can either balance the power or go for band-wagoning. But there is the more
traditional approach to it which revolves around the point of equilibrium, state survival,
arms race, and alliance formations for the sake of survival (Von Glahn & Taulbee, 2015).
According to Morgenthau, Thompson and Clinton, (1985), the interest of a state is
primarily governed by its pursuit to gain power, although human nature and natural
environment equally cultivate and incentivize such propensity. Pakistan and China are no
different from other states and thus such a theoretical template can be used to understand
the Sino-Pak strategic relationship. China carefully observed and vigilantly adapted itself
to the post-Cold War political landscape. According to Petrilli, (2006), the world had
become unipolar, and China stood at the pedestal of supremacy. Employing the same
political realism template was no more difficult to fathom and identified the driving force
for Pakistan‘s inclination towards China. Rationality and well calculated tactics serve as
the foundation of Pakistani national interest. Morgenthau, Thompson and Clinton, (1985)
although argues that ―history shows no exact and necessary correlation between the quality
of motives and the quality of foreign policy‖ (P. 45). This is true in both moral and
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political terms but the China and Pakistan partnership contradicts this line of thinking. The
necessities that motivated Pakistan to take a new direction and redirect its foreign policy
away from Cold War politics towards a pro-China policy paid off (Friedrichs, 2016;
Mubarik, 2017; Qadri & Qadri, 2016; Rahman, 2018; Ramzan, 2019; Kumar, 2012;
Rawan, Hussain & Khurshid, 2018).
One can observe the extent to which ‗state motive and foreign policy‘ reengineered and strengthened the China and Pakistan partnership. After the Cold War,
Pakistani foreign policy had developed depth as well as a proper disposition with China.
These nurturing relationships between the two countries insinuated a good yield of foreign
policy efforts. Similarly, the Pakistani foreign policy makers differed from the views of
Morgenthau, Thompson and Clinton, (1985) to an extent that they did not simply look
beyond the immediate reality of the post-Cold War but further looked into the entire
portrait that lies behind the photographic representation of the post-Cold years. Therefore,
Von Glahn and Taulbee, (2015) stated that it is safe to claim that the China and Pakistan
partnership offered the Pakistani foreign policymakers to embrace a ―rational foreign
policy…which… minimizes risks and maximizes benefits and, hence, complies both with
the moral precept of prudence and the political requirement of success‖ (P. 123).
Thucydides once said that "identity of interests is the surest of bonds whether
between states or individuals" and this is clearly exhibited in the China and Pakistan
partnership. Earlier, Pakistan was at a better standing with the US than China before the
Iron Curtain was drawn (Chou, 2011). With the passage of history there was mutual
convenience that brought China and Pakistan interests together and a strengthening of
relations took place between the two, which served as a reminder of ―no permanent friend
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or foe" what really matters is "the absence of all clashing interests". The statement ―end
justifies the mean‖ comes back to us when we examine the nuclear deal of China and
Pakistan that has facilitated the national survival of Pakistan. Although Morgenthau,
Thompson and Clinton, (1985) puts the argument well enough that the state has a long
connection with classical and medieval thinkers respectively, as (political) philosophy is
always an inherited heritage of mankind.
―I do the very best I know how, the very best I can, and I mean to keep doing so
until the end. If the end brings me out all right, what is said against me won't amount to
anything. If the end brings me out wrong, ten angels swearing I was right would make no
difference‖ (Friedrichs, 2016, P. 431).
The evolution of balance of power dates to the very origin of politics itself
according to Morgenthau, Thompson & Clinton, (1985). This popularly debated theory
creates equilibrium in the international system and associates it to the application of smart
realism. From Morgenthau‘s lens, the China and Pakistan partnership is not far from being
within ‗the pattern of competition‘ under the balance of power. On examining the history
of scholarly work, Aristotle chalked out different types of government and constitutions,
while (Morgenthau, Thompson & Clinton, 1985) sketched out the methods of the balance
of power. For Morgenthau, traditional alliances amongst states define how the balance of
power historically shapes the state‘s interactions (Petrilli, 2006).
As mentioned by Chou, (2011) for a better understanding of China and Pakistan
cooperation, Morgenthau‘s two general principles of an alliance better explain the
Pakistani motive of allying with China. Islamabad elevated itself in power by being at
Beijing‘s side and this partnership was formed fundamentally against India in the region as
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it is a threat for China as well as Pakistan. Such alliances almost never result in a zero-sum
game (Friedrichs, 2016). Indulging in cooperative efforts yields maximum influence for
both sides without one side gaining at the expense of the other. As far as the international
relations are concerned, the idea of balance of power or alliance seeking is always
measured through the scale of cost and benefit analysis (Von Glahn & Taulbee, 2015).
4.3 Core Concept of Security
China and Pakistan ties have evolved into a strategic and economic relationship
over the last many decades. Security cooperation is an important central piece of their
relationship. China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) has added new dimensions to the
cooperation. India‘s overt opposition to CPEC and its increasing competition with China‘s
expanding regional clout has created a complex security situation, which can be explained
best through the prism of Regional Security Complex Theory by Buzan, (1986). The study
deploys RSCT theoretical framework to understand and explain the dynamics of PakistanChina strategic relations since 9/11. The theory as propounded by Weaver and Buzan,
(2003) argues that the threat travels more quickly and easily over the short distance as
compared to long distances. As such security interdependence owes to the regional based
clusters, which are called security complexes and sub-complexes. Within this context, a
combination of three complexes - emerging Asian Super complex, South Asian Regional
Complex and sub-complex of security in Afghanistan - become relevant to the study.
Before application of the most relevant theory in perspective of the South Asia with
dominant factor of China and two important players in the region i.e. Pakistan and India, it
may be appropriate to have a brief overview of the significant theories of war and peace in
the realm of International Relations. The burning question can be answered through the
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philosophical underpinnings of war and peace with significant emphasis on the perpetual
issue of how and why war occurred which remained the main concern of the classical as
well as modern writers of international politics. Realists such as Thucydides, Hobbes and
Machiavelli consider that world‘s imperfections are the result of forces inherent in human
nature (Ahmad, Sohail & Rizwan, 2018; Baig, 2018; Tanoli, 2016; Jahangir, 2019; Rizvi
& Behuria, 2016; Khanna, 2003; Mubarik, 2017; Qadri & Qadri, 2016; Rahman, 2018;
Ramzan, 2019). On the other hand, liberals such as Rousseau and Kant conceive man is
naturally peaceful as the law of nature dictates him harmony and cooperation. The interest
of the states is competitiveness and a state remains in search for power (Beg, Baig & Khan,
2018). The nature of the international system is anarchic, balance of power sigma
continued, bipolarity and multipolarity as well as Regional Security complexes remained
useful concepts. Morgenthau and E.H. Carr have founded traditional realism whereas
Kenneth Waltz founded neorealism. Structural realism was supported by Kenneth Waltz
(Akhter, 2018).
According to Chihaia, (2014), on the contrary, liberalism is rooted in the idealist
and classical liberalist traditions and is opposed to the previously dominant theory of
realism. Major proponents include Doyle, Mansfield, Rummel, Russets and Snyder etc.
According to Banerjee, (2018) that the Liberals argue that war and conflict are not
inevitable in the international system. Cooperation is desirable and possible. Cooperation
generates peace. Neoliberals emphasize the importance of international institutions,
regimes and conventions which can mitigate the negative effects of anarchy. Liberals‘
ideas include peace, democracy, freedom, market economy, internationalism and Human
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Rights etc. Security is a vital conception in the eyes of realists as well as liberalists
(Ashraf, 2018).
Conceptual analysis of security started with Wolfer‘s article published in 1952. In
the same sequence in 1965, P.G. Bock and Morton Berkowitz lamented that ―there have
been very few attempts…to define the concept of national security‖ (Dutt & Bansal, 2013).
Klaus Knorr started a survey of the field of security in 1971 by mentioning his real
intention to deliberately bypass the semantic and definitional problems generated by the
term ‗national security‘. Richard Smoke in 1975 expressed that international politics had
paid quite inadequate attention to the range of meanings of ‗security‘. In 1991, Barry
Buzan mentioned security as ―an underdeveloped concept‖ and observed a lack of
―conceptual literature on security prior to the 1980s‖ (Firdous, Nazir & Ali, 2015). A few
attempts to redefine security have been made at the end of the Cold War. Buzan, (2019)
mentions five possible reasons and explanations to neglect the vital concept of security.
Firstly, the concept of security is difficult to understand. However, he emphasizes that now
this conception is no more difficult to comprehend. Buzan, Buzan, W'ver, Waever and
Buzan, (2003) provided comprehensive analysis of international security through their
work on Regions and Powers: The Structure of International Security. Secondly, there is an
overlap between the concept of power and security. Hence confusion remained prevalent in
scholarly discussions. Thirdly, critics of realism had shown lack of interest in conception
of security (Dwivedi, 2011). Fourthly, security scholars remained too busy with
developments in technology, nuclear weaponization and policy. Thus these scholars have
given low priority to conception issues and had shown lack of interest in detailed
explanation of security. Fifthly, policy makers find ambiguity in conception of ‗national
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security‘. However, David A. Baldwin opines that ―on balance, none of Buzan
explanations is very convincing‖ (Garlick, 2018).
Morgenthau, Thompson and Clinton, (1985) in his work Politics Among Nations:
The Struggle for Power and Peace addresses the issue of security through military, which
means armament. Actual motive of armaments is the fear of attack or feelings of
insecurity. Devices like collective security or a global force can also become helpful
(Hussain, Javaid, Sabri, Ilyas & Batool, 2014). The motivational force and need for
armament would disappear as the nation found a new stratagem i.e. security they were
seeking to attain through armaments. As mentioned by Huxley, (2013), ―Since the end of
the First World War, all politically active nations of the world have been, at one time or
another, legally committed to two such devices: collective security and an international
police force‖ (P. 56). In collective security, the issue of security is no more concern of the
individual nation.
The concept of security is defined by Buzan, (1988) by saying that ―security is
pursuit of freedom from threats‖. This definition condenses the meaning of security for
establishing singular scientific goals for future research projects. This definition is leading
towards conceptual analysis. Conceptual analysis is a comparative scrutiny of all
definitions with sole purpose that is developing a comprehensive definition. According to
Dyduch, Jarząbek and Skorek, (2018), the conceptual analysis formulates a common
denominator by showing that ―common conceptual distinctions underlying various
conceptions of security‖. The main question remained as burning whether there is a
generally accepted definition available on the subject of security or the security should be
regarded as ―essentially contested concept‖. On the contrary, Jackson, (2014) considers
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that the concept of security can be ―dangerously ambiguous‖ and it should not be used
without additional specifications. Chihaia, (2014) has formulated a series of the questions
including; how much security, security for which values, security for whom, security from
what threats, in what time period, by what means, at what cost – which should make an
analytical framework for study of security.
Traditional school of thought adheres to the realists, defining security as freedom
from objective military threat for the sole purpose of state survival in an anarchical
international system. According to Garlick, (2018), definition of security studies expresses
traditional understanding of the issue. In the same way, Ahmad, Sohail & Rizwan, (2018)
defines the security studies as ―the studies of the threat, use, and control of military force‖.
This approach is founded on an ontological viewpoint that social truth is primarily the
result of the material forces. Similarly, Wojczewski, (2014) mentions that ―the social
relations as well as security threats are the result of material factors and that they exist
objectively‖. Basic technique for theories of securitization is the positive method.
According to Troitskiy, (2015) the positivist approach is that social facts should be
regarded as things, such as the case of natural sciences. Causal relationship and laws of
social phenomenon need to be discovered through description and arranging noticeable
facts. Analyzing and observing object and subject and their analysis is alienated in the
particular case (Tar & Mustapha, 2017; Kuszewska, 2016; Mohammadi, 2018; Naik &
Ahmad, 2017; AhmadI, 2014; Chandio & Khuhro, 2019; Ghose, 2009; Jahangir, 2019;
Rizvi & Behuria, 2016).
Buzan, (2000) and other wideners have challenged the traditional concept of the
security studies both vertically and horizontally. In the same way, it is stated by Sudirman,
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(2018) the considering horizontal dimension, wideners consider that security concept has
been expanded from military onto economic, political, environmental and societal sectors.
By considering vertical dimension, the altered security concept is opened to referent
objects other than the state (social group, individual and humanity as a whole) (Sargana,
Bukhari & Sargana, 2020). SHABBIR, (2017) mentioned that ―referent objects: things that
are seen to be existentially threatened and that have a legitimate claim to survival‖ (P.
123). Notwithstanding, critics such as (SHABBIR, 2017; Sudirman, 2018; Tar &
Mustapha, 2017; Troitskiy, 2015; Wojczewski, 2014) considers that ―social relations and
security threats are actually the result of an inter-subjective ideal social construction and
that they do not exist objectively, independently‖ (Roy, 2013, P. 23). Saez, (2012) stated
that this is also important to note that the post-positivism philosophical interpretive
presumption is that there had been an unbreakable harmony between subject and object.
On the other hand, the position of constructivists is that the ideas of realists play a larger
part in establishing and determining what the truth really is (Rizwan, 2010). Having said
so, distinction needs to exist between the real and perceived threats seized to be occurring.
It is stated by Palonkorpi, (2007) that the nature of the debate is to illustrate an
epistemological approach that is the primary objective of safety research that aim to
understand or acknowledge rather than clarify social fact.
According to Nourmoahammadi, (2019), the Copenhagen School has given most
significant contributions including securitization theory, Regional Security Complex
Theory and security sector approach. The supporters of the Copenhagen School were
strongly supporting the widener's side. According to Grigorova, Mincheva and Gurr,
(2013), the definition of security is only taken into account by some reference points
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including the state with some type of the security threat like that of the military to
which the problem occurs that ―what quality makes something a security issue‖ that
ultimately arrives at the center of the controversy. Criteria are required to distinguish and
separate a security issue from the non-security issue. Buzan, (2002) applied multi-sectoral
approach and widened the scope of security threats in relation with characteristics of
peculiar referent objects (Lake & Morgan, 2010). In the same way, Musioł, (2015)
identified sectors including economic, military, political, societal and environmental.
Copenhagen school highlights that ―security is the move that takes politics beyond the
established rules of the game and frames the issue either as a special kind of politics or as
above politics‖ (P. 312). According to the argument put forward by Buzan, (2003) was that
safety at the individual level is linked to safety at the level of the state and to safety in the
global community.
Buzan, Buzan, W'ver, Waever and Buzan, (2003) highlight the concept of security
in their book South Asian Insecurity and the Great Powers by indicating that security is a
wider concept than power. Security involves all desires, capabilities and fears of an
individual state. Security is a relational phenomenon and ―we cannot understand the
national security of any given state without understanding the international pattern of
security interdependence in which it is embedded‖ (Kumar, 2003, P. 123). According to
Jahangir, (2019) the two levels are apparently known. Individual status is the lowest
category. They deal with both the characteristics and structure of the international system
at the highest level. High threat levels, which are being experienced mutually between the
two or more than two nations, are the key factor in identifying a complex (Hussain, Abid,
Sabri & Batool, 2014).
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The discussion gathers that security refers to a situation that minimizes threat level
to a state. Historically, military security dominated international security debate in the
realm of international relations. But it changed over the period of time and the modern
concept of security further articulates different dynamics such as it can be security of an
individual state, regional security or even global security. National security remained
important for a state throughout the history of international politics. In consonance with the
traditional concept of security, human security is also significant in perspective of overall
national and regional security.
4.3.1 Security and Power Balancing
According to Akhter and Jathol, (2017) the conventional wisdom in international
politics is that the states are used to balance against the rising powers. What constitutes a
balancing behavior is a significant question. In the same way, Alberto, (2008) specified
two methods of balancing; either by decreasing the weight of the heavier scale or ―by
increasing the weight of lighter one‖. Latter strategy is relatively more plausible to the
states at the time of defending their security or survival against the powerful rival and thus
draws broader attention towards balancing (Amin & Naseer, 2013; Baig, 2018; Tanoli,
2016; Ali, 2013; Clarke, 2011; Ghani, 2017; Khan, Farooq & Gul, 2016; Kuszewska,
2016; Mohammadi, 2018; Naik & Ahmad, 2017; AhmadI, 2014).

According to

Bhattacharjee, (2015) the dominant idea of balancing is called hard balancing.
Strengthening of military capability of a state is known as internal balancing. Formation of
counter alliances is known as external balancing. Concept of soft balancing articulates
tacit, limited or indirect balancing strategy through ―coalition building and diplomatic
bargaining within international institutions‖ (Blank, 2005).
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As mentioned by Soltani, Naji, Amiri and Street, (2014) the hard balancing is a
significant idea, which follows the conceptualization of balancing. While looking at the
defence budget in internal balancing whereof considering quantitative exploration, the
enquiry deliberates upon three indicators, which fall upon arms buildup of a state including
(a) aggregate defence spending involving arms procurements. (b) Modernization in
military capability e.g. raising new battalions, advance training and preparation program
matching up the capability of the rival state; and (c) repositioning the armed forces for
enhancing technical enactment in battlefield and strategic advantages (Breslin & Croft,
2013). Chellaney, (2002) defines external balancing as an alliance either formal or
informal relationship of ―security cooperation between two or more sovereign states‖. The
particular definition perceives exchange of benefits and commitment level for both
concerning parties; serving the relationship or failing to come to the agreement would
definitely cost something, and it would be compensated in another manner. According to
Goh, (2008) the flexible technique in defining alliances is extremely concerning in
explaining informal security relationships. In the post-cold war arena, security
relationships have already become more informal. The countervailing alliance has been
termed into informal security partnership, showing variations in strategic environment and
to form modality that how states have adjusted their balancing strategy (Small, 2015;
Lanteigne, 2008; Malik, 2017; Priego Moreno, 2008; Rehman, 2009).
According to Shah, (2018) Pakistan remained engaged in hard balancing and soft
balancing strategies against expansionist India. Hard balancing against India is more
evident as compared to soft balancing. As mentioned by Reynolds, (2009) that Pakistan
seeks balancing against military might of India by making alliance with China and
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modernizing its military as well as weaponization. Pakistan focused on nuclear and missile
technology ensuring a credible deterrence against the potential threat from India.
Islamabad is trying to catch up New Delhi to deter any threat from it. The complex
triangular relationship among Islamabad, Beijing and New Delhi may be defined as
‗elusive‘ in strategic terms. Islamabad is focusing on technological weapons and
modernization of armed forces with the help of Beijing to balance the threat from the
enemy instead of ―man-for-man and gun-for-gun strategy‖. Hence for Islamabad regional
security has become all the more significant.
4.3.2 Regional Security
According to Hussain and Farani, (2014) the regional security incorporates selfhelp phenomenon under anarchical behavior and collective arrangement at regional level.
The term region is closely linked with various continents or sub-continents such as Asia,
Europe, Africa, North America and Latin America (Breslin & Croft, 2013). If we take the
example of Europe, it can be narrowed down to two scenarios: fragmentation and
integration. In the same way, Jaleel, Talha and Shah, (2017) stated that the fragmentation is
a reiteration of balance of power rationality within the continent of Europe and
reappearance to some form of standard Regional Security Complex (RSC). Integration is
recurrence of RSC by just a single global level state. It indicates that in the given structure
of the global system, there are some possible formats that any region can adopt. It depends
upon politics as well as structurally and compatibility factors with other conditions (Khan,
Kateryna & Sandano, 2019; Khan & Kasi, 2017; Soltani, Naji, Amiri & Street, 2014).
Kovačević, (2011) mentioned, ―The concept of RSC is the basis for the general typology of
the forms a region can take and thus enables the predictive element of what change is
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more or less likely given various scope conditions‖ (P. 112). With this background,
China‘s foreign policy has focused on development and the very purpose would be attained
when there would be most needed peace in the region as is denoted by Wu Chunsi, a
prominent Chinese Scholar. Beijing has been striving hard for peace with neighboring
states while focusing on development. Hence China‘s struggle is for promotion of regional
stability and regional peace. It is doing so by focusing on three element of foreign policy:
a) enhancing multilateralism as well as regional cooperation; b) increasing interdependence
resulting in diminishing insecurity; c) employing Asian ways to deal with persisted
regional issues (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019).
According to Ali and Ullah, (2019) these are new concepts on maintaining regional
peace by China. Beijing has already changed its passive behavior regarding global system
and regional cooperation as well as multilateralism. China is now actively participating in
global organization (Parveen & Shah, 2019). As mentioned by Sidhu, (2003) Beijing‘s
regional security method is based on conception of collective security. The existing
example is the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO), established by all bordering
states of China. Pakistan and India have joined Shanghai Cooperation Organization in
2015 and enhanced the significance of regional peace mechanism by dislodging the
elements of extremism and separatism in the region. According to Buszynski, (2009) the
Chinese approach to address the regional issues in Asian ways is quite interesting. China
cannot keep herself isolated in the global village. For protection and promotion of its
national interests, Beijing would have to play a significant role in the international arena.
The US, Russia and European Union can enhance their role in the Asia Pacific region. The
significance of the Asia Pacific is enhancing day by day in international affairs. Within the
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specific sphere, China is rising as a great Asian power. China is the main player in
resolution of thorny regional issues of Asia Pacific in the specific Asian ways (Graham &
Felicio, 2006; Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019; Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy,
Sumano & Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011; Mares, 2018). China considers that the role of
Asian rising powers requires to be enhanced in regional development and regional
stability.
Shukla, (2011) disagrees with the common argument that Asia Pacific has
geopolitical dynamics where Beijing has taken to assertive diplomacy. Asia - pacific
region is facing numerous and dynamic security problems, that could not be linked merely
to the progress of China. According to Pejic, (2016) the issues show that Asia Pacific is
undergoing profound transition and transformation where the old security mechanism
inherited from the cold war arena is ineffective. Therefore, the region of Asia
Pacific wanted a new and better security architecture which was adapted for the critical
post-Cold War period requirements (Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2017). As it is mentioned
by Marantidou, (2014) that the current security structure should implement the principle of
collaboration, which embodies the strategic interests of Asian countries in the local
security. In the same way, Kahrs, (2004) described that the new security mechanism
should have accommodativeness for divergent cultures, pathways of regional development
and ―incentivizing all parties of the region to learn from each other so as to jointly create a
sustainable security environment for the region‖ (P. 451).
4.4 Regional Security Complex Theory
The regional security structure can be analyzed through Regional Security
Complex Theory (RSCT). Buzan, (2003) defined security complex as ―a group of states
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whose primary security concerns link together sufficiently closely that their national
securities cannot reasonably be considered apart from one another‖. It was further
elaborated by Al-Khalifa, (2012) as ―a set of units whose major processes of securitization,
de-securitization or both are so interlinked that their security problems cannot reasonably
be analyzed or resolved apart from one another” (P. 54). Hence, the main concept is that
the essential part of securitization and desecuritization processes in the global system shall
mark them into the regional clusters. Such regional clusters are durable and different from
international level processes of securitization/desecuritization. According to Broomfield,
(2003) each level requires a separate scrutiny and is required to be critically analyzed as
the interplay among various regional security complexes. It fits to examine how the
structure of security in the emerging Asian Super complex is shaping dynamics of
Pakistan-China strategic relations in the twenty -first century? The significant RSC theory
indicates conceptual framework of emerging structures of international security for 1+4
regions/subsystems (one superpower such as, the US, four regional powers such as, the
Japan, China, Russia and European Union and regional security complexes such as South
Asia Regional Security Complex and East Asia Regional Security Complex) (Gregory,
2015). The RSC theory elaborates that regions are an appropriate level of analysis of
security study.
Secondly, regions provide useful organization and essential structure for empirical
study. Thirdly, regions provide analytical scenarios for deep analysis of possible
development in near future (Hanau Santini, 2017). Thus, the RSC theory provides a global
map wherein patterns of amity and enmity are depended upon the proximity and specific
roles of friend, enemy or rival. It defines security from bottom up to the regional or local
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actors‘ level. Nevertheless, the state remained as the central unit. Though economic,
environment and social security remained the subject of the security in the regions yet they
could not override all the significance of territorial security (Kacowicz & Press-Barnathan,
2016). This proposition provides a historical perspective and current level of international
security in the cold war era and post 9/11 scenario, logical predictions at domestic,
regional, interregional and global level especially in the South Asia region. It would be
appropriate to discuss the essential assumption and proposition of the RSC theorem in the
context of the debate about how China will behave at regional as well as at global level in
short, medium and long terms. However, it would be apposite if one may deliberate on
rising China in the context of the South Asia region, especially with reference to Pakistan.
4.4.1 Structure of Regional Security Complex (RSC) Theory
According to Burns, (2012) the essential structure of a RSC Theory expresses
following four variables:
1. Boundary, which distinguishes the Regional Security Complex from its
neighboring states.
2. Anarchic structure, meaning that RSC be composed of two or more units.
3. Polarity, covering distribution of power amongst different units/actors and
4. Social construction, covering in vague patterns of amity and enmity
amongst the actors/units.
4.4.2 Assumptions RSC Theory
Shunji, (2008) described the assumptions of RSC theory are as follows:
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1. Threat travels easily over short distances compared to long distances. The
interrelationship of security is thus organized into regional clusters that are
referred to as security complexes.
2. RSC theory comes near to constructivism when it seems breaking from
neorealism by treating the concept of distribution of power and patterns of
amity and enmity as essential independent variables.
3. RSC theory is mainly focusing on geographical factors to warrant regional
security. Regional structure covers Africa, Balkan, East Asia, CIS Europe,
EU, Middle East, North America, South America, South Asia as well as
Europe.
4. The theory indicates that impending three levels i.e. individual, unit and
system analysis are insufficient to explain most vital security in the pre and
post-cold war era.
5. It underscores that Regional Security autonomy is most appropriately
applicable to international politics. Thus regions and powers are most vital
in the structure of international security.
6. In global security, there existed two Regional Security Complexes such as
Standard and Centered. Standard Regional Security complex is following
the fundamentals of Westphalian security complex wherein regional powers
formulate security complex within the region. The Centered Regional
Security Complex is dominated by superpower or great power in the region.
7. There are three main benefits of the RSC Theory. It provides us firstly, deep
level of analysis in regional security structures. Then, the theory can
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organize an empirical study. Finally, theory based scenarios can be drawn
on the foundation stone of various alternatives and forms under the aegis of
Regional Security Complexes.
8. Through the prism of regional dynamics of security, RSCT discusses
international

power

structure

by

avoiding

both

extremes

of

oversimplifications of the unipolar version and de-territorialisation of the
globalist visions of new world disorder.
4.4.3 Characteristics of RSC Theory
The theory of regional security complex provides broader lines to analyze the
China Pakistan relations in the context of regional politics. The operationalization of RSC
and application provides a roadmap to untangle the security matrix (Hoogensen, 2005).
4.4.3.1 Threat Phenomenon
According to Troitskiy, (2015) RSC theory developed with dynamics of political
and military sectors within the prevailing global system that consist of the US, the four
regional powers including China, Japan, Russia and European Union and some other
regional structures. South Asia being one important region is built on the dyadic pattern
that India and Pakistan maintain. But dyadic patterns only are insufficient in explaining the
security environment in South Asia, since it‘s more complex and also involve China as the
non-dyadic party (Breslin & Croft, 2013; Ghose, 2009; Jahangir, 2019; Rizvi & Behuria,
2016; Khanna, 2003; Mubarik, 2017; Qadri & Qadri, 2016). Chellaney, (2002) defines the
region of South Asia is in a volatile situation due to arms race, crises instability and threat
of accidental war. Indian main military deployment remained against Pakistan and not
against rising China. China condemned Indian nuclear tests and declined to take up the
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Indian belligerent statements as a serious challenge and avoided overt countermove such as
nuclear tests from the Chinese side in retaliation to Indian tests (Ahmad, Sohail & Rizwan,
2018). As mentioned by Soltani, Naji, Amiri and Street, (2014) that India through rhetoric
tried to enhance Indian status as a rising power in Asia, competing with China in Asian
Super-complex. On the contrary, India factually created a serious threat to Pakistan in
South Asia and aggravated the security dilemma already continuing between two
neighboring states (Amin & Naseer, 2013). According to Bhattacharjee, (2015) India and
China traditionally have territorial dispute but at the same time common threat due to
terrorism. Though, Pakistan has no direct conflict with China but terrorism may pose
challenges for China-Pak relations. On the other hand, Pakistan and India have more
hostile feelings for each other due to historical wars which have become sharp due to the
Afghanistan factor.
4.4.3.2 Proximity
According to Akhter and Jathol, (2017) the issue of proximity plays an important
role in RSC. At regional level, states are closer to each other and even their security
dynamics cannot be considered in isolation. Thus implications of geographical proximity
on regional security interaction are utmost effective. But all states are also interconnected
to the global web of security interdependence (Beg, Baig & Khan, 2018). According to
Grigorova, Mincheva and Gurr, (2013), ―Anarchy plus distance effect plus geographical
diversity yields a pattern of regionally based clusters where security interdependence is
markedly more intense between the stated inside such complexes than between states
inside the complex and those outside it‖ (P. 210). In this perspective, South Asia provides
an example where rivalries and wars of subcontinent establish a distinctive pattern.
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However, causal effects of cultural and economic patterns on security patterns cannot be
altogether ruled out. Thus defining RSCs through security having causal relationship is
open for scrutiny (Firdous, Nazir & Ali, 2015). In the same way, Ahmad, Sohail &
Rizwan, (2018) mentioned that some clusters of regions are linked whereas other zones are
criss crossed through a few lines. These clusters as suggested by RSCT are territorial
based. There are some thinly populated terrains between RSCs. However, there are nonterritorial based clusters and these are about international terrorism (Hussain, Javaid, Sabri,
Ilyas & Batool, 2014).
According to Nourmoahammadi, (2019), the proximity in context of South Asia
was not a guarantee for amity or co-prosperity as economic integration had long been
hindered by hostile relationships between New Delhi and Islamabad in the past. Amongst
the least integrated regions of the globe, one is South Asia. In this region, Islamabad has
never extended Most Favored Nation status to New Delhi under the WTO regime and both
South Asian states have less participation in the global trade system. Simultaneously, India
is not ready to talk over the Kashmir issue and continuously propagating Pakistan as
terrorism promoting country (Chihaia, 2014). As mentioned by Huxley, (2013) that the
United States assigned a pivotal role to India in Afghanistan that further made the situation
in South Asia more complex. Beijing‘s interest and proximity to this region has further
complicated the region. According to Dyduch, Jarząbek and Skorek, (2018) Pakistan is
more inclined to play the role of balancer for China and India is serving more for the US
interest. But after the launching of CPEC, China besides Pakistan has to work with all
other regional players including India and Afghanistan. It has made the security of South
Asian more complex.
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4.4.3.3 Securitization
According to Troitskiy, (2015) the RSCT is significant for three reasons. Firstly,
theory provides appropriate level analysis in security examination. Secondly, the theory
can organize empirical study for deep analysis. Thirdly, theory based results can be
predicted keeping in view the basis of RSCs. The RSC is established through interplay on
one side existing anarchy and balance of power concerns while on other side there is
weight of local geographical proximity. Waever and Buzan, (2003) have categorically
mentioned that ―simple physical adjacency tends to generate more security interaction
among neighbors than among states located in different areas. Adjacency is potent for
security because many threats travel more easily over short distances than over long ones‖
(P.181). According to Wojczewski, (2014) the security interdependence is focused
regionally by a unit/state. Superpower has wide ranged vital interest and has extensive
capabilities to conduct rivalries over the whole globe. Even superpower considers the logic
of geography and adjacency in its security relationship. On the other hand, states have
limited capabilities confining to their vital security interests and activities limited to their
neighbors as is the case of Southeast Asia and Southern Africa (Shabbir, 2017; Sudirman,
2018; Ghose, 2009; Jahangir, 2019; Rizvi & Behuria, 2016; Khanna, 2003). As mentioned
by Tar and Mustapha, (2017) independent regional rivalries as is the case of Pakistan and
India create opportunity for a great power to penetrate in South Asia. Balance of power
phenomenon encourages local state/unit to get assistance from outside and through this
mechanism local rivalry pattern is linked with the international system. On the same
analogy, South Asia in the cold war arena presented a complete picturesque wherein
Islamabad was linked to Washington as well as Beijing while New Delhi was depended
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upon erstwhile former Soviet Union. Hence such connection between regional security and
globalized security pattern is manifestation of the prevailing anarchic system in the region
since 9/11 (Troitskiy, 2015; Wojczewski, 2014).
4.4.3.4 Amity-Enmity Patterns
According to Pejic, (2016) the phenomenon can be understood through the analysis
at the regional level and further extended to the global factors on one hand and domestics
factors on another side. The particular patterns who fears from whom is not created from
system level analysis rather generated inside in the particular region by combination of
politics and materialistic conditions as well as history (Banerjee, 2018). Therefore, Shukla,
(2011) mentioned that for states in the international system, though global level is
important, yet regional level is most significant rather crucial for a deep rooted analysis on
most demanded security. For global powers, regional level is unquestionably defining both
required options including results of projecting their own competitions and influences.
Thus regional level is most concerned for the states/unit within a particular region but also
it is essential for globalized powers (Banerjee, 2018).
Therefore, Shukla, (2011) mentioned that two significant questions are required for
essential settlement here. Firstly, that the presence of a RSC is not within the meaning of
broader regions building or region constructing. One may not be debating or defining such
as example of Europe to make out a specified definition that that how states/actor would
construct Europe and then start defining the boundaries of Middle East and then declare
that it has become an acceptable region‘s definition within meaning of a particular region
(Beg, Baig & Khan, 2018). Thus RSC is an analytical idea which has been applied and
defined. It is a fact that within the regions, RSCs are constructed socially then defined and
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applied but these RSCs are socially constructed regions. According to Pejic, (2016) the
RSCs are defined in such a way that such reasons are depending upon in vogue security
practice of the states or actors. South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation
(SAARC) could not influence the security politics of the South Asian region; rather this
organization could not bridge over the ever existing gaps or loop-holes and never
succeeded in creation of economic interdependence in coincidence with European Union
or ASEAN or other strong regional organizations or alliances. Rather it has become an
easy prey of Islamabad-New Delhi security dilemma (Khan & Khan, 2019).
Another significant issue is whether RSCs are overlapping or exclusive. Graham
and Felicio, (2006) made an argument that RSCs have overlapping membership.
Klimenko, (2011) considers that RSCs are mutually exclusive and distinctive. The theory
should take it as a starting point of specific analysis while taking the global map, the world
has to be demarcated and divided up to mutually exclusive RSCs, insulators states and
international actors. RSCs are distinguishable from one another by degree of virtual
security connectedness and triviality (Mares, 2018). According to Klimenko, (2011) the
regions are definitely illustrious from international powers by occupying a different level
of scrutiny. In the structure of anarchy, the edifice of RSCs is determined by two types of
relations including patterns of amity and enmity as well as powers relations. The power
operates at the regional level known as the famous concept of balance of power in which
powers are interlinked to one another, takes part in the same networking of the relations
(Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019). Hence RSCs just as global systems of which they are sub
or mini-structures can be analyzed in form of polarity starting from unipolarity to bipolar
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and tripolar to even multipolar dynamics. Thus it is imperative to differentiate regional
actors from the international or global actors (Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017).
According to Kilroy, Sumano and Hataley, (2013) the second component such as
patterns of amity and enmity is less highlighted in International Relations theories than
powers having an early exclusion. In the more thrilling accounts of power theory that is
maximalist realism, those are merely considerations of powers relations, one fears
whosoever manipulates with greater powers. According to Wojczewski, (2014) the low
intransigently, they are seen as much closer than comparatively a fluid movement of
distribution of power, which is ―parallel to Krasner‘s classical discourse of regimes as the
intermediary variables and many others modified realism. More realistically the pattern of
amity and enmity has been assigned a historically derived reality of their own as a socially
constructed dimension of structure‖ (Troitskiy, 2015, P. 21). The South Asia Regional
Security Complex where Pakistan is located has been conflictual in nature and less
influenced by global overlay. Here the pattern of enmity between Pakistan and India has
been shaped by their animosity, rivalry and continued distrust (Hussain, Javaid, Sabri,
Ilyas & Batool, 2014). According to Nourmoahammadi, (2019), China relationship with
India has been largely shaped by its border dispute, distrust and rivalry with India, though
moderated by growing economic and trade interdependence between the two neighboring
states and thus pattern of enmity and amity is continuing (Firdous, Nazir & Ali, 2015). In
the same way, Ahmad, Sohail and Rizwan, (2018) mentioned that it is an undeniable point
that the cold war did not transform the South Asian regional security complex either
externally or internally. The inclusion of Afghanistan into the South Asian Security
Complex and deployment of US and NATO forces in that country in the wake of 9/11 did
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transform South Asian RSC internally and externally but it added complexity to the region
(SHABBIR, 2017; Sudirman, 2018). As mentioned by Tar and Mustapha, (2017) that the
growing closer Indo-US strategic partnership, US pivot to Asia policy, and New Delhi‘s
proactive engagement with East Asia through Act East Asia Policy and China becoming
observer in SAARC has created an environment where China has launched the One Belt &
One Road(OBOR) initiative including China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC). These
developments are pushing South Asia into a larger Asian Super complex (Troitskiy, 2015;
Wojczewski, 2014).
4.5 Operationalizing RSCT: From South Asian RSC to Asian Super complex
The main utility of the theory is structuring practical framework organizing
empirical study of regional security. RSCT specifies four levels of analysis, according to
Buzan, Buzan, W'ver, Waever and Buzan, (2003):
1. Domestically in the states of the region, ―particularly their domestically
generated vulnerabilities are the state strong or weak due to stability of the
domestic order and correspondence between state and nation‖. The
particular vulnerability of a state would define the type of security fear it
had – while another state or a group of states makes a structural threat even
if they had no antagonistic intents. Terrorism and independence movements
or intrastate territorial disputes are vulnerabilities within the South Asian
Complex of the domestic level. Terrorism even is the core concerns of
China in Xinjiang and is perceived as threat to CPEC route and a major
challenge to Pakistan‘s internal security. Terrorism is a major problem for
India and Afghanistan as well. But this phenomenon becomes complex
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when India through Afghanistan not only promotes terrorism in Pakistan
but also alleges Pakistan as a terrorist state.
2. State to state ties generates the security region as such. At this level
interstate territorial disputes/issues and trade agreements of the South Asian
countries with one-another and with China are important to address.
3. The particular region‘s interface with neighboring regions, which is
considered to be comparatively more limited and the particular complex is
to be defined by internal interaction being most significant. For instance,
China‘s interest in SAARC and India‘s desire to move towards ASEAN
more effectively.
4. The global powers role in a specified region and interaction between
regional security structure and the global level.
By analyzing the aforementioned four levels together, it constitutes the security
constellation. RSCT allows the concept of sub-complexes, which is just a half level within
the regional level. It may not be out of place to mention that the sub-complexes have the
same definition such as the case of a larger RSC. Mini-complexes or sub-complexes
present a distinguishing pattern of security inter-dependence i.e. fixed up in the broader
pattern, which ultimately is defining Regional Security Complex. An instance can be seen
within the Middle East, wherein distinguishing sub-complexes are working in Levant
including Syria, Jordan, Lebanon, Egypt and Israel. In the Gulf including Iraq, Iran and
GCC states where a lot of interplay is showing that both sub-complexes might not be
separated indicating that all the Middle Eastern gulf countries are antagonistic to the state
of Israel and constant rivalry between Iraq and Syria.

243
According to Kacowicz and Press-Barnathan, (2016) the min-complexes or subcomplexes are not essential characteristics of RSCs though they are quite common,
particularly when some RSC consists upon a large number of states/actors. The stratagem
of sub-complexes crushes in the beginning what might be upsetting the cases of
overlapping membership between RSC and the sub-complex. For instance, if the Gulf and
Levant were observed as a separate distinctive RSC, Iraq would have membership of both
of them. However, owing to RSC and sub-complexes, Iraq has membership of Gulf subcomplex as well as the larger Middle Eastern RSC. The RSC theory asserts on security of
regions or subsystems wherein internal security interface existed, actors fearing
neighboring states and going into alliances with other regional powers and mostly their
borders of specified regions are demarcated geographically (Al-Khalifa, 2012). According
to Broomfield, (2003) here zones of fragile interface exist or such zones are employed by
an insulator such as the matter of Afghanistan, Turkey and Burma, which feels burden
from both sides but never allow RSCs becoming one. The insulator concept by RSCT is
defining that a particular place is employed by one or more than one units/states, where
greater regional security dynamics exist. Such concept is different from buffer state, which
is placed within the center of strong patterns of securitization and does not exist at the edge
of function of securitization (Gregory, 2015).
The theory highlights that regional level would definitely be an operative one and
sometimes it is also prevailing or dominant. It is clear that the four levels concerning the
security constellation instantaneously remained in play. Hence, the peculiar question,
which of the levels dominates is not thoroughly deliberated by RSCT, though the particular
circumstances can avail probability either way. Defining balance amongst different levels
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depends upon empirically drawn observations of peculiar cases and in that way the RSCT
has passed the given test (Hanau Santini, 2017). Assumptions including prevailing
circumstances of the post-cold war era have enhanced the share/salience of most required
regional levels concerning security. In one of the particular case, structure of family in
another issue and national society is yet another structure, only in the social framework of
individual psychology may be more important in elaborating behaviour (Burns, 2012).
Therefore, Hoogensen, (2005) mentioned that the certain safety constellations might be
governed by structural factors in the international or global world, at the other regional
level or yet another design at the worldwide scale.
In addition to this, Hurrell, (2016) stated that it has been noted that national level
might or might not govern, although in some significant sense it will certainly be in action
and could never be pulled out from the scrutiny. Rising terrorism in the region is point of
concern for China as well as Pakistan but both the countries are on the same page to
counter terrorism, extremism and separatism at regional as well as at the interregional or
global level (Khan, 2013). According to Khilji, Wang and Qiao, (2010), the Beijing
applauded the endeavors and sacrifices of Islamabad in the Global War on Terror (GWOT)
and fierce efforts to combat the most wanted terrorists in the region. China agreed with the
Pakistan‘s views that terrorism may not be linked to a particular religion or ethnic group
rather it is a universal phenomenon due to which whole humanity has been adversely
suffering. ―Incontestably, the Post-9/11 situation further strengthened Sino-Pak strategic
ties‖ (Pehrson, 2006).
Furthermore, Hurrell, (2016) stated that the RSCT focuses on individuals who
are functioning empirically in specific areas in its comprehensive implementation. This
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contains a descriptive vocabulary, a process that produces order from the problem data and
undoubtedly writes a systemic account. The theory aims to systematically link the analysis
of internal circumstances, relationships between local units or actors, interactions between
nations as well as the interaction of regional dynamics with global labour forces (Khan,
2013). In addition to this, it is stated by Khilji, Wang and Qiao, (2010) that the structural
reasoning is given by theory, particularly the assumption that regional conflict patterns
form the lines of intercession or intervention by actors at the international scale. In this
way, regional trends of competition can be aligned and further strengthened by global
forces, even if the global pattern could have little or nothing whatsoever to do with local
pattern which is being formed. RSC theory presents ―some structural logic, most notably
hypothesis that regional patterns of conflict shape the line of intervention by global level
powers‖ (Pehrson, 2006, P.341). In the South Asian context, 9/11 reinforced IndiaPakistan rivalry in Afghanistan and intensified regional rivalries by accelerating Indo-US
strategic partnership on the one hand and Pakistan-China enhanced strategic cooperation,
now reflected in CPEC. It has been noted that in conflict formation, the security
community and security regime goes in parallel lines with Hobbesian, Wendt‘s, and Locke
and Kantian social structures (Shunji, 2008).
According to Pejic, (2016) the key distinction is that the creation of disputes is
much larger as compared to Wendt's Hobbesian model and the protection regime is a
smaller notion than that of the Lockean model. The same parallel lines can be drawn with
famous three traditions of English School including Grotius, Hobbes and Kant on which
Wendt draws his idea. RSC Theory delivers that conflict formation is caused from amityenmity paradigm ―through security regime to security community‖ (Khan & Khan, 2019).
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Therefore, Shukla, (2011) mentioned that they have indeed addressed focused areas,
whereby authority centralization in an area enters a stage where the center is effectively
seen as one of the greatest forces involved in the global safety constellation. According to
Ashraf, (2018) the regional dynamics would be no more seen here as a framework where
one determines the primary interests and concerns of a collective of actors or states. North
America is one pertinent case. The integration process of the European Union may be the
idea of going through another process, speaking in different words, in context of division
and implementation possibilities (Kahrs, 2004; Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2017;
Marantidou, 2014). According to Al-Khalifa, (2012) yet we have not disclosed a whole
range of possibilities with essential details nor did one attain benefits of a transparent work
out distinction between regional and global levels.
Furthermore, it is stated by Kacowicz and Press-Barnathan, (2016) that on the
contrary, European Union case points out further trouble. European Union not only moved
intensely towards the finishing stage of enmity as well as enmity-amity spectrum, rather it
established joint-institutions which are sufficient for raising serious questions whether the
EU qualifies for a global anarchy (Gregory, 2015). In the same way, it is mentioned by
Hanau Santini, (2017) that principally, one can imagine a high degree of security
community also accompanying institutions but it is easier to understand that developed
security communities would normally become more institutionalized and further
integrated. According to Broomfield, (2003) in European Union centeredness never
attained from the dominance of a single actor or unit but coming from a chunk of collective
institutions by a group belonging to several European states, which have adopted actor
capabilities as a right. It can be asked that what was going inside the EU, either their own
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domestic politics or global impacts existed but such a burning question is not so easy to be
answered with a clear soul and mind (Kahrs, 2004; Marantidou, 2014). According to AlKhalifa, (2012) this scenario becomes sui generis, which transpires that an effective
process of integration is going on and replacing the hierarchic and anarchic political
construction (Shunji, 2008). Thus RSC in a single security community would shape into a
single actor or unit. It is an undeniable fact that Pakistan and India remained two hostile
states in the pre and post-cold war era. South Asia remained a conflicting formation region
and there is no possibility of establishment of a security community in the near future.
Patterns of amity and friendship existed between Islamabad and Beijing while enmity
relations existed between Islamabad and New Delhi.
According to Broomfield, (2003) a centered RSC is more stable if the center
establishes one type of penetrated or open hegemony wherein even dominated actors are
provided the opportunity to have a policy process of the imperial center. Even in tougher
cases, the center is a paradigm of units such as European Union and previously the US
when it is still anarchically structured (Broomfield, 2003; Gregory, 2015; Hanau Santini,
2017; Kacowicz & Press-Barnathan, 2016). Imperial centered regions maintain their own
format chiefly owing to power and low chances to endure upheaval in anarchical
distribution of power e.g. breakup of Soviet Union Empire. These considerations go
equivalent to Shunji, (2008) concepts that ―how social structures get internalized
superficially if coercion is accepted as legitimate mechanism‖ (P. 121). Furthermore, it is
stated by Kacowicz and Press-Barnathan, (2016) that the term legitimacy can be used in
the same context as the designation of acceptance amongst the peripheral units/actors, to be
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accepted even as centeredness correct and ―natural and not enforced against some enduring
standard of maximum independence‖.
4.5.1 Emergence of Asian Super complex
A transparent example is Beijing, which has played an effective and central role in
the cold war arena as a great power of Northeast Asian RSC but also played an effective
role in standard RSC in Southeast Asia and even in South Asian RSC. According to
Ashraf, (2018) Beijing performed an effective role in the South Asia region through its
formidable ally such as Islamabad, which is a strong opponent of India in the region,
meaning that New Delhi would have to keep spare sufficient energies to balance China.
During the cold war era, similarly Beijing fought out a horrible war against Hanoi
(Banerjee, 2018). On the other hand, the US has a weak role in South America (Beg, Baig
& Khan, 2018). Adjacency phenomenon devises the relationship qualitative dissimilar with
global power involvement in a RSC as choice of disentanglement is not certainly
accessible in the same way. According to Chihaia, (2014) the Russia or the US can make a
decision whether that state may participate in Southeast Asia RSC in a similar manner as
China (but she cannot penetrate without endangering Beijing‘s status as great power in
Southeast Asia).
According to Graham and Felicio, (2006) the formal rule violation is the existence
of great powers that is in contrast to standard RSCs, one is expecting those to create the
substantial level of interregional security dynamics. Rather than expecting interregional
security dynamics weakening with interaction of global level as well as regional level, thus
one is expecting them to be strong enough (Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019). The spillover
effects might be as a result of activities of single great power as is the matter of Beijing.
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There might be impending consequences attained from dynamics of a great power RSC, if
we suppose that Tokyo and Beijing are going to become serious friends or foes in the
continent of Asia. In either way, severe spillover effect would fine bind together (Khalid,
Qureshi & Hassan, 2017). Otherwise, it would distinguish RSCs into Super complexes
with single or more than one great power at its cherished core. Similarly, security
constellations would definitely become more elaborate than usual in such cases. Another
undeniable fact is that instead of existence of only three levels including domestic, regional
and global, one can add another fourth level such as superregional level by replacing
generally weak interregional level (Mares, 2018). According to Klimenko, (2011) in the
Super complex, surely interregional level would be strong enough and sustainable, as it
remained between Northeast Asian RSC and South Asia RSC but never be much strong
and overriding the regional dynamics in infiltrated RSC as in this particular matter, the
case of South Asian RSC (Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2013). While interregional
dynamics overwhelm regional dynamics between Northeast Asia and Southeast Asia as
it occurred during the 1990s, the spillover certainly subordinates the former national
security dynamics framework (Khan & Khan, 2019).
Therefore, Shukla, (2011) mentioned that the component RSCs which are there
inside the particular Super complex will undergo outside transformations in the situation,
leading to a new greater RSC being combined and created, similar to the case with East
Asia RSC. As is the concept of sub-complexes, Super complex picks up the specific cases
having dual memberships of actors/units. According to Pejic, (2016) the RSC theory
separates independently even when division becomes quite difficult, for instance, ―crucial
insulators, sub and super-complexes and dense interregional dynamics that might signal
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possible transformation‖. Evaluating RSC cases, the whole spectrum of levels is being
focused on safety constellations and it must be focus at the local, superregional domestic,
and also at international scales (Kahrs, 2004; Kilroy, Sumano & Hataley, 2017;
Marantidou, 2014). It is quite interesting that in Asian spectrum, all levels simultaneously
remained in active play. All relevant actors are facing a difficult dilemma, Japan and China
may not be in a position to disintegrate their regional as well as their superregional parts
from the third global level. According to Al-Khalifa, (2012) the Super complex is the case
of standard RSC, weaker powers may look for support of great power or superpower
against the regional power as is evident in several East Asian states, which are reinforcing
their alliances and conducive ties with US in particular offsetting Beijing‘s growing power
and sway in this region.
Furthermore, it is stated by Kacowicz and Press-Barnathan, (2016) that in standard
RSC, impending results of such alliances and alignments would vibrate generally at
regional level whereas indirectly at global level only. According to Broomfield, (2003) if
rival superpower activities existed in a specific region, such as the case of the Middle
Eastern region in the cold-war era, the same spectrum would prevail. However, particularly
in case of a great power RSC or with Super complex, this configuration would directly
vibrate at global as well as at regional levels (Gregory, 2015). In the same way, it is
mentioned by Hanau Santini, (2017) that it is another harsh fact that Soviet Union in
Afghanistan and US in Vietnam and now in Afghanistan misunderstanding the interplay of
various levels can come at extraordinary price. The Regional Security Complex Theory has
provided detailed analysis on different types of structures/standards (Broomfield, 2003;
Gregory, 2015; Hanau Santini, 2017; Kacowicz & Press-Barnathan, 2016). As a
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consequence, key features of various security complexes with essential examples and
different types are elaborated as under:
Table 4.1: Types of Security Complex
Type

Key features

Example(s)

Standard

Polarity determined by regional power

Middle East, South
America, Southeast
Asia, Horn, Southern
Africa

Centered
Superpower

Unipolar centered on a superpower

North America

Great Power

Unipolar centered on a great power

CIS, potentially South

Regional Power

Unipolar centered on a regional power

Asia

Institutional

Region acquires actor quality through institution

None
European Union (EU)

Great Power

Super Complexes

Bi-or multipolar with great powers as the

Pre-1945 Europe, East

regional poles

Asia

Strong interregional level of security dynamics

South Asia and East

arising from great power spillover into adjacent

Asia

regions
Sources: Buzan, Buzan, W'ver, Waever and Buzan, (2003)
4.6 RSC Theory and Pakistan-China Strategic Relations
Buzan, (2011) elaborated Regional Security Complexes during the cold-war era
with a comprehensive map showing as Map 4.1 depicting as the Regional Security
Complexes in the continent of Asia in the Cold-War Era. On the other hand, Map 4.2 is
demonstrating the regional security complexes in the post-cold war era including South
Asian RSC and East Asian RSC. Therefore, essential pictorial details of Insulator, Buffer,

252
regional boundaries, Super complex boundaries, sub-complex boundaries and great powers
have been highlighted. Interestingly, in the post-cold war era, Northeast Asian RSC and
East Asian RSC have been amalgamated and even another continental state such as
Australia drew into the Asian Super complex.
Map 4.1: RSCs during Cold War in Asia

Sources: Buzan, Buzan, W'ver, Waever and Buzan, (2003)
Map 4.2: RSCs in Asia Post Cold War
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Sources: Buzan, Buzan, W'ver, Waever and Buzan, (2003)
According to Garlick, (2018) the main issue with overlay is determination of
boundaries between overlay and weighty penetration in any RSC by great powers. The
main differentiation is that outside actors rather than interests and interface of local actors
are formulating security dynamics of the region. Usually, great powers/actors have
sufficient armed resources in the region. Overlay can be transparently judged when it has
been imposed by military might, either by invasion or by occupation by outside actors.
Historically, when Great Britain occupied the South Asian region, Britain had an overlaid
subcontinent local system, imposed upon South Asia strategic unity and a set of security
determined by Great Britain regarding colonial rivalry with Russia in the context of a great
game. In the same way, Firdous, Nazir and Ali, (2015) the problematic issue was semivoluntarily consent of overlay, when local actors were agreed to subordination to some
extent to outside hegemon and accepted stay of their armed/military forces at their local
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territory. Since 9/11, the US has overlaid the South Asia Regional Security Complex by
penetrating in the sub-complex of Afghanistan, which has greatly influenced the external
transformation of the South Asian region.
In opinion of Buzan, (2011), it not only terminates connotation of level but also
evades the conception of region, which does not mean geographical proximity. He
expresses that for instance, if the US is a dependable actor in EU security, the US would be
considered as a member of European Security Complex as is the case of Italy. Similarly, in
the East Asian region, they look at main regional actors such as Japan, China, Russia and
the US. Buzan, (2019) in contrast mentions that regions are comprehensively defined and
external actors are considered in tune of penetration or overlay and not as members of
RSC. Moreover, Beijing and Tokyo are significant members of the East Asian Complex
but contrarily Moscow and Washington are not members of the particular security
complex. Buzan, (2012) mentions that global power can penetrate in any security complex
but ―their regional dynamics nonetheless have a substantial degree of autonomy from the
patterns set by the global powers‖. A reader may agree with Jackson, (2014) who stated
that the one‘s position of compelling difference is between actors of a particular region and
outside powers even though they have been equally participating in security dynamics of
the region such as the case of the US in NATO while OSCE can be seen as an extremely
territorial phenomenon. Showing any specific analysis, it appears suitable to contain the
relevant actors in each regional case regardless of the fact that whether these units are
situated in the region or seems to be located in another RSC or even at global level
(Akhter, 2018). Practically, their apparently more realistic approach has some deep
analytical issues. Finally, it was not the primary question of what conception provided the
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easiest picturesque, but which conception produced best theory. Most significant of this
framework is exploring the impending question of levels in post-cold war order of global
security hence its strategy devises out of regional perspective (Huxley, 2013).
According to Ahmad, Sohail and Rizwan, (2018) the RSC theory is structured to
begin at regional level, diagnosis to interregional level as well as global levels and down to
domestic level. RSCT fundamentally does not determine which level is dominant, leaving
behind an empirical question that is required to be scrutinized. Buzan, Buzan, W'ver,
Waever and Buzan, (2003) have extensively debated on Europe, Americas, Middle East
and Asia. The general sequencing shows that the geo-military politico security agenda is
still dominating in Asia and the Middle East. In Africa progressively post-modern security
agenda is prevailing while in Europe and America's non-military agenda is prevalent (Dutt
& Bansal, 2013). It can be judged from periphery to the core though yet not perfect.
Though regionalist perspective is putting Tokyo in Asia yet its individual standing as a
postmodern unit exists. The analysis enlightened on formative process, operation,
transformation, present conditions and prospects of RSCs in the particular part of the globe
under deliberation. As mentioned by Hussain, Javaid, Sabri, Ilyas and Batool, (2014) in
light of the specific main points, the RSCs need to be reviewed:
1. The historical background of states or units in RSC as well as the process of
establishing the key security agenda and actors for these circumstances.
2. The key security participants, concerns and reference objects that
characterise the RSC and the structure of those processes that produce and
maintain it as a method.
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3. The basic framework includes anarchy or unification, redistribution of
power or amity-enmity patterns, as well as securitization-desecuritization.
The inter-regional dynamics of the RSC with its neighbours.
1. The global interactions between the RSC and international actors and
forces.
2. Relative weights of interregional, domestic, local, and international levels
and patterns in de-securitizing versus securitizing.
3. Given the current state and dynamics of the RSC, the most probable
scenarios for the future.
A concise and viable framework for implementing Regional Security Complex
Theory (RSCT) to Asian Super complex for Pakistan-China strategic relations has been
developed. Essential features of the framework have been elaborated here.
Table 4.2: Asian Great complex and China-Pakistan Strategic Relations: Post
9/11
Type
Evolving

Key features

Playout

Strong interregional level of security A thin but significant Asian Great complex in operation

Asian Super dynamics arising from great power spill Asian Great complex linked closely to power transition
complex

over into adjacent regions.

at the global level

Mild conflict formation & weak security China-US strategic competition intensified at regional
regimes

level.

Emergence of an Asian Super complex due US overlay weakening in the region.
to the rise of China.

China‘s growing dominance and assertiveness in the
region.
Hedging security dynamics that are driving the
emergence of the Asian Super complex.
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India‘s Act East policy; increasing economic, political &
strategic engagement in the region.
US supporting India as a balancer in the ASC.
India-China competing engagements in each other‘s
home regions
India forging partnerships with Japan and Australia
South Asian Continues to be a centered RSC on a Great Rising links between South and East Asia; cross-regional
RSC

Power.

memberships of various IGOs; China becoming more

Domestic level in South Asia remains active in South Asia.
largely unchanged.

India is looking beyond South Asia without resolving

No change in the patterns of amity and problems in the region.
India‘s material superiority is growing but it lacks

enmity.

South Asia displays weak cooperative legitimacy and the coercive capability to dominate the
interstate norms.

region.

Trends about polarity within South Asia
remain generally unchanged.
Mini

Despite all the turbulence and intervention US search for military victory in Afghanistan.

Complex of Afghanistan,
Afghanistan

remains

an

effective Indian engagement in Afghanistan has grown since 9/11.

insulator.
Increased

Intensification of Indo-Pak rivalry into Afghanistan
political

fragmentation

of US supporting India‘s role in Afghanistan.

Afghanistan under the impact of its own
internal

conflicts

and

the

many

interventions by both neighbors and great
powers.
Sources: Compiled by the author
4.7 Conclusion
In this way, this chapter has presented the theoretical implementation for this study
to present the strategic alliance of China and Pakistan. This study has fundamentally
adopted mainly two theories that are; the power balance theory and the regional security
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complex theory. These both theories support the strategic relationship of Pakistan and
China. In this way, this chapter has precisely discussed the theory of power balance. After
that the regional security complex theory has been presented in this chapter. Before the
discussion of Theory, this chapter has also presented the main concept of security and then,
the security issues and balancing it at the regional and global level. In addition to this, this
chapter has also presented the structure and assumptions of the regional security complex
theory including its main characteristics (threat Phenomenon, Proximity, Securitization and
the Amity-Enmity patterns). After that, the theory has also been operationalized in the
context of the South Asian regional security complex to the Asian Super complex, in
which the emergence of the Asian Super Complex has also been presented in greater
details. At the end of this chapter, the strategic relationship of Pakistan and China has also
been discussed in the perspectives of the regional security complex.
In this way, the next chapter will present the methodological techniques that will be
adopted and implemented to conduct this study. In which, the philosophical assumptions,
the research approach, the research design and the research strategy will be discussed in
greater details. In addition to this, the development process of the questionnaire for the
purpose of the data collection will also be presented in the next chapter and the process of
data collection including the data analysis techniques. Furthermore, the trustworthiness of
the study will also be discussed in greater details in the next chapter. At the same time, the
ethical values and considerations will also be presented in the next chapter.
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CHAPTER: FIVE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY OF THE THESIS
5.1 Chapter Introduction
The previous chapter has presented the theoretical implementation for this study to
present the strategic Alliance of China and Pakistan. This study has fundamentally adopted
two theories: the power balance theory and the regional security complex theory. These
both theories support the strategic relationship of Pakistan and China. In this way, this
chapter has precisely discussed the theory of power balance. After that the regional
security complex theory has been presented in the previous chapter. Before discussing
Theory, the previous chapter has also presented the central concept of security and then,
the security issues and balancing it at the regional and global level. The previous chapter
has also presented the structure and assumptions of the regional security complex theory
including its main characteristics (threat Phenomenon, Proximity, Securitization and the
Amity-Enmity patterns). After that, the theory has also been operationalized in the context
of the South Asian regional security complex to the Asian Super complex, in which the
emergence of the Asian Super Complex has also been presented in more important details.
At the end of the previous chapter, the strategic relationship of Pakistan and China has also
been discussed in the regional security complex's perspectives.
In this way, this chapter will present the methodological techniques adopted and
implemented to conduct this study. The philosophical assumptions, the research approach,
the research design and the research strategy will be discussed in greater detail. In addition
to this, the questionnaire's development process for the data collection will also be
presented in the next chapter and the process of data collection, including the data analysis
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techniques. Furthermore, the trustworthiness of the study will also be discussed in greater
details in this chapter. At the same times, the ethical values and considerations will also be
presented in this chapter.
5.2 Research Methodology
Research methodology is best defined as the theoretical, analytical and structured
manner of figuring out any problem within a specific scope or field of work. It consists of
numerous postulates such as, prediction of the factors mentioned in the research study,
their elaboration and the course of action adopted through which the study forms a diverse
yet simple proficiency (Crowe, Cresswell, Robertson, Huby, Avery, & Sheikh, 2011;
Fletcher, 2017; Flick, 2015; Humphries, 2017). As well as it is how data is collected. In
addition to these, research methodology is used to achieve a well-planned work scheme to
operate this case functionally. This study, named Onion research approach, was first put
forward by Mark Saunders in 2009. In the upcoming topic, we will be discussing its
research approach and methodology in depth.
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Figure 5.1: Onion Research approach
Source: Saunders et al., (2009)
5.3 Rationale for a qualitative approach
Methodology emphasizes the general policy of studies (Gough, 2017) and the
selection of methodology is primarily inclined by the research issues that a study seeks to
solve in light of the complexity of the issues under debate (Crotty, 1998). This study's
objective is exploratory: ―To analyze the impacts of the Pakistan-China diplomatic
relations on India‖. The goal is not to test or confirm a hypothesis, but to search for
models, significance and topics. This is why the qualitative research is highly stated as an
appropriate method of investigation to define the aims and objectives of this research,
goals and issues. This strategy is compatible with how psychological counseling has
promoted the use of qualitative methods to comprehend the complexities of participants'
records (Morrow, 2007).
5.4 Research Philosophy
Just like its name, this system has its various layers too. The first and foremost is
known as research philosophies. According to Akcam, Guney and Cresswell (2011), these
are the analysts' mentalities and thinking who research the methodology by managing
analysis. It also comprises the researcher's intellect and awareness about the topic and what
point of view they have about it, prior and during the research. Other than this, research
philosophies highlight the personal understanding, knowledge and awareness of the
researcher, which in turn, assists in choosing data collection techniques. This is because
the research participants hold an important place in research methodology and the derived
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information, which is a crucial stage in research philosophy (Jamshed, 2014; Kumar, 2018;
Cresswell, & Sheikh, 2014). The research philosophies are further divided into multiple
kinds, depending on the set research hypothesis and research queries.
The study under our discussion follows the positivist research philosophy type.
This means that the data has no inclusion of personal or sentimental stuff and is purely
based on neutrality and passivity. Going by the deterministic and reductionist view, this
part of philosophy recommends recognizing causes is likely to alter the results eventually.
Determinist approach signifies that all events are after effects of formerly existing causes
and that nature functions in an established way and has its own set of rules and laws. The
reductionist approach is the philosophical view that humans' complicated behaviors can be
better understood by breaking them down into smaller components. The determinist
strategy is applied in widespread fields such as social and business sciences to carry out
everyday tasks. This philosophy also has a lot to do with discoveries and analysis in
natural sciences for instance, Math, Physics and Computer Science. (Creswell, 2014)
5.5 Research Approach
As observable in Figure 5.2, the second layer of onion research approach is a
research system which single-handedly explains the various facts and findings without
leaving a room for doubt. This is vital for research designs. The research approach has two
ways of interpreting the set of data into valuable deductions. The inductive and deductive
approaches are considered top to bottom in the following topic below.
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Figure 5.2: Research approaches
Source: Saunders et al., (2009)
This study goes along the deductive research approach because the theories are
already opted for and data is set accordingly. Besides that, the analyst is not biased about
the study outcomes and it is not their concern whether the result is a cause of rejection or
acceptance of the current hypothesis or theory. This course of action was mentioned above
as an approach of positivism.
5.6 Research Strategy
The following layer such as research strategies is the third layer of onion research
approach. Research has long been used to prove a piece of information by humans or
create reliable knowledge resources. Robertson, Nurmatov, Sood, Cresswell, Smith and
Sheikh, (2016) stated that the research strategy is an overall work plan for conducting a
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research. In addition to that, research strategies also collect data which comes with
numerous types. They are used effectively to meet the study's target and are applied
according to the collection techniques. The categories are: experimental research, action
research, case study research, grounded theory, surveys, ethnography and archival
research.
In this research, we are using survey strategy in collection and analysis of data.
Survey strategy is availed because of its transparency in collecting the data on both
individual and collective bases. It is also a quick, manageable and controlled method of
collecting data containing candid information. Self-administered questionnaire is used to
accommodate data within survey strategy as it will make the data more pleasant to work on
and supportive in the context of possessing clear information on behaviors, thoughts,
opinions and perceptions of samples.
5.7 Research Choice
Till now, we are done with discussing three layers of onion research. The next one
is called research choices. In research choices, qualitative and quantitative both methods
are used. It is further determined which of these is better to be used. Since there is no
separate layer dedicated to qualitative or quantitative methods, researchers consistently
assess them throughout the study. Research choices have three sub-topics, for example,
mono-method, multiple methods, and mixed methods. These methods are used in research
designing and have various dimensions which are building blocks of research designs. In
this case, this study has only used a mono-method quantitative data collection method
because it is more convenient and quicker.
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5.8 Time Horizon
The fifth layer of onion research is called time horizon. It discusses the time of
carrying out research and its total procedure. It indicates when the research time will begin
and end as to compare two sets of data and are independent of research methodology. The
two-principle time horizons are Snapshot and Diary. Snapshot, also known as crosssectional time horizon, in a simple term is a short span or one-shot period, extending to
weeks or months. According to Saunders, and Bezzina, (2015) the diary or longitudinal
data collection technique is applied in situations where data is preferred to be collected
repeatedly, such as in the case of considering a large group of population to study a theory,
unlike Snapshot. This study has applied cross-sectional data.
5.9 Collection of data and analysis technique
Collection of data and techniques of analysis is the sixth layer in Onion research
approach. Quantitative and qualitative are the two main types of data collection. As
explained above, quantitative data comprises data in the form of numbers and
measurements whereas qualitative data is in illustrative and descriptive form (Saunders,
2009). The study has been applied with qualitative data collection techniques in order to
gather data. In-depth and thorough interviews have been utilised during this research data
collection process because it is based on the qualitative research design. In the same way,
the thematic analysis is applied for the data analysis technique. Thematic Analysis is
considered the most appropriate data analysis technique in the qualitative study using
qualitative data.
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5.10 Semi-Structured Interviews
Since this study was primarily intended to investigate the people's views and retain
the richness of these views, it was thought that the values of semi-structured surveys better
suited the research section for information compilation. Smith and Osborn (2008) proposed
that the investigator will generate a chance for respondents to contribute information and
restructure their responses by using semi-structured surveys to consider the topics relevant
to the study's data. Participants will therefore be provided full control to develop or restrict
their responses to their fulfilment. Similarly, the Semi-structured interviews are considered
to allow respondents to participate in organized but free-flowing conversations that would
mobilize and build multiple appropriate topics related to the impacts of the Pakistan-China
diplomatic relations on India (Hancock et al. 2007, Brinkmann and Kvale 2014). For this
purpose, the rules of semi-structured surveys were used to acquire study information to
address the study issues. This methodology matches well with the humanistic philosophy
underpinning psychology counselling, as it seeks to focus on records and definitions of
expressions, which can make a significant contribution to the understanding of counselling
sociology (Creswell, 2009).
5.11 Population and Sampling
In terms of research, population in a study is the number of people or a group,
number of members belonging to a particular background, nationality, age group etcetera.
Among this group, a common problem is addressed.
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Figure 5.3: Population, sample, and individual cases
Source: Saunders (2009)
In sampling, a selected class of individuals from the population is set to represent
the entire population on its behalf so that their outcomes can be treated as those of the
remaining population itself. It is also called census. In addition to this, the sampling
techniques are categorized into two main categories, which are non-probability and
probability sampling techniques.
Probability is appropriation or rounding off of numbers and figures in a literal
sense. In probability sampling technique, the researcher has the benefit of using probable
figures because they know the exact number of people living in that particular area which
is under research. Having this information makes it easy for them to use correct figures in
most cases and makes it less challenging to elect a group of people, which will be equal
due to the population being known. Data results in this case will be fair and true (Saunders,
2009). If probability samples are less helpful, researchers use non-probability sampling
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techniques because it is apparent that no analyst can know the exact number of populations
residing somewhere. When the number of people is unknown, non-probability sampling is
convenient because it would become a bitter experience and a messy task. After grouping,
research is conducted to analyze, collect and observe answers to research questions
following set objectives of the study. It is commendable for the researchers to maintain
statistical inferences to compare different features of the population after data is collected
(Saunders, 2009).
5.13 Ethical Consideration
There is crucial role of ethical values in the process of the research. Significantly,
the application of qualitative research poses several risks of ethical values. In this regard,
the researcher has followed the research and interviews' ethical values during this study
procedure. The identical names or identities of the individuals are kept confidential and
instead of their original names, they are quoted with pseudo names such as Research
Particpant (R-1), (R-2) etc., Furthermore, the research participants before their
participation were breifed about the study and its purpose. Furthermore, they were also
informed that if they feel to quit their participation during the interviews they can.
5.14 Conclusion
This chapter has presented the methodological techniques that are adopted and
implemented to conduct this study. The philosophical assumptions, the research approach,
the research design and the research strategy are discussed in greater detail. The
questionnaire's development process for the data collection has also been presented in this
chapter and the process of data collection, including the data analysis techniques.
Furthermore, the trustworthiness of the study has also been discussed in greater details in
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the next chapter. At the same time, the ethical values and considerations have also been
presented in this chapter.
In this way, the next chapter will present the results and discussion of this study.
The qualitative data collected through qualitative and in-depth interviews will be presented
in the next chapter according to the evaluated results through thematic analysis. After that,
the results of the study will be justified through the provision of empirical evidence. In
addition to this, comparing the results from this study and empirical evidence will also be
done.
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CHAPTER: SIX
THE TRIANGULAR LINKAGES: FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS
6.1 Chapter Introduction
The previous chapter has presented the methodological techniques that are adopted
and implemented to conduct this study. In which, the philosophical assumptions, the
research approach, the research design and the research strategy are discussed in greater
details. In addition to this, the development process of the questionnaire for the purpose of
the data collection has also been presented in the previous chapter and the process of data
collection including the data analysis techniques. Furthermore, the trustworthiness of the
study has also been discussed in greater details in the next chapter. At the same times, the
ethical values and considerations have also been presented in this chapter.
In this way, this chapter will present the results and discussion of this study. The
qualitative data collected through qualitative and in-depth interviews will be presented in
the next chapter according to the evaluated results through thematic analysis. After that,
the results of the study will be justified through the provision of empirical evidence. In
addition to this, the comparison of the results from this study and empirical evidence will
also be done.
6.2 Thematic Analysis
Thematic analysis has been ineffectively noted but has been used extensively in
qualitative studies (Braun and Clarke, 2006) and has been updated from time to time in the
same way as an ethnography, grounded theory or phenomenology. Brown and Clarke
(2006) have argued that thematic analysis should be a fundamental qualitative analysis
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technique because it provides central techniques for many different types of qualitative
analysis. Many authors have argued that in light of the fact that the thematic analysis is a
cycle used by many qualitative methods, it is not another strategy at all, but something that
can be used to help the analysts in the process of their analysis (Boyatzis, 1998; Holloway
and Todres, 2003; Ryan and Bernard, 2000). Others have argued that thematic analysis
should be viewed as a strategy in its own right (Braun, Clarke 2006; King 2004; Leininger
1992; Thorne 2000).
It is argued that the thematic analysis is a qualitative research method that can be
widely used to address the research questions and other various ranges of epistemologies.
It is a strategy for describing, organizing, identifying, analyzing and detailing the topics
contained in the reference book (Brown and Clark, 2006). Boyatzis (1998) portrayed
thematic analysis as an interpreter for those who communicate in dialects of qualitative and
quantitative analysis, which allows analysts using different research methods to
communicate with each other. A thorough thematic analysis can provide convincing and
insightful conclusions (Braun and Clarke, 2006); however, there is no clear understanding
of how analysts can use this technique carefully. Although topic analysis is depicted
(Aronson, 1994; Attride-Stirling, 2001; Crabtree and Miller, 1999; King, 2004), topic
analysis manuals are mainly exams-centered around exams at the application center
(Guest, MacQueen and Namey, 2011) or depict inductive coding versus deductive
(Fereday and Muir-Cochrane, 2006). Although much has been claimed on the basis of
sound hypotheses, ethnography and phenomenology, this pattern has not yet undergone
thematic analysis. The Common Sense Cycle Outline is inadequate to conduct reliable
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thematic analysis. Recorded as a paper copy of this article, we are trying to fill this gap in
the text.
The advantages of thematic analysis become more evident when compared to other
information quality assurance strategies. The absence of a significant body of thematic
analysis as opposed to, for example, the ethnography, grounded theory and the
phenomenology that may leave professionals not knowing how to conduct a thorough
thematic analysis. Basic thematic analysis is difficult to compare with different strategies
because it interferes with the analyst's making statements about language use (Braun and
Clarke, 2006). While thematic analysis can be adapted, this adaptability can lead to
inaccuracies and invalidations when creating elements derived from research information
(Holloway and Todres, 2003). Consistency and cohesion can be improved by applying and
expressing an epistemological position that can reasonably support accurate research
examples (Holloway and Todres, 2003).
6.3 Thematic Analysis Findings
The collected data through qualitative interviews is analyzed through thematic
Analysis. In this procedure, the ethical values of the research have been strictly followed.
In this regard, the identification of the respondents has been kept secret and they are coded
as R-1, R-2, R-3, R-4, ... Furthermore, the respondents were allowed to quit their
participation even during the middle of the procedure, if they think that the quitting is more
suitable. In this way, the findings of the thematic Analysis are presented below:
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6.3.1 Geostrategic Significance of Pakistan in Global Politics
It is a fact that the strategic competition between China and the US has greatly
influenced the balance of the South Asian region and particularly the internal security of
Pakistan. The political rivalries between the emerging superpower and established
superpower and their critical activities have aggravated the situations between various
countries specially causing a political polarization between Pakistan and India. After
having the assessment of the situations it is found that there are several facts regarding the
US-China power balancing in Pakistan. After looking at the situation impartially, the
power interconnection between the US and China can be clearly witnessed.
In the same way, one of the research participants stated that, ―the US has enjoyed
great benefits from working with India politically by repositioning power policy in Asia.
On the other hand, China allying with Pakistan, the US chose India as its companion. The
US was able to shape extraordinary political, economic and strategic dealings with India.
The advantages of being a friend of a superpower USA, India has obtained several favors
such as having economical advantage over other Asian countries and got a part in US
national security architecture from 2001. In addition to this, according to the favorable
geographic position and best maritime dexterity in the peninsula, India has become a
stronger economy‖.
On the other hand, another research participant (R-09) stated that, ―Pakistan is the
quickest, shortest pathway to these countries through Arabian Sea. As a consequence,
Pakistan‟s instrumental location is essential in figuring out the relations between the US
and China strategic competitive association policy. The policy of China related with One
Belt and One Road (OBOR) is the economic development approach and financial project
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started by the president of China Xi Jinping‟s think tank. Its aim is to expand the resources
for itself by investing in up to 70 countries from Asia, Africa and Europe. This strategy was
first established to address the association between India and China and has helped the
relations of China and Pakistan to continue by making Pakistan a best friend of China‖.
The above mentioned responses of the participants show that there is a very high
level of geostrategic significance of Pakistan because of American and Chinese interest in
the South Asian region. In order to counter American and Indian Nexus, the Chinese
interest in Pakistan has increased.
6.3.2 China Pakistan Relations’ Significance
The China and Pakistan relationship on the basis of political, economic and security
is more important for both countries because they have been facing the same India as their
major neighboring rival. India is considered to be the major security threat for both
Pakistan and China. Pakistan is a considerably small and weak economy in comparison to
India and China. Therefore, the major focus of China is to strengthen the Pakistani
economy in order to make it secure. Indeed, a secure Pakistan is also helpful for the
security of China. In the same way, while conducting the interviews, one of the
participants (R-1) said that, ―The rivalry between Pakistan and India, and China and India,
has increased the importance of Pakistan in front of China. Because; an enemy of an
enemy is a better friend. The powerful and safe Pakistan is also an ensurity of the secure
China. Therefore, even from the initial days, the relationship between Pakistan and China
has deepened and they are helping each other in every stage‖.
Meanwhile, another respondent (R-3) mentioned, ―Pakistan has a weak economy
therefore, economic support for Pakistan is considered to be the most appropriate for
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every nation. Just like, initially America was also supporting Pakistan through economic
support in order to counter the Russian Cooperation with India. In the same way, China
has rivalries with India and the United States, therefore, it is more important for China to
keep Pakistan on its side by the provision of economic and trade support as well as
military collaboration‖.
The responses of these both participants shows that the powerful Pakistan is more
important for Chinese security in order to counter the US and Indian Nexus in the region.
Meanwhile, another participant (R-12) stated that, ―Pakistan is the atomic Power but with
the weak economy. The military and military intelligence of Pakistan has always been
considered to be the top ranked in the world. In addition to this, Pakistan has greater
influence in Islamic World, particularly, the neighbouring Islamic countries such as Iran
and Afghanistan. Through Iran, China can easily approach the economic markets of
Europe and the Middle East. Therefore, China is more focusing on the betterment of its
relations with Pakistan in order to ensure its own security as well as capture the Middle
Eastern and European Markets‖.
From the above response of the participant, it is quite evident that the relations of
China with Pakistan are more significant and Pakistan‘s role in the region as well as the
Islamic World has major implementation. Furthermore, the major trade of China
particularly their oil supplies are from the Middle Eastern Countries. In this way, it will get
more benefits by developing good relations with Pakistan.
6.3.3 Sino-Pak Cooperation: Challenges for India
As the main rivalries of India, China and Pakistan are deepening their strategic and
economic relations, in the same way; the problems and challenges for India are also
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increasing. China is not only striving for a better relationship with Pakistan but also with
other Indian neighboring countries as well such as Sri Lanka, Nepal, Bhutan, Bangladesh
and Maldives. In this way, the relations of India are also worsening with Nepal,
Bangladesh and Sri Lanka. In addition to this, China has also tried to fail the Chabahar
project of India in Iran. In the same way, one of the respondents (R-10) said, ―The CEPEC
is the major economic Project between Pakistan and China, in which most of the countries,
even Russia, have shown desire to be part. In addition to this, Pakistan has also invited
various Middle Eastern Countries, particularly Saudi Arabia to be the part of CPEC
Project. At the same time, Iran, the major partner of India in the region has also shown its
interest to be a part of CPEC Project. All of these factors show that India is being dragged
to be alone in the region by Pakistan and China ''.
Furthermore, another research participant stated that, ―Pakistan with the help of
China is trying its best to shame India in the international community on the issue of
Kashmir. In recent times, Pakistan stood against Indian government‟s move for the
dissolution of article 377 related with Kashmir and China supported the version of
Pakistan completely. Because of which, the Security Council of the United Nations and
during the meetings of the United Nations, India was blatantly shamed by the international
community. Even its strongest and major partners like America and Russia could not
support the Indian Version related to Kashmir issue‖.
From the above responses of the research participants, it is quite evident that not
only in the strategic relations but also in the economic relations, India is facing a lot of
issues from the rivalries of Pakistan and China. China is working very hard to capture the
economic markets through OBOR and CPEC Projects in the region as well as trying to
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approach the Middle Eastern, African, Central Asian and European Markets too. In return,
the relations of China and Pakistan with other countries are strengthening as compared to
Indian relations.
6.3.4 CPEC Project: India’s Response
From the qualitative interviews, one of the participants responded that, ―India
strongly condemned the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor, their object is not on the
entire project but the route that is included for the project, which passes through the
disputed territory of Jammu and Kashmir. The concerns of India are related to the
increasing number of Chinese activities in the Pakistan Occupied Kashmir (PoK) and its
neighboring provinces. It is estimated that several thousand Chinese workers are placed in
the PoK under the security provided by the government of Pakistan. In addition to this,
several Chinese militaries are working on the disputed area according to the project but
this has not been done with the consensus of India‖.
From the above response of the participant, it is quite clear that India is not happy
especially with the project of the CPEC in the PoK area. In the same way, another
participant mentioned that; ―India has been asserting these issues since the announcement
of the CPEC. In April 2015 beginning with the visit of the Prime Minister Narendra Modi
to China in order to express these issues with the government of China. However, the
president of China Xi Jinping disregarded these concerns about describing the CPEC as
only a commercial project‖.
It is quite clear from the above response of the participant that India is not happy
with the CPEC Project in Pakistan. In the same way, in 2016 the External Affairs Minister
Ms. Sushma Swaraj again raised the same issue at the United Nation General Assembly.
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There she made a statement that China has not only been indifferent about its sovereignty,
but also has never completely elucidated its strategy for the Belt and Road initiative. In
addition to this, addressing the concerns of India related with the CPEC project passing
through the Pakistan Occupied Kashmir (PoK), a UN report has also mentioned that this
project might further ignite the tensions between India and Pakistan.
6.3.5 The Foreign Policy of India
In order to meet the geostrategic relations and the influence of China in the region,
India has also developed its foreign policies in the same way to increase its strategic
partnership with other regional countries. In the same way, one of the respondents (R-07)
stated, ―China and India are the regional super-powers and they are developing their
strategies accordingly. As India have the worst relations with China and Pakistan. After
seeing the influence of China with other regional countries including the neighbours of
India such as Pakistan (the major partner of China), Sri Lanka and Nepal, India also
started to encounter these Chinese strategies by developing its strategic, economic and
political relations with Sri Lanka, Iran, Afghanistan, Russia, Maldives, Myanmar etc.‖.
The response of the participant clearly shows that the foreign policy of India is directly
related with the foreign policy of China. As China is trying to increase its presence in the
region and Indian Ocean, in the same way, India is also trying to confirm its presence in
the region. In the same way, another respondent (R-04) mentioned that;
―Both India and Iran are determined about their mutual interests in the region.
Their interests are not only limited with their dominance in the regional security and
politics for the energy resources but also to gain access to other landlocked Central Asian
economies. These common interests have made them close allies. A horizontal flow of
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trade between Iran and India shows an increasing relationship of trust among these both
nations‖.
From the above response of the participant it is clear that their cooperation will be
helpful to access the other CARs markets including some Russian territories. In this way,
they will efficiently and effectively access the other countries of Central Asia to trade and
open regional market access. In the same way, Iran has also actively participated
to pursue its best interests in the Central Asia, for its economic and financial interests, and
has also established its impact against the western influence. In recent times, India has
made huge investments in Afghanistan in their power and other physical infrastructure
sectors. In the same way, one of the research participants (R-10) mentioned that;
“India and Afghanistan have enjoyed cordial ties, specifically after 9/11, when the
regime of the Taliban was collapsed by the US forces. Before 9/11, India was the major
alliance of Northern Alliances, as the Taliban were supported by Pakistan. In addition to
this, India has signed several deals and agreements with Afghanistan in order to increase
its diplomatic and economic influence”.
The above mentioned interview responses show that India is also working very
hard to make sure its presence in the region to encounter the Chinese presence in the region
particularly, developing strong economic and diplomatic relations with Iran and
Afghanistan.
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6.4 Discussion
6.4.1 China ‘s Ingress in South Asia: Challenges for India
It is being found that there is a higher level of geostrategic significance of the
Pakistan and China relationship and it has ultimately severe challenges for India. In the
same way, mentioned that China is not part of South Asia rather it has political, economic
and strategic interests in this region being a rising power. Currently, Beijing has no clearcut strategic policies towards South Asia rather some ambiguity existed in the present
international environment. Pakistan has an inexorable strong relationship with China but
conflict in Kashmir between India and Pakistan may jeopardize the security environment in
the region in consideration of Chinese leadership. Thus Beijing considers neutral Kashmir
policy as pragmatic.
It is also found from the analysis that there is an augmenting competition of two
rising powers such as India and China in South Asia, where Pakistan is performing the role
of strategic balancer. Karakorum highway has quite significant connectivity between
Kashgar and Gilgit. Beijing has been striving hard for rail, road and air connectivity
between Kashgar and Gwadar for easy access to Persian Gulf and Indian Ocean. Beijing
has pledged $51.5 billion (originally $46 billion) Chinese investment in power,
infrastructural and dams building projects in Pakistan in 2015 through fabulous CPEC.
Kashgar-Gwadar route is going for success throughout the winter season. Thus China
wants a peaceful solution to all issues. The vital national interest of China in South Asia is
peaceful periphery and unstopped economic developmental activities. The objectives of
Beijing‘s South Asia policy including (a) Ensuring regional stability through diplomatic
channels and balance of power stratagem (b) Maximum avoidance of confrontation by

281
reserving its own territorial disputes and neutral posture on regional disputes (c)
Engagement of South Asian states including Pakistan and India through multidimensional
cooperation and trade/commercial ties (d) Securing Sea Lane of Communications (SLOC)
in Indian Ocean to ensure unhindered energy supply (e) Supporting counterterrorism
campaigns and avoidance of spillover menace across its borders (f) Countering US
containment or hedging China strategy in South Asia (g) Retaining leverage in South Asia
to free access oil & gas rich Middle East, Central Asia and Caspian Sea natural resources.
According to Hussain and Farani, (2014) the development of infrastructure,
especially in Pakistan, is the major goal of this project as it is based on proper scientific
research and planning guidelines and based on a step by step approach. After stealing title
of the world‘s biggest economy from the US, which it has been holding since last 140
years, China has decided to take a huge leap in the context of interdependent development
(Baig, 2018; Ali, 2013; Ghani, 2017; Kuszewska, 2016; Naik & Ahmad, 2017; Chandio &
Khuhro, 2019; Ghose, 2009; Jahangir, 2019; Khanna, 2003; Qadri & Qadri, 2016;
Ramzan, 2019; Rawan, Hussain & Khurshid, 2018). As mentioned by Reynolds, (2009)
that the CPEC is considered to be a Chinese dream shaped into reality by both China and
Pakistan. CPEC is the choke point of OBOR, and it connects the Road and the Belt and
becomes a Silk Road. Through this project, Chinese dependence on sea lanes
communications for the trade will be reduced immensely as it will be the shortest route to
the Middle East for China, of just 2500 kilometers (Small, 2015; Lanteigne, 2008).
According to Shah, (2018) the CPEC is the bilateral project between China and Pakistan
initiated with 46 billion dollars but its actual worth cannot be estimated yet.
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Sino-Indian relationship improved owing to economic and trade factors. However,
strategic and security variables including unresolved border disputes; Tibetan government
in exile and China‘s rising influence in South Asian states are haunting Indo-China ties.
US-India civil nuclear deal is aiming at the rising power of China in Asia. Hence
augmenting rivalry between the US and China, India plays a role of balancer and
counterweight to China. The Sino-Pakistan strategic relationship outweighs any bilateral
relations in South Asia. Cooperation from tank to aircraft manufacturing, civil nuclear
power plants to space technology cooperation, micro to mega projects including KKH and
deep-water port of Gwadar are a few manifestations of deep rooted strategic relationship.
Diplomatically, China remained a supporter of Pakistan's cause of Kashmir. China
diplomatically supports Pakistan and is a stumbling block in Indian permanent membership
of UNSC and NSG membership. China is regarded as a stabilizing factor in South Asia.
China plays a role of balancer between two rivals of South Asia India and Pakistan. SinoPakistan strategic ties challenges include terrorism/extremism; underdevelopment; energy
shortage; marginalized regionalism and balance of trade etc.
The China and Pakistan strategic cooperation was started back in the 1960s when
both countries had the same enmity and went through wars with India. Moreover, Awasthi,
(2018) states that it is also a fact that the strategic cooperation of China and Pakistan is
directly related with India and India is the main target of this cooperation in any form; it
can be Karakoram Highway, the nuclear weapons or the other conventional weapons. In
the same way, there are some areas of Jammu and Kashmir which are occupied by China
according to the claims of India and it is also a fact. But China changes its positions
according to the convenience of its own by claiming it as the bilateral dispute between both
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countries India and China according to the mentioned in the history and trying to maintain
the position of pro-Pakistan (Baig, 2018; Qadri & Qadri, 2016; Rahman, 2018; Ramzan,
2019; Kumar, 2012; Rawan, Hussain & Khurshid, 2018). According to Cooley and Hinck,
(2018), the same would be true of their latest strategic alliance which is the China-Pakistan
Economic Corridor. At the same times, excluding this duo pressure of China-Pakistan on
India, China is also trying to gain direct benefit from the 1963 pact, this agreement had led
to its participation across many infrastructural development projects, such as improving the
Karakoram Highway, constructing the 135-km Thakot-Sazin roads, and 165-km
JaglotSkardu and also few hydroelectric power projects (Deepak, 2006). According to
Frankel, (2011) Several hydropower projects in Gilgit-Baltistan which included the Bashu
hydropower project, Yulbo hydropower project, Phandar hydropower project, Dasu
hydropower project, and Harpo hydropower project and this also included the construction
of the Neelum-Jhelum hydropower project, 60 ft. elevation of the Mangla Dam
reservoir, designing and building of the Kohala power project in order to generate 1,050
MW of electricity and construction of the Diamer-Bhasha dam on the River Indus
(Ganguly, 2015).
Furthermore, it is stated by Gumma, et al., (2017) the strategic cooperative
relationship would also be a big issue after the American withdrawal from Afghanistan,
within which Chinese preferences range from economic and financial interests such as the
Aynak copper mine task has been already bagged for the sake of the regional security, as
well as its fear from the terrorism in Xinjiang that is also considered to be the major reason
for Chinese Support for the Taliban Dialogues in Afghanistan, which is a big issue for the
Indian interests in the Afghanistan (Hameedy, 2013; Baig, 2018; Tanoli, 2016; Ali, 2013;
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Rawan, Hussain & Khurshid, 2018). According to Hossain, (2011), the consequences of
the CPEC are much more than evident: as this task reinforces the appearance of both
the nations in the Arabian Sea, and Gulf of Oman and where the Hormuz Strait can be
controlled decisively through the port of Gwadar, it will undesirably affect the increasing
military and economic power of India (Iqbal & Rauf, 2018). However, it is mentioned by
Jabeen, (2012) that China claims that CPEC is an economic project and therefore, there
should be no concern for India about its naval deployment and intelligence gathering in the
ports of Karachi and Gawadar. At the same time, the project will be operational through
Gilgit Baltistan. Prime Minister Narendra Modi informed the Chinese at the time of his
visit to China that perhaps the corridor was "unacceptable" to India. During Chinese
Premier Li Keqiang 's trip to New Delhi in May, 2014, India highlighted its questions and
issues concerning the activities of Chinese people in Pakistan Occupied Kashmir (PoK)
(Jacob, 2015; Baig, 2018; Tanoli, 2016; Ali, 2013; Clarke, 2011; Ghani, 2017; Khan,
Farooq & Gul, 2016).
After following the announcements of Chinese and Pakistani officials about the
CPEC investments, India also tried to follow this pattern with a 12-year MoU with Iran by
initiating a contract for the development of the port of Chabahar (Jetly, 2013). In spite of
that, it is stated by Sinha, (2004) that it is required for India to come up with a thorough
and well debated response for the CPEC. But at the other side, as the government took up
the matter with the Chinese as mentioned above, TCA Raghavan, Indian High
Commissioner, attempting to address a Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa Chamber of Commerce and
Industry (KPCCI) conference, also said India is also not concerned about the 46 billion
dollars‘ economic corridor which was initiated between China and Pakistan as stability in
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the area would be brought by an economically strong and prosperous Pakistan (Siddique,
2014).
6.4.2 Indian Response on CPEC
India strongly objects to the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor, not the entire
project but the route included for the project, which passes through the disputed territory of
Jammu and Kashmir. India is concerned with increasing Chinese activity in the Pakistan
Occupied Kashmir (PoK) and its neighboring states. It is estimated that several thousand
Chinese workers are stationed in PoK under the protection provided by the Pakistani
government. Many Chinese militaries are working on disputed areas as per the project but
this has not been done with the consent of India. India has been voicing these concerns
since the announcement of the CPEC. In April 2015 beginning with a visit of Prime
Minister Narendra Modi to China to express these issues in front of China‘s ministry.
However, Chinese President Xi Jinping dismissed these concerns describing CPEC as only
a commercial project. After a year of the above mentioned episode External Affairs
Minister Ms. Sushma Swaraj again raised this issue at the United Nation General
Assembly. There she made a statement that China has not only been insensitive to its
sovereignty, but has never fully explained its plan for the Belt and Road initiative (Aloke
Tikku, 2017). Further, addressing India‘s concerns regarding the CPEC passing Pakistan
Occupied Kashmir (PoK), a UN report stated that the project might further ignite tensions
between India and Pakistan. The dispute over Kashmir is also of concern, since the
crossing of the CPEC in the region might create geo-political tension with India and ignite
further political instability (Times of India, 2016).
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India true to its stand boycotted the Belt and Road summit, which was held in
Beijing 14- 15 May 2017. According to the report, officials of 130 countries participated in
the summit, of which 68 had already signed the Belt and Road project (The Hindu, 2017).
Just ten days before the forum China ambassador to India Luo Zhaohui gave a speech at a
military think-tank (The United Service Institution of India) with a ‗four-point initiative‘ to
improve ties between India-China, including a suggestion that China was open to renaming
the CPEC if that would resolve India‘s Belt & Road initiative problem. But India did not
change its stand and sent no one, not even a local embassy official to take notes. Directives
were also issued by the Ministry of External Affairs (MEA) that any personnel from thinktanks, business chambers and other ministers would have to take clearance if they were
travelling for the Belt & Road initiative forum. Just an hour before the initiation of summit
in Beijing the MEA again issued a comprehensive statement on its objections to the Belt &
Road initiative which were three fold in its nature, these were: i) that the corridor includes
projects in land belonging to India; ii) that the project could push smaller countries on the
road and destroy the ecology of the region. iii) and that China's agenda was unclear, which
implied the fact that this was more about enhancing its political influence, not just its
physical networks but also mental threats (MEA, 2017).
Indian analysts further question the implications of Chinese investment and are
worried about Beijing‘s ambitions in South Asia. If Gwadar port becomes a vibrant
economic hub, then the Chinese are bound to station its navy and safeguard its interest
with expanded fleet and operations throughout the Indian Ocean which again will become
a security concern for India. The Gwadar port and its up gradation if materialized
according to the project will be one of the busiest shipping lanes in the Arabian Sea for
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Beijing. And New Delhi fears that the port might become a Chinese naval outpost, thereby
threatening India‘s energy and economic security, from where almost two thirds of India‘s
petroleum imports pass through (Ghoshal, 2013).
However, it is important to understand in this context that although the relationship
between India and China has been situational, India did not sign One Belt, One Road
forum and has not been part of any of its projects. On the contrary it proposed its own
‗spice Route‘ and countered China's Maritime Silk Road (MSR) with the SAGAR project
further strengthening its relations with ASEAN, Japan, Mongolia, Iran and Central Asian
countries. However, despite the above mentioned aspects India owing to its interest joined
the new financial institutions such as NDB and the AIIB as it sees these banks as potential
sources for long-term infrastructure finance which would benefit India in the long run.

6.4.3 Indo-U.S. Cementing Strategic Partnership
The United States and India signed a defense agreement- the Logistic Exchange
Memorandum of Agreement (LEMOA) in 2016 which allowed both the nations to use
each other‘s military facilities for supplies, spare parts, services and refueling (Singh,
2016). In effect, the agreement encourages the US armed forces to operate out of Indian
bases, and India can use US bases across the globe vice versa. In the larger picture, the
agreement helps in monitoring China‘s growing influence in Asia and in the fight against
the security threats. In his four-day visit to the United States in 2016, Indian ex defense
minister Manohar Parrikar acquired jet engine technology and unmanned aerial vehicle
(UAV) (Roche 2015). The visit also witnessed the US and India finalizing two
foundational agreements- the Communication Interoperability and Security Memorandum
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of Agreement (CISMOA) and Basic Exchange and Cooperation Agreement for GeoSpatial Cooperation (BECA). Many observers noted that these signing of agreements are
made to counter Chinese influence in Asia-Pacific region, as the US would like to use the
LEMOA to China‘s growing military in the South China Sea, and use each other's facilities
against common enemies.
The Malabar exercise initiated in 1992 between India and the US is a joint annual
naval exercise particularly in the Bay of Bengal to test different naval strategies. The
exercise which includes the basic training, submarine hunting and maritime cooperation
posits India‘s maritime security influence and capabilities with its ally (Verma, 2017). This
annual exercise received a further boost with Japan making it as a tri-nation exercise in
2017. The involvement of Japan is projected by many Chinese media as a security concern
since Beijing considers Indian Ocean Region as economically important for its growing
economy and the strategic closeness between three countries also gives a series of security
concerns to Beijing (Hindustan Times, 2017).
The US has been supporting India‘s role in Afghanistan. New Delhi feels
convergence of interests with Washington in Afghanistan. The US Defense Panetta visited
India in June 2012 and has discussed the greater role of New Delhi in Kabul. The US
refuted the Taliban statement for negative answers and underscored New Delhi's pivotal
role in ―regional security including the transition in Afghanistan‖. The US approved New
Delhi long term involvement in Kabul affairs. As an integral part of the third US-India
Strategic Dialogue held in June 2012, New Delhi and Washington announced ―regular
trilateral consultation with Afghanistan‖.
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China being a rising power in Asia and a neighboring state has vested interests in
South Asia where Pakistan has been playing a role of strategic balancer between India and
China. China desires for peace and stability in the region, which is essential for its peaceful
growth and rise. Pakistan attained strategic parity with India in 1998 on successful nuclear
tests in Chagai. On the contrary, the Indo-US civil nuclear deal upset the balance in South
Asia and posed serious threat to the peace and stability in the region. The Indo-US deal
opens a new vista of opportunity for India to trade nuclear components and technology
with the global suppliers without any restriction. To restore the balance in South Asia
similar treatment with Pakistan either by the US or China is essential. India remained as
non-signatory of NPT but attained a special status after signing Indo-US civil nuclear deal
in 2005.
India is not a party to the NPT and cannot become a member of NSG. Yet the US is
vying to attain Indian membership of NSG. The Indo-US civil nuclear deal has tilted the
balance of power in favor of India in South Asia, which is quite alarming for Pakistan as
Pakistan feels a real threat from India for its security and safety. Despite numerous
sacrifices of Pakistan in the War on Terror and non-NATO ally, ―US rewarded India with
the title of strategic partner‖. The quick fallout of the Indo-US civil nuclear deal was the
US-India partnership. The Indo-US civil nuclear deal has created serious implications for
Pakistan as well as China.
India emerges as the most powerful player in global politics strategically and
politically wherein other states have rushed to sign the civil nuclear deal with India. Up till
now almost all major states of NSG have signed civil nuclear deals with India. Hence
―under the terms of agreement India can take off nuclear components and related
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technology with other nuclear suppliers/dealers. India would have prompt access to
nuclear technology for civilian and defence purposes‖. Furthermore, there is authorization
for New Delhi for ―exchange of nuclear related technologies with other states. New Delhi
access to high nuclear technology provides primacy over Islamabad‘s civil nuclear
technology‖. Indian market would become more vibrant for Foreign Direct Investment
(FDI) from the US and its allies, ―which would give a definite edge to Indian boosted
economy‖.
The significant advantage attained by New Delhi from the civil nuclear deal is
``India‘s recognition of a de-facto nuclear state and conceded flexibility‖ that depicts that
India can retain civil nuclear facilities as well as military nuclear facilities. The US has
recognized ―India as the regional power in South Asia''. The enhanced strategic strength of
New Delhi would boost the spree of Indian endeavors for permanent membership of
UNSC. Recent Logistics Exchange Memorandum of Agreement (LEMOA) is permitting
India and the US forces to use one another military bases for stationing troops and military
hardware to keep an eye on China is also threatening to Pakistan, thus it is a ―move to play
with the delicate balance of power in the region‖.
6.4.4 US-Indonesia Strategic Partnership vs. China-Pakistan Strategic
Partnership
As mentioned earlier, Pakistan and China have established and developed their ties
for both bilateral and regional aspects. To maintain the balance of power in South Asia, it
is highly essential for both the states to maintain these ties, especially in context of
increasing US-India ties in the 21st century. Since 1990s, the US is increasing its ties with
India, despite Pakistan being its front line ally in the war against terrorism. The ties

291
between the US and India reached their peak during the George W. Bush administration
after 9/11, as he saw India as a perfect balancer against China and a close ally in South
Asia.
The study of power politics and geostrategic alliance in South Asia has expanded to
other fields of nuclear cooperation, military enhancement and expenditure, and increasing
hostility between the arch rivals −Pakistan and India −and global rivals−the US and China.
Therefore, the geostrategic balance of power politics in South Asia needs to be more
critical and vital as compared to other regions of the world.
The basic aspects of geostrategic power politics in South Asia are although
different from the old European model, but in its core, the concept of the game is the same.
In South Asia, the game of geostrategic balance of power has remained vague under the
whole sub-system under which the US or China play the role as per their interests. It is also
to be noted that, however, in the sector of nuclear power game between India and Pakistan,
China has played the role of un-balancer for India, balancer for Pakistan, while America
has done the same for New Delhi.
In the heart of this whole geostrategic game, there are three main players: India,
Pakistan, and China, as these three countries have established and formed the three-sided
South Asian Strategic Triangle (SAST) since the 1950s. Over the years, and also currently,
these three actors have remained engaged in political and economic battles of dominance
alongside the non-conventional arms race. In this triangular game of power, there is
flexibility between India and China, while Pakistan and India are having a rigid angle of
the ties.
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In this whole context, Pakistan and China have developed their ties based on
common interests against India and its alliance with the United States. The major aspect of
Pak-China ties is to keep a close eye on the Indian military expenditure and expansion,
which it has been doing to gain dominance in the region. On the other hand, Pak-China
relations, Chinese nuclear support to Pakistan and Beijing‘s rise as regional and global
economic power has created a direct threat for Indian politics of supremacy; henceforth,
India has to develop close ties with the US as a counter to Pak-China alliance.
Meanwhile, the rapid closeness between India and the US, especially after the
nuclear agreement in 2005, has increased the political gap between China and Pakistan,
and has enhanced the geostrategic alliance between Pakistan and China. The nuclear deal
between the US and India has led to major changes in the South Asian power politics and
the strategic positioning of actors involved in it. The US tends to further strengthen its
relation with India, which has caused a well-built Pak-China alliance against the threat of
the Indo-US nexus.
India is basing the SAST of South Asia on the ancient rule of Kautliya‘s balance of
power which is ―enemy of my enemy is my friend,‖ while John H. Tkacik said that PakChina geostrategic ties are simply based on countering India and the US. This kind of
strategic balance is rather suitable for nuclear countries of South Asia as it will maintain
the balanced ties, establish deterrence among them and will lead to relations based on
cooperation and confrontation among these states of the region.
On nuclear front, China has been criticized by the world community for providing
nuclear assistance to Pakistan, but Beijing has rejected it stating that Indian nuclear test of
1998 was the actual factor for regional and global non-proliferation of nuclear weapons as
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well as a direct threat to the stability and peace of South Asia; henceforth, in hindsight of
India-US nuclear deal, China and Pakistan has increased their nuclear cooperation
targeting the energy sector in Pakistan, which will also play a tool of strategic balancer
against New Delhi.
Beside the nuclear front, China and Pakistan has been countering the India-US
nexus in the Indian Ocean region (IOR), which is one of the main trade sea routes of
international trade. India considers the IOR as its backyard and along with United States
has been conducting several military exercises (e.g., Malabbar) since 2004 to counter this
nexus; Pakistan and China have taken a major step of developing Pakistan‘s deep sea port
of Gwadar under its CPEC project. The Gwadar port, which is strategically very important,
will not only give Pakistan and China an economic boost, but will also help both the
countries in keeping a close monitoring on the US and India movements in the IOR.
Although India and America have alleged both China and Pakistan for developing Gwadar
port as a military base, both countries have rejected these allegations. The operational
Gwadar port and CPEC will definitely give Pakistan and China an upper hand over India
and the US as it will not only be the only deep sea port of the region, but it will also help
these countries to reach mineral and energy rich Central Asian states, which is becoming
the battlefield of new great game for the regional and international powers. To counter
CPEC and Gwadar port, India is heavily investing in Iranian port of Chabahar, so that it
can gain economic benefit and strategic dominance over Pakistan and China along with
reducing Afghanistan‘s dependence on Pakistan‘s Karachi port. The Indian investment in
Chabahar port has been seen by both Pakistan and China with an eye of concern.
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6.4.5 India-Pakistan Rivalry Dynamics
The United Nation Security Council (UNSC) is one of the six major organizations
under the command of the United Nations (UN). Its primary responsibility is to maintain
international peace and security across the world. According to the Charter of the United
Nations, it is compulsory for all member states to religiously follow the Council decisions.
It comprises fifteen member countries, which have the power of one vote each for two
years. Out of these fifteen, five are permanent members possessing veto power.
Afterwards, it was proposed to widen the circle of permanent members to fourteen from
five in order to forfeit the autonomy of UNSC in whose answer G4 (India, Germany, Japan
and Brazil) proposed to claim for permanent membership in UNSC. The Vice Foreign
Minister of China, Wang Li, stated that China was expecting the response of the
international community on the recent decision of UNSC to expand the members of
UNSC. High-status officials‘ members from Chinese Institute of International Relations,
who are considered a thinking and decision-making body of the foreign policy of China,
said that the size of population is not a main determinant of being a member of UNSC but
what matters most is how much of a part you play in making World Peace a reality. It was
further signified that it is not a piece of cake becoming a representative of UNSC. India
was addressed specifically by getting a recommendation of completing three quests after
which it can succeed in becoming an associate of UNSC.
Furthermore, Chellaney, (2002) stated that India is supporting a ‗free Baluchistan‘
campaign internationally to portray a negative image of Pakistan in front of the
international community. The Modi government has signaled zero tolerance for CPEC.
Indian involvement in Baluchistan is in-line with its aims of dominating the Arabian Sea.
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Gen Hayat also revealed that India had set aside Rs.55 billion against CPEC (Lanteigne,
2008; Malik, 2017; Priego Moreno, 2008). According to Shah, (2018) the amount India
had been investing against this project—which has benefits and advantages for all regional
states in Asia upon its completion—shows how much India wants to fail it (Tanoli, 2016;
Clarke, 2011; Khan, Farooq & Gul, 2016; Mohammadi, 2018; AhmadI, 2014; Ghose,
2009; Rizvi & Behuria, 2016; Mubarik, 2017; Rahman, 2018; Kumar, 2012). India is
always against trade cooperation between Pakistan and China. Whereas India was invited
by Pakistan and China to be a part of CPEC, due to its traditional anti-China and antiPakistan attitude in the region, it decided to stay away (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019;
Khan & Kasi, 2017; Soltani, Naji, Amiri & Street, 2014). In addition to this, Kovačević,
(2011) mentioned that the RAW is funding, training, and arming Baloch insurgents in their
camps located in Afghanistan. They also have several camps in India where they gave
training to Baloch insurgents, which was later denied by the Indian authorities. In the past
two decades, target killing, organized crimes, and frequent shutdowns of the largest
metropolis of the country Karachi have resulted in serious consequences for the country‘s
economy (Kanwal, Chong & Pitafi, 2019; Khalid, Qureshi & Hassan, 2017; Kilroy,
Sumano & Hataley, 2013; Klimenko, 2011).
Handling the matter just in respect to stereotypes, Pakistan defied the membership
of India in UNSC. In order to follow the opposition practically, Pakistan collaborated with
‗Coffee Club‘, a nickname given to Uniting the Consensus (UFC) which got established on
the ground of defying the expansion decision of UNSC, and was successful in winning the
support of 100 countries on not letting G4‘s formation take place and the right to vote.
Pakistan had no problem with Brazil, Germany and Japan as members of UNSC but its
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main concern was India who since independence had not only gone on war with Pakistan
but also China. India did not have fair relations with countries like Sri Lanka, Nepal and
Bangladesh over skirmishes on disputes. Like a spoiled child, India had wreaked havoc. It
turned down the UN‘s offers and efforts in solving the Kashmir Dispute. In essence, India
hadn‘t been an advocate of peace in its own issues and land so it could not be qualified for
solving international disagreements. Despite all that, Russia and Britain were allies with
India on the matter.
While Pakistan was engaged in opposing India‘s membership as an ally of China,
China dealt with the situation diplomatically. During his visit to India in April 2005,
Premier Wen Jibao gave a green signal to India in committing to UNSC, saying that it
would be a pleasure to have India as a counterpart and that it recognized the need for
enlarging the member body of UNSC to counter threats to global peace and security. India
spread word that China was a supporter of India and would not obstruct its inclusion.
China, on the other hand, was disagreeing with the membership of Japan as a permanent
part. Chinese ambassador to India, Sun Yuxi said that China is not a hindrance in India‘s
membership.
In the time of crisis, China became the backbone of India for which Pakistan felt
ashamed. This fact was observed by some of the analysts who were of the opinion that
China‘s assistance would make a way for India to gain permanent membership in UNSC.
Just like they thought, China‘s decision to encourage India got India a pass persuading the
international community that India deserves to have a place in UNSC not only as a
member on trial for two years but permanently. Pakistan felt threatened that if India got
permanent membership in UNSC, it would gain veto power in handling important issues
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such as Pakistan and India's dispute over Kashmir territory. It is to be noted that at that
time Pakistan and India were State terrorists in Kashmir. According to some observers it
was not the first time that China did not let India feel helpless because they themselves
were benefited from it as they wanted to improve economic relations with India to stabilize
their own financial position. This stance of China was not to influence its relationship with
Pakistan. They remained intact and Pakistan was still as significant of an ally to China as
always.
Tables were turned when Beijing rejected all claims of supporting New Delhi.
Premier Wen did so in a press conference by stating that Indian representation was not
encouraged by China in UNSC. Premier Wen pointedly said that China did not give
support to Indian quest in UNSC but it would be much appreciated if India set examples of
making peace and contributed in inspiring such measures. After some time. Pakistan and
China showed unified principles with Pakistan‘s Foreign Minister, Khurshid Mehmud
Kasuri saying that Pakistan and China stay united on the view that only specific countries
will be allowed to be a part of the UNSC council. Emphasizing their contradiction to G4,
on 6 August 2005, Foreign Ministry of China disagreed on G4‘s quest to be permanent
members of UNSC by claiming that: ―China will resolutely vote ‗NO‘ if the G4 proposal is
put up for a vote‖.
An Indian press report from New Delhi claimed that it got official and registered
evidence that it was Pakistan and China's joint conspiracy to drive India out of the
permanent candidate race in UNSC. Even though China initially encouraged India's efforts
of bringing peace into the region to contribute more in World Affairs but reality was
different. It was stated by a Chinese expert from India, Srikanth Kondapalli, that Chinese
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politics was involved not only in defying Japan‘s inclusion in UNSC but India‘s as well.
By the side of China, the USA didn‘t come up with supportive remarks or actions in favor
of India because apparently, it didn‘t want to see India on a higher level of meddling in
World affairs by getting a permanent membership in the United Nations Security Council.
US ambassador to India at that time, Robert Black-Will said: ―I don‘t think it‘s going to
happen‖ when asked about Indian quest for permanent representation in UNSC.
6.4.6 Geostrategic Significance of Pakistan for Super Powers
China and USA have strived to maintain balance between social and political
factors by showing uniform level of interests in the existence of Islam in Pakistan. On the
other hand, the interests of these two nations differ on geo-economic affairs and
expansions of political impacts, which have also affected Pakistan's domestic stability
simultaneously. The rivalry between the USA and China has shaped South Asia into a hub
of geo-strategic and ideological race. This scenario has been described by Stephen Walt's
reasoning of 'balancing against threat'. The relations between the US and China are
complex and as superpowers, their actions have affected other countries to a great extent.
Two things brought the attention of US to South Asia, they are:
1. US felt intimidated by China's progress in economic and technological
development
2. Global War On Terror (GWOT) is an international coalition of the military.
It was found after the attack on World Trade Centre on 11 September 2011
and was used to counterattack terrorism in countries like Afghanistan, Iraq
etc.
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The western scholar Franz Stefan Gaudy insisted that the US has enjoyed great
benefits from working together with India politically by realignment of weightings policy
in Asia. In competition to China allying with Pakistan, the US chose India as its partner.
The US was able to build exceptional political, economic and strategic relations with India.
The perks of being an ally of a superpower USA, India obtained favors such as having
economical edge over other Asian countries and got a part in US national security
architecture since 2001. In terms of a favorable geographic position and best maritime
adeptness in the peninsula, India became a stronger economy. Pakistan's relations with the
US at that time however, deteriorated and faded because of India-Pakistan's rivalry from
the beginning.
The US-China war influenced the South Asian regional balance and Pakistan‘s
domestic security by great means. The politics between superpowers and their cut-throat
activities led to numerous changes such as divergence in political attitudes to ideological
degrees such as, polarization in political terms together with aggravating India-Pakistan
tug of war of dominance. Assessing the scenario realistically has shown several facts
regarding the US-China power balancing in Pakistan. Looking at the situation neutrally,
the power interconnection among the US and China can be clearly noticed. The operation
has enveloped in itself gulf countries (Middle East and Central Asia) which are flooding
with energy resources.
Pakistan is the quickest, shortest passageway to these countries through Arabian
Sea. Thus, Pakistan‘s instrumental location is pivotal in determining the relations between
the US and China strategic competitive alignment policy. Chinese policy, One Belt and
One Road initiative (OBOR or RBI) is an economic developmental approach and financial
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project launched by China‘s president Xi Jinping‘s think tank. Its aim is to expand the
resources for itself by investing in up to 70 countries from Asia, Africa, Europe and etc.
This strategy, first established to address the connection between India and China has
helped Pakistan and China‘s ties to get going, making Pakistan a best friend of China.
History has served as a witness to the fact that Pakistan and China‘s friendship has
been strong through thick and thin as opposed to Pakistan and USA‘s ‗fair weather
friendship‘, stated by Musharraf, because the US is a friend only when things are going
well for the other country. China has uplifted Pakistan on innumerable occasions since
independence and hereafter, provided an alternate support instead of having the US. Good
relations with China have alerted the US that Washington‘s discontinuous and unpleasant
behavior towards Islamabad will not go unaccounted for. It is interesting that China and
Pakistan's economic relations have flourished further whenever the relation between
Pakistan and the US has been in a bad shape. China has inculcated the confidence and
fondness in people of Pakistan through behind the scene diplomatic tactic, as compared to
the US‘s loudness.
The effect of China-US involvement in Pakistan has manifested positive
developments. Vali Nasr, an Iranian-American intellectual has promoted that Pakistan is
still the main reason for the US involvement in Asia even though after 9/11, the US has
maintained ties with several other countries in South Asia. Pakistan is important to the US
because of its foreign and other policies on China, nuclear weapon possession and stability
which gives the West a certain power over the country. The US has strived to establish
tranquility in South Asia as opposed to international terrorism and insecurity over nuclear
weapon possession. The principal aim of its foreign policy is to let India and Pakistan
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reconcile on domestic and political diplomatic relationships. To keep the US in its place
and balance their interests' expansion, China has worked with Pakistan and through its
military power, nuclear and missile accommodation, has aimed to gain two objectives:
1. To solve the abnormal power parity (currency equilibrium) between
Pakistan and India.
2. To pull Pakistan away from being too dependent on the US.
3. The balancing technique of Beijing has helped the occurrence of economic
and strategic progress in Islamabad. Pakistan's 90 percent commodities are
exported from China which is a huge amount and Vali Nasr says that the
US might have lost some to the rivalry with China by giving Pakistan to
China.
The tug of war between China and the US has brought positive factors in South
Asia by giving it a newly-found geo-strategic importance. South Asian countries have been
muddled up in a "New Great Game" by world superpowers in international politics. South
Asian countries which are rich in natural resources have been extremely wanted and
demanded by nations like China and India. The South Asian community is an exact
depiction of what Stanley Wolpert labelled as British 'game of nabobs' for economic
control and domestic unity. It is a term used for imperial expansion in the sub-continent by
European trading companies, mostly by the support of their respective governments. But
the US-China interplay has promoted financial stability in South Asian countries. This
entire scheme has been put into words by a former US Secretary of Defense Leon Panetta
as the US agenda of using Asia as bait to actually target a progressive China's economy.
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Beijing has not deranged from proving itself more communicatively strong and
diplomatic than its counterpart, the US. The BRI has been a functional policy in bringing
infrastructure and growth into China through large-scale investment, resulting in
competitive advantage. Beijing has been led on by more favorable geo-strategic and
political elements. Chairman Defence Committee, Senator Mushahid Hussain Syed has
suggested that there are personal factors involved in President Xi Jinping's mission for
reviving providence and naval relationship by historic route. While this may be true, Yan
Xuetong, director of the department International Relations Tsinghua University gives the
credit to domestic and foreign factors which have combined to form a superb policy. With
the innovation of Hillary Clinton's Silk Road made official in 2011, Chennai, BRI was
formed for the growth of trading activities between Central and Southeast Asia. The US
felt the need to make its own plan identical to BRI, a new Silk Road route that crossed
China. Hillary Clinton's is vertical rather than horizontal. It is designed to pass China and
Iran, while inter-connecting CARs to Southeast Asia from Uzbekistan and Kazakhstan via
Afghanistan, Pakistan and India. The money, energy and technology inflows have
broadened the growth chances of Afghanistan and Pakistan. In a clever attempt to bring the
whole region together, it ends in Mumbai, rather than Shanghai. If convenient facilities and
conditions are provided, China has given a hint towards building ports in Afghanistan and
India as a part of the US-China cold war.
Beijing seeks to link Western China and Persian Gulf in the Arabian Sea. This will
ensure more domestic interests and an ever-growing GDP, paving the way for Beijing to
become world power. At the same time, it will ensure that china's weak points are taken
care of, such as hostile relations with the US, Japan and India. Unfortunately, this interplay

303
of power has brought misfortunes for Pakistan, for instance security backlash as its
relations with the US are poor. The hunger of power between two big countries, the US
and China has rendered both pros and cons for Pakistan. For example, Pakistan has
obtained a prominent position in world power politics amid the US-China trade war.
Pakistan has a fundamental role to play in the US-China future prospects in South Asia.
Monetary investment in CPEC of $75 billion has calmed Pakistan's insecurity over wealth
after the US stopped with monetary funds in 2014. China is responsible for bringing cash
inflow in Pakistan by injecting $33.8 billion in energy and $11.1billion in infrastructure
projects in Pakistan. Western academic, Michael Kugelman has advanced that Pakistan has
played a role of strategic ally of both China and the US that enabled it to enjoy fruits of
commercial expansion coming from both superpowers. China's main objective is to stretch
its economic, multi-dimensional military powers, political allegiance and strategic progress
in the peninsula while reducing the threat of competition from rival countries. It has gone
as far as giving responsibility to regional administrations on international-level security by
keeping regular check and balance. This has directly affected the US and its policies
regarding economic expansion in Southwest and Central Asian countries.
Before Iranian revolution in the Middle East, Southwest had been a powerful
bridgehead of the US political interests. In one way, the policies of China have even out
those of the US, which it carried out on strategically. South Asia has obeyed the US
customary region of geo-strategic impact. In that Pakistan comes foremost, taking part
with the US, near the Strait of Hormuz, China and Saudi Arabia. Sir Olaf Caroe perceived
the US-Pakistan union as protection of western oil interests against Communist expansion
in Southwest Asia and the Middle East. The British foreign secretary showed his concern
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over Nehru's post-independence and anti-imperial driven mindset that it would be backed
up by the interests in oil of Western world and power-laden countries of the Middle East.
Susanne H. Rudolph, an American educationalist said that Pakistan's capability as a
protector of western oil interests in the Middle East has been jeopardized by the US
policies after 9/11, as demonstrated by Sir Olaf Caroe.
The existence of the US military in regions out and about China alerted China. For
that reason, Beijing enclosed around the progress of the influence of the US by starting an
involvement with both India and Pakistan. Trade between China and India increased
multifold from $3 billion in 2000 to $70 billion. However, it was still behind the trade
between India and the US placed at the figure $100 billion in the year 2014. Likewise
results have been observed with other South Asian countries in investment expansion
projects with China. The South Asian geo-matrix has witnessed complicated relationships
not cornering to four. The alliance and bilateral relations of India and the US were
constantly compared with those of Pakistan and China. After the tragedy of 9/11, Beijing's
interest in Pakistan arose due to various factors. For one, their enmity with India was a
middle ground on territory disputes and ideologies. Following the policy of wei-qei, China
supplies weapons and ammunition to Pakistan. The tug of war and strategic
competitiveness between superpowers can be highlighted by the project of CPEC in the
Southwest Asian peninsula.
The competition between the US and China has fostered some countries into taking
sides in the South Asian region. The US alliance with India has forced Pakistan to take
sides with China and Russia into the opposite team in the New Great Game. A Chinese
counter weight responds to Pakistan's fragility with regard to India as a spiral of insecurity
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has come into being. According to Pakistan's research analyst, Shireen Mazari, states that
Pakistan and China's powerful relation is a product of their common counter balancing
need to even out the actions of the US by transferring arms and ammunition to India. After
establishing mighty ties with China, Russia is the next in line. This has given a role to
Islamabad in a part of Turkish-ruled China centered model 'Heart of Asia.' This was seen
as China-Turkey collaboration on monetary interests to close the gap between East and
West Asia economies by the US Foreign Policy Adviser and Expert on the Middle East
Vali Nasr. He further elaborated that this is a demonstration of the US impression about
Asia, including its views on Asia's geographic features, economic growth and geo-strategic
delta.
'Heart of Asia Model', an honest and result-oriented establishment to encourage
regional cooperation by placing Afghanistan as its center, functions on the objective of
shortening the distance and mundane relationship between East Asia and West Asia
countries up to the Yellow Sea. Following the footsteps of Russia and China, former
enemies, Pakistan and India have also adopted effective bilateral and political relations.
Despite the US-India bonds, Russia has resolved to alliance between Pakistan-ChinaRussia. Russia seeks to protect its borders against the widespread Islamic recovery,
strengthening its ties with Pakistan and China. Pakistan achieved a milestone by signing a
pact of strategic arms and ammunition with Russia for the first time in November 2014.
The treaty ensures that weapons such as 20 Mi-35 combat helicopters will be granted to
Pakistan by Russia in place of American weapons: 35 American AH-1S and AH-1F
gunships. A Russian researcher, Mathew Bordner pointed out that when the US refused to
give demanded helicopters to Pakistan, it resulted in Islamabad turning to take help from
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Moscow by buying MI-35. In early 2015, China's president visited Pakistan, a subtle
counter balance of regional politics in reply to the US president's trip to India in February
2015. Pakistan's introduction to superpowers like Russia and China is described by
Director National Defence University Lt. General Noel Khokhar, (retd.) in the following
words:
―It is not that Pakistan is throwing itself into the strategic basket of China in great
powers global reshuffling of alliances. In fact, the US economic, political and strategic
strangulation of Pakistan has left options open for Islamabad in a multi-polar world‖
(Karl, 2018).
From this statement, it can be deduced that General Khokhar wants Islamabad to
reason through its political allies' choices in accordance to benefits derived from a certain
country. Countries across the globe are not afraid to make or break alliances as a popular
quote says: "This is quite a game, politics. There are no permanent enemies, and no
permanent friends, only permanent interests" (Karl, 2018). The above statement
emphasizes that Pakistan military thought that autonomy is absolutely distributed among
superpowers.
6.4.7 The Indian Foreign Policy
Shrikant Paranjpe, in his book, Indian Strategic Culture, argues that the strategic
philosophical assumptions of India are based on the socio-economic, geo-political, cultural
and historical compulsions (Karl, 2018). In addition to this, it is mentioned by Li, (2014)
that this is on account of India being a ‗civilization state‘, that pre dates the narrow
Westphalian definition of the nation state. Bounded by the Seas on three sides and the
Himalayas to the North, there is a spiritual underpinning to its expanse nurtured by myth
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and legend (Shahbaz Aslam & Farooq, 2020). According to Sharma, (2017) the Himalayas
were imbued with religious significance due to the farsighted seers who recognized the
bountifulness of nature and how easily it could get contaminated. All the rivers in the
subcontinent have been likened to Goddesses with pride of place being given to River
Ganga (Mahesar, Memon & Mahesar, 2015; Kuszewska, 2016; Mohammadi, 2018; Naik
& Ahmad, 2017). It is stated by Naikoo and Haq, (2018) that Mount Kailash looming over
the Manasarovar Lake, the source of the Indus, the Sutlej and the Brahmaputra, was
appropriated by claiming it to be the abode of Shiva the primordial Hindu deity.
Moreover, Pande, (2013) mentioned that the western observers too have noted the
sacredness imbued to the subcontinent landmass. While even ardent imperialists like the
British had stopped short at the Kuen Lun range beyond the Karakorams, the Indian sages
had extended frontiers of India through the timelessness of their teachings. Nehru was the
rightful ambassador of the soft power of India (Rahman & Hameed, 2009). While the
policy of Nehru is used synonymously with India‘s foreign policy, Nehru himself had this
to say during a debate on foreign affairs in the Lok Sabha on 9 Dec 1958 - ―It is
completely incorrect to call our policy the Nehru Policy. It is incorrect because all I have
done is to give voice to that policy. I have not originated it. It is a policy inherent in the
circumstances of India, inherent in the past thinking of India, inherent in the whole mental
outlook of India, inherent in the conditioning of the Indian mind during our struggle for
freedom…‖ (Raza, 2020, P. 43).
According to Yang and Siddiqi, (2011), the past thinking of India inherently had a
preference for the middle path, tolerance, and the absence of a desire for conquest. The
preference for the middle path is inherent in the four Purusharthas (or goals of life).
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Moksha or liberation was the ultimate goal of every member of society (Ahmad & Singh,
2017). In addition to this, it is mentioned by Ali, Rahim and Ansari, (2019) that in the
process he would have to control Kama (desires) while seeking Artha (or material
prosperity) following the precepts of Dharma (rule of law). The duty of a King was to
ensure the safety and wellbeing of society and therefore Dharma was supreme (Ashwarya,
2017). Indeed, the Mahabharata held Yudhishtra, the best among the Pandavas for his
adherence to Dharma, for which he was allowed into Heaven without dying unlike his
more heroic brothers. Interestingly Dharma itself could change depending on the Yuga,
hence holding reason paramount.
According to Rahman and Rehman, (2020) the essence of Hinduism is tolerance,
born out of the belief that the limited human mind is ill equipped to actually comprehend
the true nature of reality. Every person is therefore free to attain Moksha based on his
understanding of the world. In monotheistic religions God is a father figure who gives and
withholds, and rewards and punishes. Hinduism allows one to worship whichever aspect of
God appeals to one, father, mother or even child (Bhat, 2018). Thus, the Christians when
they landed on the Kerala Coast in C.E. 47, or the Parsis in the 7th Century of the Common
Era, were all free to practice their beliefs. Over time these religions found their unique
Indian expressions. In a society where free enquiry is tolerated, the middle path eschewing
dogma and extreme positions is preferred (Bose & Panda, 2016). As it is stated by Conrad,
(2017) that the tolerance for all views naturally follows since there are many ways of
perceiving and looking at the same object. No wonder that to Nehru, Pakistan was a
theocratic state stuck in the middle ages.
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According to Tabassum, (2017), taking the middle path meant forging an
independent path without getting sucked into the opposing camps of the Cold War.
Nehru‘s broadcast in Sep 1946 over All India Radio was remarkable as it anticipated the
coming of the Cold War and the artificial division of the world into two distinct entities
when he said “…. We propose as far as possible to keep away from power politics of
groups aligned against one another, which have led in the past to world wars, and which
may again lead to disaster on an even vaster scale” (Deepak, 2013, P. 54). Sridhar, (2006)
calls it the ―implicit recognition of a foreign policy tradition that formed the basis of nonalignment but went beyond it by attempting a complex reconciliation between national
security goals and larger normative level concerns in international affairs‖ (P. 176). To
Nehru freedom meant freedom in international relations and everything else was local
autonomy. That he managed to accomplish it in the context of a relatively insecure poor
nation makes it all the more laudable. To him, it was always preferable to settle disputes
peacefully through negotiation.
This would ensure that no party engaged in the conflict had to face a significant
loss (Rubin, 2020). As it is mentioned by Saeed, Müller, Hagemann and Jacob, (2011) the
distaste of Nehru for the usage of the force for settling disputes also stemmed from the
non-violent freedom struggle of India. His distaste was probably due to the fact that the
Indian Army had been a tool in imperial conquests fighting distant wars and enslaving
indigenous populations (Guihong, 2005). He was therefore disinclined to enter into any
military alliance unlike the Pakistanis who were more than willing to provide their
services. Nehru is said to have retorted to Gen Sir Robert Lockhart, the first Commander in
Chief of the Indian Army after Independence on his presenting a plan for the expansion of
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the Indian Army, ―We don‟t need a defence plan. Our policy is nonviolence. We present no
military threats. Scrap the army. The police are good enough to meet our security needs‖
(Hughes, 2016, P. 123). According to Jafri and Stevenson, (2018), the realities of the
hostile neighborhoods and also recognition of India‘s manifest destiny sitting astride the
Indian Ocean sensitized him to the need to modernize the Indian Navy and the IAF albeit
at the expense of the Indian Army. This too has been attributed to the inherent belief in
India‘s greatness due to its rich past with a status as a given and not necessarily to be
earned, proven or demonstrated (Javaid, 2016). Indeed, the overarching strategic culture
associated with India is that of Bharat Jagat Guru or a nation which has something to teach
the World.
In addition to this, it is mentioned by Kaushiki, (2013) that the emphasis of Nehru
on the atomic energy as a shortcut to achieve greatness which was seemingly at odds with
his desire for world peace has been attributed to the influence of Kautilya a hard core
realist who laid down in the Arthashastra all the nuances of state craft. Nehru was
determined that an India which had missed out on the industrial revolution would not
desist from developing nuclear energy (Pramanik & Roy, 2014). Indeed, he instructed his
defence minister Baldev Singh to interact with Homi Bhabha to appoint a scientific adviser
in the Defence Ministry who would ensure the exploitation of atomic energy. Pande,
(2015) sees the nuclear policy of India for the nuclear weapons as a deterrent as interplay
between ―Kautilyan realism and just war‖ propounded by the Bhagavad Gita. According to
Khalil, (2017) a latent Kautilyan influence permeated both Gandhi and Nehru‘s thought
processes and ―the subcutaneous presence of Kautilyan thought is one – emphasis one –
important component of India‘s politico-strategic culture‖ (P. 34). Qaddos, (2015) agrees
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contending that India‘s non-alignment policy too can be traced back to Kautilya‘s
admonishment to be wary of depending on just one group of allies. Similarly, the
hierarchical nature of the world is explicitly recognized on account of the caste system and
despite Nehru‘s faith in international organizations such as the UN he was hard headed
about objective realities and played the two super powers against each other with finesse
maximizing receipt of aid and transfer of technology. The foreign policy of Nehru was thus
reflective of an ancient civilization state with its inevitable contradictions (Naseer & Amin,
2015).
According to Ahmed, Sanghro and Khoso, (2019), for the global economy, the East
China Sea, the South China Sea and the Indian Ocean are quite important routes for the
transport. This area is home to eight out of ten of the largest and busiest container ports in
the World. Mahan, a naval analyst and writer of The Influence of Sea Power Upon
History had asserted that the power and economic prosperity of the country is completely
based on the control of its sea routes. He famously said, ―Whoever rules the waves rules
the world.‖ China and India continue to struggle for maritime sway, as the Indian Ocean
Region (IOR) remains both strategically and commercially advantageous (Tanoli, 2016).
As it is stated by Yuan, (2007) that India is concerned about the increasing Chinese
foothold in the IOR. India has been motivated by the factors that are mentioned below to
construct a powerful blue-water navy:
1. Protecting sea-lanes for trade.
2. Creating and maintaining challenges for its rivals in the region.
3. The protection of the important energy reservoirs, particularly from the
Arabian or Persian Gulf.

312
4. Trying to accomplish its past desires of becoming the one of great naval
powers with the capabilities of nuclear as well.
Since the 1970s, India has been actively seeking dominance in the IOR. India has
used its navy to prop up its ambition to achieve a great power status in comparison to other
small nations within the South Asian region (Ali, 2013). According to Chansoria, (2012),
India has developed maritime security measures in the Andaman Sea and has conducted
joint exercises with the Royal Thai Navy to tackle drugs and human trafficking, piracy,
and illegal fishing. India also tried to enhance the scope of the exercises to include other
IOR countries and sign an agreement to consolidate regional maritime cooperation (Clarke,
2011).
Furthermore, it is stated by Dwivedi, (2013) that India, to a certain extent, overtly
acted to curtail the role of Pakistan in the region. India has often spent time and resources
to deny Pakistan‘s lead within and outside the region. India always considered Gwadar
port a part of the Chinese ‗string of pearls‘ policy, especially its extension from its eastern
coast to the Arabian Sea. China having developed ports in Bangladesh and Sri Lanka could
pose a challenge to India in the IOR. India is concerned about the Chinese control of the
Sea Lanes of Communication (SLOCs), which could be hampered if Pakistan would
become a means of Chinese influence in the SLOCs around the Persian Gulf (Ghani,
2017). It is also mentioned by Jan, (2018) that it is in this context that India is constructing
the Chabahar port near the south-western border of Pakistan, which could pose a serious
challenge for Pakistan by asserting Indian maritime dominance both on the east and west
of Pakistan (Khan, Farooq & Gul, 2016). According to Solangi, Gilal and Tunio, (2018),
Chabahar port allows India to check Pakistani and Chinese maritime activities in the IOR
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and the Gulf regions. On the other hand, the US is also inclined to counter China in this
region and India is gladly playing the proxy for the US. Indian hegemony in the IOR is
also a matter of concern for Pakistan (Kuszewska, 2016).
It is mentioned by Mitra, (2016) that the Central Asian Republics (CARs) have
huge natural reserves (gas and oil) that attract regional states. India has also shown its
interest in the natural gas reserves of CARs and is investing a lot in Uzbekistan‘s oil and
natural gas and energy sector as well as in the military sector. Uzbekistan repairs and
produces 11-78 MAR transport aircraft for the Indian military (Mohammadi, 2018). In the
same way, it is stated by Sering, (2013) that in the security sector, India has signed an
Inter-governmental agreement with Kazakhstan for fighting with terrorism. For
membership in the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO), India lobbied for Russian
support. India is interested in developing lasting relations with CARs and for that India
will not leave a single stone unturned to pursue a proactive strategy or policy with Iran
(Shah & Majeed, 2019).
According to Thoker and Singh, (2017), a new Indo-Iranian alliance based on the
convergence interests in Central Asia can robustly influence the interest of Pakistan at both
regional and international levels. Not only India, Iran as a neighbour of CARs is also
carving for a crucial role in the economic development of the region (Pardesi, 2010). In the
same way, Scott, (2013) until now, India has been more successful than Pakistan in
improving its political and diplomatic relations with CARs. In Central Asia, it is evident
that Indian heavy investment with the collaboration of Iran determines its presence and
intended dominance in the region (Naik & Ahmad, 2017). As it is mentioned by Pant and
Bommakanti, (2019), on Ayni Airbase in Tajikistan, India has invested US dollars of 70
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million to refurbish the airbase, including 3,200-meter extended runway and installation of
navigational and air defence equipment. Just because of Indian interests, to gain a strategic
foothold in CARs is a serious challenge for Pakistan (AhmadI, 2014). According to Saqib,
(2019), this rising coalition of these two leading players in the region in both economic and
security fields can pose a serious challenge for Pakistan in the future, particularly if it is
not countered well on time.
6.4.7.1 India-Iran: Cooperation
According to Budania, (2003), both India and Iran are ambitious about their
common interests in the region. The interests are just not limited to dominance in regional
politics and the security of energy resources but to gain access to landlocked Central Asian
markets and beyond. These common interests have made them close allies. A smooth flow
of trade between India and Iran shows a growing relationship of trust among the two
nations. Working together in collaboration with CARs will provide them alternate
communication routes through the Russian territory, which will provide more effective and
efficient ways to allow the countries of Central Asia to trade and open regional market
access (Chandio & Khuhro, 2019). In the same way, it is stated by Saklani, (2000) that Iran
has participated actively to pursue its best interest in Central Asia, in addition to economic
and financial interests, and has established its impact against western influence. In recent
years, India has made a significant investment in Afghanistan and Central Asia within the
power and physical infrastructure sectors (Ghose, 2009).
According to Goh, (2008) India‘s absolute cooperation with Iran towards making
the Chabahar port competes with Pakistan‘s Gwadar port. In recent times, trade
and commerce between Afghanistan and Pakistan has reduced by about 80 percent, most of
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which has been grabbed by Iran and India, and it seems to imply that trade with
Afghanistan will pose much more difficulties or obstacles with the inaugural ceremony of
the port of Chabahar (Khan, Kateryna & Sandano, 2019; Khan & Kasi, 2017; Soltani, Naji,
Amiri & Street, 2014). At the same times, Kovačević, (2011) mentioned that the political
instability in the country is resulting in frequent closure of Torkham, and because of this,
the trade diverted through this route is welcomed by the Chabahar port (Small, 2015;
Malik, 2017; Priego Moreno, 2008; Rehman, 2009).
In addition to this, India also played its role for developing and exploring the
energy sources of the region. According to the US Department of Energy‘s figures, ―India
is already the world‘s sixth largest consumer of energy resources. Its energy consumption
will rise to 27.1 quadrillion BTUs by 2025, up from 12.7 in 2000, the largest energy
consumption state after China‖ (Jahangir, 2019, P. 43). In addition to this, Khan and
Ahmad, (2015) mentioned that India‘s domestic natural gas supply has significantly
increased and the country has rapidly grown its potential in recent years, but the energy
requirement is not likely to keep pace with the growing demand. As the location of Iran is
strategically placed at the crossing point of South Asia, West Asia, and Central Asia (Rizvi
& Behuria, 2016), and controlling public transit lines among high sea and landlocked
states, in this way, India can even obtain access to Central Asia through Iran (Khanna,
2003). According to Konwer, (2011), reasoning for close communication and integration
between India and Iran in this country has been provided by mutual interests and values in
the security, economic, and energy industries.
According to Amirthan, (2017), India and Iran are both motivated by their
economic interests. India is primarily benefiting from Iranian alliance as it is providing
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financial assistance to Iran whose economy is crippled with US economic sanctions. Iran
has been under sanctions for many years before, and this is an economic development
opportunity for it to have a free trade zone near Gwadar (Jamshed & Abid, 2015). On the
other hand, Khan, (2011) mentioned that India is benefitting by competing to be a regional
leader along with China. The development of Chabahar helps India boost its regional status
and establish new markets for its goods exports and energy imports (Rather, 2005).
However, India not only looks forward to importing Iranian oil; it also wishes to invest in
Iranian gas fields so that it can utilize that energy in the future with its industrial and
economic needs (Mubarik, 2017). Furthermore, it is stated by Pate, (2018) India is using
Iran‘s territory for its economic interest to establish dominance in the Central Asian region
and to sabotage Pakistan‘s territory and economy. Since 9/11, cooperation between India
and Iran has increased with mutual benefits in Afghanistan (Qadri & Qadri, 2016).
According to Ullah, Ahmad and Khan, (2020) Iran sees India as a strong partner to evade
strategic isolation, particularly when Iran is under increased financial stress and has been
nominated as a member of the ‗Axis of Evil‘ by former US President George Bush
(Rahman, 2018).
In the same way, it is stated by Siyal, (2017) that the Indian interests in Central
Asia and beyond can only be achieved when it partners with Iran and both of them align
their actions to achieve common goals. Iran offers the transportation from Central Asia to
India for fuels or natural gas and also to obtain access to the market, energy resources and
targeted customers‘ states (Ramzan, 2019). According to Krishnamurthy, (2017) Pakistan
is concerned with the growing economic ties between India and Iran, even though Iran has
assured Pakistan that its collaboration with India is not in opposition to Pak-China
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partnership. Commercial trade through Chabahar port has increased and a high volume of
the goods and trade activity has been diverted from Karachi to Chabahar port (Kumar,
2012). In the same way, it is quoted by Malik and Naikoo, (2012) that this trade route
offers a strategic pathway to India, effortlessly bypassing Pakistan and allows access to
Afghanistan. Since Afghanistan is a landlocked country, this route reduces the transport
costs and freight time to approximately one third to the Gulf States as well as Central Asia
for India (Rawan, Hussain & Khurshid, 2018). In addition to this, Riaz, (2015) mentioned
that the Chabahar port presents a golden opportunity for India to access Iranian, Afghan,
and CARs markets, which will, in turn, lead to establishing political influence on the
Afghan government. All of these actions will pave the way for India to get access to
Turkmenistan gas and look for future opportunities to develop gas transport infrastructure
and pipeline or shipment facilities through LNG/LPG tankers.
As mentioned by Huxley, (2013) that the strengthening of Indo-Iranian ties has not
only economic but far-reaching security implications for Pakistan. The presence of Indian
military personnel on Iranian military bases, even if it is solely to train the Iranians, would
allow India a subtler ‗operational‘ use of an early warning, intelligence gathering against
Pakistan (Von Glahn & Taulbee, 2015). According to Friedrichs, (2016) security relations
between Iran and India could be established on the basis of the observed presence of an
Indian embassy with alleged intelligence responsibilities on the border of Pakistan as well
as in Zahedan, Iran (Qadri & Qadri, 2016; Rahman, 2018; Ramzan, 2019; Kumar, 2012;
Rawan, Hussain & Khurshid, 2018). In 2002, India had set up a new embassy in Bandar
Abbas in order to regulate ship movement patterns in the Hormuz Strait and the Persian
Gulf. With or without strike capability, the military presence in Central Asia would allow
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India to create a 'holding challenge' along its western borders in the event of a war with
Pakistan. As the matter of fact, with the souring of relationships between Iran and Pakistan,
Indian leverage with Iran had been growing steadily (Von Glahn & Taulbee, 2015).
6.4.7.2 India-Afghanistan: Strategic Partnership
According to Chou, (2011) India and Afghanistan have enjoyed cordial ties,
especially after 9/11 when the Taliban regime was toppled over by the US forces. Before
that India was supporting the enemy of Taliban, Northern Alliance, as Taliban were
supported by Pakistan. India has signed several agreements and deals with Afghanistan to
increase its influence diplomatically as well as economically (Petrilli, 2006). According to
Von Glahn and Taulbee, (2015) India has been propagating that its interest in Afghanistan
and policies towards the country is to bring peace and stability, but the real motives of the
Indian government has not yet been revealed to the international community. Dr. Shubhash
Kapila believes that Afghanistan is a vital geostrategic point for Pakistan and its military,
while Indian interests in the country are the same as the Central Asian states and Russia,
which clearly draw the Indian motives of the economic interests there (Beg, Baig & Khan,
2018). Therefore, Von Glahn and Taulbee, (2015) stated that for India, Afghanistan is a
road to Central Asia, a strong foothold to counter Chinese influence in the South Asian
region and to reduce Pakistan‘s influential sphere in Kabul. The economic and political
objectives of India are among the top priorities of the policymakers (Hussain, Javaid,
Sabri, Ilyas & Batool, 2014). According to Banerjee, (2018) therefore, Afghanistan
had also taken
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Afghanistan (RECCA) and the 'Heart of Asia' dialogue process. To achieve its goals, India
has to take major steps to seek the increase in support of the global community to provide
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more financial support to Afghanistan to help it to tackle its economic and financial issues
and to run the state affairs. For its economic interests, India has become the highest
financial aid provider to Afghanistan in South Asia (Garlick, 2018).
As mentioned by Chou, (2011) after 9/11 and establishment of the Hamid Karzai
government, India has reinforced its economic policies in Afghanistan by taking up
different policies. India is using politics as a leverage to dominate the Afghan goods
market because it wants to establish Afghan dependency on Indian exports, through
controlling the flow of capital and investment in the country (Dutt & Bansal, 2013).
According to Chihaia, (2014) in order to strengthen its control on the neighboring country,
India is investing in power, infrastructure, water, agricultural, and natural resources sectors
in Afghanistan. Another major goal of India in Afghanistan is to counter Pakistan‘s
presence in Kabul, and it has also been propagating anti-Pakistan policy (Kuszewska,
2016; Mohammadi, 2018; Naik & Ahmad, 2017; AhmadI, 2014; Chandio & Khuhro,
2019; Ghose, 2009; Jahangir, 2019; Rizvi & Behuria, 2016; Khanna, 2003; Mubarik,
2017). It is quite essential for India that Pakistan does not get a strong presence in Kabul;
therefore, India is preventing Pakistan to dominate the politics and the strategic issues in
Kabul (Akhter, 2018). As mentioned by Chou, (2011) the Indian policies have proved
rather successful, as former government of Karzai and present Afghan government of
Ashraf Ghani is speaking the language of India which is beneficial for New Delhi as it
does not want the regime of Taliban to come back to Kabul.
According to Banerjee, (2018) Pakistan has always viewed Afghanistan as a vital
balancer against Indian policies to get an upper hand and dominate geostrategic South
Asia. Afghanistan is critical for Pakistan because an unstable and Indian dominant
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Afghanistan will create uncertainty for Islamabad on its western border, as the eastern
border is already hostile due to India (Ashraf, 2018). According to Chihaia, (2014) a
cordial presence in Kabul is seen by Pakistan as necessary to avoid the strategic dilemma
of being stuck between two hostile sides. The India presence in Afghanistan is also to
counter the Chinese influence in South Asia as well as Kabul (Dutt & Bansal, 2013).
Therefore, it has been focusing on its aid policy. As all the major South Asian regional
states tend to use the territory of other states by different means and methods, New Delhi is
trying to achieve it through intervention in Afghanistan against China (Chandio & Khuhro,
2019; Ghose, 2009; Jahangir, 2019; Rizvi & Behuria, 2016). A geostrategic race is
underway between China and India in the region, and Afghanistan is one of the main
battlegrounds for their interests. China is an emerging regional and global power, and it is
way ahead of India both economically and militarily, but some Indian scholars and policy
makers believe that India has the capability to counter Chinese influence, hence, the Kabul
dominance battle is underway (Dwivedi, 2011).
According to Banerjee, (2018) another major goal for India in Afghanistan is to get
access to Central Asia, mainly due its mineral rich states. India has a rapid growing
economy and to meet its oil and gas demands, the Indian government is looking towards
Central Asia through Afghanistan (Firdous, Nazir & Ali, 2015). According to Dyduch,
Jarząbek and Skorek, (2018) in a rare occurrence, both Pakistan and India has agreed on
1,000 miles, $7.6billion worth, Turkmenistan-Afghanistan-Pakistan-India (TAPI) gas
pipeline, which is to meet the energy needs of these countries. For a successful and
operational TAPI line, both India and Pakistan need a stable Afghanistan, as a major part
of this line will pass through its territory. Meanwhile, increasing Indian influence in
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Afghanistan has proved to be beneficial for the country, as it now sees more opportunities
in the Central Asian region (Sargana, Bukhari & Sargana, 2020).
In the same way, it is stated by Sudirman, (2018) that besides countering China,
India wants to dominate the South Asian region and to increase its influence in the region
through investment and providing aid to Afghanistan. India tends to show the world that it
has the ability to be a regional power (Hussain, Abid, Sabri & Batool, 2014). In the same
way, Ahmad, Sohail and Rizwan, (2018) stated that through its aid to Kabul, New Delhi is
trying to promote itself as a big and stable economy that can give aid to the needy states in
this region. Furthermore, to make itself a regional power, India has strengthened its ties
with the United States and has been supporting its policies regarding Afghanistan.
According to Jahangir, (2019), however, India in the long run has to make some alternative
choices as now the US commitment to establish a stable Afghanistan has reduced, and it is
planning to abandon the country completely. In that case, India can find itself in a difficult
place because it will lose a strong ally in Kabul, and Taliban will increase their influence in
Afghanistan in the absence of the US forces, as the newly trained Afghan military does not
have enough ability to control the Taliban (Sargana, Bukhari & Sargana, 2020).
6.5 Conclusion
This chapter has presented the results and discussion of this study. The qualitative
data collected through qualitative and in-depth interviews has been presented in this
chapter according to the evaluated results of through thematic analysis. After that, the
results of the study have been justified through the provision of empirical evidence. In
addition to this, the comparison of the results from this study and empirical evidence has
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also been done. In the same way, the next chapter will present the conclusions of the entire
study and also will present the implications for India.
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CHAPTER: SEVEN
CONCLUSIONS
The previous chapter has presented the results and discussion of this study. The
qualitative data collected through qualitative and in-depth interviews has been presented in
the previous chapter according to the evaluated results through thematic analysis. After
that, the results of the study have been justified through the provision of empirical
evidence. In addition to this, the comparison of the results from this study and empirical
evidence has also been done. In the same way, this chapter contains the conclusion of the
whole study and also spell outs the implications for India.
The analysis reveals that South Asian RSC has no change in the patterns of amity
and enmity. The region continues to be conflictive in nature where patterns of enmity
between Pakistan and India are shaped by their enduring rivalry and continued distrust. On
the contrary, the patterns of amity between Pakistan and China can be seen growing in the
longstanding strategic relationship and deep-rooted cooperation. China‘s own interaction
with the region has been largely shaped by the distrust and strategic enmity with India,
which is orchestrated by a combination of cooperation and competition. In such
circumstances, a pattern of amity between Beijing and Islamabad and that of tension if not
wholesale enmity between Beijing and New Delhi can be seen in the security cum strategic
complexion of the region.
The analysis establishes that mutual threat perception is more acute on short
distances as compared to far-flung territory. Long term unresolved bilateral territorial
disputes determine the patterns of animosity amongst the states such as the pattern of SinoIndian ties. Pakistan-China strategic relationship reflects the geo-strategic and security
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concerns of the two states within the context of South Asian RSC where India has been
continuously competing for a major role in the region. For Pakistan, India is an arduous
opponent and poses a persistent challenge to her security. With a narrow geographical
depth and precarious western border, Islamabad has found a logical ally in the shape of
China. On the other hand, wary of increasing Indo-US strategic collaboration in East and
South Asia, Beijing considers Pakistan as a vital corridor providing credible geo-strategic
and economic alternatives compared to contentious and security wise precarious routes
running through the Malacca Strait. More precisely strategic relationship of the two states
exhibits the following significant features:
1. That Pakistan is providing new outlet for China through establishing most
needed connectivity between Xinjiang and the Arabian Sea through deepwater port of Gwadar;
2. That China considers presence of existential threat in South China Sea even
more aggravated in Asia Pacific region i.e. one of the most prioritized area
of US foreign policy; and
3. That China apprehends that its encirclement and containment has been
intensified and in this scenario Pakistan can provide it a safe and prompt
outlet.
The research reveals that China is conscious about the strategic significance of
Pakistan and its capability for the peace building process in Afghanistan especially after
the departure of the U.S. and NATO forces from Afghanistan. In this spectrum, growing
integration of South Asian Regional Security Complex with East Asian Regional Security
Complex is underlining the dynamics of Pakistan-China strategic relations. The research
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indicates that Pakistan-China strategic interdependence has become further deep rooted in
the post-9/11 arena, particularly after the initiative of President Xi Belt and Road Initiative
and declaring CPEC its flagship project.
The study confirms that India remains a significant factor in Pakistan-China
strategic relationship but it is not the only factor for the cordial partnership. Other factors,
especially CPEC, have contributed a lot in promoting strategic convergences in the post9/11 era. At the same time South Asian RSC exhibits increasing geo-political influence of
the United States in South Asia by way of its growing strategic partnership with India.
Consequently, the existential threat perception has further been pushing Islamabad and
Beijing for even deeper strategic ties. Besides, traditional and non-traditional threat
perception of these states further accentuates the security complexion of South Asia.
Particularly, the adverse effects of Global War on Terrorism, spillover effects of war-raged
Afghanistan, growing US-India strategic relationship and politico-security realignment in
Asia Pacific region have deeply impacted Pakistan-China strategic relationship. Even
otherwise, owing to its increasing trade and commercial relations with the South Asian
states leading toward economic interdependence, China has already become a key
stakeholder in South Asia.
The inquiry shows that despite substantial developments as well as events in and
around South Asia, basic characteristics and dynamics of South Asian RSC have shown
little transformation. The pattern of continuity is generally more visible at domestic and
regional levels, wherein the basic pattern remained unchanged. However, as predicted by
Buzan and Ole Waver, at interregional and global levels, significant strategic changes can
be seen in the East Asian and South Asian RSCs.
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The investigation discovers that on a bilateral level, several new factors in the post9/11 era have molded Pakistan-China Strategic relations, which have intricate linkages
with the regional and global security complexion in keeping with the assumptions of RSC
theory. These factors include a) India-US strategic partnership to curtail China‘s influence
in Asia; b) China‘s role in Asia as rising power of the globe; c) Xinjiang imbroglio
resulting in both for Chinese Western Province Development Policy and policy of counterterrorism against ETIM religious extremism; d) Pakistan-India military standoff in 2002; e)
Nuclearization of South Asia and China‘s factor as source of strategic stability in South
Asia; f) Geo-strategic significance of Pakistan as economic and energy corridor for Central
Asia and South Asia; g) Pakistan‘s role as stability factor in peace endeavors for war terror
in Afghanistan especially in the perspective of US forces withdrawal in near future; and h)
increasing role of Pakistan and China in regional such organizations as SCO, ASEAN and
SAARC. These factors indicate that the regional dynamics of Pakistan-China Strategic
partnership have further strengthened.
The CPEC is the latest expression in the deepening strategic partnership between
Beijing and Islamabad. Study shows that CPEC has not only given a boost to the economy
of Pakistan but the new level of partnership is also expected to place Pakistan in the
position of a balancer in the region. As a result, there is no sign of weakening of bipolarity
in the South Asian region or emergence of uni-polarity that was predicted by Buzan and
Ole Waever. It is clear that they did not account for the implications of CPEC in South
Asia. Chinese investment in CPEC would enhance economic and developmental activities
in Xinjiang region, which remains comparatively underdeveloped. The economic disparity
in Eastern Provinces and Western Province is considered to have led to ETIM
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separatist/religious movement in the region. For Pakistan, its location provides an
opportunity to become a hub of trade and economic connectivity for the region and more
so for China. Transportation of goods through Gwadar deep-water seaport can open up
new vista of economic and geostrategic connectivity for China as well as the entire Central
Asian Region with Middle East and beyond.
The CPEC is also strengthening the contours of Asian Super-complex and resultant
change in the complexion of South Asian and East Asian Regional Security Complexes,
where China is gradually assuming the role of a major regional player viz-a-viz India. This
research reveals that while there has been no major change in the regional security
dynamics of South Asia, it does not mean that the situation will persist in the long run.
Undoubtedly, there is constant confrontation between Islamabad and New Delhi but it is
also a fact that the significance of the South Asian RSC is decreasing for India and New
Delhi‘s importance is constantly increasing within Asian Super-complex. On the other
hand, South Asian RSC has become more significant in the eyes of Beijing after initiation
of the Belt Road Initiative (BRI) and CPEC as an alternative to avoid prevailing Malacca
Strait Syndrome. In such circumstances, enhanced integration of South Asian RSC with
East Asian RSC is likely to impact the dynamics of Pakistan-China Relations also.
The assessment reveals that India considers itself as a big fish in a small pond of
South Asia. Unfortunately, India is not willing to settle down its issues within its own
region i.e. South Asian RSC either by force or by its legitimate leadership. Instead, India is
desirous to swim in the larger pool of East Asian RSC where China enjoys a dominating
position. Many East Asian states welcome Indian presence as a counterbalancing factor in
that part of the region. Consequently, New Delhi has embarked upon Act East policy. Its
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membership of ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF) has further enhanced its role in the East
Asian RSC. This scenario affirms the hypothesis that the changing structures of security in
Asian Super-complex are increasingly reinforcing the dynamics of Pakistan-China
strategic relations in the twenty-first century.
The scrutiny shows that Beijing has cultivated deep-rooted and long-term strategic
stakes through hefty investment in infrastructural and developmental projects through
economic corridors. These corridors such as China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC)
and Bangladesh-China-India-Myanmar Economic Corridor (BCIM-EC) have already
augmented the significance of economic interdependence and geo-strategy on the
chessboard of Asia. India on its part is apprehensive about increasing involvement of
China in the South Asian RSC and views it as a major impediment in realization of its goal
to become a great power. Although Beijing has consistently been portraying its rise as
peaceful and economically beneficial to all its neighbors, New Delhi is not willing to buy
that argument. Despite its increasing trade and commercial ties with Beijing, there is a
marked tilt in New Delhi‘s geo-strategic cooperation towards the United States. Even for
Washington it is marriage of convenience which has made available a credible partner for
itself to challenge the dominance of Beijing for her own unbridled desire to be considered
as a great power of South Asia.
The Study discloses that the US has been enhancing its role through strategic
partnership with India with the objective to contain rising power of China in the region.
The US‘s Asia Pivot and Rebalancing Strategy heavily rely on strategic cooperation of
India. On the other hand, in order to counter Indo-US strategic partnership, Beijing has
been consistently trying to strengthen its relationship with the Asian States through such
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initiatives as BRI, CPEC as well as BCIMEC. On the global level, China remains a major
hurdle in the US backed desire of India to attain permanent membership of UNSC and
NSG. It also explains support of Pakistan‘s stance against such a move in the international
fora. Pakistan expects that China would never take an arbitrary action for supporting India
except with the approval of Islamabad. Keeping in view the heavy Chinese investment in
CPEC and deep-water port of Gwadar as well as Pakistan-China strong relationship, China
cannot afford helping hegemonic India for membership of UNSC and NSG. Similarly,
India has already clubbed itself with Japan, Vietnam and Australia. On its part, Beijing
asserts that it will never support India concerning membership of NSG until India signs
NPT and CTBT.
The analysis demonstrates that there is a strong interplay between security
dynamics of Asian Super-complex at the global level concerning China, India and US
relationship. The US presence in Asia as a ring-holder allows Asian states to leave the job
of balancing China to Washington. The US encourages such underperformance of
rebalancing by several direct or indirect ways. The US projects and imposes strong
nonproliferation norms upon Koreas, Taiwan, Japan and Pakistan. The US encourages
Tokyo‘s military dependence and practically opposes multilateral security initiatives in
Asia. It has tried to woo Vietnam to balance China. The US is worried about China‘s
growing stature at the global level. For China its global credentials are heavily dependent
upon her performance in the Asian Super-complex. The rebalancing strategy has already
locked the US in Asia. It potentially enhances US-China rivalry but China has been
treading the path of its rise very carefully as its ultimate objective is to become successor
to the sole super of the world.
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The research underlines that for the time being US presence in Asia relieves
Beijing of the unnecessary engagements and pressures which are required of a great power
seized with the role of an equalizer in the security environment of Asia. By the same token,
a rather peaceful gesture and keen interest exhibited by China in the economic and
geographical connectivity at inter and intra-regional levels, allays the concerns of New
Delhi which nonetheless remains suspicious of Beijing‘s ultimate motives. The situation,
therefore, leads to the emergence of Asian Super-complex, which in turn influences the
security patterns and geostrategic relationship between Beijing and Islamabad. The
emerging structures of security reflected in greater interaction of South Asian RSC with
East Asian RSC are swaying the dynamics of Pakistan-China relations.
The enquiry reveals that strategic relationship between Pakistan and China in the
post 9/11 era is inextricably linked to the security complexion of South Asia at regional
and interregional levels, where Indian factor works as a catalyst in alignment of smaller
state actors in keeping with their respective vulnerabilities and perception of mutual amity
and enmity. The emerging scenario contributes to interplay of two major contenders of
powers viz-a-viz China and India on a wider interregional level. India‘s Act East Policy
and China‘s BRI as well as connectivity through CPEC and BCIM-EC are the outcome of
this interplay. One can see growing linkages of South Asian Regional Security Complex
with that of East Asian Regional Security Complex. The Study further establishes that the
regional security complex cannot be understood in isolation. The overall global security
environment impacts these impacts. The research shows that interconnection of East Asia
with South Asia is failing to create any economic interdependence to counterbalance
political and strategic upheavals and tensions prevailing in the region. Low level of trade
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amongst South Asian states is still insignificant having unutilized potential gains in the
region. Intra-regional trade in South Asia is one of the lowest in the globe. There are
administrative, logistic and political barriers that impede economic interdependence
amongst the South Asian states.
The analysis shows that the biggest economy of South Asia-India is only interested
in expanding trade relations with East and West Asia rather than the neighboring South
Asian states, especially with Pakistan. Though South Asia shares cultural, social, spiritual
and linguistic commonalities, yet it has been experiencing continuous fragmentation. It had
once remained economically integrated. It is interesting to note that intra-regional trade in
South Asia broadly channelizing from Kabul to Chittagong was as high as 19% in 1948,
soon after these states attained independence from the British rule. The trade however
declined amongst South Asian states from 19 % (1948) to just 2 % by 1967. South Asia is
the least integrated region in the world. Intra-regional trade as a share of the region total
trade comes to 4% only. Trade amongst South Asia is even lags behind sub-Saharan
Africa, the Middle East and North Africa. India‘s trade with its neighboring states is
abysmally low, that is only ―under 3% of its total trade‖.
The investigation disagrees with Buzan and Waver‘s opinion indicating that South
Asian RSC bipolarity is moving towards uni-polarity. Both the writers could not predict
the initiation of CPEC in 2013, which has enhanced Chinese stakes in Pakistan and
impacted the balance of power in South Asia. As a result, bipolarity remains intact due to
the presence of nuclear weapons as well as due to CPEC, linking South Asia to East Asia
as well as West Asia. The search also shows that South Asian uni-polarity is easy to be
discussed in material and conventional military terms but difficult to understand in
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political terms. India is lacking in leadership/dominance owing to the reason that South
Asia is neither economically interdependent nor dependent upon India. However, Indian
pursuit of economic growth and development provides an element of coherence in its
foreign policy. Indian political leadership is desirous of drawing India out of South Asia
without solving its regional and domestic problems within the region. India is seeking
status outside South Asian RSC instead within the South Asian region. Stewart-Ingersoll
and Frazier confirm the finding that ―India seeks status more outside South Asia than
within it‖. Few South Asian states consider Indian democracy as a model for them but
none of the South Asian states is ready to neither submit before India nor agree upon
setting up of Indian security.
The enquiry underlines that India is neither in a position to set agenda nor lead the
regional intergovernmental organizations (IGOs). India has been striving hard to keep
external players out of the region without any success. China has further deepened its
strategic partnership with Pakistan since 9/11. China has cordial relations with Sri Lanka
and Myanmar in South Asia. Besides, Saudi Arabia and Pakistan are playing their pivotal
role in Afghanistan for lasting peace. The US plays both with Pakistan and India. India
entered into a civil nuclear deal with the US in 2006 and has been hailing the US presence
in the region. India applauded US endeavors to balance China in South Asia. Washington
has been extending assistance in strengthening India against the rising Pakistan-China
strategic ties in South Asia.
The investigation retains that trends of bipolarity within South Asian RSC
remained very much alive. Unipolarity without hegemony with rising disengagement
within the region or outside the region is a peculiar turn of events. It is incontrovertible fact
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that contemporary great power status is dependent upon the states being able to resolve
their issues within RSC or contain their challenges within their peculiar Regional Security
Complex especially it is true in ―Russia, India and Brazil being cases in the point‖. India is
an interesting case of such a proposition. There is an interesting comparison between India
and China being rising powers of Asia, striving hard for great power status in the region.
The analysis shows that China is striving hard peacefully for the status of great power with
all its flaws, which cannot be said in case of India having strained relations with all its
neighboring states. If India cannot resolve her issues within the region, it will merely stay
as regional power. Indian South Asian neighbors cannot become irrelevant to India. The
study observes that India would remain hindered by unsettled issues of its home region i.e.
South Asian RSC. India‘s vulnerability to external intervention by outside players would
remain persistent for New Delhi as a haunting factor. The emerging scenario would further
weaken Indian potential to pursue wider activities and ambitions at regional, interregional
and global levels.
The scrutiny highlights that at South Asian interregional level, there are several
significant developments but there is little structural change. Afghanistan is a significant
insulator. However, two important developments are: One, Saudi-Iran rivalry is now
extended to Afghanistan where they are playing their own games. Two, the regional
dynamics of South Asia are now more strongly and actively being played in Afghanistan.
In the past, Pakistan‘s involvement in Afghanistan remained for strategic depth. India
remained engaged in Afghanistan in 1990s and 2000s by creating an alignment amongst
India, Iran and Russia to play its own game in Kabul against China-Pakistan strategic
partnership. The study reveals that China is gradually increasing its influence in the
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economic and political arena in Afghanistan. Pakistan, China and Afghanistan have agreed
to enhance cooperation in the counterterrorism and security arena. China‘s prime concern
in Afghanistan is deepening terrorism which may threaten Xinjiang‘s security. China is
interested in availing the opportunity of investment in Afghanistan in the mining and
minerals sectors.
The research upholds that Pakistan-China strategic relationship within the Regional
Security Complexes is greatly influenced by the Indo-US partnership. Washington‘s
strategic and security alliance with India in South Asia and Japan and South Korea in East
Asia is directly influencing the policies, priorities and plans of Beijing in the region. The
ever growing economic and security cooperation between Pakistan and China can only be
understood and explained in the context of the global linkages of the Asian Supercomplex. The present Study, therefore, convincingly affirms the hypothesis that the
structures of security in Asian Super-complex are increasingly reinforcing the dynamics of
Pakistan-China strategic relations in the twenty-first century. Similarly, Asian Supercomplex is a result of the economic, political and strategic interplay of the state actors of
South Asian RSC and East Asian RSC having linkages with the overall global security
environment.
The research shows that a thin but significant Asian Super-complex is in operation.
Asian Super-complex is linked closely to power transition at the global level where ChinaUS strategic competition has been intensified at regional and interregional levels. China is
trying to use trade and commercial relationships with India to keep it away from the US
grand strategy of China‘s containment. Keeping in view the emerging Asian Supercomplex and India‘s role as linchpin in the US grand pivot to Asia strategy in containment
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of China the study concludes that deep rooted Pakistan-China strategic cooperation is
essential to counter the negative implications of Asia Pivot Strategy of the sole superpower
in the region.
The investigation underscores that Pakistan and China are desirous to enhance
strategic partnership at bilateral, regional and interregional levels. The cornerstone of this
strategic cooperation is socio-economic development of masses of two states resulting in
robust growth for the whole region. Extermination of extremism and terrorism in the
region, regional security and stability, peacemaking endeavors for warring Afghanistan
through trilateral dialogue and better relationship with all neighboring states are common
objectives of both Pakistan and China. Growing integration of South Asian RSC with East
Asian RSC is certainly influencing the dynamics of Pakistan-China strategic relations in
the post-9/11 period.
The People‘s Republic has been stern in stressing that there are no special political
conditions or rationale behind the revival of ideals of the historic Silk Road. Pakistan has
been a key relationship for China for many years, but the CPEC represents further advance
to access a new gateway to the Middle East. For China, it is clear the People‘s Republic is
principally motivated by geopolitical/geo-economics desires including to reinvigorate
economic growth, rewrite geography of Asia‘s economic hubs, remedy energy, facilitate
domestic firm expansion, pursue their ―go out‖ economic policy, and seek soft power
political influence. For Pakistan, it seems the nation is most driven by geopolitical/geoeconomics desires including improving infrastructure, solving their energy crisis,
promoting foreign direct investment in their country, mitigating internal security threats,
and reducing India‘s relative power in the region.
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As the trails of the various land and maritime routes are developed, many will still
question whether the greater Belt and Road project is a result of the People‘s Republic
global benevolence or a tool to escalate China‘s domination of the Asian region and
beyond. However, the CPEC is only a further product of a decades-long relationship
between Pakistan and China that has proved to be mutually advantageous. The world stage
will be watching as the CPEC continues to mature, and allows for ―a deeper understanding
of the New Silk Road by looking at how the CPEC develops and impacts Pakistan and its
neighboring countries.‖ 41 The real value obtained with the design and implementation of
the New Silk Road is the soft power it develops. By working alongside and initiating the
cooperation of over 60 governments, China will gain a new level of international clout in
all arenas. However, the CPEC will certainly reposition China in the global geopolitical
landscape. It can now be concluded that the CPEC is not an act of pure bilateral relations,
but rather a project with expansive geo-economics and geopolitical interests that affect
dozens of nations across the world. China is now the dominant world player in active
multilateral development and financial diplomacy, and the nation is ushering in a new era
of globalization.
Looking ahead to the future and possibly completion of the CPEC project, future
studies could examine challenges faced by Pakistan and China in the development of the
CPEC, a first of its kind. Further, as plans are fulfilled, economic outcomes and marginal
changes for the two nations should be examined closely. Understanding the relative
economic benefits of the CPEC and the marginal gains will reveal whether China will gain
as much as it invests in the region. Additionally, its outcomes and implications are precepts
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for the greater New Silk Road initiative and its success. The world is waiting to see how
this opening chapter of the Belt and Road Initiative concludes.
To conclude, the strategic cooperation between China and Pakistan started in the
1960s. Both nations‘ strategic interests converged due to their enmity with India. They
consistently cooperated to contain India‘s influence in their neighborhood. Pakistan has
limited India‘s engagement with Central Asian Republics, Afghanistan, and Iran through
land routes. Alternatively, it provided China the shortest land route to the Arabian Sea.
China has contributed to the country‘s economic progress through the CPEC project,
which India and its allies view as a destabilizing factor in the regional environment.
Nevertheless, China and Pakistan maintain that CPEC is an economic project without
having any military objectives.
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