Pak-US Re-engagement 
Given the Pak-US transactional relationship, Pakistan finds itself free from any longitudinal commitment to the US. 
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Certain recent developments are indicative of a revival of the lost bonhomie between Pakistan and the United States (US). The window of opportunity was opened when Pakistan got hold of a suspect of bombing at Kabul airport. Reportedly, Pakistan’s Field Marshal General Asim Munir took personal interest in informing the US authorities of the development and facilitated the handing over. The act is projected as a gesture of goodwill and portrayed as a declaration of Pakistan’s counter-terrorism commitments.
During the four-day conflict between Pakistan and India, at the behest of the US, Saudi Arabia remained instrumental in ensuring a ceasefire between the warring countries. Through his Twitter handle, US President Donald Trump announced that broker a ceasefire between Pakistan and India in return for better trade opportunities with the US. Trump used trade as an instrument to persuade both countries to conclude the war immediately.
Pakistan found a chance to cash in on the situation. Though efforts to let Pakistan’s Field Marshal visit the US had been going on for months, this was an opportune time. For Pakistan, room for accommodation also existed in the corridors of both the Pentagon and Washington, DC. Trump and his cabinet members offered Pakistan’s Field Marshal an opportunity to meet them, away from the eyes of the US media. In return, Pakistan appreciated the efforts of Trump by nominating his name for the Nobel Peace Prize, 2026.
To many analysts, this pattern of development signposts a shift towards a new strategic Pak-US partnership. In fact, it is not. For more than two decades, the nature of Pak-US relations has been falling into the ambit of a transactional relationship. That is, a need-based or issue-specific relationship outlining the contours of bilateral cooperation. The major need or issue has been Pakistan’s cooperation in measures meant for countering terrorism. In this regard, a factor that has harmed Pakistan most is its perceived clientage status. That is, Pakistan needs the US to run its financial affairs, be it the military up-gradation (including the sustaining of F-16 aircraft) or be it seeking direct financial help from the Bretton Woods institutions such as the International Monetary Fund and World Bank to service foreign debts. The consequent dependence of Pakistan on the US is compromising the status of Pakistan in the equilibrium describing Pak-US relations. The imbalance has, over the years, pushed Pakistan towards its geographically contiguous neighbor, China.
Currently, required by the US, the most relevant cooperation of Pakistan is in the area of counter-terrorism. During two decades of the war on terror (2001-2021), fought mostly in Pakistan’s neighborhood and sometimes inside it, the US nursed certain grievances against Pakistan. One of them was that Pakistan was underperforming. Another was that Pakistan was a retreat of the militants (especially of al-Qaeda and their associates, the Taliban) fighting against the US and its allied forces in Afghanistan. This was why, at the beginning of his first Presidential tenure, through his Twitter handle, Trump accused Pakistan of deceiving the US: Pakistan received billions of dollars but failed to deliver on the promises. It is not possible that Trump has forgotten the allegation, which embarrassed Pakistan publicly. It is, however, possible that Trump has used a different tactic this time to meet the same end. Trump is enticing Pakistan into cooperating by not disrupting the regime of the Afghan Taliban ruling over Kabul. At the moment, Trump is busy overseeing two conflicts in the world. Any disruption in Afghanistan caused directly or indirectly by Pakistan would add an additional burden on the Trump presidency.
This is a wearisome juncture, as Pakistan is getting exasperated by continual attacks by the militants of the Tehrek e Taliban Pakistan (TTP), which has taken refuge in Afghanistan and which is backed by the ruling regime of the Afghan Taliban. Pakistan has warned Kabul several times about the deadly deeds of the TTP. Recently, on June 29, at Mir Ali, North Waziristan, the Hafiz Gul Bahadur group of the TTP launched a suicide attack on the bomb disposal unit of the Pakistan Army and claimed the lives of more than a dozen soldiers and a dozen civilians. The TTP operative had rammed his explosive-laden vehicle into the convoy of the Pakistan Army, making it the deadliest attack done recently, oozing far-reaching repercussions because the explosive used was some weapon-grade material not found in Pakistan. It means that this material was smuggled from Afghanistan and used against the Pakistan Army. More such devastating attacks might be in the offing.
Pakistan has been fighting against terrorism for its own sake. If Pakistan’s efforts also serve the US purpose, it multiplies the effect. Pakistan will keep on fighting against terrorism, whether or not appreciated by the US. The reason is simple: terrorism has crept inside Pakistan’s borders from Afghanistan and has been consuming the lives of Pakistan’s soldiers and civilians alike.
Given the Pak-US transactional relationship, Pakistan finds itself free from any longitudinal commitment to the US. Pakistan views any hint of renewed Pak-US warmth as temporary, as it is perceived as being need-based. You help us; we will help you. Nevertheless, Pakistan tends to see China as its longstanding strategic partner. Though Pakistan and China will remain tied to each other, Pakistan will keep on cooperating with the US in the areas which are not in clash with China’s interests. Nevertheless, China’s interests have recently converged with Pak-US counter-terrorism interests related to Afghanistan. Another point of convergence is that both the US and China want Pakistan not to destabilize the ruling regime in Kabul, but to keep on fighting against the TTP.
Hence, the recent rise in Pak-US affability is a reflection of the need-based relationship, the major implication of which is to save the regime of the Afghan Taliban ruling over Kabul, while eradicating the TTP.
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