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Abstract  

After having almost five rounds of recent talks with the Taliban the US special 

envoy Zalmay Khalilzad foresees that the withdrawal of the US forces from 

Afghanistan will be accomplished in years. His statement refuted the media 

reports that US will withdraw its forces in one and a half year. During the recent 

talks the Taliban set six months deadline for its often-repeated demand of the US 

forces withdrawal from Afghanistan. The drawdown of the US forces is not new 

but has always remained the core demand of the Taliban. This was June 2011 

when the U.S announced a major news: the withdrawal of the U.S troops from 

Afghanistan. This announcement might have rejoiced tax-payers in U.S, but the 

decision has huge regional implications, especially for Afghanistan and Pakistan, 

the site for the global war on terror since 2001. Due to lack of political instability 

owing to global militarization, the economic situations in both the countries are 

alarming. Similarly, due to a collosal damage to both lives and property in the 

region, Pakistan—Afghanistan. Given this alarming situation, this study not only 

looks into this situation of uncertainty but also offers remedial measures to see 

how the situation could be improved. Though the United States had announced 

pulling out its troops from Afghanistan till the end of 2014, yet it is still not clear if 

the U.S could afford to pull out all its troops due to worsening security situation in 

the country. Whatever, minimum pull out was carried out by the Obama 

administration, the Donald Trump administration dubbed it ‘a hast withdrawal’ 

that left deep impacts on every aspect of life particularly security. In view of this 

prevailing confusion, this paper using the in-depth interviews with concerned field 

experts, to explore the possible challenges and options/prospects of Afghanistan 

beyond 2014. 

Keywords: US, NATO, Afghanistan, ANSF, ANA, Drawdown, Challenges, 

Opportunities 

Introduction 

The 9/11 terrorist attacks on Pentagon and World Trade Center were far more 

shocking and devastative as compared to the bombings on US embassies in Kenya 

and Tanzania in 1998. For both these attacks the Al-Qaeda chief Osama Bin Laden 

was held responsible but the fear of vulnerability to such more attacks spread a 

wave of shock in the US. The then president of the United States president George 

W Bush in his televised speech promised of brining the perpetrators to justice or 

vice versa and issued his ultimatum to the Taliban to hand over Osama Bin Laden 

to the US to avoid its attack. 
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Only weeks after the Taliban denial to comply with the ultimatum United States of 

America invaded Afghanistan and toppled the Taliban regime by the end of 2001. 

Consequently, in the Bonn Conference held in Germany in 2001, the international 

community installed Hamid Karzai as the new president of Afghanistan. Over a 

decade, the US and NATO forces backed the Karzai-led administration in several 

cadres i.e. education, health, and reconstruction. However, eliminating militants 

and helping Afghan government in implementing its writ remained the prime 

objective of both US and NATO forces during this whole time. Besides this, they 

have also imparted advanced training to the comprising of Afghan National Army 

(ANA) which must ultimately shoulder the security responsibility. During the last 

eighteen years, the US rarely showed its desires of withdrawing its forces at a 

proper time, but the weakness of Afghan forces halted the move. As a second 

strategy, Washington also supported talks with Taliban to restore calm to 

Afghanistan before its departure. The US endeavor to end this long war through 

peaceful talks has not yielded any fruitful results so far. Even US intends to hold 

direct talks with the Taliban leaders in February and March 2019 with the 

mediation of Pakistan.  

The United States had announced withdrawing all its troops from Afghanistan by 

the end of 2014. However, very soon US administration started using „reduction‟ 

instead of „withdrawing‟ troops, showing the erroneous use of the word. The US 

planned to keep about 10,000 troops in the war-battered Afghanistan after 2014. 

While some three years later, the American President Donald Trump in the US 

policy on Afghanistan clarified that the hasty drawdown can create a vacuum for 

the terrorists, including Islamic State in Iraq and Syria (ISIS) and Al-Qaeda to fill 

the gap instantly. He referred to the withdrawal from Iraq and dubbed it as “hastily 

and mistakenly withdrawal”(Trump, 2017). 

Before President Donald Trump, the former US defense secretary James Mattis 

while briefing the NATO allies on future strategy mentioned that the withdrawal 

of the US forces from Afghanistan was so quick and unrealistic. He remarked in 

quite a contrast to the NATO secretary-general who preferred a quicker 

withdrawal. The number of the US troops in 2011 was 130,000, however, after the 

drawdown, there are now 13,500 NATO troops in Afghanistan (BBC News, 

2017).NATO allies provided around 5,000 troops after the smoothly inked 

security-related agreement among the stakeholders i.e. Afghanistan, US and 

NATO (Associated Press, 2013). 

Firstly, in 2009 the then Afghan President Hamid Karzai demanded that foreign 

mission should culminate in 2014, which the participants sanctioned the same year 

in the NATO summit in Lisbon. It was June 2013 that 350, 000 Afghan National 

Security Force (ANSF), comprising of ANA and Afghan police took charge of 
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security in the country. By November 2013, the total number of foreign troops in 

Afghanistan was 87, 000, of them 50,000 were Americans. However, in 2012 the 

total number of coalition troops was 1, 50,000(Associated Press, 2013). 

The NATO planned to withdraw its 87,000 troops by the end of 2014 after 13 

years of fighting the war against Al-Qaeda and the Taliban. The United States 

50,000 troops were halved by February 2014, troops from the UK (7,900), 

Germany (4,400), Italy (2,800), Poland (1,550) and Georgia (1,550) were pulled 

out by the end of 2014. However, Australia planned to pull out a major chunk of 

its 1,029 troops by the end of 2013, leaving only 400 troops behind for non-

combat operations until the end of 2014 (Parashar, 2013). 

As a part of transferring power to the Afghan government, the US forces handed 

over charge of Bagram prison to the Afghan troops, however, parts of the prison, 

where notorious militants are kept are still in the control of the foreign troops.  

Likewise, US forces also transferred control of the restive Nirk district of the 

Wardak province to Afghan forces. By the same token, on the political front, US 

has also started parleys with Taliban that has passed few phases of suspension and 

resumption but is still far from a success. Taliban opened their office in Qatar for 

holding talks with representatives of US and Karzai-led government, however, 

later the office was closed. Such steps clearly indicated the seriousness of US 

handing over power to the Afghan government. The US pledged to complete the 

withdrawal process by 2014, meaning by, after 2014 one was supposed to expect a 

different Afghanistan with a small number of foreign troops. There have been 

many challenges to Afghanistan after 2014, however, during our interviews with 

the scholars, nearly all of them opined that some existing problems, security, 

economic, political, civil war and foreign interference became more chronic. Some 

of the major issues in the post-2014 scenario in Afghanistan and the region have 

been discussed below. 

Regional Instability  

Relating the withdrawal of the Soviet Union troops with the United States would 

help in analyzing the in-depth impact on the region particularly on the war-

battered Afghanistan and Pakistan. History reveals that after complete withdrawal 

of Soviet forces from Afghanistan in 1988, the United States of America ceased 

taking interest in the country and the fighters made their way to Pakistan-India 

eastern borders. While helping the fighters inside Kashmir, these fighters strained 

Pakistan and India ties. The withdrawal of coalition forces has again sensitized 

India about Pakistan‟s interference in Afghanistan (Parashar, 2013). 

With the drawdown of the NATO troops, Pakistan and India efforts regarding 

strategic influence and foothold in Afghanistan further escalated. "Pakistani 

military has always viewed the Indian presence in Afghanistan, in what it regards 
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as its "strategic Afghan backyard," as an "existential threat", even this has led 

Pakistani spy agency Inter-Service Intelligence (ISI) to restore the Taliban to 

power "so that it can oust Ashraf Ghani and his Indian friends". The persistence of 

the terror activities in Afghanistan after 2014 and the closeness of Afghanistan to 

India has almost transformed into "a staging ground for an Indo-Pakistani proxy 

war (Domínguez, 2013). 

Challenges for Afghanistan Beyond 2014 

1. Diminishing of External Security Assistance  

The withdrawal of US troops from Afghanistan has resulted in surge of Taliban 

attacks on government installations. In the last four years, Taliban has been 

succeeded in capturing though for few hours several districts of Afghanistan like 

the Kunduz district of the northern Kunduz, Khamab district in northern Jawzjan 

province and Andara district of Western Farah province. The withdrawal of the US 

troops can further cause the security situation highly alarming. 

For several reasons, maintaining security has become one of the biggest challenges 

to Afghanistan after 2014. When inside attacks, technically called as blue and 

green attacks were increased, American, Australian and German trainers took 

precautionary measures that harmed training process of the ANA. Besides, Afghan 

government halted sending its troops to Pakistan for training due to the flip-flop 

situation in both countries. According to American and Australian trainers‟ 

analysis, of around 200 battalions of ANA, only one or two battalions can have the 

potential of carrying out an independent military operation. 

ANA and the Afghan police do not represent the entire ethnic groups of the 

country. The forces of the Afghans do not have the balanced proportion of the 

ethnic groups like Pashtun, Hazara, Tajik and Uzbeks, therefore; technically the 

Afghan troops are on the „fault line.‟ Due to these reasons, desertions, that is 

commonly known as “Bagora" in Pakistan is on the rise from Afghan forces. Both 

the US and NATO forces do not trust ANA if this is the existing plight of an army, 

their future strength is really a big question mark (S. Nazir, Personal 

Communication, April, 2013). The ANA is ill-equipped and untrained to act alone 

and the police are unreliable because of the rampant corruption and other abuses 

(Bojor & Cosma, 2015). 

When the US forces ceased combat operation against the Taliban, the 

responsibility of maintaining security was shifted to ANA to a greater extent. In 

the lofty mountains of Afghanistan where mostly the militants take refuge, a strong 

air force is needed, however, the Afghan air force is currently passing through the 

embryonic stage and is too frail to meet the challenge. Though Taliban also do not 

have foreign support and strength like they had in the past, still they have strong 
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control in many areas where no one can enter without Taliban‟s permission (Khan, 

2013). 

However, the former Pakistan ambassador to Kabul and renowned analyst Rustam 

Shah Mohmand holds quite a different opinion about the post-2014 security 

situation in Afghanistan. According to him, both the U.S and the Afghan 

government have signed a new agreement. Owing to this new accord, about ten to 

fifteen thousand U.S troops would remain in Afghanistan till 2024. This well-

equipped U.S force will assist Afghan National Army in maintaining security. He 

negates this perception that the US and NATO will leave Afghanistan in a 

completely lurching state. Of course, the U.S and NATO forces will receive stiff 

resistance from Taliban that will be having deep impacts on the region (Muhmand, 

2013).  

After 2014 the weak Afghan government could not combat the Taliban and thus, 

the later again became active and set up its own check posts like the past. Though 

chances for the Taliban are eager to recapture the government, the worries about 

such an eventuality are high among the Afghans (M. Angar, Personal 

Communication, April, 2013).According to the US Congressional Research 

Service report, “There were fears that the Taliban and other insurgents would 

achieve success against Afghan forces once the international force is reduced 

substantially by late 2014 (Domínguez, 2013). However, apart from a few sporadic 

incidents, those fears did not come true at large. The US troops interfered in the 

law and order situation as per the demand of the situation. No doubt the capacity 

of the Afghan forces to combat the Taliban, that is still a potential threat to the 

security, can be a big challenge for Afghanistan (S. Muhammad, Personal 

Communication, April, 2013). However, according to The New York Times 

journalist Matthew, “a complete withdrawal from Afghanistan could be far costlier 

than it was in Iraq. It would force European powers to pull their forces as well, 

risking a dangerous collapse in confidence among Afghans and giving a boost to 

the Taliban, which remain a potent threat (Rosenberg, 2013). 

After NATO exit, the extremists again became active and increased their activities 

in Afghanistan. According to the chief of Awami National Party (ANP) Asfandyar 

Wali Khan, “This perception will be wrong, if someone says that after NATO exit 

everything will be okay, if International Security Assistance Force (ISAF) and 

Pakistan jointly do not constitute an acceptable formula, the situation in 

Afghanistan and region cannot change (Pöhle, 2014). 

Both Jack Devine and Whitney Kassel link NATO withdrawal and violence inside 

Afghanistan thus, Soviet withdrawal and the subsequent rise of the Taliban with 

Pakistani support, as long as Pakistan continues to fund Afghan insurgents, 

violence will continue to plague any effort to govern the country (Devine & 

Kassel, 2013) 
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NATO‟s withdrawal from Afghanistan provided a golden opportunity to the 

Taliban to challenge the ANSF potential to intact the country together. The ANSF 

will simultaneously combat on two fronts. Firstly, it will fight against the Taliban, 

which will use all their strength to re-take areas from the army in the remotest rural 

territories. Secondly, the Taliban will strive to eliminate the country´s internal 

security and political apparatus – the police, government, and the army by 

demoralizing and deserting the security forces (Afridi & Afridi, 2015). 

2. Reduction in Economic Aid 

The Afghan economy is entirely dependent on foreign aid that has been cut down 

to a greater extent. Some foreign-funded media outlets, including TV and Radio 

channels, have either shut down or limited their services.  In case of instability, 

foreign investors can cease their projects in Afghanistan that will be a great blow 

to its economy. According to Afghan embassy sources in Pakistan, about 2000 

Pakistanis go to Afghanistan for employment purpose on daily basis, but in case of 

insecurity, the ongoing uplift projects in the country can be halted. Due to 

insecurity and instability beyond 2014, the possibility of a reduction in such 

donations was never ruled out (Khan, 2013). 

After 2014, dependent Afghanistan needed to stand on its own feet, something 

very difficult for this war-torn country. Afghans who are drawing salaries in 

dollars and Euros now have plunged into severe despair when dollars are stopped. 

Afghan government has chalked out no plans in the over a decade period to get 

economic independence. After 2014, the feeble economy aggrandized the other 

pressing problems of the country (Samad, 2013).  

The poor or no economic strategies of Afghanistan deepened the economic crisis 

after 2014. The Afghan government has even made no clear plans regarding 

salaries of the ANA and the Afghan police. Strangely enough, economy, the 

foremost and biggest challenge seldom becomes part of the post-2014 agenda 

where the Taliban can exploit an economically weak Afghanistan (S. Muhammad, 

Personal Communication, April, 2013). As the country is dependent upon aid, 

therefore it has less focused upon trade in the over a decade period. Vibrant trade 

ties with neighboring countries could save the Afghan economy from sinking after 

2014. Besides, Afghanistan has no refined tax policy that is needed for running 

affairs of the country. In over a decade tenure, the Afghan government couldn't 

introduce a proportionate tax policy, after 2014 collection became a challenge for 

the government that had a direct effect on the country economy (Orakzai, 2013). 

Afghanistan has also utilized quite a meager amount of the foreign funds on the 

uplift projects. Industries are considered as the pillar of the economy, but 

Afghanistan could only utilize a diminutive amount of the foreign funds in its 

industrial sector. Afghanistan imports are greater than its exports, dry fruit is the 
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only worth mentioning export of Afghanistan. Rampant smuggling and corruption 

have almost ditched Afghanistan's economy, there is no proper check and balance 

system in this regard, there was a fear that after 2014, the weakest economy would 

be one of the biggest challenges to Afghanistan (Jaberkhel, Personal 

Communication, April, 2013).  Unfortunately, in the post-Taliban era, the 

economic infrastructure of Afghanistan has not been paid much heed; major 

projects have not been launched to help Afghanistan to attain self-sufficiency 

(Lewal, 2013). 

3. Growing influence of Warlords and Civil War 

The withdrawal of the US troops has brought Afghanistan to the brink of the civil 

war. The possibility of this war will further increase until America, the Afghan 

government, Taliban, and other stakeholders do not strike a deal. However, now 

the dialogue process has become quite intricate, the Taliban do not want to hold 

talks with the Afghan government. The peace talks that were suspended in March 

2012 resumed but could not be fruitful, which has further increased the chances of 

civil war in Afghanistan. By the same token, a report released by the British 

defense committee has also expressed concerns about a potential civil war in 

Afghanistan. As a result of the civil war, there is a fear of a huge influx of Afghan 

refugees and the devastation of the infrastructure that has been constructed over 

the period of more than a decade (Khan, 2013). Afghanistan might be catapulted 

back into the 1990s like situation when after Soviet Union withdrawal Mujahidin 

were not ready to talk to Dr. Najeeb-ullah led Afghan government that resulted in 

a civil a war in the country (Ahmadzai, 2013). 

A senior Journalist and analyst Rahimullah Yusufzai says: “Hardly one of the 

Taliban commanders likes to hold peace talks with Afghan government, however, 

majority of Taliban do not like peace dialogue with Afghan government, Taliban 

are under Pakistan‟s influence, but it cannot compel Taliban for peace parleys, the 

decision of peace talks rests with Taliban (Sattar, 2013). 

Unfortunately, both NATO forces and Afghan government could not introduce 

such system that is favorable for Afghans. Thus, the exit of NATO forces can 

cause civil war in Afghanistan. Both NATO and Taliban stood against each other 

in more than a decade.  

However, Afghan journalist Mujeeb Angar has rejected the possibility of any civil 

war and mention that the Afghans have now become billionaires; they have also 

tasted power during tranquility. They would never repeat mistake to initiate a war, 

however, there would be trouble in the southern provinces like Khost, Pakitka, and 

Zabul due to great foreign intervention from Iran and Pakistan (Afridi & Afridi, 

2015). 
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4. Losing of Kabul Government Influence, Control and Legitimacy  

The Karzai government was considered quite weak as it had nearly no control 

beyond Kabul. The complex nature of the current government has also 

complicated the situation in Afghanistan. The war-torn country needs such a leader 

to implement not only writ of the government but also abridge the gape in the 

conflicting ethnic groups. Giving the due share to all ethnic groups in power can 

be a big challenge; a sense of deprivation among any group can cause political 

upheavals in Afghanistan. The emergence of the Taliban in 1994 from Pashtun 

areas and seizure of power by them in 1996 of nearly 95 percent of the country 

were the main reasons for keeping Pashtuns away from power (Muhammad, 

2013). 

There are great chances that Afghan government might crumble down like a house 

of cards; sensing the situation of the soldiers in ANA and the Afghan police who 

have the potential to desert their service and join the Taliban. Moreover, the 

Taliban have sympathizers in Afghan interior ministry, ANA and Afghan police in 

large number that can shake the tectonic plates of the political structure of the 

country. Once if these soldiers start joining Taliban faction, then this sudden 

turmoil would be quite out of control, neither the US and nor the Afghan 

government would be able to tackle the challenge (Muhmand, 2013). If the 

Taliban attacks Kabul and the Afghan government fails to rebound them then 

chances of the disintegration of Afghanistan on ethnic lines cannot be ruled out. 

The political landscape is still quite fragile in Afghanistan; political parties have 

not yet attained the level of maturity, as Afghanistan has entered into a democratic 

process after a 30 year of political turmoil and war. In short, political instability 

can be the biggest challenge to Afghanistan after the termination of foreign 

assistance (Marwat, 2013). 

It was a very common perception about Afghanistan that, “da cha sara topak wi 

hakmumat da haghwi” means “The one who possesses gun rules the country” 

(Khan, 2013). Political parties, as mentioned before, are weak in Afghanistan, 

while Jihadi groups have again become vibrant. The Parliament is divided into 

disunited groups comprising of disgruntled elements, this disunity and hatred can 

pose a grave threat to the political situation in the country (Samad, 2013). 

5. Super Power and Regional States Backing of Rival Claimants  

Foreign interference has mounted in Afghanistan. The neighboring countries 

including Pakistan, Iran and India and even China are quite active in over there. 

They want to install their blue-eyed government in the country. Afghanistan will 

become a staled loaf for these countries where on the one hand they wouldn‟t like 

to leave it while on the other they wouldn‟t be able to digest it (S. Nazir, 2013). 
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Afghanistan also accuses Pakistan of meddling in its internal affairs and providing 

safe havens to militants (Ahmadzai, 2013). 

While Pakistan accuses anti-Pakistan elements of using the territory of 

Afghanistan to destabilize the former. Thus, both neighboring countries are 

involved in a circular argument with no end in sight. Foreign interference can 

harm Afghanistan that should be immediately stopped, After the Soviet 

withdrawal, Pakistan represented Mujahidin in Geneva talks, as Mujahidin were 

not ready to talk to Muhammad Najeeb-ullah, however, this time Pakistan should 

allow Afghans to resolve their issues on their own. Foreign countries can help in 

this peaceful talk but should not impose their decisions on either side. The former 

army chief of Pakistan Mirza Aslam Bag while talking about strategic depth once 

said, in case of war with India, Pakistani ground troops and air force will use 

Afghanistan. However, the situation has changed now, and Pakistan would find it 

quite a mammoth task to use the Afghan soil without the will of the Afghans 

(Sattar, 2013). 

6. Soviet Union versus US Pull-Out 

Pakistan was directly engaged in Geneva talks with the then communist regime 

and the Soviet Union. The parleys were called as indirect talks, as they were not 

sitting together, but the UN was facilitating the whole dialogue. As a result of an 

agreement that was guaranteed by Pakistan, the Soviet Union entirely pulled-out 

its forces from Afghanistan and that was a peaceful withdrawal. This time, 

Pakistan does not seem fully interested to be a part of the peace talks, Taliban 

perhaps being hopeful of their victory in a year or two also do not show much 

interested in talks. 

The glaring difference in Soviet and US exit is that the Soviet Union completely 

withdrew its forces from the landlocked country. However, the US has time and 

again said that it would not repeat the previous mistake and would keep some 

troops. Not only the US, but even the NATO intends to keep some troops in 

Afghanistan. In other words, Soviet Union had a full withdrawal, while the US has 

a partial withdrawal, however, only time will tell how the outcome of both the 

decisions would be different (Khan, 2013). 

Both Soviet Union and the US are intruders, Soviet made their way into 

Afghanistan with the help of a small group of communist supporters, likewise, the 

Northern Alliance has fully backed the US. Only a few of the Communists rulers 

backed by Soviet troops could rule in the center and they were having no control 

outside Kabul. In the existing scenario too, the central government is mainly 

confined to Kabul. Likewise, the exit of both the Soviet Union and the US is not 

much different, as only ten percent Afghans were backing the Soviet troops, but 
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the rest of Afghans joined hands to expel them, more or less the same situation is 

now faced by the US (Nazir, 2013). 

The NATO troops‟ entrance into Afghanistan was the result of Bonn conference; 

however, there are two perceptions about the Soviet Union intrusion. According to 

one view the Soviet troops came to Afghanistan on their own having a slogan that 

they will go everywhere to help the laborers, however, a second opinion is that 

Soviets were being invited by two Afghan leaders Nur Muhammad Tarkai and 

Hafizullah Amin, who initiated a Saur Revolution and set-up 

communist Democratic Republic of Afghanistan. The US is pulling out from a 

comparatively developed, reconstructed Afghanistan as compared to the Soviet 

Union (Marwat, 2013). 

7. Afghanistan beyond 2014: Prospects and Options 

After examining the impending challenges, the strategy of the US and NATO 

forces‟ withdrawal left far-reaching impacts on Afghanistan; as the US did not 

leave behind a politically stable Afghanistan that could follow the path to 

development. With troop‟s withdrawal, the US repeated the mistake committed in 

the 1990s and one cannot be quite hopeful about the future of Afghanistan (Lewal, 

2013). One of the main reasons for instability in Afghanistan is Pakistan. 

Afghanistan cannot win the tussle of Durand Line from a nuclear Pakistan; 

Afghanistan should own it a legal border and should seek a political solution of 

this issue. Even the solution of the Durand Line issue can help a lot in resolving 

the unrest in Afghanistan. Iran, Pakistan, and India should cease meddling in 

Afghanistan, and particularly both Pakistan and Afghanistan should stop blame-

game against each other (Angar, 2013). 

Afghanistan is suffering from the challenge of international political stability 

rooted in leadership crisis. Ashraf Ghani-led government in Afghanistan has not 

yet effectively finds viable solutions for future problems. The former Karzai was 

also flown into a helicopter and was imposed on the Afghans. The existing 

government in Afghanistan has no foreign policy. President Karzai changed his 

statements frequently, at one moment Karzai would term Pakistan a friend and 

would want to sign a strategic truce with it, but at another moment he would 

suddenly take a turnaround. Likewise, Karzai opinion about the US also suffered 

instability and shifted within no time (Samad, 2013). 

Three players, the United States of America, Pakistan and Afghanistan should 

think beyond their minor goals to play a positive role in Afghanistan. The US 

should come up with an unequivocal policy about Afghanistan. Moreover, 

Afghanistan should also stop labeling Taliban with derogatory terms like 

„country‟s enemies‟ etc. Taliban should create such a situation in the country 

which facilitates the US in a safe exit from the country (Muhammad, 2013). 
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Afghanistan should activate, strengthen and register political parties. As in the 

absence of political parties, local groups that are mainly based on ethnicity can 

become functional that can repeat the history (Marwat, 2013). Prospects for peace 

seem very grim in Afghanistan, Taliban do not like to talk to the US-backed 

Afghan government. Though, both the former president Karzai and the incumbent 

president Ashraf Ghani have many times offered peace talks to Taliban, but the 

latter has rejected it on the ground that the Afghan government is not independent 

and it functions under the US influence. The best solution might only come after 

the US announces a fixed date for its complete withdrawal, as, in the presence of 

the US forces, peace can hardly be achieved in this war-torn country(Muhmand, 

2013). 

Conclusion 

To many the peaceful negotiations not military may be the ultimate solution to win 

the war in Afghanistan, however, even the rationalized but the hasten withdrawal 

would simply means choosing to lose it. Though the US and NATO forces have 

termed the toppling of the Taliban regime as a great success, however, at present 

they are entangled in the strategy of “entrance and exit”, to many the exit of 

foreign forces can repeat the history in this central Asian country. The US and 

NATO are not transferring a tranquil, developed and peaceful Afghanistan to the 

Afghans, they are transferring a turbulent Afghanistan, where the struggle for 

peace is going on and order is yet to be restored. 

The despaired Afghans were thinking that the ouster of Taliban rulers would 

restore prosperity, peace, and tranquility to Afghanistan.  The Taliban have long 

gone; however, the Afghans still quest for a calm which is pinned with US troops‟ 

exit. The weary Afghans have attached hopes with foreign troops‟ withdrawal, but 

can their long-awaited desires be accomplished; this question has only confused, 

entangled and tricky answers. The nature of withdrawal of the foreign troops and 

potential of the ANA to guard the porous border and maintain order and peace is 

quite significant for post-2014 Afghanistan. 

The resentment of the masses against the US forces, the indifferent and corrupt 

Afghan government and strength of Taliban in the southern parts of Afghanistan 

can have a far-reaching impact on the future of Afghanistan. The Afghans are also 

not quite happy with the US reconstruction efforts, the Taliban can exploit such 

grievances and can easily win the support of the angry and frustrated masses 

against the Afghan government and the remaining US troops which can cause a 

civil war. 

The power struggle in Afghanistan after Soviet withdrawal is still a fresh memory; 

a similar situation can be repeated after the US and NATO troops exit. 

Afghanistan has always been affected by internal and external conflict, foreign 
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interference in Afghanistan has always deteriorated the situation in this landlocked 

country; the foreign actors can again become active after the US-NATO forces‟ 

withdrawal. 

The former president Karzai was imposed on Afghanistan as result of the Bonn 

conference, and the later elections in Afghanistan were never considered 

transparent. One is compelled to think that what would be the future of a country 

where governance and leadership crisis is quite deepened. Afghanistan has been so 

far dependent on foreign aid, all affairs of the country are run on foreign donation, 

with cuts of foreign aid the economic crisis in Afghanistan can become much 

deeper. The ethnic groups, war-lords, and drug-traffickers had tried to capture the 

government after Soviet Union withdrawal that caused civil-war, the same 

situation can repeat again. Pakistan plans to repatriate Afghan refugees; their 

rehabilitation is obviously another big challenge for Afghan administration. 

US has also initiated peace talks with the Taliban representatives in Doha, Qatar to 

make its withdrawal as a victory. These talks have gained much importance due to 

the involvement of a senior US envoy Zalmy Khalilzad and key leaders of the 

Taliban. The US troops may leave Afghanistan if the US and Taliban envoys 

succeed in striking a deal otherwise they may stay if there is no deal. However, the 

latest strategy of the US President Donald Trump hints to pave the way for 

complete withdrawal in either case. 
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