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The Senate Foreign Relations Committee continued with its vigorous contacts with its counterparts 
and other legislative institutions in friendly countries to create better mutual understanding of 
issues of peace and security. These contacts have been of enormous good as there is, now, 
a better appreciation of PakistanÕs policies and perspective on current issues; and similarly, 
we now understand the position of others. This interaction has led to extremely happy results. 
The Senate Foreign Relations Committee is determined to continue and expand these contacts 
and meetings, which is what this report is all about.

The visit of a delegation of NATO Parliamentary Assembly in March, 2007 at the invitation of 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee led the process further, particularly in the context of 
the situation in Afghanistan, NATOÕs role  there and relations with Pakistan. The Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee also facilitated the visiting delegationÕs interaction with think tanks like 
the Institute of Strategic Studies (ISS). The visiting delegation got an insight into PakistanÕs 
commitment to peace and its phenomenal contribution in war against terror and in the stabilization 
of situation in Kabul.

The visit was of great significance as the 11 members of the delegation were drawn from as 
many countries Ð members of NATO. The discussions were frank, but cordial conducted in the 
spirit of developing a better understanding of mutual policies. The detailed verbatim record fully 
reflects the vast range of the issues discussed.

After this visit, there were two follow up interactions from the Pakistani side. At NATO 
Parliamentary AssemblyÕs Spring Session held at Madeira, Portugal (May, 2007) the Pakistani 
Parliamentary delegation was led by the Chairman Senate, Mr. Mohammedmian Soomro. 
Another PakistanÕs Senate delegation participated at NATOÕs 8th New Parliamentarians 
Programme, at NATO headquarters in Brussels, Belgium in July, 2007. There were interactions 
of these Pakistani parliamentarians with NATO Secretary General, Mr. Jaap de Hoop Scheffer 
as well as with NATO Supreme Allied Commander Europe, General John Craddock.	

I trust this Report will be read with interest and will enhance readersÕ knowledge of a broad 
spectrum of current global issues.

From the ChairmanÕs Desk

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed
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On invitation of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee an eleven member delegation of 
NATO Parliamentary Assembly visited Pakistan 
during 13-18 March 2007 under the leadership 
of Mr. Karl A. Lamers, Chairman of the Political 
Committee of NATO Parliament and Vice 
President of NATO Parliamentary Assembly. 

A meeting between the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee and NATO Parliamentary Assembly 
delegation was held on March 14, 2007 and the 
two sides had an in-depth discussion on ÒNATOÕs 
role in Afghanistan and relations with PakistanÓ. 
Explaining the role of Parliamentary Assembly 
of NATO, Mr. Karl A. Lamers said that the 
Assembly was independent of NATO despite 
strong links between the two as members of 
NATO Assembly are also the members of their 
respective national parliaments and are elected 
by them to NATO Parliamentary Assembly. 
NATO Assembly comprises of 248 members 
from 26 member states and 59 members from 
13 countries with associate status. 

Mr. Lamers stated that Pakistan and NATO 
shared a number of security concerns and 
common interests and the Organization 
recognized the important role and contribution 
made by Pakistan to the security of Afghanistan. 
Pakistan was a very important partner in the 
efforts to rebuild Afghanistan and combat global 
terrorism, which made it imperative to strengthen 
PakistanÕs role as an ally against terrorism. 
Giving reasons of the visit he said that the 
delegation was interested to know more about 
PakistanÕs view on security policy and the 
situation in Pakistan and the region because 
such issues are not covered in their newspapers. 
The report on the visit and the meeting with the 
Senate Committee and other dignitaries in 

Pakistan would be presented to NATO during 
the spring summit scheduled to be held at 
Madeira Island in Portugal from 25 to 28 May 
2007. 

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed in his opening 
remarks thanked NATO for the outstanding and 
extraordinary support that NATO Forces 
extended to Pakistan during the earthquake of 
October, 2005. He focused his presentation on 
three areas, namely, Pakistan-India relations, 
situation in the region, particularly in Afghanistan, 
and finally, the situation in the Middle East. He 
stated that Pakistan was continuing dialogue 
process with India and it was hoped that that 
process would lead to a resolution of the major 
flash point between Pakistan and India namely 
the contentious issue of Kashmir on which, 
unanimous resolutions were passed by the 
United Nations Security Council in the past. 
Pakistan was a pivotal player in this region and 
was developing confluence and congruence with 
other regions like China, South Asia, Central 
Asia and West Asia. China was an observer 
while Afghanistan was a member of SAARC, 
which means Afghanistan was now de facto part 
of the community of South Asian nations. 
Moreover Iran was also keen to join as observer 
in SAARC. Pakistan, India and Iran have joined 
the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) 
as observers while members of SCO included 
Russia, China, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan 
and Kazakhstan. This confluence of regions was 
primarily motivated by energy and economy and 
in that respect there were talks in progress for 
Iran-Pakistan-India pipeline. There was talk of 
Turkmenistan-Afghanistan-Pakistan pipeline too. 
There was also talk of pipeline from Qatar, which 
was one of the worldÕs largest gas producers. 
That meant that countries in the region would
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have a strategic stake in good relations provided 
the contentious political disputes like Kashmir 
are resolved. 

Giving his views on the issue of Afghanistan, 
Mushahid stated that Pakistan has been in the 
eye of the storm for the last 27 years since the 
Soviet occupation and invasion of Afghanistan. 
Pakistan won the last battle of the 20th century, 
which contributed to the collapse of the Berlin 
Wall, the liberation of Eastern Europe, the break 
up of the Soviet Union and the emergence of 
United States of America as the sole super 
power. That was why Lithuania was now a 
member of E.U. and NATO. Pakistan was now 
playing a pivotal role in the first battle of the 21st 

century, which was the campaign against 
terrorism. This turbulence of the last 26-27 years 
which included 3 Afghan wars gave Pakistan 
3.5 million Afghan refugees. PakistanÕs 
contribution to Afghanistan had been very clear. 
Eighty thousand Pakistani troops were deployed 
in Federally Administered Tribal Areas (FATA), 
bordering Afghanistan and Pakistan and has 
since lost 800 soldiers. The situation in 
Afghanistan deteriorated after the removal of 
the Taliban primarily because of a failure in 
Western policy and US policy. The United States 
repeated the mistake of 1990 when they left 
Afghanistan and Pakistan on their own 
subsequent to the departure of Red Army from 
Afghanistan. Although, Pakistan sacrificed 
immensely but the US gave a parting kick in the 
form of Pressler Amendment resulting in 
imposition of sanctions on Pakistan for 11 years 
from 1990 to 2001. 

In 2002 the US imposed war on Iraq because 
that country lacked governance and 
administration. Pakistan opposed the war 
because it had no international sanction. Because 
of that there had been a deterioration of the 
situation and resurgence of Taliban, resurgence 

in poppy cultivation, corruption and mal 
administration. Now Pakistan was being blamed 
for the mistakes made within Afghanistan. And 
unfortunately in terms of priorities the Americans 
moved out of that country and out sourced the 
war to NATO and to the British. In PakistanÕs 
assessment, NATO had no stomach for a fight 
or the will to win because of public opinion. 	

Finally, moving from Afghanistan to the Middle 
East Senator Mushahid said that the military 
intervention in Iraq had also failed. It was hoped 
that the Iraq Study Group recommendations 
would be implemented because it suggested 
engaging Iran and Syria in talks. The war in Iraq 
was not winnable militarily and there had to be 
a political settlement including talks with people, 
who were resisting the occupation. 

Senator Mushahid further stated that Pakistan 
was part of the solution and wanted to play a 
role in resolving issues but they required a lot 
of coordination and cooperation. Pakistan was 
cooperating with NATO on Afghanistan and was 
working closely with the Tripartite Commission. 
Recently the Afghanistan Jirga Commission 
visited Islamabad for talks. The Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee had already extended an 
invitation to Afghan Parliamentarians to visit 
Pakistan to initiate a bilateral Afghanistan Ð 
Pakistan dialogue and had informed Iran about 
its desire for a tripartite dialogue between the 
Parliamentarians of Pakistan, Iran and 
Afghanistan. 

Mr. Karl A. Lamers agreed with what was said 
by Senator Mushahid Hussain and stated that 
it was a mistake of the United States and other 
countries to leave Afghanistan after the 
withdrawal of Soviet Union in 1989. Such 
mistakes which have negative repercussions for 
the stakeholders should not be repeated. 
Secondly, NATO had launched development
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activity in Afghanistan but the over all situations 
was really deteriorating. He did not agree with 
the argument that the Americans out sourced 
the war to NATO and the British. In his view the 
American contribution was very strong. There 
were two missions namely ISAF mandated by 
US and OAF which were trying to bring stability 
and ensure reconstruction of Afghanistan. 
Pakistan was an important ally in this region but 
the United States and NATO are also important 
to fulfill their commitments. The role of NATO 
was to make a combination of military and social 
reconstruction measures. Pakistan had made 
enormous efforts and had dispatched 80 
thousand troops to FATA but sometimes there 
were worries about what was going on especially 
the consequences of the agreement in North 
Waziristan. 

Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmed asked about the 
role of Parliamentary Assembly in the context 
of NATO especially when European Union had 
a parliament of its own. He asked if it was a 
recommendatory body and whether it had 
executive out reach. Secondly France was not 
in NATO but it was represented in NATO 
Assembly so what was the role of France in that 
context. Dilating on Afghanistan he suggested 
that the mistake of walking away from 
Afghanistan by the United States in 1989 should 
not be repeated and the real implications of that 
mistake fully appreciated. In the present context 
Permanent presence by western forces in the 
name of support to Afghanistan may be the new 
mistake. NATO it appears was moving from the 
role of mutual defence and security to that of a 
global policing system, which tantamount to 
encroachment of the jurisdiction of United 
Nations. 

Prof. Khurshid Ahmed stated that the people of 
Afghanistan consider the presence of US and 
NATO forces as occupying forces and the 

indicator of that were the protests in Kabul. The 
issue was not development as it was done under 
imperialist and colonial regimes also. The issue 
was independence, of liberty, of sovereignty, of 
the right of the people to run their country 
according to their own rights and to have their 
own leadership. 

Similarly, the way Iran was being focused it 
looked to be a part of a global design to penalize 
and to have access to the resources, the energy 
and the economy of Iran and other endowed 
regimes. 

Senator Nisar A. Memon stated that one of the 
key issues that NATO needed to understand 
was that PakistanÕs security concerns had 
become serious due to the situation in 
Afghanistan. Pakistan had a very stable North 
West Frontier Province in the past but that is 
not the case today. Pakistan had installed 
biometric screening system at Chaman to monitor 
its border with Afghanistan. He asked NATO to 
support Pakistan in fencing the Durand Line to 
make it less porous. It should also support 
Pakistan in the construction of roads, schools, 
water supply schemes and health facilities being 
carried out by Pakistan Army in areas previously 
not reached.  

Senator Nisar A. Memon advised that NATO 
should ensure the writ of Kabul Government 
over entire Afghanistan otherwise the 
Turkmenistan-Afghanistan-Pakistan pipeline and 
other projects would hang in a balance. There 
was also a need for an exit strategy for NATO 
and ISAF Forces because continued presence 
in that country would not be possible. The Afghan 
Government had a role to ensure that poppy 
cultivation was totally eliminated. 

Maulana Sami-ul-Haq stated that people were 
very impressed with NATOÕs contribution during
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the earthquake. He stated that NATO was 
actually formed to stop Soviet imperialism but 
after the break up of Soviet empire, what was 
the need to retain NATO? Secondly whenever 
Muslims tried to preserve and protect their 
independence it became an issue of terrorism 
in the eyes of some people. He asked why NATO 
not defined terrorism as that would differentiate 
between terrorism and genuine liberation 
movements. Finally he stated that situation in 
Afghanistan was deteriorating and war was not 
the answer to the problems of that country.      

Senator Talha Mehmood stated that the US Ð 
NATO forces were trying for the last 5 years to 
bring peace and stability to Afghanistan. 
Everyone knew PakistanÕs role in bringing peace 
to Afghanistan and its cooperation with allied 
forces and Afghan Government in that regard.

Senator Gulshan Saeed asked if USA attacked 
Iran would NATO countries be partners in that 
war. Secondly what were NATOÕs achievements 
in Afghanistan? 

Mr. Jan Petersen stated that NATO 
Parliamentary Assembly was an independent 
body close to NATO but not part of NATO 
system. The network established in NATO 
Parliamentary Assembly was valuable for 
members when interacting in respective national 
parliaments. Since members came from different 
countries and parties there would be lot of 
different views within NATO assembly. NATO 
was not dissolved after the collapse of Soviet 
Union because it served the member countries 
well. It was a community of shared values and 
after the collapse of Soviet Union a lot of new 
countries wanted to join the organization as it 
was very valuable. There was no threat of Soviet 
Union but there were threats of different kind 
like threats from Weapons of mass destruction, 
from terrorism and challenge to resolve refugee 

problems in Africa. NATOÕs first mission was 
not Afghanistan but the Balkans. The Afghan 
Government requested for help to bring security 
so that they could provide services to the people 
and secondly NATO mission was mandated by 
the United Nations Security Council and might 
be asked to go somewhere else in the future. 
When the legal foundation of UN approval and 
request by the host government was there NATO 
would contribute. Even the small training mission 
in Iraq had legal basis because there were UN 
resolutions calling for international help in 
stabilizing Iraq. 

He explained that 9/11 was not the first terrorist 
attack. There were attacks on the World Trade 
Centre in 1993 and bombing of embassies in 
late 1990s. The West did not counter this 
effectively and 9/11 happened, which meant that 
the strategy adopted was not working. In 
Afghanistan their aim was to deny territory to 
Al-Qaeda and the Afghan Government was trying 
to do the same. Their exit strategy was to have 
the Afghan Police and Afghan Forces strengthen 
to a position so as to provide security to the 
Afghan society and the sooner the better. The 
issue of relationship between Muslims and other 
religions was also important. He said that he 
was a member of C-100 in the World Economic 
Forum which was set up to have dialogue 
between the Muslim World and the West and 
they did understand the kind of thinking on both 
sides. It was time to understand whether we 
shared the faith or not, religion was part of 
identity, heritage and the cultural background. 
Therefore, it should be understood where religion 
and faith ended and where politics began. He 
stated that Iran was really worrying them. There 
would be no American attack on Iran. Iranians 
were developing a nuclear programme which 
might go in different directions but they were 
also developing a missile programme. The Middle 
Eastern countries were deeply worried about
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what was happening in Gulf countries. So sooner 
or later it should be decided whether we want 
Iran to go nuclear or not and there was not much 
time for that. 

Ms. Rasa Jukneviciene stated that NATO was 
very important and an important player of security 
in the world not because of Islam as was 
mentioned earlier. Soviet Union was dissolved 
but the situation in Russia concerned its 
neighbours. Moreover, Russia was still not a 
democratic country. Many Lithuanians were 
killed in Afghanistan because they were forced 
to go to that country as part of the Soviet Army. 
Our parliament was therefore trying to understand 
what it meant to change and reform the country. 
Reforms were not easy to carry out and seeing 
the situation in Afghanistan the feelings of the 
people could be understood. They may be 
accepting change overnight but it was difficult 
to do so in short period. She was of the view 
that there would be no attack on Iran. She asked 
as to what kind of message would Pakistan send 
if Iranian people confront Pakistan. People in 
NATO countries are concerned about what was 
going on in Iran given their wordings and 
aggressive politics towards Western civilizations. 

Mr. Nikolai Kamov thanked the Pakistan side 
for the warm hospitality and welcome. All of 
them would like to see Afghanistan stable 
politically and economically. Few people were 
happy about the situation in Afghanistan but 
NATO had to fulfill its duty and Pakistan could 
also play a decisive role because it was a 
neighbour of Afghanistan. 

The meeting concluded with a vote of thanks to 
both the sides. 

This report also includes selected proceedings 
of NATO Parliamentary Assembly meetings held 
in Madeira, Portugal and Brussels held in May 

and July 2007 respectively. Both meetings were 
attended by Parliamentary delegations from 
Pakistan. The delegation to Madeira was headed 
by Mr. Mohammedmian Soomro, Chairman 
Senate of Pakistan and the one to Brussels was 
led by Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed, 
Chairman, Senate Foreign Relations Committee.



Dialogue with NATO
Parliamentary Assembly

Islamabad, March 14, 2007

Participants of the Meeting
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Participants of the Meeting

March 14, 2007, Parliament House, Islamabad.

Dialogue with NATO Parliamentary Assembly

On invitation of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee an eleven-member delegation of NATO 
Parliamentary Assembly visited Pakistan from 13th to 18th March 2007 under the leadership of Mr. 
Karl A. Lamers, Chairman of the Political Committee of NATO Parliament and Vice President of 
NATO Parliamentary Assembly. A meeting between the Senate Committee led by Senator Mushahid 
Hussain Sayed and NATO Parliamentary Assembly delegation was held on March 14, 2007 at the 
Parliament House, Islamabad. The agenda for the meeting was as follows:

ÒNATOÕs role in Afghanistan and relations with PakistanÓ.

The following members of the Committee attended the meeting:

*Senator Jan Muhammad Jamali, Deputy Chairman, Senate also attended the meeting on the 
special invitation.

Senator
Mushahid Hussain Sayed
Chairman, Senate Foreign 

Relations Committee

Senator
Wasim Sajjad

Member

Senator
Nisar A. Memon

Member

Senator
Mrs. Gulshan Saeed

Member

Senator
Professor Khurshid Ahmad

Member

Senator
Maulana Sami-ul-Haq

Member

Senator
Muhammad Talha Mehmood

Member

*Senator
Jan Muhammad Jamali

Deputy Chairman, 
Senate
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Mr. Bart van Winsen
(The Netherlands),

Rapporteur of the PCNP

Rui Gomes da Silva 
(Portugal)

Vice Chairman of the PC

Mr. Nikolai Kamov
(Bulgaria)

Vice Chairman of the PC

Senator Ms. Raynell Andreychuk
(Canada)

General Rapporteur of the PC

Markus Meckel
(Germany)

Chairman of the PC

Mr. Denis MacShane 
(United Kingdom), 

Member of Parliament

Mr. Karl A. Lamers
(Germany) 

Chairman of the PCNP & Vice President
of NATO Parliamentary Assembly

Mr. Jan Petersen
(Former Foreign Affairs Minister of Norway)

Vice President of the
NATO Parliamentary Assembly

Inal Batu
(Turkey)	

Vice Chairman of the
NATO Parliamentary Assembly
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Ms. Rasa Jukneviciene 
(Lithuania)

Head of the Lithuanian 
delegation to NATO PA

Mr. Steffen Sachs
Director Political 

Committee, NATO PA

A warm welcome to NATO Parliamentary Assembly delegation for a dialogue with the Senate Foreign Relations Committee.
Mr. Carl A. Lamers, Chairman of the PCNP and Vice President of NATO Parliamentary Assembly received by Senator Mushahid Hussain 
Sayed, Chairman, Senate Foreign Relations Committee, at the Parliament House, Islamabad.



Dialogue with NATO
Parliamentary Assembly

Islamabad, March 14, 2007

Proceeding of the Meeting
(Verbatim Record)
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Vebatim Record

Proceedings of the meeting

March 14, 2007, Parliament House, Islamabad.

Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed: We extend 
a very warm welcome on behalf of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee to NATO 
Parliamentary delegation, the first of its kind to 
visit Pakistan, and I am sure it will be an 
interesting, informative and learning visit for all 
of you and we look forward to the interaction 
this morning. You have a full day with us. This 

morning, we have this meeting till 1 oÕclock. 
Then in the afternoon there is a seminar at the 
Institute of Strategic Studies on the issue of 
ÒNATOÕs role in Afghanistan: problems and 
prospectsÓ, and tonight, I am hosting a dinner 
in your honour, also at this venue Ð the 
Parliament.

ÒAnd now Pakistan is playing a pivotal role in the first battle of the 21st century, which is the campaign against terrorism. 
So in that context, we feel that PakistanÕs contribution has been more in terms of sacrifices and struggles than any 
other country, including United States, including NATO countries, including any other country.Ó	
(Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed)
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The way we intend to proceed, if it is O.K. with 
you, is that I will introduce the members of our 
Committee who are present here, then I will ask 
you to introduce the members of your Committee 
and then I will have a short opening statement 
followed by comments or other questions from 
this side and then you can do the same. Is that 
fine with you? O.K. Thank you very much. 	

I would start with Senator Wasim Sajjad. He is 
Leader of the House and a former Chairman of 
the Senate, former Acting President of Pakistan 
and former Minister for Law, Justice and 
Parliamentary Affairs. He is one of PakistanÕs 
most distinguished lawyers and jurists. Then on 
his left, is Senator Nisar A. Memon. He is 
Chairman of the Senate Defence Committee. 
He is also a former Minister for Information and 
former Minister for Kashmir Affairs. He is also 
an activist for public and social causes. On his 
left is Senator Gulshan Saeed, who is 
Chairperson of the Committee on Ports and 
Shipping. She is a leader of the Pakistan Muslim 
League and an activist for Women Rights as 
well. On her left is Senator Jan Muhammad 
Jamali. He is Deputy Chairman of the Senate 

and is former Chief Minister of the Province of 
Balochistan. He is also one of PakistanÕs most 
enlightened politicians among the youth and 
other politicians. On his left is Senator Talha 
Mahmood. He is from the Opposition religious 
party JUI, which is running the Frontier Province. 
He is an activist for public causes and runs a 
number of non-governmental organizations. Next 
to him, also from the Opposition, is a very 
distinguished personality, Senator Prof. Khurshid 
Ahmed, who is Vice President of the religious 
parties group, the MMA and a senior leader of 
the Jamaat-i-Islami. He is former Minister for 
Planning and Development. He is one of our 
leading economists and Islamic intellectuals and 
heads a think tank by the name of IPS (Institute 
of Policy Studies). On his right is Senator 
Maulana Sami-ul-Haq, a leading scholar and 
head of PakistanÕs most prominent and influential 
seminary (Madrassah) at Akora Khattak in the 
North West Frontier Province.  He has been 
very active on issues pertaining to Afghanistan. 
He is Chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Religious Affairs. Then we have Mr. Iftikharullah 
Babar, who is Secretary of the Committee. He, 
in fact, was instrumental in putting the visit 
together along with Mr. Steffen Sachs. So, sir 
this is our team.

Mr. Karl A. Lamers, Vice President NATO 
Parliamentary Assembly: 
Thank you very much Senator Mushahid, for 
this very warm welcome here. On behalf of our 
delegation, I say, it is a great pleasure for us to 
be here. We greatly appreciate your invitation 
and I want to particularly thank you personally, 
Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed, Chairman 
Senate Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs 
for making this visit possible. You did a lot of 
things, I know, thank you very much. This is the 
first visit ever of the Parliamentary delegation of 
NATO and so we are eager to get to know your 
views on security issues. I think that is such a

Òwe hope that this process will lead 
to a resolution of the major flashpoint 
in our relations with India in the last 
55 years namely, the contentious issue 

of Kashmir for which there are 
unanimously passed resolutions of 
the United Nations Security Council, 
which are still on the United NationÕs 
Agenda that seek the KashmirisÕ right 
to determine their own destiny Ð the 
right of self-determination, which is 

an inalienable right.Ó 
(Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed)
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complex field of policy, we speak about today, 
that it is very wise to be here, to gather our own 
impression of what is going on here in this 
important region.

Let me, at first, introduce the members of our 
delegation. On my right, there is Mr. Jan 
Peterson, former Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
Norway and now Vice President of the 
Parliamentary Assembly of NATO. To his right 
is Mr. Bart van Winsen, from Netherlands, he is 
Rapporteur on the Political Committee and sub-
Committee from NATO partnership. Then there 
is Rasa Jukneviciene, from Lithuania. She is 
head of our delegation and very prominent 
member of our Parliament. And to her right, is 
Mr. Nikolai Kamov from Bulgaria, Vice Chairman 
of the Political Committee. To my left is Mr. 
Frank Graef and then there is Mrs. Raynell 
Andreychuk from Canada, who has a very high 
position in our Parliament. She is General 
Rapporteur of the political committee. Then there 
is Mr. Denis MacShane, former Minister of United 
Kingdom and high rank member in our 
Parliamentary Assembly of NATO. Mr. Steffen 
Sachs is Director of the Political Committee of 
NATO Parliamentary Assembly and he, along 
with Mr. Babar, made all the efforts to materialize 
this visit. 

Please allow me to make a few short remarks 
about what we are doing. The Parliamentary 
Assembly of NATO is formally independent of 
NATO but there are strong links between 
Parliamentary Assembly of NATO and NATO 
itself. All of us belong to our national parliaments 
and most of us hold key positions there. We are 
appointed for the Parliamentary Assembly of 
NATO, so it is possible to make a good link 
between that what is going on in the national 
parliaments and in NATO Parliament and so 
that we are able to bring the mission from national 
parliaments to NATO Parliament and vice versa 

and I think that is very important. Most of us 
since many, many years belong to this 
Parliamentary Assembly of NATO. We are friends 
since a long time and we have strong connections 
to each other and so, I think we have a good 
possibility to make an exchange of views inside 
NATO Parliament and outside. NATO Parliament 
consists of 248 members from 26 Member States 
and 59 members from 13 countries with 
Associate status and beyond that, there are 
many Observers from other countries 
participating in our sessions. To be here, it was 
our wish and so once more, thank you very 
much. 

Pakistan and NATO share a number of security 
concerns and common interests. We recognize 
your countryÕs role Ð important role, and 
contribution to the security especially of

ÒSo, the original sin was committed 
by the US when without settling and 
stabilizing Afghanistan they left that 
country. In 2002, the US imposed war 

on Iraq because there was no 
governance and administration there. 
Pakistan opposed the Iraq war because 
it had no international sanction and 

we consider it an unjust and an illegal 
war. So there has been a deterioration 
of the situation, a certain unraveling 

and the resurgence of Taliban, 
resurgence in poppy cultivation, 
resurgence in corruption and the 

resurgence in maladministration. Now 
Pakistan is being blamed for the 

mistakes made within Afghanistan, 
where the problem lies.Ó

(Senator Mushahid Hussain Sayed)




