US Democracy Summit - Did Pakistan
make the right decision?

Briefing Paper
December 2021

commandeleven

SECURING YOUR

SIX



US Democracy Summit - Did Pakistan make the right decision?

© 2021, CommandEleven. All rights reserved.
Report Authors

“US Democracy Summit — Did Pakistan make the right decision?” was researched and written by
Andrew Korybko is a political analyst, journalist and a regular contributor to several online
journals, as well as a member of the expert council for the Institute of Strategic Studies and
Predictions at the People’s Friendship University of Russia. He specializes in Russian affairs and
geopolitics, specifically the US strategy in Eurasia. His other areas of focus include tactics of regime
change, color revolutions and unconventional warfare used across the world. His book, “Hybrid
Wars: The Indirect Adaptive Approach To Regime Change”, extensively analyzes the situations in
Syria and Ukraine and claims to prove that they represent a new model of strategic warfare being
waged by the US.

About CommandEleven

CommandEleven is a research organization focused on Pakistan’s national security aspects and
enhancing global understanding and collaboration opportunities for the nation.

Founded in 2015, CommandEleven provides situational awareness to facilitate a better
understanding of the key dynamics that effect Pakistan from a national security perspective,
especially in relation to terrorism, insurgencies and extremism.

CommandEleven seeks to inform and guide public policy and decision makers in government,
business and military through a rigorous program of publications, conferences, digital medias,
policy briefings and recommendations.

Visit http://commandeleven.com for more information or contact info@commandeleven.com.




A CommandEleven Briefing Paper

Pakistan politely declined to attend the US’ “Summit for Democracy” after earlier being
invited to participate alongside over 100 others. Islamabad told Washington that it values
their bilateral relations and reaffirmed its democracy commitments in the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs’ press release about its decision. This move prompted the expert
community to debate whether Pakistan had really done what was truly in its best interests
by declining to participate in this event. Supporters pointed to the hypocritical double
standards of this politicized summit while critics claimed that the country was simply
kowtowing to China. The reality, as usual, is more complex than either side’s simple
interpretations.

The “Summit for Democracy” is indeed a hypocritical and politicized event as the author
explained in his recent analysis about it. That piece explained how the summit is intended
to ideologize the New Cold War by making the US’ conception of “democracy” the primary
fault line for dividing the world into opposing blocs. This is an insincere approach since
some of the attendees don't practice a Western form of “democracy” like the US but were
invited for strategic reasons related to Washington'’s larger New Cold War aims against
Beijing. Those countries that aren’t considered “democracies” by the US and are thus
regarded as “non-democracies” risk being victimized by Color Revolution plots on that
pretext.

Pakistan’s status is unique because despite having a democratic system in place, it cannot
be considered a copycat form of the West’s model thereof due to its distinct national
characteristics. Nevertheless, it was still invited to participate in this event, likely due to the
US’ geostrategic calculations regarding that country’s role in post-war Afghanistan,
particularly with respect to potentially facilitating the US" economic access to the broader
region via February’s agreement to construct a Pakistan-Afghanistan-Uzbekistan
(PAKAFUZ) railway. This regional connectivity project is the basis upon which the US
formed its connectivity-centric “New Quad” with the three PAKAFUZ states in July.

Another reason for inviting Pakistan had to do with the US’ desire to at least superficially
act as if it's “balancing” South Asian affairs after moving so close to that country’s Indian
rival in recent years. Not asking Pakistan to attend would have rightly been interpreted
very negatively by Islamabad, with potential political ramifications for their long-term
relations, especially when it comes to the future of post-war Afghanistan. Even though
these two countries have their fair share of problems and US President Joe Biden snubbed
Pakistani Prime Minister Imran Khan by not calling him yet, American policymakers might
have thought it to be too counterproductive not to invite Pakistan to the summit.

At the same time, though, there might have also been an ulterior motive at play which
Pakistan could have finally become aware of and thus realized that it would be too
counterproductive to its own interests to attend. That’s Taiwan'’s participation in the
summit despite that rogue island formally being part of the People’s Republic of China
(which wasn't invited) as recognized under international law and by all but around a
dozen countries, including the event’s American host. If Pakistan took part in the summit
alongside Taiwan, then it risked inadvertently offending its Chinese ally by lending
credence to the separatist aspirations of the rogue island’s de facto authorities.
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Considering all of this, it can be put forth that the US might have used the “New Quad's”
PAKAFUZ project and the superficial optics of the US’ regional “balancing” act to bait
Pakistan into participating in an event that would inevitably complicate its relations with
China, which could have been the true strategic aim that American wanted to advance by
extending its invitation to Islamabad. If Pakistan would have attended, then it would have
inadvertently signaled to China that respecting Beijing’s legitimate sensitivities regarding
Taiwan was less important for that country than exploring the potential for improving its
troubled relations with Washington.

Any objective observer could then have interpreted such a decision as having been made
out of political desperation by a government that was so eager for facetime with the
American president that it didn’t even realize how much it would have disrespected its
much more reliable Chinese strategic partner just for the chance to appear in a mass video
conference with him and literally over 100 other foreign leaders. As a proud and self-
respecting state, Pakistan wasn’t going to humiliate itself in such a shameful way, let alone
one that risked counterproductively complicating its relations with China just to
temporarily calm the government’s possible anxieties about its ties with the US.

By politely declining to participate in this very provocative and politicized event, Pakistan
debunked all such negative perceptions of it by showing how confidently it'll defend its
international prestige by refusing to kowtow to America. After all, that’s what this was
really all about. The US wanted to trick Pakistan into proverbially “bowing down and
kissing the ring” by holding out the chance of some facetime between Prime Minister
Khan and President Biden. This was a gross miscalculation on US intelligence’s part
because it proves just how incorrect their psychological profile of the Pakistani leader was
that they thought he’d spit in China’s face just for a few seconds of approval from America.

Pakistan therefore did the right thing by deciding not to take part in the “Summit for
Democracy”. In fact, this move actually reversed the strategic dynamics between it and
America putting the latter on the defensive. That's because Russia and India reaffirmed
their special and privileged strategic partnership during last week’s Putin-Modi Summit,
which resulted in them clinching a de facto hemispheric-wide “balancing” alliance despite
America’s best efforts to divide those two historical partners over the past few years. Up
until last week, the US thought it could politically abuse Pakistan then ditch it if need be
because it presumed it could rely on India as its regional replacement.

Alas, New Delhi proved that it still has enough strategic autonomy that it'll confidently
defy Washington’s CAATSA sanctions threats by not only going through with purchasing
Russia’s S-400 air defense systems, but committing to purchase even more weapons
across the coming decade. Furthermore, the Russian-Indian “balancing” alliance
unexpectedly complicates the US’ grand strategy in Asia, which in turn taught America
that it can’t take Pakistan for granted like it had been doing. Of course, it might still seek to
“punish” Pakistan for pragmatically avoiding the “Taiwanese trap” that it set for that
country through last week’s summit, but doing so would be very counterproductive for
the US.

After last week’s globally game-changing geostrategic development between Russia and
India, the US can no longer can New Delhi for granted either. That doesn’t imply that those
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two are on the brink of a major rift, but just that India has shown that while it has some
shared interests with the US vis-a-vis China, it's far from an American puppet like some
previously thought. This unexpectedly places the US in a serious predicament whereby it
must now compete with Russia and China to become India’s and Pakistan’s most preferred
partner respectively after arrogantly assuming that it was already both of theirs, which
could turn soon South Asia into one of the top theaters of rivalry in the New Cold War.



US Democracy Summit - Did Pakistan make the right decision?

About the Author

Andrew Korybko is a political analyst, journalist and a regular contributor to several online
journals, as well as a member of the expert council for the Institute of Strategic Studies
and Predictions at the People’s Friendship University of Russia. He specializes in Russian
affairs and geopolitics, specifically the US strategy in Eurasia. His other areas of focus
include tactics of regime change, color revolutions and unconventional warfare used
across the world. His book, “Hybrid Wars: The Indirect Adaptive Approach To Regime
Change”, extensively analyzes the situations in Syria and Ukraine and claims to prove that
they represent a new model of strategic warfare being waged by the US.

About CommandEleven

CommandEleven is a research organization focused on Pakistan’s national security aspects and
enhancing global understanding and collaboration opportunities for the nation.

Founded in 2015, CommandEleven provides situational awareness to facilitate a better
understanding of the key dynamics that effect Pakistan from a national security perspective,
especially in relation to terrorism, insurgencies and extremism.

CommandEleven seeks to inform and guide public policy and decision makers in government,
business and military through a rigorous program of publications, conferences, digital medias,
policy briefings and recommendations.

Visit http://commandeleven.com for more information or contact info@commandeleven.com.




