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Broker or Player?  
Decoding Qatar’s Taliban Strategy and Its Costs for Pakistan 

When Pakistan and Afghanistan’s Taliban regime agreed to a ceasefire in Doha on October 
19, 2025, it was tiny Qatar – better known for its gas wealth and Al Jazeera network – at the 
center of the diplomacy. The agreement, mediated by Qatar and Turkiye, paused the fiercest 
border clashes since the Taliban’s 2021 takeover of Kabul (reuters.com). But almost 
immediately, controversies emerged. Doha’s initial statement optimistically hoped the truce 
would ease tensions “on the border between the two brotherly countries.” Within hours, Qatari 
officials quietly scrubbed the word “border” from their website (amu.tv). The change, reportedly 
made at the Taliban’s request, was no trivial edit – it signaled Qatar’s deference to the Taliban’s 
refusal to recognize the Durand Line as an international boundary.  

Days later, Pakistanis were rattled again when Qatar’s state-run Al Jazeera channel displayed 
maps depicting the entire disputed Kashmir region as part of India, contrary to Pakistan’s 
stance (statetimes.in). In an Al Jazeera panel on the Pakistan-Afghan tensions, only two 
Afghan commentators and one Western think-tank analyst appeared – no Pakistani voice – 
reinforcing perceptions of a subtle bias.  

These incidents have prompted pointed questions in Islamabad: What game is Qatar playing 
with the Taliban? Is Doha a neutral peacemaker in good faith, or pursuing its own (or someone 
else’s) agenda at Pakistan’s expense?  

This article delves into 15 years of Qatar-Taliban ties, the recent ceasefire diplomacy, and 
regional power dynamics to decipher Qatar’s true aims – and what Pakistan can do in 
response. 

1. Fifteen Years of Qatar-Taliban Ties 

Qatar’s relationship with the Afghan Taliban stretches back to the late 2000s, long before the 
world noticed. In 2010, as the US war in Afghanistan ground on, Washington and Kabul quietly 
sought a venue to talk to Taliban insurgents about peace. The Gulf monarchy of Qatar 
volunteered. By 2013, at the request of the United States, Qatar agreed to host a Taliban 
political office in Doha (en.unav.edu). Remarkably, this made Qatar’s capital the only place in 
the world where American diplomats and Taliban emissaries were based in the same city. The 
Obama administration calculated that there was no military victory to be had in Afghanistan; 
Qatar’s help was needed to negotiate an exit (en.unav.edu). Doha offered the Taliban a neutral 
sanctuary – something the militants preferred over Saudi Arabia or Turkey, which they deemed 
too close to Kabul (bbc.com). 

From the outset, Qatar’s ties to the Taliban were controversial. When the Doha office opened 
in June 2013, the Taliban raised their flag and called it the “Islamic Emirate” embassy, enraging 
then-Afghan President Hamid Karzai. The office was promptly shut to the public, but Taliban 
envoys remained comfortably in Qatar under Qatari government hospitality (aljazeera.com).  

Over the years, Doha became the Taliban’s diplomatic hub.  

In 2014, Qatar brokered a swap of five senior Taliban prisoners (the “Taliban Five”) from 
Guantanamo Bay in exchange for a captured US soldier, with the freed Taliban living in Doha 
under Qatar’s watch. This drew criticism that Qatar was pampering insurgents: reports 
described Taliban officials in Doha enjoying luxury SUVs, large villas, and “five-star hotel” 
treatment courtesy of the Qatari state (newsweek.com). Such indulgence, the 2015 
Newsweek report noted, gave Taliban leaders a false sense of legitimacy and leverage – 
raising fears they would use Doha as a base to strengthen ties with militant allies (including in 
Pakistan) rather than honestly negotiate peace (huffpost.com). US lawmakers, too, were 
uneasy that Qatar allowed Taliban figures to move freely abroad and “live with impunity” while 
American troops were still dying fighting the Taliban. 
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Yet, Qatar persisted. It balanced its US alliance (Qatar hosts the largest US airbase in the 
Middle East) with open lines to Washington’s foe, the Taliban – a remarkable diplomatic 
tightrope.  

Doha’s payoff came in February 2020, when it hosted and facilitated the US-Taliban “Doha 
Agreement.” This deal saw the Taliban pledge to cut ties with al-Qaeda and start talks with 
Kabul, while the US agreed to withdraw troops (reuters.com). The Qatari foreign minister stood 
smiling alongside Taliban and American negotiators.  

For Qatar, it was a soft-power coup: proof that Doha was an indispensable peacemaker on 
the world stage (washingtoninstitute.org). Western officials lavished praise on Qatar’s role – 
Germany’s foreign minister flew to Doha to thank the emir for helping keep Kabul airport open 
after the takeover, and other NATO ministers beat a path to Doha’s doors 
(washingtoninstitute.org). In short, Qatar spent the last 15 years cultivating the Taliban and 
reaped prestige as the conduit between the militants and the world. 

2. Mediator with Motives 

Why has Qatar invested so much in the Taliban, even when it risked angering its American 
and Arab allies? The answer lies in Qatar’s broader strategic vision. Qatar’s emirate has long 
punched above its weight by positioning itself as a mediator in conflicts from Sudan to 
Lebanon. Beginning in the 2010s, Doha broke from Saudi Arabia’s shadow and charted an 
independent foreign policy (en.unav.edu). Hosting the Taliban was part of this strategy. As one 
analyst noted, Qatar seeks to “improve its regional position” by being the indispensable go-
between (en.unav.edu). Two decades ago, Qatar was seen as a sleepy Gulf monarchy under 
Saudi tutelage; today, it’s a diplomatic powerbroker that can talk to all sides – from the US to 
Islamists that others shun (en.unav.edu). 

This approach has apparent self-interest. 

Doha’s close engagement with the Taliban, for instance, boosted Qatar’s leverage with 
Washington, which needed Doha’s help on Afghanistan (en.unav.edu). Simultaneously, it gave 
Qatar influence in a region (South Asia) where rival Gulf states had traditionally held sway. 
Qatari leaders likely calculated that supporting Islamic movements like the Taliban could win 
Doha goodwill among Islamists and distinguish it from competitors like the UAE and Saudi 
Arabia (newsweek.com). Indeed, during the 2017 Arab Gulf crisis, Saudi and Emirati officials 
accused Qatar of “supporting terrorists” – referencing groups like the Taliban, Muslim 
Brotherhood, and Hamas, with which Doha had cordial ties. Qatar denied abetting terrorism, 
but proudly maintained that engagement (even with extremists) is vital for conflict resolution. 
Doha’s view is that it can “play both sides” – hosting a major U.S. airbase while also offering 
sanctuary to America’s adversaries – to raise Qatar’s standing ultimately. As a tiny state, Qatar 
bet on diplomacy as its strength: keeping lines open to all, never burning bridges. 

This bet has brought Doha influence and controversy in equal measure. Critics say Qatar’s 
indulgence of the Taliban and similar groups has undermined peace by giving militants an 
international stage and little pressure to compromise (en.unav.edu). Even after the Taliban 
seized power in Kabul in 2021 through force, reneging in spirit on the Doha Agreement’s 
promise of a negotiated settlement, Qatar neither condemned the Taliban nor severed ties. 
On the contrary, it doubled down: Qatari diplomats became intermediaries for Western 
countries dealing with the new Taliban government, and Doha helped reopen Kabul’s airport 
and deliver aid (theguardian.com, thedailybeast.com). This unwavering engagement has 
drawn fire. “Doha’s attitude gave the Taliban a certain legitimacy they wouldn’t otherwise have 
had,” charged one commentary, accusing Qatar of encouraging the Taliban’s 
intransigence(en.unav.edu).  

Some Western officials grumbled that Qatar failed to moderate the Taliban despite its unique 
access. Notably, the Taliban never fulfilled key Doha deal pledges – they sidelined other 
Afghan factions, imposed draconian bans on women, and, relevant to Pakistan, never entirely 
cut ties with international “jihadist” groups. By late 2021, there were murmurs in Islamabad 
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and beyond that, Qatar’s “neutral mediator” stance was letting the Taliban dodge 
accountability. Qatar’s own foreign minister, however, insists Doha is no puppeteer: “Qatar 
does not influence the Taliban,” he said in an August 2021 interview, adding that if it did, “we 
could have reached a peace agreement… Qatar is just a neutral mediator,” 
(washingtoninstitute.org). That admission – that Doha claims it cannot control the Taliban – is 
telling. It suggests that Qatar’s primary goal may not be to enforce peace, but to maintain its 
role as a facilitator, come what may. 

3. Doha Agreement and Aftermath 

The 2020 Doha Agreement is a case in point of Qatar’s delicate – some say dubious – 
balancing act. The deal was hailed as a breakthrough: the Taliban promised they would not 
allow Afghan soil to be used against others (read: no al-Qaeda or transnational terror plotting), 
and agreed to negotiate a power-sharing peace with the Afghan Republic. In return, the US 
and NATO would withdraw all troops (aljazeera.com). Qatar’s diplomats worked tirelessly to 
get both sides to the table. But once signed, the agreement unraveled.  

The intra-Afghan peace talks that Qatar hosted made little progress before the Taliban walked 
away and chose a military victory in 2021. The Taliban’s lightning takeover of Kabul in August 
2021 effectively torpedoed the Doha deal’s core premise – that talks, not war, would settle 
Afghanistan’s future.  

Pakistan, for its part, initially welcomed the end of US “occupation” next door, but soon faced 
déjà vu: a triumphant Taliban emboldening their Pakistani Taliban (TTP) brethren, and violence 
spilling across the Durand Line. 

Where was Qatar as the Doha deal fell apart?  

From Islamabad’s view, Doha stood silent. There were no public Qatari condemnations when 
the Taliban reneged on forming an “inclusive” government or when cross-border terror attacks 
into Pakistan surged. This fed the perception that Qatar’s interest lay less in the agreement’s 
principle and more in the process that elevated Qatar diplomatically.  

Indeed, international criticism emerged that Qatar had “failed to guarantee” the Taliban’s 
compliance with the deal’s terms (washingtoninstitute.org). By hosting the accord, Qatar had 
implicitly vouched for it – yet when Taliban fighters blitzed across Afghanistan in 2021 instead 
of negotiating, Doha did not leverage what clout it had to restrain them. In fairness, perhaps 
no one could have; Pakistan itself, long seen as holding the Taliban’s leash, also proved 
unable to stop their march.  

But the episode underscored a reality: Qatar’s actual influence over Taliban behavior is limited, 
and perhaps intentionally so. Doha has cast itself as a facilitator, not an enforcer. That stance 
preserves Qatar’s relations with the Taliban – at the cost of frustrating those (like Pakistan) 
who expect Doha to hold the Taliban to their word. 

4. Ceasefire Diplomacy and Controversies 

All these factors set the stage for the October–November 2025 crisis between Pakistan and 
the Afghan Taliban, and Qatar’s contentious role in it. After Pakistani airstrikes targeted TTP 
militant hideouts in Afghanistan in early October, the Taliban retaliated with major assaults on 
Pakistani border outposts (tehrantimes.com, arynews.tv). The border war escalated, with 
dozens killed on each side (aljazeera.com). Facing the worst hostilities since 2021, Pakistan’s 
civilian and military leaders were under pressure to end the clashes but also to get the Taliban 
to address the underlying issue – the TTP sanctuaries. Qatar (along with Turkiye) seized the 
initiative to mediate. 

On October 19, after days of talks in Doha, Pakistan’s Defence Minister Khawaja Asif and the 
Taliban’s Defence Minister Mullah Mohammad Yaqoob Mujahid announced an “immediate 
ceasefire” (reuters.com). Kabul formally agreed to “deny support” to groups operating against 
Pakistan, essentially a promise to rein in the TTP (reuters.com, reuters.com). For a brief 
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moment, it appeared Qatar’s facilitation had produced a diplomatic win: guns fell silent, and a 
roadmap to de-escalation was in sight.  

Yet controversy struck almost instantly – over a single word. Qatar’s Foreign Ministry press 
release referenced reduced tensions “on the border” between the two countries (amu.tv, 
amu.tv). This innocuous phrase infuriated the Taliban, who consider the Pakistan-Afghanistan 
frontier illegitimate. The Taliban demanded Qatar retract any mention of an international 
border. Astonishingly, Qatar complied. By the next day, Doha had edited its official statement 
to remove “on the border”, now saying only “between the two brotherly countries” (amu.tv, 
amu.tv). The revised wording conspicuously avoided recognizing the Durand Line – a symbolic 
nod to the Taliban’s stance. Afghan observers immediately noted the change as a diplomatic 
victory for Kabul’s hard line (amu.tv). Even the Taliban’s Mullah Yaqoob gloated to the press 
that the Durand Line issue was “not discussed” in Doha, dismissing it as an “imaginary border” 
and a matter for “the nation” to decide, not any government (amu.tv). 

In Pakistan, this episode rang alarm bells. It appeared that Qatar was bending over backwards 
to keep the Taliban happy – even at Pakistan’s expense. Pakistani officials privately bristled 
that Doha had, in effect, legitimized the Taliban’s intransigence on a core sovereignty issue. 

“After the talks, Pakistan was angry at the Qatari government for succumbing to the Taliban 
demand” to drop the border reference, reported one regional outlet (m.economictimes.com). 
The ceasefire language spat fed into a growing narrative in Islamabad that Qatar might be 
“too close” to the Taliban to be an impartial mediator. After all, if Qatar were to alter official 
statements to avoid offending Kabul, would it also soft-pedal enforcement of the Taliban’s 
promises (such as clamping down on TTP fighters)?  

That concern seemed valid as the days passed.  

The Taliban did not publicly acknowledge any responsibility for TTP attacks, and indeed, terror 
incidents in Pakistan continued during the ceasefire period. Yet Doha issued no public 
reminders or rebukes to the Taliban about their pledge “not to support groups against Pakistan” 
(reuters.com). If anything, Taliban spokesmen turned around and accused Pakistan of 
violating the truce with a cross-border drone strike, while insisting they were observing 
restraint out of respect for the talks (aljazeera.com).  

Qatar stayed mum through these exchanges, at least in public. To Pakistani eyes, it looked as 
if the Taliban were using the Doha-brokered ceasefire to buy time and legitimacy – much as 
they had arguably used the Doha peace process in 2020 – while Qatar played along as host 
without exerting pressure. 

Then came the Al Jazeera affair.  

In early November, the Pakistani observers noticed that Al Jazeera – Qatar’s state-funded 
international media powerhouse – was depicting maps that showed Kashmir wholly as part of 
India in its coverage.  

On Al Jazeera’s Arabic channel, a discussion of tensions along the Pakistan-Afghanistan 
border was accompanied by a map erasing the Line of Control and Pakistan-administered 
Kashmir (statetimes.in). Many Pakistanis saw this as a deliberate slight, given that Qatar 
surely knows Pakistan’s sensitivities on Kashmir’s status.  

Even Al Jazeera’s English online reports included an infographic of “Operation Sindoor” 
(India’s May 2025 strikes on Pakistan), which highlighted Indian targets in Pakistan but did not 
clearly mark Kashmir as disputed (aljazeera.com).  

Was this an editorial oversight or a message? Indian commentators certainly read it as the 
latter. “Al Jazeera’s updated map…is a diplomatic message to Pakistan that the world no 
longer buys its narrative [on Kashmir],” crowed a spokesperson for India’s ruling party, calling 
the map change “long overdue recognition” of India’s claims (statetimes.in). He even 
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speculated that Doha was signaling a tilt towards India after losing patience with Pakistan’s 
“outdated rhetoric” and “inconsistencies” in foreign policy.  

While that is clearly a partisan Indian view, the fact remains: Qatar’s flagship media did 
something unprecedented – aligning with India’s map – at a time when Pakistan-Taliban ties 
were strained. Coupled with the skewed panel on Al Jazeera (with two Afghans and no 
Pakistani voice), it fed the perception in Pakistan that Qatar is leaning away from Pakistan in 
regional disputes. 

5. Qatar’s Regional Calculus 

To understand Qatar’s behavior, one must view it in the wider geopolitical lens.  

Qatar’s foreign policy may appear idealistic (conflict mediation, pan-Arab solidarity rhetoric), 
but hard-headed calculations of state interest often guide it. In South Asia, Pakistan once 
loomed large as a partner – a fellow Islamic nation with a strong military, usually aligned with 
Gulf Arab positions. Millions of Pakistani expatriates work in the Gulf, including Qatar. Qatar 
has also been a key LNG supplier to energy-starved Pakistan. Yet politically, Islamabad has 
often gravitated to Riyadh and Abu Dhabi for support, sometimes at Doha’s expense.  

For instance, during the 2017 Saudi-UAE embargo on Qatar, Pakistan tried to stay neutral but 
was viewed as tilting toward its traditional Saudi patrons. There were hints of Qatar’s 
displeasure then; now, some suggest Doha sees Pakistan as an unreliable friend who 
“prioritised Saudi Arabia over Doha” (statetimes.in). In contrast, Qatar’s relations with India 
have warmed. India is a major buyer of Qatari natural gas and an increasingly important 
investor. The two states have steadily deepened cooperation in energy, defense, and trade. 
By late 2025, India-Qatar ties will be at a high point, encompassing strategic dialogue and 
economic projects. Simply put, India matters to Qatar’s future more than it used to – and 
arguably more than Pakistan does at the moment. 

This could explain why Qatar is unruffled about nudging Pakistan diplomatically. Wooing India 
aligns with Qatar’s vision of being a global player: New Delhi is an emerging great power and 
a lucrative market. Pakistan, unfortunately, is mired in political and economic crises that have 
dented its regional clout. Doha may calculate that gently distancing itself from Pakistan’s 
hardline positions (e.g., on Kashmir or the Taliban) will help cement Qatar’s image as a 
pragmatic, globally minded actor.  

Notably, Qatar is not alone in the Gulf in rethinking ties amid the Taliban’s return. The United 
Arab Emirates (UAE) and Saudi Arabia – rivals-turned-reconciled with Qatar – have also 
engaged the Taliban regime, but warily. Initially, Riyadh and Abu Dhabi seemed content to let 
Qatar take the lead with the Taliban, given Doha’s history. However, as the Taliban’s behavior 
raises security concerns (terrorism, refugee flows), Gulf states are keen to ensure Afghanistan 
does not destabilize the broader region. The Gulf monarchies share an underlying fear of 
unchecked political Islamist movements that could embolden extremists elsewhere. Publicly, 
most Arab League members have deferred to Qatar’s “neutral” role in Afghanistan 
(washingtoninstitute.org).  

But behind closed doors, Saudi Arabia and the UAE actually trust Pakistan more than Qatar 
when it comes to influencing the Taliban. Analysts note that Riyadh and Abu Dhabi, still wary 
of Qatar’s closeness to Islamist groups, would “lean towards relying on Pakistan as a medium 
of influence” in Kabul (washingtoninstitute.org). In other words, Saudi/UAE see Pakistan as a 
more ideologically aligned channel, whereas Qatar is viewed with some suspicion due to its 
Muslim Brotherhood-friendly past.  

This creates an intriguing dynamic: Qatar and Pakistan are competitors of sorts for primacy in 
Afghanistan policy. In the immediate aftermath of the Taliban’s 2021 victory, many thought 
Islamabad would hold the reins. But Qatar swiftly positioned itself as the Taliban’s international 
liaison. Some Pakistani strategists quietly resent how Doha eclipsed Islamabad as the 
Taliban’s gateway to global recognition. 
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Today, Taliban relations are almost a tug-of-war: Pakistan has deep ethnic, religious, and 
historical ties with the movement, whereas Qatar offers the Taliban financial aid, a diplomatic 
platform, and alternative partnerships (like outreach to Turkey, Iran, and now potentially India).  

The Taliban themselves play this balancing game: they keep Pakistan at arm’s length to assert 
independence, while leveraging Qatar for international outreach – but also keeping Qatar from 
demanding too much in return. If Qatar’s “game” with the Taliban has a long-term objective, it 
likely is to entrench Doha as the key broker of Afghanistan’s future, enhancing its geopolitical 
relevance. Whether that aligns with peace is debatable.  

Doha indeed prefers stability in Afghanistan (chaos could spill over to the Gulf via terror or 
drugs). But Qatar will also prioritize its influence – meaning it may tolerate a certain level of 
Taliban hardline behavior or Pakistani displeasure, as long as Qatar remains the indispensable 
interlocutor. It is notable that when Pakistan’s talks with the Taliban faltered in November, 
India’s shadow loomed large. Pakistani officials openly accused the Taliban of “sitting in India’s 
lap” and acting at India’s behest to harm Pakistan (aljazeera.com). The Taliban angrily denied 
this. Yet, tellingly, just weeks prior, the Taliban’s foreign minister visited New Delhi – the first 
such trip – and India reopened its embassy in Kabul. Qatar likely welcomes this: the Taliban 
engaging India (Qatar’s friend) makes them less dependent on Pakistan (Qatar’s competitor) 
and keeps Afghanistan in a multi-aligned posture that Doha can help navigate. Thus, one could 
argue Qatar’s long game is to weave a web of relationships (Taliban, India, Turkey, even Iran) 
that secures its own role in South-Central Asia, irrespective of Pakistan’s preferences. 

6. Implications for Pakistan 

So, what is Qatar’s game with the Taliban?  

The evidence suggests that Doha is playing a long, self-serving diplomatic game – neither a 
subversive plot at the behest of a hidden master nor a purely altruistic quest for peace. Qatar’s 
actions over the past 15 years have consistently aimed to position it as the premier broker in 
Afghanistan, boosting its global clout. In doing so, Qatar often aligns with whichever actors 
bolster its standing (be it the US, the Taliban, or now India), rather than with Pakistan’s 
immediate interests. Doha’s willingness to appease the Taliban on symbolic issues like the 
Durand Line (amu.tv), and its state media’s recent signaling favorable to India (statetimes.in), 
indicate that Qatar is not acting at Pakistan’s behest – and may well be comfortable sidelining 
Pakistan’s narrative. If a third party’s influence is at play, it could simply be the confluence of 
Qatar’s and Washington’s interests (keeping channels to the Taliban open) or Doha’s growing 
affinity with New Delhi – not some grand anti-Pakistan conspiracy, but cold calculus of 
influence. Qatar likely does mean to prevent outright war in the region – conflict is bad for 
business and reputation – but “peace” on Qatar’s terms may fall short of the security 
guarantees Pakistan seeks. The failed promises of the Doha Agreement and the porous 
“ceasefire” underscore this gap between Qatar’s process and tangible outcomes for Pakistan’s 
security. 

For Pakistan, the takeaway is sobering.  

When the chips are down, it often stands alone. In May 2025, when India launched “Operation 
Sindoor” missile strikes inside Pakistan after a Kashmir militant attack, Islamabad faced 
intense international pressure to hold fire. Friendly Gulf states quietly urged restraint, warning 
they could do little if war escalated. Pakistan’s Army Chief, General (now Field Marshal) Asim 
Munir, reportedly told them Pakistan would “take care of it on our own” – and proceeded to 
launch “Operation Bunyan-un-Marsoos,” a punishing retaliatory strike campaign against India 
(tribune.com.pk). The crisis ended with Pakistan defending its interests essentially single-
handedly, while allies served as concerned bystanders. The lesson was not lost on Pakistan’s 
security establishment.  

Likewise, with the Taliban threat next door, no outside power will fight Pakistan’s fight against 
TTP terror. Doha’s mediated truces may help momentarily, but if they buy the Taliban time or 
international sympathy while attacks continue, Pakistan must be ready to act based on its own 
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calculus. This does not mean spurning diplomacy; instead, it means diversifying the 
interlocutors. Pakistan could engage the Taliban through multiple channels – including direct 
bilateral talks invoking past pledges, leveraging the influence of other neighbors like China or 
Iran, which share an interest in a stable Afghan frontier, and, yes, keeping Gulf friends in the 
loop with measured expectations. Relying on any one mediator (be it Qatar or another) is a 
risk when national security is on the line. 

Pakistan should also sharpen its narrative on the global stage.  

If Qatar’s Al Jazeera is framing regional issues in ways Pakistan finds unfair, Islamabad needs 
to counter with its own diplomacy and media outreach proactively. The goal would be to ensure 
the core issue – the Taliban’s harboring of TTP militants – is not lost amid spin.  

Notably, Pakistan has begun doing this: Asim Munir publicly warned that Pakistan “will not 
tolerate cross-border militancy” and demanded the Taliban “rein in the proxies” using Afghan 
soil (reuters.com). Such candor puts the onus back on Kabul and, by extension, on facilitators 
like Qatar to acknowledge the real problem.  

Finally, Pakistan must brace for the possibility that Qatar’s long game with the Taliban might 
at times run counter to Pakistan’s immediate interests. Doha’s quest to remain friends with 
everyone – the Taliban, India, the West – means Pakistan can face diplomatic ambivalence 
when it seeks clear support. Islamabad’s best safeguard is to strengthen its own position: 
secure its borders (the ongoing fencing and surveillance on the Durand Line), maintain a 
credible deterrent against incursions, and continue counterterrorism operations against TTP 
with or without Taliban cooperation. If Qatar’s mediation helps, all the better – Pakistan can 
partake in talks to show goodwill. But if the negotiations yield more talk than action, Pakistan 
should not hesitate to diplomatically call out violations and pursue other means to protect itself.  

In sum, Pakistan should welcome peace efforts but prepare for self-reliance. As the past year 
has shown, in the end, Pakistan must often be its own guarantor of security. Qatar’s game, 
ultimately, is Qatar’s to play – Pakistan’s game must be to survive and secure its interests, 
with or without Doha’s assistance. 
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