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Laqgħa mal-Ministru għall-Affarijiet Barranin tal-pakistan

THE CHAIRMAN (Onor Jason Azzopardi):  Mr. Foreign Minister, I can assure you that it’s my and the committee’s pleasure in meeting you.  It’s the first time that we’re meeting a prominent minister from Pakistan as a committee so I am sure we will have a lot of things to cover and to learn from each other.  With the added advantage of being members of the Commonwealth and the forthcoming November meeting, I think we can even have that extra impetus and extra incentive to make sure that we leave no stone uncovered in order for our bilateral relationship and our mutual contribution to the Commonwealth to increase.  

Just for formalities sake I would like to introduce the members sitting on this committee before giving you the floor.  On my right is Hon. Mario Demarco from the government side who is the Deputy Chairman of Committees in Parliament and on his right, Hon. Clyde Puli, the Chairman of the Social Affairs Committee from the Government as well.  On my left is Hon. Leo Brincat who is the shadow Foreign Minister for the Opposition and on his left, Hon. Josè Herrera shadow spokesman for the Opposition for Financial Services and Maritime Industry.  Without any further ado, I will give you the floor.

MR. KHURSHID M KASURI (Ministru għall-Affarijiet Barranin tal-Pakistan):  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  It’s also a great pleasure to meet you and all the other members of the Committee.  I have been here barely two days and first of all I would like to express my gratitude from all the Members of my Delegation and myself for the hospitality that we have received.  I say warmth and hospitality.  People have invariably been friendly and I now understand why there are so many tourists here.  

The Foreign Minister told me that when he visited China, he informed his Chinese counter-part that the number of people that visit Malta, is three times its population.  The Chinese Foreign Minister remarked that if that were to happen to China, the rest of the world would be empty.  Never the less, it’s no matter of jest that for a population of 400,000, you have 1.2 million visitors.  That is a testimony of the openness of your society. 

As far as Pakistan is concerned, we are situated in a very interesting part of the world.  For neighbours, we have India, China, Iran, Afghanistan and the Gulf and Central Asia.  Somehow all the things that happen seem to be happening around us.  And our Government has had a difficult but I would say a very rewarding task as Foreign Minister to try and improve our relations with all our neighbours, including India, with whom we had 6 wars, 3 major ones and 3 minor ones.  

The issue of Jammu and Kashmir is based on international legality where there are UN resolutions.  Although the UN resolutions on Israel and Palestine, also have not been honoured.  And that is one of the reasons why all over the Muslim world, there is a feeling that there is selectivity in the application of the UN resolutions.  Those of us who believe in a peaceful world, see what happens when states and religions fight each other.  Of course, Europe has its own examples - France and Germany - and you don’t have to run far from that.  We have a lot to learn from each other.  So we have tried to improve our relations with our neighbours.  We probably are the only country in the world which has excellent relationship with China and the US at the same time.  There are other countries that have good relations with both these countries but we manage to have excellent relations and a lot of strategic understanding with both countries.  This is nothing new.  Henry Kissinger had to pass through Pakistan when 30 years ago Pakistan facilitated a meeting between its two strategic partners, China and the US.  After the Soviet Union’s invasion of Afghanistan in 1979, Pakistan paid a big price.  And there was a major upheaval. 

After completing my studies in Britain, I returned to Pakistan which was a very peaceful and moderate country - and we still are.  But on our borders, the provinces, and the tribal areas that border and are part of Afghanistan, we have a problem which we are trying to fix.  That is why the leadership that President Musharraf has provided in the war against terrorism and Pakistan’s role in promoting regional and international peace is now accepted internationally and acknowledged by all the world leaders.  

As members of the Commonwealth, we would like to congratulate you for hosting the CHOGM meeting.  We feel that Malta has been a friend of Pakistan although we are situated in different continents.  Nevertheless, whatever interaction that Pakistan and Malta have had, has been pleasant, starting with the collaboration of Pakistan International Airlines that helped launched Air Malta.  And whether in the European Union and the Commonwealth, we still continue to find Malta to be a friend.  

What I propose to do instead of continuing voicing my own thoughts, it would be more productive if we were to have an interactive session which will probably be more focused and less rambling.  Thank you very much.

THE CHAIRMAN:  Many thanks for that very concise, sincere and blunt introduction.  The Maltese government’s position and the international opinion is that Pakistan is a very crucial and essential ally in the fight against terrorism.  In fact I would like to ask you a question on these lines.  How do you view the developments in the region, especially Pakistan bordering Afghanistan and the evolving situation in Iraq? 

MR. KHURSHID M KASURI:  I’ll answer both.  I’ll start with Afghanistan because it is our immediate neighbour.  Iraq is our neighbour but once removed because Iran is our neighbour.  In Afghanistan, there are two sorts of news. There is the news you get from newspapers.  Of course most people get news from newspapers.  In the newspapers, you can get a lot of speculative stories.  I would like to start by saying that all the world leaders, whether it’s President Bush or anyone else in the White House, or in the State department who know what’s happening are full of praise for what Pakistan has done.  

It started in 1979 when Soviet Union invaded Afghanistan.  As far as Pakistanis were concerned, we viewed it in the concept as a continuation of the great game - as it came to be known in history - as it was played in the international scene between the expanding Czarist empire and the consolidating British empire in India.  The Czarist empire wanted to reach the warm waters of the Arabian sea, Bay of Bengal and the Indian Ocean.  They could only do that by going through modern-day Pakistan, which in historic terms is all of Northern-India.  The borders of the Empire lay in what is now Pakistan.  

Some of the original thinkers in India, used to say that “He who controlled the Khyber Pass, controls the destiny of the sub-continent”.  The Khyber Pass is in Pakistan.  Despite the fact that in the old days, what went to India, was much larger in size but when distribution of assets took place in terms of the Armed Forces, almost half of them were from Pakistan.  Because in the old British Indian Empire, the army basically consisted of Punjabi Muslims, the Pathans - frontier man - and some from Nepal, the Gurkhas.  Of course there were Rajputs who are now with India but the bulk of the armed forces, at least 50%, would be from areas which in terms of population was much smaller, that is Pakistan, because we were the guardians of the Empire on the border.  The garrison of the Empire was in Rawalpindi, which is about 25 to 30 minutes far from the city of Islamabad.  That’s where the headquarters of the British Indian Army was based. 

With that in mind, we could only interpret Soviet Union’s invasion of Afghanistan in the historic context that it was a desire to expand into warm waters which were now with Pakistan.  We were not particular happy with the Soviet invasion and therefore we were quite willing and therefore will not shower all responsibility on the US and Europe.  We were more than happy when the US and Europe jumped in.  It was US propaganda, technology and money that glorified Jihad and asked the young man of the Muslim world to come and fight the God-less communists.  Muslims, from all over the world, from Morocco, Algeria, Tunisia, Saudi Arabia and Yemen, everywhere you can think of, flocked to Afghanistan and they went via Pakistan because Afghanistan is landlocked.  That is when the radicalization of our society took place and this is what we are now handling. 

In 1979, when Soviet Union invaded Afghanistan, Pakistan wanted to stop the Soviets because we were afraid that we might be the next target.  As far as the United States was concerned, it was an extension of the cold war.  In fact it was the cold war.  They wanted to beat the Soviet Union, and Pakistan was a willing ally for our own reasons.  We were not doing each other a favour but we thought it suited our common interests so when the German Chancellor visited Pakistan, we told him that German’s unification was no small measure towards what the Pakistanis did in Afghanistan.  The Germans acknowledged that when the Berlin wall was being dismembered.  But we paid a big price.  What happened was that when the west walked out - particularly the US, after the Soviet Union withdrew - there was a ten year gap, in which Osama Bin Laden, was brought by the Americans into Afghanistan to fight the Russians.  All the others consolidated themselves and actually acquired Afghanistan.  They are people who do not belong in Afghanistan but have a hold over it.  The civil war that went on for 8 to 10 years in Afghanistan provided an opportunity for the Taliban to fill in. 

The World - including the United States - was relieved that somebody was going to fill this infernal gap.  There was nobody there, everybody was fighting.  Kabul was destroyed, demolished to the ground.  So when the Taliban came in, the Americans and the Europeans welcomed them.  As far as Pakistan was concerned, we had no option and we had to live with the devil as far as Afghanistan was concerned.  We didn’t break with the communists.  With the communists, we were in control of Afghanistan and we had relations with them. We did not break relations with Prince Mohammed Daoud, who was a cousin of former King Zahir Shah - who although is still alive and is considered the Father of the Nation is not the head of state.  He was the most anti-Pakistan of Afghan leaders.  But the Pakistanis didn’t break relations with him or with anybody in Kabul or with the Taliban.  

I am trying to put things in their context.  Normally it is assumed that the Pakistanis brought the Taliban.  The Taliban were welcome by everybody.  It is only when their policies towards women, education and culture, and particularly with the demolition and bombing of the Buddhas, they started to be considered a menace by the entire men kind.  We tried to tell the Talibans that they were being isolated and that their views were backward.  They actually televised ceremonies of hanging and execution in the main square of Kabul.  All women were forced to wear a burqa and sent to their homes.  Then after 9/11, the common view was that Bush spoke to Musharraf and asked him “Are you with us or against us?” and he said “I am with you”.  That was very romantic but actually it didn’t happen that way.  Because Bush asked us “Are you with us or against us in Iraq” and we said “No, we are not with you and we will not support you”.  And we didn’t.  He asked for our troops but we refused to send them.  
In the case of Afghanistan, public opinion was already getting edgy in Pakistan, particularly in my provinces which are Punjab and Sind which are the most advanced provinces in Pakistan and where 90% of the population lives.  We were very unhappy with what we were seeing on our borders.  And on the media a new term came to be used, that said that if they are not stopped, our northern Provinces might be Talibanised.  So when this happened, it provided an opportunity for President Musharraf - who is of course a very strong and a great leader, and there were two attempts on his life for following this course - and yes, he accepted that challenge.  Commonly it is interpreted as “Are you with us or against us”.  There was one telephone call and he said “I am with you”.  But it was much more fundamental than that.  It was not one telephone call.  The Pakistanis realised that the whole world had abandoned them after the Soviet Union’s withdrawal from Afghanistan but now that the world was getting re-engaged, we did not have to depend on Taliban to keep peace in Afghanistan.  Because Taliban are so backward in their thinking, it was a prominent embarrassment for the government of Pakistan as being one of the three countries of the world who have a relationship with them.  The other two countries are Saudi Arabia and United Arab Emirates.  

Initially the Europeans and the US welcomed the Talibans as well.  But very soon, the Taliban’s abuse became known and in view of the public opinion within Europe and the US, they could not afford to accord recognition although they were privately in favour of what the Taliban’s policy of consolidating their role on Afghanistan is.  So that is why we had to do this but then, when the Taliban were removed and there was bombing in Afghanistan, there were loads of support for them in Afghanistan and on our border provinces. So the natural place for the Taliban to operate against the Americans and Karzai - who took over - was the border areas of Pakistan/Afghanistan including the Tribal agencies. 
So this in short is the background.  In the last 6 months, our Pakistan army has suffered 250 dead and many more were injured in our effort to control them.  Because first we facilitated presidential elections and now we want the next parliamentary elections to take place and we have 80,000 soldiers guarding that border.  Whereas there are 18,000 American soldiers, 8,000 European soldiers and 20,000 Afghan national army not yet fully trained.  So in all, there are just 46,000 soldiers and 80,000 Pakistan army trying to keep peace there. 

On Iraq, of course all I would say is that we were not in favour of the invasion of Iraq.  We know the Muslim world much better than the Americans do and we told them that they are going into hell and that Iraq will never accept their troops.  The Iraqis are very proud people.  They were the 3rd capital of the Islamic world after Medina, Damascus under the Ummayad rule and Baghdad under the Abbasids. The Ottomans came much later.  There is a sense of pride in their history.  They will not accept foreigners and historically they dealt with outsiders in a very ferocious manner.  But the Americans thought that with their “Shock and Awe”, they could paralyse everybody which they did, because the conventional army could not fight them with stealth bombers and the sort of abilities that they have.  So what happened in Iraq did not come as a surprise. 

Unfortunately, my prognosis is not very encouraging.  Unless we have a genuinely inclusive system, which means that the Europeans and the Americans will have to play a role to see that the Sunnis are not excluded.  The Sunnis were largely supporters of Saddam Hussein.  It’s not that they liked him but in historic terms, they were the dominant people.  Iraq in the modern sense was a creation of the British.  Before it was Mesopotamia but when Sharif Hussein of Mecca was thrown out by the Saudi Nejdi which came to conquer those areas, the sons of Sharif Hussein had to be accommodated.  Very conveniently like a piece of cake, a slice - Transjordan - was given to one son King Abdullah of Jordan, the grandfather of the present king, and another slice - Iraq - was given to another son King Faisal.  So the two new states that they had created were not a natural state.  It was just put together to give a throne to one of the sons.  Keeping all this in view, it is not going to be easy.  I am not saying that there is no way out.  Of course there is.  The United States has to play a major role, supported by the European Union but they must make sure that the Sunnis are allowed a role.  If they are excluded, then there will be no peace.

THE CHAIRMAN:  Thanks very much.  Hon. Leo Brincat.

HON. LEO BRINCAT:  Your Excellency, I know that you have touched upon the Afghan issue already but there were recent reports that a massive repatriation operation is underway in Pakistan for hundreds of Al Qaeda’s linked terrorists and Talibans to Afghanistan.  I would like to know what your opinion is on this. 

The second question concerns India.  I am aware that last April, there was an official visit by President Musharraf to New Delhi and perhaps you could tell us about the state of relations between Pakistan and India, not only on a political level but also on a commercial level.  Have things taken off or not?

My third question concerns the Middle East itself.  There have been reports that there is going to be a high-level Pakistani delegation visiting Gaza and possibly Jerusalem itself.  We also have reports that when President Musharraf will be in New York in September for the UN general assembly he is likely to meet a council of Jewish representatives.  I would like to ask whether this in any way represents any move towards the normalization and thawing of relations between Pakistan and Israel.  I am aware that so far Pakistan has to the very resolute on the Middle East issue adhering to Israel sort of going back to the pre-1967 borders and also to the implementation of the UN resolutions.  Perhaps you could elaborate a bit on this issue. 

MR KHURSHID M. KASURI:  I wasn’t aware that this was happening.  And i didn’t know that you would know.  Like I said you see news on the newspapers, but this morning I didn’t receive my faxes.  But first the Afghanistan situation.  You said there have been reports.  There were no reports in Pakistani newspapers.  We are now in the age of globalisation.  We have a very interesting phenomena.  There is news in Pakistani newspapers, then three days later it’s picked up by Reuter, BBC or CNN and is broadcasted there.  Then it gets another life.  It is republished in Pakistani newspapers as coming from Washington.  That’s the price you pay - and it’s a willing price we pay - for having an independent media.  When President Musharraf took over, there was only one channel, just one Pakistan television station that certified true gospel.  Today we cannot count the liberated electronic and print media.  So all sorts of stories are published in Pakistani press.  You have this and than you will have twenty more.  Those who are attacking us are attacking the opposition inside the country and is attacking us for twenty different motives.  Ironically this statement came from the Leader of the Opposition.  Why?  Because we decided to close down the Madrasas which will not register by the 31st of December 2005.  

So because we didn’t do that, he thought he could create news.  And then, this was picked up as usual.  It was published in Pakistani newspapers, then it was picked up by Washington and London.  And there was a reprint even in Pakistan as something very original, a curious emanated from within which was supposed to go across. 

It is so ludicrous on the face of it.  If you are a lawyer you want to look at the motive.  In criminal law first thing you see is the motive, does it serve us?  There have been two attempts on the life of the President, and one on the Prime Minister.  The Taliban regards the present regime - the present government of Pakistan - as their biggest enemy.  They feel that we helped the Americans to dislodge them.  And the fact is that the Americans could not have dislodged the Talibans if they did not have help from Pakistan.  So would we willingly like to stand on them?  Does it serve our interests?  If you can give me one reason that serves our interests I would say that there maybe something in it.  

Some people had some ingenious arguments.  Those who say that they serve Musharraf’s interest as long as there is trouble you will be needed by the rest.  OK, as a logical argument it goes that far.  It doesn’t take into account the fact that the Inter Services Intelligence of Pakistan and the CIA, the American Intelligence, the Pentagon and Pakistan army have a very close relationship, which has survived despite the ups and downs of the last fifty years.  Institutional linkages and the CIA and the ISI have been cooperating and exchanging information.

There is no way that things of this nature would remain hidden, considering the amount of interest that United States has in Afghanistan and Iraq.  They’re not macro but micro managing it, they are looking into details.  This not only in the face of such a ludicrous story, but also stories of all types and democracies.  As I have already mentioned we have eighty thousand troops on our border, which is almost twice the number of the Americans, the Europeans, and the Afghan national army put together.  In fact there’s every conceivable reason why we would want Karzai strengthened.  

First in proof of that we’re not a rich country, we have a population of 156 million.  Our purchasing power parity in terms of per capita income is one-fourth or one-fifth of Malta.  Yours I think is 1,700 per capita dollars as purchasing power parity.  We are not even 3,000.  But we have given a grant of $200 million to Afghanistan, $100 million last month and $100 million earlier.  We are trying to train their diplomats on whatever services are available.  We also offer to train their police forces.  Four years ago our trade with Afghanistan barely amounted to $30 million.  Now, three or four years later, it is $1.2 billion, nearly forty times as much.  So at one stage we were peaceful.  

Historically it is said that “When Afghanistan sneezes Pakistan catches a cold”.  That’s trouble.  We have had 4 million refugees in these twenty five years.  Trouble in Afghanistan spells trouble for Pakistan.  Four million is more than the population of 50% of the United Nations member states countries.  And we paid a big price.  Even now there are 3.1 million refugees.  These are not our figures, but are a result of a census conducted jointly by the government of Pakistan and the United Nations High Commission for Refugees.  So there can be no conceivable reason for having trouble in Afghanistan and every conceivable reason for peace and stability in Afghanistan.  

You also asked me about India.  We have fought six wars with India.  The longest war was the most ludicrous as it lasted for twenty five years.  It was fought on the Siachen Glacier which is 21,000 ft above sea level.  More people died of frost bite than of bullets.  It was a very expensive war.  But having fought with each other for six times, both countries being nuclear powers, both have missiles and now both know that they can completely destroy each other, there is no option left but to stop.  Because neither India nor Pakistan have been able - despite the size - to compel Pakistan to accept an unjust solution on Kashmir.  Pakistan did not have the power to make India stop this aggression on Kashmir, despite United Nations resolutions, which Indians may try to explain.  But in fact as the Latin expression says res ipsa loquitur which means, “The thing speaks for itself”, you don’t need any arguments.  You can have arguments, it is very ingenious but the fact is that hundreds of thousands Kashmirs have died.  They don’t want to be part of it.  Full stop, don’t give out reasons, get out.  But they are not getting out.  They said we will kill you but we won’t get out.  Now we have realised that they couldn’t throw them out just as much they realised that they couldn’t force us to accept an unjust position.  So I think President Musharraf showed a lot of courage again.  He is the first man in South Asia who said 

“We need to find a greater solution that is acceptable first of all to the Kashmirs, then to India and Pakistan.  We can’t be more just than that.  Knowing that the UN resolutions are on your side, but also knowing that a continuous state of tension and war with India will not get us very far.”  

And as to be expected our economy started growing very fast, partly because of relative peace with India.  Last year our economy grew by 8.4% which is second only to China and all of Asia.   

So talks on the peace process have been going on for about two years.  It is a structured dialogue and is called a composite dialogue.  We are discussing different aspects, not just Kashmir.  Without any doubt we have to discuss Kashmir, as that is what caused so many wars.  But we are also discussing culture, interaction, people to people contact, trade and lots of other things.  

On the issue of trade, we told the Indians that we had appointed a committee.  Ironically it is India which has given us what is called the MFN - Most Favoured Nation, and for political reason we are not.  But the irony is that their trade is increasing and ours isn’t.  And the reason is simple.  They have hidden barriers, para-tariff and excessive tariffs.  So we asked them to provide a level playing field.  The trade has gone up by maybe 200% to 300% since we started our talks.  But grossly in favour of India, because historically we have a free economy, we have far fewer barriers, it is easier to penetrate Pakistan market, you can have 100% ownership in Pakistan.  We don’t have any restrictions.  Since it is a free economy, Indians can do whatever they wanted, so we told Indians it has to be virtually beneficial.  And a Committee has been appointed.

Kashmir, I would have wanted fast, stronger and quicker progress.  And I say that because I am one of those along with the president who very strongly believe in the peace process continuing with India, so I was not ready to convert because I became foreign minister.  I was part of two unofficial dialogues with Pakistani and Indians many years earlier.  So I believe in that.  

I am interested in knowing about the latest report that you have.  Did you see it on CNN or the BBC? That news was supposed to come out, but I didn’t know that it had come out already.  Did you hear it today? 

Hon Leo Brincat:  Yes, I saw the news on the Israeli media on the Internet.  

MR KHURSHID M. KASURI:  Yes a delegation is supposed to be sent.  We agreed on that before I left Islamabad.  But as I was telling you, I did not receive any faxes yesterday.  (Interruptions)  I can’t believe that we are not receiving anything whilst in Malta.  I don’t understand it because whenever I go abroad I keep in permanent touch with the Head Office and there was nothing both yesterday and today, but we will recheck.  It should not have happened.  With Malta there’s a good communication.  I don’t know, and I can’t believe it.  But anyway.  It’s very strange, that’s all I would say.  They are….   (Interruptions) 

THE CHAIRMAN:  I will tell the Staff if you need any help.

MR KHURSHID M. KASURI:   I don’t know, maybe there are problems, I can’t believe it but I have been out of touch with Islamabad for the last forty-eight hours.  I can’t get in touch because they say nothing is coming.  It should not happen with the fax.  Maybe the problem is only with our hotel.

So yes we are sending a delegation and yes the President is going to be addressing the American Jewish congress and yes, again as a courageous leader he actually started the debate a year ago.  It lasted for three or four months, very likely to read about it in Pakistani newspapers.   

About whether we should recognise Israel or not.  Because he wants to prepare for public opinion, well automatically if there is to be peace we will recognise it as well.  But there has been so much anger on the non-implementation of United Nations resolutions in Palestine that it was quite a revolutionary thing for the President of Pakistan to say he wants a debate.  He is a courageous leader.  He started the debate and King Abdullah had also suggested that the Muslim world were prepared to recognise Israel.  Because it’s unhealthy to be living in a perpetual state of hidden denial.  We lived that life with India, and we are trying to get out of it and we understand what the Arabs and Israelis are going through.

So we were interested in taking a lead in this respect and President Musharraf will be addressing the American Jewish congress.  There will be criticism by certain religious segments in Pakistan, but then strong leadership is not following, it is leading.  Yes, your story is correct, although I didn’t have the latest information, but we had agreed on this before I came to Malta. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much.  Dr. Mario De Marco.

ONOR. MARIO DE MARCO:   Thank you, your Excellency.  I understand that the EU is to-day’s Pakistan largest trading partner.  I understand that 27% of Pakistan’s exports go to EU and essentially  (Interruptions).

MR KHURSHID M. KASURI:  How much percentage?
ONOR. MARIO DE MARCO:  27.4%.  (Interruptions) I understand that 17% of all imports to Pakistan arrive from European Union countries.  How do you view relations between the European Union and Pakistan?  Do you see scope for improvement between Pakistan and the European Union, particularly also in trade relations?  I understand also reviews…  (Interruptions) 

MR KHURSHID M. KASURI:   Pardon.  Trade relations?

ONOR. MARIO DE MARCO:  Trade relations how can they be improved?  I understand there was an issue regarding the GSP plus scheme which Pakistan desired to be implemented with the European Union.  

And coming closer to home how do you view relations between Malta and Pakistan from a trade perspective within today’s globalised economy, what areas of cooperation do you envisage can take place between Malta and Pakistan.  Thank you very much.

MR KHURSHID M. KASURI:  As far as Pakistan and the European Union are concerned, there is a very close relationship for very obvious reasons.  For example, as Britain was a colonial power for two hundred years in British/India of which Pakistan was a part, naturally Europe could not be very far away from our imagination.  And with Britain’s accession to the European Union that’s one factor.  Then we were part of various alliances during the cold war - SEATO and CENTO - and France was also a member of those alliances.  We have very good relations with the Germans and the Italians.  And as I said, historically what is now Pakistan, was all northern India, there is a lot of romance with this part with the two empires clashing.  There’s a lot literature on the Czarist and the British Empire, historically as well as purely literally.  
So there is a lot of connection between Europe and Pakistan, much before we came into being.  The first ambassadors of Europe - the British, French and Dutch came to the court of the Mughals.  So there are very close interactions.  The Pakistanis somehow consider that they are the direct inheritors of the Mughals.  Both Indians for their reasons claim for historical reason in Pakistan.  So Europe was not new.  That’s number one.

You asked also about our relationship with Europe.  That has been upgraded as a result of ratification of what is known as a ‘third generation agreement’.  I had the pleasure of being foreign minister, when that was ratified and effectively it upgrades our relationship.  There are of course problems, most important is the re-admission agreement which we are currently negotiating with the European Union.  We have had independent agreements with Italy and with the United Kingdom that will hopefully service some sort of benchmark for the sudden negotiations that we are currently conducting with the European Union as an entity.  

On the GSP Plus we are grateful for Malta in supporting us.  We felt that we needed special concentration in view of the difficult circumstances that we have already alluded to.  But the European commission and Mandelson did not agree.   So currently I suppose we might end up with GSP but not with the GSP plus, but we will not give up, we will continue to make efforts.  We have another problem, but this is also being headed at the same time, when it became clear that we will not be given the GSP plus.  

We also had the problem of ending double duty on certain parts and segments of our textiles.  We are talking to the European Union because now we have uneven playing field against others, including India.  China, Pakistan and India are the three world leaders in textile manufacturing and our main competitors are China and India.  We have been told that at least there will be level playing field with India, but how will they do it?  Apparently there’s a counter-willing duty against India because - as I referred to it earlier in response to your question - they have para-tariffs barriers and hidden barriers.  As long as we have a level playing field we thought we were entitled to an advantage in view of our difficulties.  But let alone advantage we are currently at a disadvantage.  So we are hoping that Cyprus will help us in the European Union when this issue comes up again.

As far as our bilateral relationship is concerned, our trade was at a minimum but in the last eight months it has gone up dramatically, and I don’t understand why.  They say that all of a sudden Pakistan has got interested in Maltese ships!   Malta is one of the biggest in the shipping industry and we have bought ships from Malta, because we are also trying to break the ship industry, which means maybe there is scope here.  

Of course we can also do a lot in tourism.  Pakistan has all the potential which may make it a foreign attraction in tourism.  I say ‘potential’ because we have all sorts of tourism of historic nature, lots of ancient monuments not just from the Mughal era, but also from Buddhist times and the Gandhara civilisation in the north.  Then tourists who like trekking and mountaineering, we have six of the ten or twelve highest mountains in the world.  It’s a trekkers’ paradise.  But because of the political things we have been referring to particularly since 1979, and the Pakistanis did not utilise that potential.  We need to learn a lot from Cyprus, I think they can be of cooperation in this field.   Thank you.

THE CHAIRMAN:  It was so kind of you Excellency to answer our questions and have this very interesting tête-à-tête.  If anything I am more than ever convinced of the utility of having a delegation from this committee visiting Pakistan for the very first time. 

MR KHURSHID M. KASURI:  It will be a great pleasure and we will welcome you there.

THE CHAIRMAN:  Listening to you mentioning all those historical heritages which are present in your country, I’m really keen on discovering Pakistan first hand together with this committee.  So until we meet again, hopefully, we wish you all the best. Thank you so much.

Fis-1.00 p.m. il-Kumitat aġġorna għal data li kellha tiġi komunikata aktar tard.
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