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Dhaka begins relocating Rohingya refugees

Bangladesh has begun relocating 1,00,000 Rohingya refugees to safer ground before the
monsoon season for fear of deadly landslides and floods in the congested camps, an official said
on Sunday.

Bangladesh’s refugee commissioner Mohammad Abul Kalam said 1,00,000 refugees living in
“priority” areas most at risk from floods and landslides would be relocated before June.

Bangladesh had allocated roughly 3,500 acres (14 sq. km) of forested land in Cox’s Bazar to the
newly-arrived Rohingya. But the forest is being felled at a rate of four football fields a day, Mr.
Kalam said.

Vulnerable to disasters

The once lush hillsides have turned barren, exposing the topsoil and leaving them highly
vulnerable to landslides during heavy rain, he said.

“Some 2,00,000 people are vulnerable to landslides,” he said.
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Shedding the ‘crisis state’ image

Pakistan is described around the world as ‘dangerous’, a ‘terrorist incubator’, and ‘the land of the
intolerant’. Thus, according to Pakistan’s leading dissident, public intellectual and former diplomat
Husain Haqqani, who lives in exile, “it is not difficult to understand the frustration of Pakistanis,
both at home and in the diaspora, over the negative portrayal of their country.” In his new book,
Reimagining Pakistan: Transforming a Dysfunctional Nuclear State, Haqqani explains why an
objective analysis cannot ignore some disconcerting facts about Pakistan’s 70-year history,
including “four full-fledged wars, one alleged genocide, ... four direct military coups, ... numerous
political assassinations, unremitting terrorism, continued external dependence and chronic social
underdevelopment.” What then is the way forward? Haqqani offers suggestions for reconsidering
Pakistan’s ideology, and identifies a national purpose greater than the rivalry with India. An
extract:

We can’t let the India-Pakistan relationship be hostage to dispute: Husain Haqqani

For the sake of young Pakistanis, who want to be citizens of a functioning state, a reimagining of
Pakistan is needed, going beyond the bitterness of the 1947 Partition and the subsequent
disasters inflicted upon Pakistanis by their own rulers and leaders. Pakistan, like any other nation,
is not a monolith. Its people have energy, talent and aspirations for a good life like anyone else.

One can disagree over or even be agnostic about whether the creation of the state of Pakistan in
August 1947 was a tragedy or not. But there is no doubt that the failure of Pakistanis to create a
more tolerant and democratic state and the difficult reconciliation between India and Pakistan have
proved catastrophic.

Myriad problems

Pakistan’s economy is stagnant, its population is increasing rapidly and its institutions of state are
too tied to a national ideology rooted in Islamist discourse to be able to address its
multidimensional challenges. With terrorists trained in Pakistan showing up all over Europe and in
places as far from one another as Mali and Indonesia, Pakistan’s change of direction is now a
global concern. International assistance, especially from the U.S. and some from China and Saudi
Arabia, has brought Pakistan back from the brink in the past. But rising xenophobia and Islamo-
nationalism — exhibited prominently after the discovery of Osama bin Laden in a Pakistani
garrison town — coupled with Pakistan’s policies in Afghanistan make continued U.S. support for
Pakistan difficult.

Although China remains supportive, it is likely to develop reservations about Pakistan’s ideological
direction because of concerns over the support for Uyghur jihadists by Pakistani ones. It is no
longer easy for Pakistan’s military or civilian elite to create a semblance of stability with covert
arrangements with the U.S. or with China. If the influence of Islamists in Pakistan continues to rise,
it would most likely be increasingly adversarial towards the U.S. and the West. Islamist
enthusiasm for creating an Islamic East Turkestan would not sit well with China. This would only
increase Pakistan’s isolation. In any case, Pakistan’s direction as a nation cannot and should not
be determined by the U.S., China and other outsiders; the principal actors in this process would
have to be Pakistanis.

Dismissing the possibility of Pakistan ever falling under the rule of extremist Islamists — as some
Pakistani scholars and leaders do — is also erroneous. Such ‘it-can-never-happen’
prognostication has proved wrong in the past and could prove wrong again. Writing in 1963, Ian
Stephens had rejected ‘any practical possibility’ of Pakistan ‘falling under the sway of the mullahs,
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influential and active though some of them such as Maulana Maududi are’. In his opinion, the
power of theocrats had ‘proven perceptibly less than in that other ideological state of the 1940s,
which most progressives regard so much more amiably, Israel’. We all know how wrong that
assumption has turned out to be in subsequent years.

It is more realistic to acknowledge that the currently defined ‘ideology of Pakistan’ nurtures
extremist Islamism and obstructs Pakistan’s evolution as a normally functioning state. Pakistan’s
pursuit of strategic objectives disproportionate to its capacity has been inadvertently encouraged
by its alliance with the U.S. and China. The first step in reimagining Pakistan would be to abandon
the narrow ideological paradigm of Pakistani nationalism. If Pakistan is here to stay, its leaders
must free its people of the burden of believing that it is constantly besieged and under threat.

Pakistan sticks to a sad tradition

Armed with nuclear weapons, Pakistan does not need to live in fear or insecurity. The state of
insecurity fostered in Pakistan is psychological and should now be replaced with a logical self-
confidence. Once pluralism and secularism are no longer dirty words, and all national discussions
need not be framed within the confines of an Islamist ideology, it will become easier for Pakistan to
tackle the jihadi menace. The state would have to end support for any militant jihadi group based
on false strategic premises. Jihadi terrorism is now a threat to Pakistan and must be eliminated for
Pakistan’s sake.

The shift away from ideological nationalism to functional nationalism — ‘We are Pakistanis
because we were born in Pakistan’ as opposed to ‘We are Pakistanis because our forebears
resolved to create an Islamic state’ — will help change the milieu in which various Islamist
extremist and jihadi groups recruit and operate in Pakistan. Once the state has resolved to end
support to all jihadis and is reconciled to a pluralist Pakistan open to multiple visions for the
country’s future, extremists would have to contend for Pakistani hearts and minds rather than
having a captive following generated by a national narrative taught in schools and promoted by the
national media.

Ties with India

Pakistan must also overcome archaic notions of national security. Instead of viewing itself as a
‘warrior nation’ it could be a ‘trading nation’ that can take advantage of its location for economic
purposes. Pakistan could easily be the trans-shipment route for goods and services between
India, the Middle East and Central Asia. It could have oil and gas pipelines running through it, with
attending benefits. India and Afghanistan would be major trading partners instead of being viewed
as permanent enemies or strategic threats. High literacy, global connectivity, increased agricultural
and industrial productivity and a prosperous citizenry would be the goals of the state in a
reimagined Pakistan.

Excerpted with permission from HarperCollins India

The India-Japan economic relationship remains underwhelming in relation to strategic ties
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U.S. wants India on board to ease Rohingya crisis

Amid growing worries about the coming monsoon that could flood a third of the main Rohingya
camps in Cox’s Bazaar in Bangladesh, Washington has offered to partner with New Delhi on joint
efforts to assist Bangladesh.

Confirming the offer, a senior U.S. administration official said, “We think India also has an interest
in seeing this situation resolved.”

“We will look for ways to work with India to provide for the needs of the Rohingya in Bangladesh,
but also to work together to create that pressure on Burma [Myanmar] to create the conditions
required for their safe and voluntary return,” added the official, calling India a “like-minded” partner.

The offer was made during a recent visit to the region by Deputy Assistant to U.S. President
Donald Trump and the Director for South and Central Asia, Lisa Curtis, as well as Director for
India and the Indian Ocean Basant Sanghera. Ms. Curtis, who travelled to Dhaka and Delhi during
an extended visit that included Kabul and Islamabad, also visited the main Kutapalong-Balukhali
camp in Bangladesh, which is now the world’s single largest refugee camp, housing about
600,000 people.

Meets Foreign Secretary

After meeting officials of the UN Inter-sector Coordination Group (ISCG) and the Bangladesh
government from March 1 to 4, the U.S. delegation met Indian Foreign Secretary Vijay Gokhale
and other officials on March 5, in an unpublicised visit to Delhi. Mr. Gokhale met Ms. Curtis and
State Department officials during his visit to Washington last week, where cooperation on
Bangladesh was discussed.

The Foreign Secretary is now expected to visit Dhaka in April, while a number of Ministers will visit
Bangladesh in the next few months to “take the development partnership agenda to its
conclusion”, an External Affairs Ministry official said.

While the official accepted that the U.S. proposal for a joint effort to aid Bangladesh was being
discussed at the Foreign Secretary level, the Ministry declined to comment on whether the U.S.
and India would work on joint measures to “pressure” Myanmar to repatriate the Rohingya. While
the U.S. has called the action of Myanmar authorities in driving nearly a million Rohingya men,
women and children out of villages, a case of “ethnic cleansing” and threatened targeted sanctions
against the officials responsible, India has been comparatively silent on the issue in an effort to
keep its ties with Nay Pyi Taw intact.

The U.S. proposal to India may be seen as an attempt to counter China that had last year
brokered a repatriation agreement signed by Bangladesh and Myanmar. The agreement, however,
is yet to be implemented.
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Big thaw on the Korean peninsula

An unusual charm offensive is under way on the Korean peninsula and the unlikely architect is
none other than the North Korean Supreme Leader, Kim Jong-un. During the last three months, he
has played a deft political hand, a far cry from his rhetorical exchanges with U.S. President Donald
Trump. Last year, Mr. Trump was threatening the “Rocket Man” with “fire and fury like the world
has never seen”; the North Korean leader described him as a “dotard” and his military called his
statement “as a load of nonsense”. Now the two leaders are planning a summit in May which
according to Mr. Trump could lead to “the greatest deal in the world”.

Since 2011 when Mr. Kim took over, North Korea has conducted four nuclear tests; the first two
were conducted in 2006 and 2009. The sixth test, last September, had a yield more than six times
the Hiroshima bomb. He has accelerated the missile programme, conducting nearly 80 tests,
compared to an estimated 16 by his father Kim Jong-il between 1994 and 2011.

New Year message

In his New Year address, Mr. Kim conveyed two messages — that the entire U.S. was within
range and the nuclear button was on his table, and that he was open to dialogue with Seoul and
could send a team to participate in the Winter Olympics being hosted by South Korea in February.
Mr. Trump responded by tweeting that his “nuclear button” was “much bigger & more powerful”.
But South Korea responded positively and reaffirmed willingness to talk with North Korea at any
time and anywhere. Thereafter events gathered pace.

Donald Trump boasts of bigger 'nuclear button' than North Korea's

Mr. Kim’s younger sister Kim Yo-jong attended the opening ceremony of the Winter Olympics, with
the two Korean teams marching together. She conveyed her brother’s handwritten note to South
Korean President Moon Jae-in even as she mesmerised South Korean audiences, and TV
channels carried endless discussions about her clothes, hair style and whether she was pregnant.

In early March, a South Korean delegation led by National Security Adviser Chung Eui-yong and
intelligence chief Suh Hoon visited Pyongyang to explore the idea of talks. According to the
officials, Mr. Kim indicated continuing restraint on nuclear and missile tests (last test was a
Hwasong-15 in November with a range of 12,000 km), joking that Mr. Moon would not need to
wake up early in the morning for emergency meetings, since North Korean missile tests were
normally timed for dawn. According to the South Koreans, “the North Korean side clearly showed
willingness on denuclearisation in the Korean peninsula if military threats to North Korea decrease
and regime safety is guaranteed”. An April summit between the two Korean leaders was
announced, and is now scheduled for April 27 at the Peace House in Panmunjom.

North Korean diplomacy

The two South Korean officials travelled to Washington to brief Mr. Trump on March 8. It was
announced that Mr. Trump had agreed to a summit with the North Korean leader in May.

In a first, Trump to meet Kim in May

This will be the first summit meeting between the U.S. and North Korea. Jimmy Carter and Bill
Clinton have travelled to Pyongyang in 1994 and 2009, respectively, to meet Mr. Kim’s grandfather
and father, respectively, but after their terms as U.S. President ended. There have been two
earlier summits between the Korean leaders, in 2000 and 2007, though the outcomes proved to be
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shortlived. Mr. Moon has also mooted the idea of a trilateral summit though there has been no
reaction to it from Pyongyang or Washington. In another surprise move, the North Korean leader,
accompanied by his wife Ri Sol-ju, travelled by train to Beijing on March 25. It was Mr. Kim’s first
foreign trip since he took over in 2011. Though described as an unofficial visit, it had the trappings
of a state visit, complete with a guard of honour and a banquet with Chinese President Xi Jinping
and his wife Peng Liyuan at the Great Hall of the People. The North Korean leader assured Mr. Xi
that if South Korea and the U.S. responded with goodwill and took phased, synchronised
measures, the issue of denuclearisation of the peninsula could reach resolution.

China has long been North Korea’s political ally and economic lifeline, accounting for 90% of North
Korea’s foreign trade. It has often resisted tightening of sanctions that could lead to the collapse of
the regime. However, relations between the two countries have soured since 2013 when Jang
Song Thaek, Mr. Kim’s uncle who was responsible for managing the China relationship, was
purged. Missile tests when China was hosting the G20 summit in 2016 and the Belt and Road
Forum in 2017 together with a nuclear test during the BRICS summit in 2017 were
embarrassments for China. As sanctions tightened under successive UN Security Council
resolutions, North Korea blamed China for ‘dancing to the tune’ of the U.S.

The special visitor from Pyongyang

However Mr. Kim realises that he needs help to handle U.S. pressure. His China visit
acknowledges Mr. Xi’s extension in power beyond 2022; and for China, it reflects its pivotal role in
any negotiations regarding North Korea. Mr. Xi has sent a personal message to Mr. Trump about
his meeting with Mr. Kim while Politburo member Yang Jiechi is being despatched to Seoul. In
Washington, recent appointments of John Bolton as National Security Adviser and Mike Pompeo
as Secretary of State, both hardliners, raise the stakes for North Korea.

Reconciling objectives

Mr. Kim’s objectives are clear — securing regime legitimacy, regime security and sanctions relief.
A summit with Mr. Trump provides legitimacy as long as it begins a dialogue process leading
towards diplomatic recognition. In 1992, despite North Korean reservations, China recognised
South Korea and today it is one of the South’s largest partners and a major investment source.
How South Korea and the U.S. deal with the move towards recognition will demand political
creativity.

Kim ‘deeply moved’ by South Korean K-pop concert

Having achieved a certain threshold in its nuclear and missile capabilities, North Korea can afford
a pause in testing in return for sanctions relief but ‘denuclearisation’ will only happen at the end of
a long-drawn process which will involve discussions regarding the U.S. nuclear umbrella for South
Korea, the presence of 23,500 American troops and converting the 1953 armistice into a peace
treaty which will guarantee regime security.

South Korea would like to ensure that it has a veto over U.S. decisions regarding North Korea and
gaining operational control over its own military forces, both of which will require protracted
negotiations. Meanwhile, Mr. Moon will do his utmost to maintain credibility in Washington and
Pyongyang to keep his ‘sunshine policy’ on track. In Europe, the two Germanys recognised each
other in 1972 (the U.S. recognised East Germany in 1974) as part of Willy Brandt’s ‘ostpolitik’,
long before German unification was achieved in 1990.

North Korea’s aggressive testing provided justification for the deployment of the THAAD missile
defence system aggravating Chinese concerns. China would prefer lowering tensions though it is
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in no hurry to see Korean unification.

The big unknown is Mr. Trump’s idea of what is an acceptable ‘deal’. Will a process towards
eventual denuclearisation tempt him or will he reject it as ‘fake news’ and revert to relying on
sanctions and military pressure as some of his advisers are inclined to? Major compromises will
be needed for reconciling interests of all the key players for the high stakes summitry on the
Korean peninsula to succeed.

Rakesh Sood is a former diplomat and currently Distinguished Fellow at the Observer Research
Foundation. E-mail: rakeshsood2001@yahoo.com
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Raja Mandala: Kim goes to China

Korea has long been called a shrimp among whales. Caught between China, Japan, Russia and
America, the Korean Peninsula has been a plaything of the great powers. But the North Korean
leader Kim Jong-un and the South Korean president Moon Jae-in have shown how smart shrimps
can occasionally get the better of the whales. Since the beginning of this year, Kim and Moon
have repeatedly surprised the world with their diplomacy across the divided peninsula.

Consider, for example, Kim’s visit to China last week. It was Kim’s first trip abroad since he took
charge of the nation in 2011. Coming a few days after the plans for Kim’s summit with US
President Donald Trump were announced, Kim’s talks with President Xi Jinping were widely seen
as the affirmation of China’s central role in the Korean Peninsula.

While that proposition is real and rooted in geography and history, Kim’s visit could also be
interpreted as a part of the North Korean leader’s quest for “strategic autonomy” from Beijing.
Reports suggest that it was at Kim’s initiative that the visit was set up. It was Kim who decided that
the time has come to end the frosty relations with Xi. Kim went to Beijing after demonstrating that
he is capable of standing up to the world, has complete control over his system, and can deal with
America on his own.

Until now, the conventional wisdom has been that the key to unlocking the doors for Korean peace
was with Beijing. Thanks to the boldness of Kim and Trump, the focus has now shifted to potential
breakthroughs in the direct negotiation between Washington and Pyongyang. While China will
always exercise considerable influence over the Koreas, for now, it is Kim driving the process.

Kim did not go to Beijing to seek Xi’s “permission” to talk to Trump. He went there to “inform” Xi of
his decision, “promise” to keep China in the loop and “seek” the Chinese leader’s blessings. After
having long called for direct talks between the US and North Korea, Xi could not have said “no”, at
least for the moment. Getting formal support from Xi, to be sure further improves Kim’s leverage
with Trump.

If Kim has found a way to find generate political space vis a vis Beijing, Moon has done much the
same with Washington. Defying the dominant view in Washington, Moon persisted with his
outreach to Kim. Even as he opened up to the North, Moon was careful to keep the Trump
administration on his side.

Meanwhile, all the major powers are scrambling to respond to the Kim-Moon diplomacy by
checking out each other bilaterally. Having hosted Kim, Xi was quick to send out a special envoy
to South Korea. China has probably most to lose if North Korea moves either closer to the US or
triggers a regional war. Given the unpredictability of both Trump and Kim, Xi stares at a very
disconcerting geopolitical moment in his front yard.

The Korean Peninsula is also Tokyo’s front yard and any big change there profoundly affects
Japan’s security. Surprised by the Korean manoeuvre in Washington, Japan fears that a deal
between Kim and Trump would weaken its alliance with America and leave it exposed. Prime
Minister Shinzo Abe, who has been pushing for a hard line against North Korea, is now looking for
a summit with Kim sometime in June. Before Trump’s talks with Beijing, Abe will also travel to
Washington.

Like China and Japan, Russia, too, will be concerned at the potential entente between Washington
and Pyongyang and the consequential loss of influence in the peninsula. Kim is surely aware of
this and could be drawing Putin into a separate summit in the coming weeks.
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Sceptics have good reasons to fear that the current high-stakes diplomatic poker could end up in a
disaster. The very personal traits of Kim and Trump that raised hopes could also result in a quick
breakdown and rapid escalation to a war. Even if the two leaders hold steady, the issues at hand
— peace and denuclearisation — are so hard to work through.

While the dangers are real, Trump and Kim have many incentives to make their engagement a
success. For Kim, a successful deal would liberate him from various sanctions and open the door
for regime security and national economic renewal. For Trump, a success in the peninsula could
give a massive boost to this political standing at home. Even more important, it could reinforce
America’s position as the real arbiter of peace in the region and limit fears of Beijing replacing
Washington as the hegemon in East Asia.

What does this all mean for India? Two themes stand out. First, India should stop being a passive
observer of the Korean geopolitical theatre. While Delhi is in no position to influence the outcomes
in the current diplomacy, a more active engagement with the leadership of the two Koreas would
better prepare India for potential historic changes in the region.

Second is the importance of effective neighbourhood diplomacy. Kim and Moon have shown that
relaxation of tensions between North and South can give both of them a greater say in regional
affairs. If it makes creative moves in the neighbourhood, Delhi could find it a bit easier to cope with
the penetration of rival powers into the Subcontinent.
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Accord under strain — on Colombia peace pact

Colombia’s presidential election, due in May 2018, will have a bearing on the fragile peace accord
of 2016 that ended one of the longest civil wars in history. The result of the parliamentary election
held this month has framed the stiff challenge the pro-peace parties face. The accord between the
Colombian security forces and the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia (FARC) had won
President Juan Manuel Santos the Nobel Peace Prize; it is to his credit that the government
managed to implement the accord in bits and pieces despite unremitting hostility from the right-
wing opposition led by former President Álvaro Uribe. Now, in the March 11 parliamentary vote,
Mr. Uribe’s Democratic Centre Party has emerged as the largest bloc in the Senate with 19 seats.
Two other right-wing parties, Radical Change and Conservative Party, finished second and third
with 16 and 15 seats, respectively. In all, the anti-accord parties have 50 seats in a House of 102.
They may not have a clear majority, but the popular support they have mustered is undeniable.
The ruling Social Party of National Unity won just 14 seats. FARC, contesting polls for the first
time, finished with less than 1% of the vote, but is assured representation in parliament thanks to
the accord.

Over the last year, the record of implementation of the steps in the peace accord has been patchy,
though major strides were made in the form of demilitarisation and disbanding of the FARC and its
conversion into a legitimate political force. The other key aspects of the accord required Bogota to
protect mainstreamed FARC leaders and to prevent right-wing militias from targeting left-wing
leaders sympathetic towards the FARC. Yet, in the past year, several left-wing activists — such as
leaders of teachers’ unions and mining workers’ unions — have been assassinated by right-wing
militia groups. This has prevented the possibility of a similar peace accord with the other remaining
insurgent group, the National Liberation Army (ELN), whose leadership fears reprisal by militias if
they lay down their weapons. Moreover, while the FARC leadership is committed to the accord,
some elements of the group are holding out in the jungles, refusing to demilitarise and instead
keep fighting. The next couple of months will be crucial for the pro-accord forces, with the
parliamentary vote showing how much work they have ahead of them if they want to convince a
sceptical electorate — for which memories of the civil war are still quite raw — that peace
deserves a chance. For this, they will have to take dedicated steps to overcome the urban-rural
disconnect in Colombia. If this not done, the chances of the accord coming undone are dispiritingly
high.

 

The revival of the Trans-Pacific Partnership, sans U.S., must buttress the free trade debate
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Situation not ripe for pilgrimage, Pak. told

Prevailing circumstances are not suitable for pilgrimage between India and Pakistan, official
sources said on Monday after Islamabad accused Delhi of denying visas to pilgrims who wanted to
attend the annual festivities at the Sufi shrine of Ajmer. These comments coincided with the
summoning of Pakistan’s Deputy High Commissioner by the External Affairs Ministry in protest
against heavy firing by Pakistani forces.

“Such visits are facilitated and promoted and visas granted after following due procedures.
However, from time to time, such visits cannot take place in view of the prevailing circumstances
and absence of requisite security clearances,” a source told the media.

India’s response came after Pakistan said that India violated a 1974 bilateral protocol by denying
visas to pilgrims who wanted to visit the famed shrine in Ajmer.

India also summoned Deputy High Commissioner of Pakistan Syed Haider Shah and protested at
the loss of lives of five civilians from Pakistani firing across the Line of Control in the Bhimber Gali
Sector in J&K.

Meanwhile, harassment of Indian diplomats continued in Islamabad, sources said. A note issued
regarding this matter recorded that aggressive surveillance of Indian diplomats took place on
Monday. “Pakistan has been requested to immediately investigate all these incidents and direct
the relevant authorities to ensure they do not recur,”a source said.
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‘U.S. supports WTO, wants some reforms in functioning’

Roberto Azevedo  

Against the backdrop of U.S. President Donald Trump calling the World Trade Organisation a
“disaster” for the U.S., WTO Director General Roberto Azevedo has said that the U.S. has been
very clear on its support to organization, but wanted some upgrades and reforms in its functioning.

Mr. Azevedo is in India for a two-day informal ministerial meeting of WTO members over Monday
and Tuesday. The meeting assumes significance following the increase in duty on steel and
aluminium by the U.S., and the U.S. taking India to the WTO on export incentive programmes.

“The U.S. has been very clear that it supports the WTO,” Mr. Azevedo said, while briefing the
media following a CII event on Monday. “The U.S. sees some conversations that are happening at
the WTO now as very welcome and they support that.”

‘World has changed’

“At the same time, the U.S. has been saying that they have some concerns with the way the WTO
functions,” Mr. Azevedo added. “The U.S. maintains that the world has changed significantly since
the WTO’s inception in 1995, and it wants some upgrades and reforms in the WTO.”

“The WTO has been a disaster for this country, for our country,” Mr. Trump said on March 1, while
speaking at an interaction with steel and aluminium industry representatives. “It has been great for
China and terrible for the United States, and great for other countries. But terrible for the United
States.”

Mr. Azevedo added that the trade environment globally was very risky at the moment and that the
WTO was facing challenges from both within and outside. “We have very significant challenges
before us,” he said, adding that one example was the “compromised” state of the dispute
settlement system of the WTO due to a blockage in the appointment of appellate body members.
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Treaty that backfired?

The Shimla Agreement of 1972 was expected to be a milestone in India-Pakistan relations, for not
only did it rend Pakistan asunder, but India also held 93,000 prisoners of war (POWs) who could
constitute a major bargaining chip with Pakistan.

India had three primary objectives at Shimla. First, a lasting solution to the Kashmir issue or,
failing that, an agreement that would constrain Pakistan from involving third parties in discussions
about the future of Kashmir. Second, it was hoped that the Agreement would allow for a new
beginning in relations with Pakistan based upon Pakistan’s acceptance of the new balance of
power. Third, it left open the possibility of achieving both these objectives without pushing
Pakistan to the wall and creating a revanchist anti-India regime.

There was a near-consensus among Indian policymakers that India must not pull a “Versailles” on
Pakistan. A humiliated Pakistan, it was argued, would inevitably turn revanchist. This was the
reason India did not force Pakistan to convert the ceasefire line in Kashmir into the international
boundary when Pakistani President Zulfikar Ali Bhutto ruled out this option. It accepted the term
Line of Control (LoC) instead, thus delinking it from UN resolutions and highlighting that Kashmir
was a purely bilateral affair.

India was inclined to return the POWs but was constrained from doing so because they had
surrendered to the joint India-Bangladesh command and could not be returned without the latter’s
concurrence. Dhaka made it clear that it would not return the POWs until Islamabad recognised
Bangladesh, thus delaying the POWs’ return until 1974.

However, despite its soft line on Kashmir and the POWs, India was unable to prevent the military
from taking power in Islamabad in 1977 and executing Bhutto. General Zia-ul-Haq’s coup had a
major bearing on India’s other objectives. Zia’s strategy was to use the Afghan insurgency in the
1980s to acquire sophisticated arms from the U.S. and induce Washington to ignore Pakistan’s
clandestine quest for nuclear weapons. Pakistan’s acquisition of nuclear capability created a
situation of deterrence negating India’s superiority in conventional power and instated de facto
military parity between the two countries. The 1999 Kargil War validated the success of deterrence
when India desisted from taking the war into Pakistani territory. Deterrence also provided the
shield for the Pakistani military to take the “war” into Indian Kashmir through its proxies, the
terrorist groups created and supported by the ISI. Nuclear weapons prevented India from
retaliating on Pakistani territory.

The Shimla Agreement did not fully achieve any of India’s objectives. If anything, it may have
whetted the Pakistani military’s appetite to try to turn Kashmir into India’s Bangladesh.

Mohammed Ayoob is University Distinguished Professor Emeritus of International Relations,
Michigan State University, and Senior Fellow, Center for Global Policy, Washington, DC
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Time to move beyond subsidies

India’s export promotion schemes face an uncertain future after the United States Trade
Representative (USTR) decided to challenge their legality in the World Trade Organisation (WTO).
The complaint of the USTR is that India is violating its commitments under the Agreement on
Subsidies and Countervailing Measures (SCM Agreement) using five of the most used export
promotion schemes, namely, the export-oriented units scheme and sector-specific schemes,
including electronics hardware technology parks scheme, merchandise exports from India
scheme, export promotion capital goods scheme, special economic zones and duty-free import
authorisation scheme.

The main argument of the USTR is that India’s five export promotion schemes violate Articles
3.1(a) and 3.2 of the SCM Agreement, since the two provisions prohibit granting of export
subsidies. Until 2015, India had the flexibility to use export subsidies as it is among the 20
developing countries included in Annex VII of the agreement that are allowed to use these
subsidies as long as their per capita Gross National Product (GNP) had not crossed $1,000, at
constant 1990 dollars, for three consecutive years. This provision applicable to the Annex VII
countries was an exception to the special provisions provided to the developing countries (the so-
called “special and differential treatment”) for phasing out export subsidies. Except Annex VII
countries, all other developing countries were allowed a period of eight years from the entry into
force of the WTO Agreement, i.e. 1995, to eliminate export subsidies.

That India had crossed the $1,000 GNP per capita threshold in 2015 became known when the
WTO Secretariat produced its calculations in 2017. An interpretation provided in a 2001 report of
the Chairman of the Committee on Subsidies and Countervailing Measures, which is also
considered as the document providing the methodology for implementing Annex VII of the
agreement, says that countries like India must eliminate export subsidies immediately upon
crossing the above-mentioned threshold. In the Doha negotiations, India and several other Annex
VII countries sought an amendment of the agreement so as to enable them to get a transition
period.

In a submission made in 2011, India, along with Bolivia, Egypt, Honduras, Nicaragua and Sri
Lanka, argued that the Annex VII countries should be eligible to enjoy the provisions applicable to
the other developing countries, namely, those that had GNP per capita above the threshold. The
latter set of countries was required to phase out their export subsidies within eight years of joining
the WTO. Additionally, they were allowed to enter into consultations with the Committee on
Subsidies and Countervailing Measures, not later than one year before the expiry of the transition
period, to determine if there was a justification for the extension of this period, after examining all
of their relevant economic, financial and development needs. But this proposal, like all other
proposals made as a part of the Doha Round negotiations, remains unaddressed.

It needs to be pointed out that this is not the first time that the U.S. has put India’s export
promotion schemes under the scanner; although this is the first instance when its Trade
Administration has initiated a WTO dispute involving these schemes. In 2010, the U.S. had
questioned the export incentives provided to the textiles and clothing sector as a whole, arguing
that this sector had a share in global trade exceeding 3.25% and had therefore become export
competitive. The U.S. pointed out that according to Article 27.5 of the SCM Agreement, any Annex
VII developing country which had reached export competitiveness in one or more products must
gradually phase out export subsidies on such products over a period of eight years. There was,
therefore, considerable pressure on the Department of Commerce to consider its future strategies
regarding export promotion schemes.
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It was perhaps the pressure that spoke when the Foreign Trade Policy (FTP) of the National
Democratic Alliance government unveiled in 2015 did some serious introspection about the future
of export promotion schemes, the first time that any government had done so. The policymakers
recognised that the extant WTO rules and those under negotiation were aimed at eventually
phasing out export subsidies. The FTP took this as a pointer to the direction which export
promotion efforts in the country must take in the future: a movement towards more fundamental
systemic measures and away from incentives and subsidies. A similar note was sounded in the
mid-term review of the FTP released in December 2017. This document was significant also
because the Indian government showed its awareness that the country was at the verge of losing
the benefits of being an Annex VII country.

Contrary to the pronouncements made in the FTP, the government has continued to increase its
outlays on export promotion schemes. In 2016-17, the total outlay on export promotion schemes
was 58,600 crore, an increase of more than 28% in three years. During this period, the largest
export promotion scheme in place currently, the Merchandise Exports from India Scheme (MEIS),
was introduced to promote exports by offsetting the infrastructural inefficiencies faced by exports
of specified goods and to provide a level playing field. The scheme initially covered 4,914 tariff
lines and was subsequently increased to cover 7,914 tariff lines. In recent months, there has been
a two-fold expansion of the scheme: one, to enhance the MEIS rates of ready-made garments
from 2% to 4%; and two, to increase the MEIS benefits for all labour-intensive and MSME sector
products by 2%. These expansions in the scope of MEIS increased the total outlay on the scheme
to nearly 60% over the level in 2016-17.

The utility of export subsidies to promote exports has long been questioned. While the real impact
of these subsidies has never been clearly measured, what has been quite evident is they have
benefited the rent-seekers. There is, therefore, a strong case for the government to invest in trade-
related infrastructure and trade facilitation measures, which can deliver tangible results on the
export front.

Biswajit Dhar is Professor, Centre for Economic Studies and Planning, School of Social Sciences,
Jawaharlal Nehru University
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Raja Mandala: The China reset

If the last two years turned to be rather contentious between India and China, Delhi is now trying
to reset relations with Beijing. The optics of the reset, however, have generated both
disappointment and welcome endorsement. Those who hailed India’s new political will to look
China in the eye in 2017 are taken aback by what they see as a return to the perennial temptation
to “appease China”.

After all, India had stared down the might of the PLA on the Doklam plateau at the trijunction of
Bhutan, India and China last summer. The NDA government went public with a sharp criticism of
President Xi Jinping’s ambitious Belt and Road Initiative. Delhi also embraced the Trump
Administration’s concept of Indo-Pacific and revived the quadrilateral security dialogue with
Washington, Tokyo and Canberra.

If surprise has turned into criticism of the reset at one end of the spectrum, there are many
heralding it as a welcome course correction in India’s foreign policy. For them the events of 2017
are an aberration in the history of Sino-Indian relations. They would like to see the reset
reinforcing the proposition that China is India’s “natural ally”.

Realists, however, might read India’s reset rather differently. They reject the fears of appeasement
as a false alarm. Nor do they buy into the argument that a diplomatic reset alone will help address
the new fundamentals of the India-China relationship. For them, the reset is part of a much-
needed political effort to bring down the rising temperature in bilateral relations.

Realists believe that India’s current difficulties with China are structural and unlikely to ease in the
near term. They point to the fact that the problems between the two countries have become
increasingly intractable in recent years. The talks on resolving the boundary dispute have been
stalled for more than a decade. And as the two armed forces operate closer to the long and
disputed frontier, they run into each other quite frequently. On the economic front, the trade deficit
in favour of China continues to grow and at $52 billion in 2017 it constitutes nearly half of the gap
between India’s imports and exports.

Within the region, China’s deepening ties with Pakistan and its growing economic and military
penetration into the Subcontinent and the Indian Ocean are making India increasingly anxious and
laying the foundation for prolonged friction between the two Asian giants.

For long years, India has bet that whatever the problems on the bilateral front, there is room for
significant international cooperation with China. That proposition, however, was significantly
dented in the last two years. Do note Beijing’s active blocking of India’s effort to secure
membership of the Nuclear Suppliers Group. China also remains the only major power that does
not support India’s claim for a permanent seat in the UN Security Council.

The overarching reality is that China’s absolute and relative power vis a vis India (and all other
powers in the world) has dramatically risen, thanks to decades of economic reform and sustained
high growth rates. Consider, for example, the following: China’s GDP ($12 trillion) is nearly five
times that of India and its defence expenditure at $150 billion is three times larger than that of
India. This huge power differential in favour of China, Beijing’s growing global reach and
expanding international influence mean Beijing has fewer reasons than before to accommodate
India’s concerns.

That leaves India with a complex set of policy imperatives that are at odds with each other. Delhi
must strive to retain its strategic space amid the expansion of the Chinese footprint and at the
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same time avoid the escalation of differences into disputes. Any reset would necessarily include
an effort to widen the areas of cooperation that will provide some balance against the many
negative factors that are unsettling bilateral relations.

Delhi, for example, is deploying considerable resources to compete with Beijing in economic and
military diplomacy in India’s neighbourhood. It is also building strategic partnerships with other
powers. At the same time, as we saw in Doklam, Delhi is learning to avoid a public argument with
China and finding ways to limit conflict. Even as it joins the quad, Delhi tries to engage with China
in various multilateral forums including the BRICS and the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation
and keep alive all bilateral channels of communication.

India, by no means, is alone in confronting the problems with Chinese power. All major nations are
struggling to come to terms with it. As a larger country sharing a disputed border and an
overlapping periphery, India’s task is a lot more complicated. Delhi’s problem, however, it is not
with the idea of a reset that seeks prudent management of an important but complex relationship.
It has only, in part, been about the inability to shape the political narrative about the reset and the
messiness in handling the Tibet question. In the end, though, a diplomatic reset can’t overcome
the larger policy failures on closing the widening power gap with China.
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Indian envoy meets Pakistan NSA

India’s High Commissioner to Pakistan Ajay Bisaria called on Pakistan’s National Security Advisor
Nasir Khan Janjua on Tuesday and had “constructive discussions” with him. However, while the
Indian statement on the meeting referred only to “issues of Indian concern”, Pakistan’s statement
said the two sides had discussed the “worsening situation” in Kashmir and the possibility of
reviving bilateral dialogue, something New Delhi has refused to return to since 2016 .

Official sources said the meeting had been scheduled a week earlier.

“The Indian High Commissioner sensitised the Pak NSA on issues of India’s concern. Constructive
discussions took place on improving the bilateral relationship,” sources added.

The Pakistan Ministry of Foreign Affairs statement made several references to recent violence in
Kashmir, calling for an end to what it called “ongoing human rights violations” there.

The MEA declined to comment on the divergence in the statements issued in New Delhi and
Islamabad. Sources said the meeting was routine, adding that “envoys call regularly on dignitaries
of the host country.”
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The pawns in international disputes

Among the many hazards that diplomats face today, the most ancient one is expulsion, also
known as declaration of a diplomat as persona non grata. It is the most effective bloodless
punishment as the person concerned is removed lock, stock, and barrel from the scene, never to
return. The diplomat concerned may not be guilty of omission or commission or even aware of the
reason why he is being expelled. He becomes a mere pawn in international disputes or he may
even be a victim of a symbolic protest or a reciprocal action.

The Russia example

Russia now, like the erstwhile Soviet Union, may well be the country whose diplomats have
perhaps suffered the largest number of expulsions. The recent coordinated expulsion of over 100
Russian diplomats by more than 20 countries is huge even by the standards of the coldest days of
the Cold War. Basically, it was an act of solidarity by the U.S., the European Union and some
others with the U.K. after an alleged attempt by Russia to murder a former Russian spy and his
daughter. Russia had denied any hand in the attempted murder, but responded with expulsions
symmetrically in accordance with diplomatic practice. Generally, the countries involved do not go
beyond these diplomatic gestures. Slowly and gradually, the vacant posts in the Russian
embassies will be filled and diplomats will return to their posts in Moscow.

Russia, a rogue nation?

Austria did not join some of the other EU members to expel Russian diplomats because it felt that
communication channels should be kept open, particularly during crisis. The Austrian Foreign
Minister recalled the several occasions when Austria had organised historic meetings which paved
the way for peace and understanding. Russia welcomed the Austrian position and even expressed
willingness to hold talks on the issue of suspected poisoning of the former spy. But for the U.K.,
the Austrian decision was unfriendly as it revealed the chinks in the European armour.

Russia gloated over the fact that a majority of nations in the world, including China and India,
wanted concrete evidence about Russian complicity. It was also a relief for them that U.S.
President Donald Trump did not tweet about Russian involvement even though he ordered the
expulsion of 60 Russian diplomats.

U.S. expels 60 Russian diplomats, orders closure of Seattle consulate

Russia has a tradition of assigning expelled diplomats to an agency called the UPDK, which takes
care of the needs of diplomats posted in Moscow. Diplomats cannot function in Moscow without
the UPDK which alone can maintain diplomatic residences. You cannot even drive a nail on the
wall without the permission of the UPDK. Domestic staff have to be appointed by it and the same
person will come back even if sacked by the diplomat. The Russians at the agency are good
diplomats and they seem to have the capacity to relax rules to please Ambassadors.

India’s stand

India takes recourse to expulsion of diplomats only in extreme circumstances when its has clear
evidence of wrongdoing. When it expels diplomats, it does expect reciprocal action and accepts it
as a necessary evil. India has expelled Soviet diplomats even during the heyday of India-Soviet
friendship. In retaliation, Moscow had technically expelled Indian diplomats, who were already
under orders of transfer from Moscow. In a rare case, one of India’s diplomats who was expelled
in this manner was allowed to visit Moscow as a member of the delegation accompanying the
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Prime Minister of India. This violation of the code of conduct was later explained as a conscious
decision not to hurt India-Soviet relations.

Russia expels 23 foreign diplomats as spy crisis escalates

I have the dubious distinction of being the only Indian Head of Mission to be expelled. We invited
the expulsion after a military coup in Fiji ousted a Fiji-Indian dominated government in 1987 and
changed the Constitution which effectively disenfranchised Fiji Indians. India refused to recognise
the military government, imposed sanctions and got Fiji thrown out of the Commonwealth. Even in
the face of such a position, I was allowed to remain in Fiji for two years before they asked me to
leave in 72 hours. I left in 48 hours, saying that I would like to use the remaining 24 hours to go
back on a holiday. As it happened, the wheel came full circle and I was invited back to Fiji after 25
years.

Expulsion of diplomats is very often like shooting the messenger for the message. In modern
times, expelling diplomats has become the instrument of weak nations to show displeasure to
stronger ones even at the risk of facing retribution. Nauru, a little island nation in the Pacific, once
expelled the only resident envoy of Australia over a petty quarrel, but restored its vital link in a
short time.

The expulsion of Russian diplomats should be seen as part of the emergence of a new Cold War,
resulting from the assertive policies of Russian President Vladimir Putin and the aggressive
posture of Mr. Trump and his love-hate relationship with Russia. Among the many diplomatic
devices countries possess to express outrage, expulsion is the least disruptive, though it plays
havoc with the lives of diplomats and their families.

T.P. Sreenivasan, a former diplomat, is currently Director General, Kerala International Centre,
Thiruvananthapuram
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Winning the neighbourhood

As India stoops to conquer Nepal by laying out the red carpet for the visit of prime minister Khadga
Prasad Oli later this week, it is indicating a new self-awareness that its foreign policy missteps
have allowed China to gain ground in the neighbourhood, and demonstrating its willingness to
sweat behind the scenes to make up for lost time.

External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj’s recent visit to Kathmandu to meet and greet Prime
Minister Oli is an example of this new-found pragmatism. In the space of three years, Swaraj has
gone from pushing the lost cause of the “roti-beti rishta”— a kinship with the Madhes — and
informally backing a blockade so as to send Kathmandu the message that it must treat all its
citizens equally; in Kathmandu, she told Oli that Delhi is ready to deal with Nepal as an important
neighbour, irrespective of how it wants to discriminate against the people of the Terai.

It is interesting that in this last year before the 2019 general elections, Swaraj is being able to put
her stamp more forcefully on foreign policy. Perhaps Prime Minister Narendra Modi is increasingly
distracted by several upcoming elections at home or dealing with the somewhat disaffected NDA
coalition.

Fact is, India’s “neighbourhood first” policy is in a bit of a shambles. Modi’s impatient dealing with
the craftiness, guile and plain independent-mindedness of sovereign nations in India’s near abroad
has led to several false fits, starts and stops. The prime minister and early foreign office perhaps
couldn’t get over the fact that these nations didn’t fall over themselves in responding to Modi’s
warm handshakes and embraces soon after he came to power in 2014.

The learning has come at a price. When nations like Nepal and the Maldives scampered to Beijing
for assurance, India, instead of assuaging them, drew itself up to its full height, puffed up its chest
for full impact and read them the riot act. The neighbourhood is replete with terrible stories of the
arrogance of Delhi’s men and women snorting and stamping their feet when these neighbours
“don’t listen”. Or there is the version of The Icy Glare. One probably apocryphal story about a
visiting Indian official in Kathmandu has him telling local leaders, “Why are you complaining to me,
now?”

Certainly, the Chinese pushed the Maoists and Oli’s moderate communist party to come together
during the elections and announce their reunification on April 22, Lenin’s birth anniversary. But the
first law of politics is to treat your neighbour with full respect, especially if he has won his elections
as resoundingly as yours.

Not for nothing is Chinese president Xi Jinping determined to keep his job for life. Certainly, he will
want a second Chinese consulate in Pokhara, build north-south highways from the Tibet border
and infiltrate the Terai with listening posts — within kissing distance of India’s open border. Nor
does officially atheist China have a problem shoring up a majority Hindu nation Delhi so
assiduously helped to transform into a republic in 2006.

China’s assertiveness, as it grows to take on the world, is manifest in South Asia, from Pakistan to
the Maldives. Pakistan’s army chief, Qamar Javed Bajwa’s visit to Male is a prime example of how
Beijing is pushing its strategic ally, Pakistan, to make new friends and influence people at India’s
cost. Talks with Bhutan have been postponed, but Beijing may not be averse to another incursion
across the disputed Line of Actual Control to create another distraction as the countdown to
elections begin.

One answer to “What India should do?” to take on China’s expansiveness is clear. Egged on by
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the Americans, the PM was not afraid to confront China in the recent past. The low point came in
the summer of 2016 when he asked President Xi on the margins of the Shanghai Cooperation
Summit why he was standing in the way of India’s membership of the Nuclear Suppliers Group.

Xi just smiled. India’s prime minister came away, empty-handed. He had been shown his place by
Asia’s other big power.

Two years later, aggression has given way to circumspection. Deng Xiaoping’s famous phrase
from the 1980s describing China’s foreign policy, which is to adopt “tao guang yang hui”, has been
long in coming. At the time, Zhao Qizheng, dean of the School of Journalism of Renmin University
and head of the State Council Information Office, had described “tao guang yang hui” as “to
observe calmly, secure our position, cope with affairs calmly, hide our capacities and bide our
time, be good at maintaining a low profile and never claim leadership”.

Ending the face-off at Doklam, absorbing Oli’s poison darts on India and telling the Maldivian
opposition that it has to fight its own battles with the China-friendly Abdulla Yameen are all part of
the new “reset” with China. So is Foreign Secretary Vijay Gokhale’s meeting with the Dalai Lama
soon after he was named to the top job. Requests by the Tibetan spiritual leader to meet the
President and Vice-President are being considered.

With one-fifth the economy of Beijing, Delhi has finally realised it cannot battle with the Chinese on
a daily basis. And that India’s neighbourhood must, hopefully, be won differently.

Many centuries ago, when Kautilya lived in Takshashila — part of present-day Pakistan, another
of the PM’s current antagonists — the story goes that he was walking in the grounds one day and
espied a man pouring honey in front of a colony of ants. What are you doing, he asked. I’m giving
them honey, the man replied, adding, Why kill them when I can subdue them with sweetness and
light?

Prime Minister Oli, welcome to India.
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WTO rules on food security, free movement of labour far too important, says India

On March 14, the US requested consultations with India under the World Trade Organisation
(WTO)’s dispute settlement process over five Indian export subsidy schemes designed to improve
India’s manufacturing exports. This came in the wake of a WTO dispute panel established on
February 28 to look at India’s implementation of a September 2016 WTO judgement in favour of
the US which had questioned India’s domestic content requirements for procurement of solar cells
and solar modules.

As India hosts an informal WTO ministerial meeting in Delhi today and tomorrow, the India-US
dispute is not said to be on the agenda. But the Trump administration’s decision to take India to
the WTO signifies two things. First, it allays fears that the US under Trump could withdraw from
the WTO and initiate unilateral protection measures, and second, the inherent friction between
“Make in India” and “America First” programmes for socio-economic development are real.

Still, the WTO “mini-ministerial” in Delhi is an attempt to restore confidence and mutual trust
among member countries and reassure them that the WTO remains the “best available institution
to ensure a predictable and transparent system of rule-making in the area of international trade”.
Also Read | At WTO meet, put fishworkers at the centre of negotiations

Since the WTO was established on January 1, 1995, India has actively used its trade policy rules
to support its own process of economic reform. Today, international trade accounts for about 40%
of India’s GDP. India’s primary focus has been on the “development dimension” of the WTO,
including the “special and differential treatment” provisions of WTO trade rules, which enable it to
accelerate its socio-economic development. In the process, India has ensured a supportive
external environment for her ambitious economic reforms.

This applies particularly to the WTO’s enforceable dispute settlement system, which is unique to
structures of contemporary global governance, including the UN. Since the WTO was founded,
India has taken part in 176 WTO dispute settlement proceedings to protect or pursue its economic
interests, including as a third party to the dispute, putting it among the top 7 WTO members using
WTO dispute settlement provisions to regulate divergences on international trade issues. (The
others are USA with 393 disputes, European Union or EU with 260, Japan with 212, China with
196, Canada with 182 and Brazil with 169).

For India, three areas are currently priorities in the WTO negotiations. These are agriculture,
services, and what have been called “institutional” issues.

In WTO negotiations on agriculture, India has very significant interests. More than 650 million
Indians depend on agriculture for their livelihood, the vast majority of them being small farmers.
India has led the call for WTO agriculture negotiations to allow developing countries to ensure food
security, which is linked to rural employment. The focus of this has been on public food
stockholding for food security purposes, which has been strongly resisted by developed countries
whose agriculture exporters seek greater access to India’s agriculture market.

As a September 2017 academic study by the University of Edinburgh’s Kristen Hopewell pointed
out, “agriculture accounts for only 1% of GDP and less than 2% of employment in the US
compared to 17% of GDP and 50% of employment in India”.

At the WTO Ministerial Conference in Bali in 2013, India with other developing countries had
succeeded in formulating an interim due restraint mechanism for their food security programmes
not to be targeted by WTO dispute settlement cases initiated by developed countries. Food
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security today is an integral part of the global Agenda 2030 for Sustainable Development. The
mini-Ministerial could consider dovetailing these two into a Doha Round outcome.

A second issue of interest for India in WTO agriculture negotiations is to reduce the high
agricultural subsidies currently given in developed country markets. These subsidies prevent the
competitive entry of agricultural exports from emerging agricultural exporters like India to
developed country markets, while giving an edge to global agriculture exports from these countries
to India.

On services negotiations, India’s current interests are focused on ensuring predictable and stable
access for its services exports, driven by India’s skilled manpower, to the global market, mainly the
US and EU. The 2016-17 Economic Survey indicated that India’s Information Technology-
Business Performance Management exports alone reached US$116 billion in 2016. The
temporary movement of skilled labour under WTO provisions (Mode 4 of the General Agreement
on Trade in Services or GATS) has a major impact on India. The World Bank estimates that out of
total global remittances worth $600 billion in 2015, India received as much as $72 billion from
Indian citizens working abroad.

Rising protectionist sentiments in the US and EU have cast a shadow on this sector. This is best
illustrated by the anxiety surrounding the existing market access regime given to H1B visa holders
from India in the US and uncertainties in the EU market following the “Brexit” referendum in the
United Kingdom.

India will look to generate understanding, and support for its position among the participants of the
mini-Ministerial meeting in New Delhi, although most of them do not have the kind of stakes India
has in enhancing Mode 4 delivery of services as part of the Doha Round outcome.

At the Buenos Aires meeting in 2017, the US, EU, Japan, Canada, Brazil, Taiwan, South Korea,
Russia, Hong Kong China were among 71 WTO members, accounting for 77% of global trade, to
issue a ministerial statement on E-Commerce. The Trump administration has since endorsed a
joint position on this initiative at a recent meeting between the US, EU and Japan in Brussels.
Given the close interface between this issue and India’s profile in trade in services, the New Delhi
meeting provides an opportunity to have another look at this initiative, so that India can be in the
decision-making process to give shape to the final outcome of WTO e-commerce negotiations in
the future, especially on “promoting open, transparent, non-discriminatory and predictable
regulatory environments in facilitating electronic commerce.”

Among the “institutional” issues that India has raised are attempts being made to “curtail the
development dimension of trade and trade rules” in the WTO as part of the Doha Round. This
would significantly impair the balance of rights and obligations that developing countries like India
took on when signing the WTO Agreement at Marrakesh in 1994. The “development dimension” of
the WTO remains the most resonant reason for domestic opinion in developing countries to accept
and support the obligations placed upon them by across the board ongoing global trade
liberalization. Today, as many as two-thirds of the 164-member WTO are developing countries.

Asoke Mukerji was India’s Ambassador and Permanent Representative to the United Nations till
December 2015. He has been a trade negotiator for India, and Chairman of the WTO’s Committee
on Specific Commitments
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Cabinet approvesa Cooperation Arrangement between India and Afghanistan for cooperation in
the field of food safety and related areas
Cabinet

Cabinet approvesa Cooperation Arrangement between India
and Afghanistan for cooperation in the field of food safety
and related areas

Posted On: 04 APR 2018 7:26PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has approved the signing of a
Cooperation Arrangement between Food Safety & Standards Authority of India (FSSAI), Ministry
of Health & Family Welfare (MoH&FW) and Ministry of Agriculture, Irrigation & Livestock (MAIL),
Afghanistan for cooperation in the field of Food Safety and related areas.

The areas of cooperation include the following:

 

Establishment of a mechanism of information exchange and communication;a.
Facilitating technical exchange  on identified topics  of interestespecially about import
procedures, quality control operations, sampling,testing, packaging and labeling;

b.

Facilitating/organization of joint seminars, workshops, visits, lectures,training programme,
etc;

c.

Other areas of interest to the participants within their responsibilitiesas they may mutually
determine.

d.

 

The cooperation arrangement will facilitate information sharing training and capacity building
measure and learning from each others best practice to improve food safety ecosystem.

(Release ID: 1527713) Visitor Counter : 624

Read this release in: Marathi , Gujarati , Tamil
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Cabinet approvesMoU between India and Iran on the establishment of an expert group on trade
remedy measures
Cabinet

Cabinet approvesMoU between India and Iran on the
establishment of an expert group on trade remedy measures

Posted On: 04 APR 2018 7:25PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has given its ex post facto
approval to the Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between India and Iran on the
establishment of an expert group on trade remedy measures to promote cooperation in areas of
mutual interest. The MoU was signed on 17thFebruary, 2018 during the visit of the President of
Iran.

The MoU will promote cooperation between the two countries in area of trade remedies such as
exchange of information, capacity building activities, cooperation in investigations related to anti-
dumping and countervailing duty, etc.

(Release ID: 1527711) Visitor Counter : 428

Read this release in: Marathi , Assamese , Gujarati , Tamil
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Cabinet apprised of MoU between India and Canada to foster cross-border partnerships focused
on research excellence and industry-academic collaboration
Cabinet

Cabinet apprised of MoU between India and Canada to foster
cross-border partnerships focused on research excellence
and industry-academic collaboration

Posted On: 04 APR 2018 7:24PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has been apprised of
theMemorandum of Understanding (MoU) signed between India and Canada.  The MoU was
signed on 21st February, 2018 in New Delhi.

The MoU aims at fostering cross-border partnerships focused on research excellence and
industry-academic collaboration between India and Canada that brings robust innovation gains to
both countries.

Igniting collaboration through talent mobility is the core of the partnership. The MoU enables
Indian and Canadian researchers to undertake graduate level academic research mobility and
cross-border industry-academic cooperation. Under the graduate level academic research mobility
programme, both sides intend to support upto 110 Master's and PhD student researchers in
Science, Technology, Engineering and Mathematics (STEM) fields in a three-year period from
eligible universities in India to participate in 12 to 24 weeks' research with Canadian university
research laboratories. The same number of researchers from Canadian universities will also
participate in 12 to 24 weeks' research with research laboratories of eligible Indian universities.
Under the cross-border Industry-Academic Cooperation, upto 40 Master's and PhD student
researchers in three years from each side participate in 16 to 24 weeks' research with industry
partners located in the counterpart country.

 

The collaboration is expected to lead to new knowledge creation, joint scientific publications,
Industrial exposure, IP generation, etc. This MoU will further strengthen the long-standing
relationship in Science, Technology and Innovation Cooperation with Canada.

(Release ID: 1527708) Visitor Counter : 369

Read this release in: Marathi , Gujarati , Tamil
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Cabinet apprised of MoU between India and United Arab Emirates on Technical Cooperation in
Rail Sector
Cabinet

Cabinet apprised of MoU between India and United Arab
Emirates on Technical Cooperation in Rail Sector

Posted On: 04 APR 2018 7:23PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has been apprised of
theMemorandum of Understanding (MoU) signed with the Federal Transport Authority - Land &
Maritime of the United Arab Emirates on Technical Cooperation in Rail Sector.  The MoU was
signed on 10th February, 2018.

The  MoUwill  enable technical cooperation in the following areas:-

a. Regulation, safety and technical investigation of accidents;

b. Station redevelopment;

c. Locomotives, coaches and wagons; and

d. Any other area jointly identified by the Participants.

 

Benefits:

 

The MoU will provide a platform to  Indian Railways to interact and share the latest developments
and knowledge in the railway sector. The MoU will facilitate exchange of information, expert
meetings,seminars technical visits and implementation of jointly agreed cooperation projects.

 

Background:

 

Ministry of Railways have signed MoUs for technical cooperation in the Rail sector with various
foreign Governments and National Railways. The identified areas of cooperation inter alia include
high speed corridors, speed raising of existing routes, development of world class stations, heavy
haul operations and modernization of rail infrastructure, etc. The cooperation is achieved through
exchange of information on developments in areas of railways technology & operations,
knowledge sharing, technical visits, training & seminars and workshops in areas of mutual interest.
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Heeding the lines on the map

At the heart of South Asia’s poor integration is India-Pakistan rivalry, further complicated by China-
Pakistan proximity and India-China hostility. A new dimension has been added with souring of
Pakistan-Bangladesh relations and the India-China tug of war over Bangladesh. Time has come to
make a paradigm shift in South Asia’s regional integration strategy. Politics and religion aside,
across India, Pakistan and Bangladesh (IPB) there are common sociocultural bonds and people-
to-people connectivity remains positive.

Caught in a tangle

Today the big three of South Asia are caught up in a complex quagmire, both within and beyond
the region. The remaining five — i.e. Bhutan, Nepal, Maldives, Sri Lanka, and Afghanistan — are
paying the price of regional disintegration caused by unresolved puzzles having roots in the China-
IPB (CIPB) axis. If the big three can have a strategic partnership that also factors in China, the
remaining five can effortlessly fit into positive regionalism with a win-win situation for all.

It’s time to reimagine South Asia: On India-China-Pakistan cooperation

IPB account for approximately 95% of South Asia’s GDP and population. Along with China, they
account for 18.5% of global GDP and 41% of global population. South Asia’s intra-regional trade,
currently 5% of total trade, can grow to $80 billion from the current $28 billion, the lion’s share
being within IPB. Pakistan and India have potential trade capacity of $20 billion compared to the
current $3 billion. Underdeveloped transport and logistics services and bureaucratic procedures
are deterring India-Bangladesh cross border trade, which can grow by 300%. The Bangladesh-
China-India-Myanmar Economic Corridor (BCIM-EC) has a pivotal position in developing joint
investment agreements but sluggish progress in infrastructural development has rendered the
corridor nearly comatose. Due to its common borders with China and India, Myanmar’s
significance also needs to be factored in.

India continues to be the natural choice for external investors including Chinese multinational
enterprises like Alibaba and Xiaomi. In 2016, foreign direct investment to Pakistan rose by 56%,
largely due to Chinese investment in Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) infrastructure. Although the
China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) is being developed as a bilateral initiative, if Indian
sensitivities can be addressed, it can be a multilateral project, integrating India as well as other
South Asian and Central Asian regions. China has already pledged $38 billion to Bangladesh
under the BRI. Synergetic integration of the economic corridors with other BRI projects can
accelerate inward investment into IPB.

Make the neighbourhood first again

Due to cross-border barriers and lack of transport facilitation among IPB, freight movement is
taking place along expensive routes, escalating investment cost. Movement of trucks across the
international frontier is confined by absence of cross-border agreements between India and
Bangladesh and India and Pakistan. China is injecting huge funds into physical infrastructure such
as Pakistan’s Gwadar port project and $20 billion in various Indian industrial and infrastructural
projects. China has committed $1.4 billion for building Colombo Port City and is set to invest $1
billion more.

Make the neighbourhood first again

Rail connectivity is restricted due to technical problems of different gauges, track structures,
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signalling and so forth. Absence of a multilateral agreement has restricted the realisation of the
railway potential. The deep-pocketed Chinese can invest in land and rail infrastructure to develop
both inter-regional connectivity and intra-regional connectivity. Although India and Bangladesh
have started exploring opportunities using Ashuganj inland port, regional inland waterways remain
unexplored. Air cargo flights are encumbered by limited access to Indian airspace by Pakistan and
vice-versa. China can lead in transport and transit agreements to facilitate smooth movement of
freight and passenger vehicles across IPB resulting in integration with China and also South Asia.

The supply-demand gap of power in IPB is estimated to be 18,707 MW. To unravel the full
potential, energy treaties based on renewable sources have become imperative. China and India
are shifting from fossil fuels to renewables. With greater electricity generation and utilisation of
domestic energy endowments, combined efforts of BCIM, CPEC and the proposed China-Nepal-
India (CNI) Economic Corridor under BRI, can capitalise on regional energy potential.

By 2050, China, India, Pakistan and Bangladesh will experience water shortages. The three
largest trans-boundary river basins, Indus, Ganga and Brahmaputra, are all within CIPB. This
represents a huge potential for water-sharing and hydro power projects across the basins, but
political mistrust is an impediment. The Zangmu hydroelectricity dam, situated in the middle
reaches of the Brahmaputra, has raised concerns in India over downstream water supply. This
damming, along with that of the Ganga, could exacerbate Bangladesh’s downstream water
scarcity.

What is the lowdown on sharing of Teesta waters?

While there exist bilateral river-water sharing treaties between India and Pakistan as well as India
and Bangladesh, China is absent except for a hydrological data-sharing collaboration. China has
expressed interest to pursue water- sharing treaties and the other three affected can come
together in a collaborative framework. This can boost the livelihoods of millions across the region.

India and China are leading globally in terms of Internet and smartphone users, but Internet
penetration for these four countries is below 55%, representing immense potential. Bangladesh,
Cambodia and China have signed a framework to strengthen digital regional trade. China’s BRI
initiative is projected to increase connectivity by developing digital infrastructure.

Between 2016 and 2020, international bandwidth is expected to grow at an average of 43.5%
across CPEC and 46.3% across BCIM. Higher broadband connectivity and Internet access can
boost regional e-commerce. Digital connectivity can act as the gateway to a holistic transformation
of the region via the CIPB conduit.

IPB fail to attract sufficient tourists due to poor civil aviation connectivity, complex regulations and
lack of visa liberalisation procedures. Of China’s total outbound tourists, only 1% are to IPB.
Inadequate, expensive and mediocre travelling facilities against the backdrop of pickpockets,
burglary, and sexual assaults have resulted in tourists lacking interest in the region. Rooms that
cost $400 a night in Delhi or Mumbai would cost hardly $100 in most parts of China. China is
unable to attract students from South Asia against the improved facilities provided by the U.S. and
U.K. Only 5% of outbound students of IPB go to China, compared to 22% to the U.S. If these
opportunities are tapped, it would enhance mobility of both tourists and students.

Solving the jigsaw puzzle

The CIPB axis is an open-ended chess game played out against cross-border conflicts. A strategic
collaboration that rises to the occasion, looking beyond historical animosity and misgivings, can
unlock a new era of regionalism whose benefits far outweigh negatives. Solving the jigsaw puzzle
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will need political statesmanship which will see friends and foes, living next to each other, knowing
where to connect and when to disconnect.

Syed Munir Khasru, Chairman of the think tank, The Institute for Policy, Advocacy, and
Governance, is based in Dhaka. E-mail: munir.khasru@ipag.org
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The India-Japan economic relationship remains underwhelming in relation to strategic ties
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India, Japan, U.S. stress keeping sea lanes open

Senior diplomats of India, Japan and the U.S. held the 9th trilateral meeting here on Wednesday,
focussing on connectivity, counter-terrorism and other regional and global issues of common
concern, a joint press release issued after the meeting, said.

“The officials reviewed the outcomes of the Trilateral Infrastructure Working Group that met in
Washington in February and agreed to continue to collaborate to promote increased connectivity
in the Indo-Pacific,” the press release said.

It said the talks drew from the guidelines laid out by the Foreign Ministers of the three nations who
met in New York on September 18, 2017, on the sidelines of the United Nations General
Assembly session.

Enhanced cooperation

“... the officials explored practical steps to enhance cooperation in the areas of connectivity and
infrastructure development, counter-proliferation, counter-terrorism, maritime security, maritime
domain awareness and HA-DR (Humanitarian Assistance and Disaster Relief),” the press release
said.

The meeting is crucial as it comes against the backdrop of the ongoing trade war between China
and the Trump administration that erupted after both sides imposed tariffs on each other’s goods.
Echoing India’s concern about maintaining freedom of navigation in the South China Sea and the
western Pacific Ocean, the trilateral emphasised on importance of keeping the sea lanes open.

The U.S. was represented in Wednesday’s talks by Alice Wells, Principal Deputy Assistant
Secretary of State for South and Central Asian Affairs, and Susan Thornton, Acting Assistant
Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs. “All sides agreed to remain engaged and
strengthen cooperation in support for a free, open, prosperous, peaceful and inclusive Indo-Pacific
region through partnership with countries in the region,” the release said.
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Nepal PM Oli’s visit to Delhi signals a new equilibrium

When Nepal’s new prime minister Khadga Prasad Sharma Oli arrives in New Delhi on Friday for a
three-day state visit, it will be one of the most politically significant visits by Nepal’s head of
government to its immediate neighborhood. Already, there are strong indications that the election
of the Left Alliance government signals at new terms of engagement with the international
community: it will be more nationalistic, will take a business-like approach and will caution foreign
powers to stay away from Nepal’s internal affairs. Secure in his home turf, the new Prime Minister
seems intent on projecting a confident Nepal externally.

In his recent address to the international community in Kathmandu where he outlined his
government’s priorities, Prime Minister Oli put ‘nationalism’ as the number one pillar of his
governance. “This,” he told heads of diplomatic missions and donor agencies, “comes as a non-
negotiable priority for us.”

Both domestic politics and regional dynamics have changed appreciably since Oli last visited New
Delhi in 2016 when Nepal was under an undeclared border blockade by India. India felt slighted
that Nepal’s major political parties, including Oli’s Communist Party of Nepal-Marxist Leninist
(CPN-UML), had failed to take New Delhi in confidence about the content of the new constitution.
Nepal’s leaders, on the other hand, insisted that it was Nepal’s internal affair.

New shift

There has been a tectonic shift in Nepal’s politics since 2016. In the elections to the federal
parliament and seven provincial assemblies late last year, the Left Alliance received a sweeping
mandate across the country. The pre-poll electoral alliance—which brought together Nepal’s two
largest communist parties (Oli’s CPN-UML and former prime minister Prachanda’s Maoist Centre,
MC)—are now close to unification, with the two senior most party leaders currently co-chairing the
would-be Communist Party of Nepal.

The numbers are staggering. If he headed a loose multi-party coalition when he last visited Delhi
as Prime Minister, Oli is now supported by more than 60 percent of Left Alliance lawmakers in the
federal parliament. And if the Madhes-based Federal Socialist Forum Nepal (FSFN) party led by
Upendra Yadav, joins the ruling coalition, the Prime Minister will enjoy over two-thirds majority. In
a vote of confidence earlier, Oli received a resounding “yes” from 3/4th of the House.

In fact, the Left’s sweep has been near-complete: since its landslide victory in the elections last
year, its candidates have been comfortably elected as Nepal’s President, Vice-President, Speaker
of the Lower House and Chair of the Upper House. The Left controls six of the seven provincial
assemblies and will possibly also control the seventh one—if the FSFN gets on board.  No prime
minister in Nepal’s history has enjoyed the level of political support as K P Oli currently does.
(Which also makes some people in Nepal very nervous).

China factor

Second, as much as the domestic politics, it is the fast-changing regional dynamics that make Oli’s
current visit very meaningful in New Delhi. After he last visited the Indian capital as prime minister,
Oli signed 10 crucial framework agreements on trade and transit with Beijing to wean Nepal from
its historical dependence on India.

Granted, Nepal still gets all of its petroleum products from India and conducts its trade through
Indian ports, and nearly 70 percent of Nepal’s trade takes place with India. But the Oli government
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is expected to deepen trade and transit ties with China. Under the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI)
that Nepal signed with China in May last year, Nepal is also expected to receive huge investments
to finance its vastly underfunded hydropower, connectivity and tourism sectors.

Attracted by its natural beauty and relative affordability, more than 100,000 Chinese tourists
travelled to Nepal last year and the number is growing. (More than 160,000 Indian tourists arrived
by air in the same period; Nepal doesn’t keep data of Indian tourists crossing over from land).
There are plans to connect the capital Kathmandu with Lord Buddha’s birthplace Lumbini and the
lake city of Pokhara with China-funded railways. Chinese are building international airports near
Lumbini and Pokhara, and Chinese companies are already the leading investor in Nepal’s
hydropower sector. The power-generation and irrigation potentials of Nepal’s great Himalayan
rivers still remain largely untapped.

Chinese officials stress that over 23 million Chinese tourists travel to Tibet each year and a vast
number of them will be willing to travel to neighbouring Nepal if there is a better connectivity and
infrastructure in place. The Qinghai-Tibet railway line, which travels through the world’s highest
plateau, has arrived in Tibet’s second city Shigatse and is expected to connect the Nepal-China
border point of Kerung (also called Gyirong or Kyirong) by 2020.  Align all this with the recent
changes in China, set to ensure President Xi Jinping’s reign as the country’s top leader for a long
time, and you will get a sense that Chinese policy in its neighborhodd is likely to remain
predictable. Anxious to leave his stamp in the immediate periphery, the Chinese President is
expected to visit Nepal either this year or next. By all account, his flagship foreign policy project,
BRI will further expand China’s influence in the region.

Some in the Indian foreign policy establishment believe that these developments should be seen
as a strategic opportunity for India to engage in economic partnership with China, the world’s
second largest economy and all set to become the largest. In a recent interview, Indian
ambassador to China Gautam Bambawale told the ‘South China Morning Post’ that India should
regard China a partner, not a rival. This should suit Oli just fine. His government seems keen to
revive the moribund SAARC, headquartered in Kathmandu. In a surprise move last month, the
Pakistani Prime Minister Shahid Khaqan Abbasi landed in the Nepali capital to congratulate the
newly elected prime minister. The visitor made no secret that he was seeking Oli’s good offices to
salvage a SAARC summit long due.

Some in the Oli administration seem anxious to see the China-Nepal-India trilateral cooperation
get off the ground for its obvious political dividends. The trilateral cooperation will not only make
Nepal’s job of balancing relations with the two giants easier but will also consolidate Nepal’s
existence as a “vibrant economic bridge” between the world’s fastest growing big economies.

What next?

In 2015, when Nepal’s new constitution came out, India merely ‘noted’ the historic event and
subsequently imposed an undeclared border blockade to express its displeasure. If anything, the
Indian move only made Oli more popular among Nepalis and the elections to three tiers of
government—local bodies, provincial assemblies and federal parliament–that followed the Indian
blockade saw the nationalist CPN-UML emerge as the largest party.

As the two close neighbors try to reset their relations in a changed context, the current message
should not be lost on New Delhi. This visit is being closely watched by millions of Nepalis as an
expression of a more confident and coming-of-age Nepal that deserves to be treated on parity. To
us in Nepal, the visit hopefully turns a page on the historically complex relationship between the
two countries.
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Desert storm

The reformist Saudi crown prince Mohammed bin Salman’s latest offering has taken the world by
storm. In an interview to the influential US publication The Atlantic, the prince, who has virtually
taken over the running of the country from his ailing father, said that “the Palestinians and the
Israelis have the right to have their own land”.

Saudi Arabia still does not officially recognise Israel. Even though the country, in alignment with its
big Western allies, has for nearly two decades quietly pushed a two-state solution and even
spearheaded an Arab peace initiative, this was the bluntest acknowledgment so far that Israel can
exist alongside Palestine. In doing so, the 32-year-old prince, known as MbS, publicly set aside
nearly seven decades of Saudi opposition to the idea of Israel. With that one sentence, he also
brushed aside the anti-semitism that is a matter of faith in Saudi Arabia, and in the radical Salafi
and Wahabi versions of Islam that the country has exported the world over since 1979.

Saudi Arabia and Israel have been drawing closer over several years in response to common
perceived enemy, Iran, and its role — along with that of Russia — in Syria, another common foe.
In March, the kingdom allowed Air India flights to and from Tel Aviv to use its air space, an
indication of the thaw in the ties between the two countries.

For now, the outreach strengthens Israel, with its potential to bring the Trump and Netanyahu
administrations and Saudi Arabia on the same page, with Egypt and Jordan already Israeli allies. It
remains to be seen if this will bring out the other Arab states with covert relations with Israel. And it
increases the isolation of the Palestinians. Prince Salman’s interview was published two days after
a number of Palestinians were killed by Israeli forces during a protest over the blockade of Gaza.

Though the prince spoke of a “peace agreement to assure stability for everyone”, he gave no
specifics. It was left to his father King Salman to fill in the details with a reiteration of “the
kingdom’s steadfast position towards the Palestinian issue and the legitimate rights of the
Palestinian people to an independent state with Jerusalem as its capital”.

Just as allowing women to drive in Saudi Arabia does not mean that the country is now the
epitome of gender equality, Prince Salman’s public acknowledgment of Israel’s right is only one
element towards a solution, that needs many, many other elements.
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Arrest the slide

The spectacle of two nuclear-armed nations bickering like schoolchildren is nothing if not comic,
and the Twitter fight between US President Donald Trump and North Korean dictator Kim Jong-un
had given the world plenty to snigger about. It is more difficult to laugh when the joke hits closer
home. India and Pakistan have never offered a model of good neighbourly relations. Yet their
conduct over the last couple of weeks would have been entertaining if it did not give rise to a new
sense of despair. Now they are ringing each other’s doorbells in Islamabad and New Delhi in pre-
dawn attacks on the nerves of diplomats and shooting smartphone videos of diplomats’ kids.

Harassment of Indian and Pakistani diplomats posted in each other’s countries had become a
thing of the past. The last time such complaints came to the fore was in 2006. Usually, the reasons
on the surface are petty, such as denial of membership to a club. But they tend to look bigger
when relations between the two sides are not in the pink of health. Irrespective of the club
membership denied to the Indian High Commissioner in Islamabad, and the 3 am ring of the
doorbell at the Indian Deputy High Commissioner’s, India should ask itself if retaliation in kind
behoves a country with global aspirations.

That this style of doing diplomacy, given up a decade ago, has made a comeback underlines what
is most worrying about this saga: Diplomatic relations between the two countries have slid to
where they were at the start of this century. The High Commissioner of Pakistan to India has
returned for “consultations” to Islamabad, and going by reports in the Pakistani press, is unlikely to
return until a resolution. Pakistan will not attend a WTO meeting in New Delhi. All this has
overshadowed even the modest gains on the prisoners’ issue earlier this month. The present
moment recalls a time when India downgraded its mission in Islamabad, and Pakistan followed
suit, in the wake of the 2001 Parliament attack. Expulsions followed and eventually, the two sides
had only a shell of a diplomatic presence on the other side until 2004, when relations began to
improve following the Vajpayee-Musharraf meeting in Islamabad.

That process broke down in 2008, and the Narendra Modi government has entirely given up
attempts to revive it, citing the Pathankot and Uri attacks. It is unfortunate, even alarming, that in
both countries, those in charge of the foreign policy and security establishments are sanguine that
the deteriorating situation — most evident in the breakdown of the ceasefire at the LoC, where five
more civilians were killed in Balakote sector of Poonch on Sunday in firing from Pakistan — does
not demand a renewed push, of the kind Musharraf and Vajpayee gave it, to restart engagement.
Indeed, on the Indian side, Pakistan’s “recall” of its High Commissioner is possibly being seen as a
pressure tactic on India for talks which should be resisted. Two mavericks have decided that it’s
time to change history in East Asia. Time to ask why not in South Asia.
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Retaining confidence: on Sri Lanka surviving the no-trust vote

The resounding defeat of a no-confidence motion against Prime Minister Ranil Wickremesinghe in
Sri Lanka’s parliament provides an opportunity for its bickering leaders to reassess their priorities.
However, it may not end the prevailing political uncertainty as the three-way competition among
President Maithripala Sirisena, Mr. Wickremesinghe and their common rival, former president
Mahinda Rajapaksa, is likely to continue. The confidence of parliament has been numerically
settled in favour of the Prime Minister now, with Tamil and Muslim parties backing him in the
crucial vote, but in electoral terms the question of political supremacy is still open. For nearly two
months, the power-sharing arrangement between Mr. Wickremesinghe’s United National Party
and President Maithripala Sirisena’s Sri Lanka Freedom Party has been unravelling. Their national
unity government came under strain after both parties, contesting separately, lost to a party
backed by Mr. Rajapaksa in local body elections in February. Mr. Sirisena held Mr.
Wickremesinghe responsible for the debacle, seeing in the results an expression of public anger
against the government’s poor performance on the economic front and a bond scandal in the
central bank helmed by the Prime Minister’s appointee as governor. A sudden outbreak of
communal violence targeting Muslims last month worsened the political situation. The ‘Joint
Opposition’ consisting of loyalists of Mr. Rajapaksa moved the no-confidence motion, despite
lacking the numbers needed to bring down Mr. Wickremesinghe, citing the bond scam and the
sectarian violence as major grounds. The aim was obvious: to deepen the wedge between the
President and the Prime Minister, in the hope that some of the SLFP members now in the ranks of
the government would abandon Mr. Wickremesinghe, and that he would face a leadership tussle
within the UNP.

Sri Lanka: A clarifying vote

Mr. Sirisena’s hostility to Mr. Wickremesinghe could not tilt the scales in favour of those batting for
the latter’s ouster. The fear of a return to the days of Mr. Rajapaksa’s political dominance possibly
deterred more members from joining the bandwagon. With the no-confidence motion out of their
way, there ought to be some recognition that matters of far greater import await attention. The
local body poll results have given sufficient indication of the people’s concerns over the economy
and unemployment. Investigation into past crimes and corruption seems to be slow. In addition,
the process of framing a new and inclusive constitution needs to be expedited. Sri Lanka has
made a commitment to the international community that it would promote accountability and
reconciliation as part of its post-war transformation. This needs the President and the Prime
Minister to work together, de-emphasising their political differences. The two leaders came
together in 2015 and got a mandate from the people for good governance and institutional reform.
Sri Lanka needs a reboot to bring these objectives back on track.
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The revival of the Trans-Pacific Partnership, sans U.S., must buttress the free trade debate
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President of India inaugurates world Hindi secretariat; addresses Indian diaspora in Mauritius;
praises Indians living in Mauritius for their achievements
President's Secretariat

President of India inaugurates world Hindi secretariat;
addresses Indian diaspora in Mauritius; praises Indians
living in Mauritius for their achievements

Posted On: 13 MAR 2018 7:10PM by PIB Delhi

The President of India, Shri Ram NathKovind, inaugurated the World Hindi Secretariat building
today (March 13, 2018) on the third day of his visit to Mauritius. He also launched the World Hindi
Secretariat’s logo, an Early Digital Learning Programme as well unveiled foundation stones of a
social housing project and a large ENT hospital being built with Indian assistance.

Addressing the gathering, the President said that Hindi has played an important role in society and
culture in both India and Mauritius. It is a global language and the Indian community, spread
across the world, has preserved its culture and traditions – and passed it to the next generation –
through its linguistic traditions, including Hindi. Hindi is being taught in about 175 universities in
various countries.

The President noted that the 11th World Hindi Conference is going to be held in Mauritius in
August 2018. Apart from India, Mauritius is the only country where this conference is being hosted
for a third time. This is evidence of the affection of the people of Mauritius for Hindi.

Later in the day, the President addressed the Indian diaspora at a reception hosted by the High
Commissioner of India in Mauritius.

Speaking on the occasion, the President said that in India we rejoice at the remarkable success of
our brothers and sisters who left Indian shores many generations ago and have achieved great
material success while cherishing their spiritual values. Since time immemorial, Indian life and
society have been defined by “VasudhaivaKutumbakum”, meaning the whole world is our family.
This is even more so for Mauritius, with whom we are linked by blood and sweat.

The President said that today, more than ever, India wants to connect with its diaspora. To this
end, we have made special provision for Mauritius in our OCI scheme. The President invited
members of the Indian diaspora to visit and participate in programmes of the PravasiBharatiya
Kendra in Delhi. He was happy to note that young Mauritians have already started to connect with
the Kendra. We must use our diaspora networks and platforms for connecting with India and for
engaging with others in different parts of the world.

Earlier this morning, two former Prime Ministers of Mauritius, Mr Paul Berenger and Mr
NavinRamgoolam, called on the President for separate meetings. Tomorrow (March 14, 2018)
morning, the President will leave for Madagascar for the final leg of his two-nation state visit. He
will become the first Indian President to visit Madagascar.

 

***
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Here comes the Sun

The Delhi Agenda, which kicked off the International Solar Alliance (ISA) on March 11, is a
refreshing change in global environmental diplomacy. The agenda’s 62 signatories agreed to
increase the share of solar energy in their respective energy mix and the alliance plans to
generate 1 TW of solar energy by 2030 — more than three times the current installed solar
capacity, globally. The coalition will facilitate “joint research and development efforts” to reduce the
cost of solar projects in member nations. This is a welcome departure from the times when
deliberations over the transfer of climate-friendly technologies were hostage to the entrenched
positions of the US, EU and developing countries. Developed countries like Australia and France
partnering emerging economies like India and Brazil and small island nations like Fiji, Seychelles
and Mauritius could be a potential game-changer for the renewable energy market. But therein
also lies the alliance’s main challenge: Balancing the needs and the vastly different capacities of
its members would require the ISA to develop robust procedures.

At the core of the ISA is the understanding that the coming together of countries that get about
300 days of sunshine in a year will expand the global solar market, the bigger volumes will bring
down costs, and this, in turn, will spur demand. But many of the countries have poor technological
capabilities that could come in the way of their leveraging the platform. Even India, the club’s
founder, has struggled to be competitive in manufacturing solar equipment like photovoltaics. The
country also requires technology to store solar energy when the sun is not shining. India could
draw on its leadership of the alliance to find solutions to some of these problems. However, the
alliance should also make sure that it does not become the means to advance the climate change
mitigation goals of a few of its members or is reduced to an avenue of bilateral exchanges.

That the ISA has begun work less than two-and-a-half years after it was conceptualised at the
Paris Climate Change Meet in 2015 is smooth procedural progress by the standards of global
environmental diplomacy. But the alliance will now be faced with a different order of challenges.
Many of its energy-deficient African members, for example, want the club to become a facilitator of
their electrification programmes. For electricity-sufficient countries like Mauritius, membership of
the alliance comes with an aspiration to transit to clean energy. The alliance will have to find ways
to arbitrate between such claims on its resources. Mobilising finances will be another challenge —
the alliance aims to pump in a trillion dollars into solar energy initiatives by 2030. These are early
days for the ISA and its plans to deal with these challenges are understandably sketchy. Much will
depend on the alliance’s first assembly meeting next month when the ISA will frame its first set of
rules.
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The French connections

With French President Emmanuel Macron’s recent visit to India, the India-France Strategic
Partnership launched in 1998 seems finally to have come of age. In these two decades, both sides
have gradually enhanced cooperation in diverse fields covering civil nuclear, defence, space,
counter-terrorism, education, research and development in science and technology, culture, urban
development, climate change, trade and economics and people-to-people contacts. The slew of
bilateral agreements and memoranda of understanding signed, the detailed ‘joint statement’ and
accompanying ‘vision statements’ on cooperation in space and the Indian Ocean Region, the boat
ride in Varanasi, and Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s warmly reciprocated diplohugs indicate that
the relationship has received a momentum that gives it critical mass and greater coherence.

As a country that has prided itself on its ‘exceptionalism’, France has always been sympathetic to
similar Indian claims based on its ancient civilisation. This is why both countries were quick to
voice support for global multi-polarity once the Cold War ended. French discomfort with the U.S.’s
unipolar moment in the 1990s was evident when it described it as a ‘hyperpower’.

Defence cooperation with France began in the 1950s when India acquired the Ouragan aircraft
and continued with the Mystères, Jaguar (Anglo-French), Mirage 2000, Alizè planes and the
Alouette helicopter. Joint naval exercises, later christened Varuna, date back to 1983.

Cooperation in the space sector has continued since the 1960s when France helped India set up
the Sriharikota launch site, followed by liquid engine development and hosting of payloads. Today,
it is a relationship of near equals and the ‘vision statement’ refers to world class joint missions for
space situational awareness, high resolution earth observation missions with applications in
meteorology, oceanography and cartography. Inter-planetary exploration and space transportation
systems are cutting edge science and technology areas that have also been identified.

Yet the Cold War imposed limitations on the partnership. After the Cold War, France decided that
its preferred partner in the Indian Ocean Region would be India. In January 1998, President
Jacques Chirac declared that India’s exclusion from the global nuclear order was an anomaly that
needed to be rectified. After the nuclear tests in May 1998 when India declared itself a nuclear
weapon state, France was the first major power to open dialogue and displayed a far greater
understanding of India’s security compulsions compared to other countries. It was the first P-5
country to support India’s claim for a permanent seat in an expanded and reformed UN Security
Council.

With the establishment of a Strategic Dialogue, cooperation in defence, civil nuclear, space,
intelligence sharing and counter-terrorism has grown. An agreement for building six Scorpène
submarines in India with French help was signed in 2005. Similarly, technology sharing and
acquisitions of short range missiles and radar equipment were concluded. Joint exercises between
the air forces and the armies were instituted in 2003 and 2011, respectively. The government-to-
government agreement for 36 Rafale aircraft, salvaged out of the prolonged negotiations for the
original 126 which were at an impasse, was as much driven by technical requirements as by
political considerations. The ambitious offset target of 50% (nearly 25,000 crore), properly
implemented, can help in building up India’s budding aerospace industry.

In the nuclear field, an agreement was signed about a decade ago for building six EPR nuclear
power reactors with a total capacity of 9.6 GW for which negotiations have been ongoing between
the Nuclear Power Corporation of India (NPCIL) and Areva, and now EdF. Terror strikes in France
in recent years by home-grown terrorists have enlarged the scope of counter-terrorism
cooperation to include cyber security and discussions on radicalisation.
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Even though these areas provided a robust basis for engagement, it remained primarily at a
government-to-government level. In recent years, it was clear that for a wider partnership,
strengthening business-to-business and people-to-people relationships was essential. Climate
change and renewable energy resources, particularly solar, soon emerged as a new plank,
reflected in the multilateral initiative of the International Solar Alliance. Another area identified was
urban planning and management of services like housing, transport, water, sanitation, etc using
the public private partnership model which the French have employed successfully. Mr. Macron’s
visit has enabled progress to be registered across a variety of sectors including the strategic
partnership areas.

There has been a growing convergence of interests in maritime cooperation. Like India, France
has expressed concern about China’s growing presence in the Indian Ocean Region. French
overseas territories in the Indian and the Pacific Oceans provide it with the second largest
exclusive economic zone globally. It has long maintained bases in Reunion Islands and Djibouti
and established one in Abu Dhabi in 2009. This regional dimension is reflected in the Vision
Statement on cooperation in the Indian Ocean Region.

The signing of MoUs regarding the provision of reciprocal logistics support to each other’s armed
forces, exchange and reciprocal protection of classified information and developing shared space
studies and assets for maritime awareness provide the basis on which to strengthen joint naval
exercises. With the U.S., naval cooperation has been easier with the Pacific Command which
covers China and the region up to the Bay of Bengal but more difficult with the Central Command
which covers western Indian Ocean and the Arabian Sea because of Central Command’s
privileged relationship with Pakistan. Therefore strengthening cooperation with France, particularly
in the western Indian Ocean Region makes eminent strategic sense even as India develops its
presence in Oman (Duqm) and Seychelles (Assumption Island).

The agreement on the industrial way forward between NPCIL and EdF affirms that work at
Jaitapur will commence before the end of 2018. Equally significant are the two agreements signed
between EdF and other French entities and L&T and Reliance, respectively, reflecting the
engagement of Indian industry.

Trade has grown in recent years but at $10 billion is half of the trade with Germany. The signing of
nearly $16 billion worth of agreements at the business summit indicates that private sectors in
both countries are beginning to take notice. There are nearly 1,000 French companies present in
India including 39 of the CAC 40 while over a hundred Indian businesses have established a
presence in France. In the past, Indian companies saw the U.K. as the entry point for Europe; now
with Brexit approaching, Mr. Macron has cleverly pitched that India should look at France as its
entry point for Europe and Francophonie! The flagship programme of Smart Cities in which France
is focussing on Chandigarh, Nagpur and Puducherry is taking shape as more than half the
business agreements signed related to electric mobility, water supply, waste management and
smart grids.

Potentially, the most significant was the focus on youth and student exchanges. Currently about
2,500 Indians go to France annually to pursue higher education, compared to more than 250,000
from China. A target has been set to raise it to 10,000 by 2020. The agreement on mutual
recognition of academic degrees and the follow-on Knowledge Summit, where 14 MoUs between
educational and scientific institutions were signed, is a welcome move.

Tourism is another area that has received attention. A target of a million Indian tourists and
335,000 French tourists has been set for 2020. Given that France receives over 80 million tourists
a year and India around nine million, these targets may seem modest but reflect that while there
are only about 20 flights a week between India and France, there are four times as many to
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Germany and 10 times as many to the U.K.

The Strategic Partnership has already created a solid foundation; other aspects have now
received the much needed focus and with proper implementation, it can add to the growing
strategic convergence that draws India and France together.

Rakesh Sood is a former Ambassador to France and currently Distinguished Fellow at the
Observer Research Foundation. E-mail: rakeshsood2001@yahoo.com
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A challenging time for the Indo-Pacific

Security dynamics are changing rapidly in the Indo-Pacific. The region is home not only to the
world’s fastest-growing economies, but also to the fastest-increasing military expenditure and
naval capabilities, the fiercest competition over natural resources, and the most dangerous
strategic hot spots. One might even say that it holds the key to global security.

The increasing use of the term “Indo-Pacific”—which refers to all countries bordering the Indian
and Pacific oceans—rather than “Asia-Pacific”, underscores the maritime dimension of today’s
tensions. Asia’s oceans have increasingly become an arena of competition for resources and
influence. It now seems likely that future regional crises will be triggered and/or settled at sea.

The main driver of this shift has been China, which over the last five years has been working to
push its borders far out into international waters, by building artificial islands in the South China
Sea. Having militarized these outposts, it has now shifted its focus to the Indian Ocean.

Already, China has established its first overseas military base in Djibouti, which recently
expropriated its main port from a Dubai-based company, possibly to give it to China. Moreover,
China is planning to open a new naval base next to Pakistan’s China-controlled Gwadar port. And
it has leased several islands in the crisis-ridden Maldives, where it is set to build a marine
observatory that will provide subsurface data supporting the deployment of nuclear-powered
attack submarines (SSNs) and nuclear-powered ballistic missile subs (SSBNs) in the Indian
Ocean.

In short, China has transformed the region’s strategic landscape in just five years. If other powers
do not step in to counter further challenges to the territorial and maritime status quo, the next five
years could entrench China’s strategic advantages. The result could be the ascendancy of a
China-led illiberal hegemonic regional order, at the expense of the liberal rules-based order that
most countries in the region support. Given the region’s economic weight, this would create
significant risks for global markets and international security.

To mitigate the threat, the countries of the Indo-Pacific must confront three key challenges.
Despite a lack of political integration and the absence of a common security framework in the
Indo-Pacific, free-trade agreements are proliferating, the latest being the 11-country
Comprehensive and Progressive Agreement for Trans-Pacific Partnership (CPTPP). China has
emerged as the leading trade partner of most regional economies.

But booming trade alone cannot reduce political risks. That requires a framework of shared and
enforceable rules and norms. In particular, all countries should agree to state or clarify their
territorial or maritime claims on the basis of international law, and to settle any dispute by peaceful
means—never through force or coercion.

Establishing a regional framework that reinforces the rule of law will require progress on
overcoming the second challenge: the region’s “history problem”. Disputes over territory, natural
resources, war memorials, air defence zones, and textbooks are all linked, in one way or another,
with rival historical narratives. The result is competing and mutually reinforcing nationalisms that
imperil the region’s future.

This brings us to the third key challenge facing the Indo-Pacific: changing maritime dynamics.
Amid surging maritime trade flows, regional powers are fighting for access, influence, and relative
advantage. Here, the biggest threat lies in China’s unilateral attempts to alter the regional status
quo. What China achieved in the South China Sea has significantly more far-reaching and longer-
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term strategic implications than, say, Russia’s annexation of Crimea, as it sends the message that
defiant unilateralism does not necessarily carry international costs.

Add to that new challenges—from climate change, overfishing, and degradation of marine
ecosystems to the emergence of maritime non-state actors, such as pirates, terrorists, and
criminal syndicates—and the regional security environment is becoming increasingly fraught and
uncertain. All this raises the risks of war, whether accidental or intentional.

As the most recent US “National Security Strategy Report” put it, “A geopolitical competition
between free and repressive visions of world order is taking place in the Indo-Pacific region.” And
yet while the major countries in the region all agree that an open, rules-based order is vastly
preferable to Chinese hegemony, they have so far done far too little to promote collaboration.

There is no more time to waste. Indo-Pacific powers must take stronger action to strengthen
regional stability, reiterating their commitment to shared norms, not to mention international law,
and creating robust institutions.

For starters, Australia, India, Japan and the US must make progress in institutionalizing their
Quadrilateral Security Dialogue, so that they can better coordinate their policies and pursue
broader collaboration with other important countries like Vietnam, Indonesia, and South Korea, as
well as with smaller countries.

Economically and strategically, the global centre of gravity is shifting to the Indo-Pacific. If the
region’s stakeholders don’t act now to fortify an open, rules-based order, the security situation will
continue to deteriorate—with consequences that are likely to reverberate worldwide.
©2018/Project Syndicate

Brahma Chellaney is professor of strategic studies at the New Delhi-based Centre for Policy
Research.

Comments are welcome at theirview@livemint.com
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Trade goes on: on U.S and free trade

The United States under Donald Trump may not be a huge fan of free trade across borders, but
that’s not stopping other countries from embracing it. On Thursday, 11 Asia-Pacific countries,
including Japan, Australia and Canada, signed the Comprehensive and Progressive Agreement
for Trans-Pacific Partnership in Chile. The CPTPP is, in effect, the original Trans-Pacific
Partnership struck during the Barack Obama presidency minus the U.S. On the campaign trail, Mr.
Trump had promised to pull the U.S. out of the TPP, and went on to do precisely that within weeks
of assuming office. Interestingly, the CPTPP comes soon after the U.S. had made clear its plan to
impose tariffs on the import of aluminium and steel in an attempt to protect domestic
manufacturers. The countries signing the agreement, which account for more than 13% of the
world economy, have agreed to bring down tariffs on cross-border trade by as much as 98% after
domestic ratification. More countries are expected to sign the CPTPP in the future, and there is
hope that a post-Trump U.S. may join the bloc. But even in the absence of the world’s largest
economy, countries that are currently part of the deal will only gain from any reduction in the costs
imposed on trade. This will leave the world, which has largely been moving towards increasing
free trade even as the U.S. has turned inwards, better off than without the deal.

Pacific Ocean’s 11: on TPP without U.S.

The CPTPP, as it looks to expand influence by adding other countries into its fold, will need to
address other problems as well. One of the points of criticism of the TPP, even in its original form
as a 12-member agreement, was the alleged influence of special interests in dictating its broad
framework. Mr. Trump, in fact, smartly capitalised on these sentiments to attack and then pull out
of the agreement last year. The TPP text, which has in large part been incorporated into the new
deal, had also been flayed for mandating labour and other regulations that increase the
bureaucratic burden on businesses. Many have cited the size of the agreement, which runs into
several chapters and thousands of pages, to contend that the benefits from tariff reductions may
be cancelled out by the massive increase in regulatory requirements. While there may be no hard
and fast rule to gauge the net benefit of the agreement, addressing these concerns will only
strengthen the chances of more countries joining it. A simpler trade agreement can also help the
cause of transparency and lower the chances of lobbying by special interests in the future. Last
but not least, amid palpable fears of a global trade war, the survival of a free trade agreement
despite the sudden pullout of the U.S. offers some respite to the supporters of free trade.

Receive the best of The Hindu delivered to your inbox everyday!
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The revival of the Trans-Pacific Partnership, sans U.S., must buttress the free trade debate
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Prime Minister of Nepal Calls on the President
President's Secretariat

Prime Minister of Nepal Calls on the President

Posted On: 07 APR 2018 10:44AM by PIB Delhi

Rt. Hon’ble Mr K. P. Sharma Oli, the Prime Minister of Nepal, called on the President of India, Shri
Ram Nath Kovind, at Rashtrapati Bhavan today (April 7, 2018).

 

Welcoming Mr Oli to India, the President said he was happy to note that this was his first visit
abroad after his appointment as the Prime Minister of Nepal. The President said that India holds
him in the highest regard for his leadership and contribution to advancing the cause of India-Nepal
partnership. We are confident that under his wise leadership, Nepal will chart a new course of
rapid socio-economic transformation for its people.  

 

The President said that no other countries in the world have the bonds of friendship and
cooperation that exist between India and Nepal.  We are bound together not only by a shared
geography but by history, culture, civilisation and close people to people and familial ties.  Regular
exchanges of visits at the highest political level between the two countries demonstrate the priority
that we attach to our special partnership.  India abiding interest is in the stability and economic
prosperity of Nepal.  We wish to take forward our relationship on the basis of goodwill, mutual trust
and mutual benefit.  

 

The President said that India values its economic and development partnership with Nepal. India
stands ready to expand cooperation with Nepal as per Nepal’s priorities. We believe that
enhanced connectivity between our countries will boost our economic growth and benefit our
citizens. 

 

***
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Mutual respect is the key

I will not reach any deal that would go against the national interest of Nepal,” K P Sharma Oli, the
prime minister of Nepal, reportedly assured parliamentarians in Kathmandu earlier this week,
before heading out to India. That such questions should be asked and answered is a definitive
sign of the current unhealthy state of India’s relations with Nepal.

This is certainly not unique. Until recently, Delhi’s chattering classes framed every official
engagement between India and the US in terms of Washington’s arm twisting and Delhi’s
surrender of national sovereignty. Even when it was a clear case of advancing India’s self-interest,
Delhi’s political and bureaucratic classes were reluctant to move forward for the fear of it being
perceived as “pro-American”. Delhi’s preference for public posturing against Washington meant
there was little room for practical give and take with America.

This tendency has certainly diminished in the last few years, thanks to conscious efforts at building
greater mutual respect, understanding and trust. That precisely is what is needed between
Kathmandu and Delhi. As in India-US ties, the initiative to reduce suspicion and generate political
comfort must come from the larger nation.

Power asymmetry certainly produces defensiveness in the weaker party. If a large country like
India was afflicted for long with a “small country syndrome,” it should not be surprising that Nepali
elites are afflicted by a more acute version of it. Although asymmetry is certainly an important
feature of India-Nepal relations, it does not fully explain the problem between Delhi and
Kathmandu. Take for example Nepal’s engagement with China, where the asymmetry is much
larger. When Oli heads to Beijing, soon after his visit to Delhi, few in Kathmandu are likely to worry
about Oli surrendering Nepal’s interests. In fact, there will be much expectation that Beijing will
help Nepal “stand up” against India.

Whether we like it or not, standing up against India has unfortunately become an important part of
Nepal’s definition of sovereignty. For most of Delhi’s neighbours, the deep intimacy and
interdependence with India is at once the basis for a special relationship and profound resentment.

It is easy to be critical of this tendency or bemoan the “anti-India” sentiments among the
neighbourhood elites. It is not for Delhi to decide whether this is rational. Instead, Delhi must try
and understand the sources of this negative tradition and address the problem purposefully. One
place to start is history.

Delhi inherited from the Raj, the sense of paramountcy over the Subcontinent. The idea of
protectorates worked well for both the Raj and the feudal regimes and tribal federations along the
Subcontinent’s periphery. The Raj offered economic subsidies and assured non-interference in the
internal affairs of these regimes. In return, the feudal and tribal chieftains agreed to assist the Raj
in fending off the forays of rival powers into the Subcontinent.

This mutually beneficial arrangement, however, was unsustainable for independent India in the
second half of the 20th century. One reason was the big power shift in the region. The notion of an
exclusive sphere of influence for India in the Subcontinent was the casualty. The Raj was more
than dominant in the Subcontinent and had the power to prevent rival powers from encroaching
the glacis surrounding fortress India. The partition of the Subcontinent, the US-Soviet Cold War
and the emergence of a unified and strong China under communists introduced extraordinary
constraints on Indian policy.

But Delhi refused to adapt to the new circumstances. If the Raj’s hegemony was based on a
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partnership with friendly feudals, Delhi was torn between aligning with the monarchies and
responding to the democratic aspirations of the people in the peripheral states. One way or
another, India was inevitably sucked into the internal affairs of its neighborus, including Nepal. The
most recent case was India’s involvement in Nepal’s constitution-making.

If Oli rode the backlash on an intensely nationalist platform, his visit this week provides a major
opportunity for Delhi to put the relationship with Nepal back on a new set of rails. Three broad
imperatives stand out for Delhi. First, is to acknowledge Nepal’s sovereignty and promise to
conduct relations on that basis. Delhi needs to shift from underlining “the special relationship” with
Nepal to one based on “sovereign equality”. That would inevitably mean that India should stop
meddling in Nepal’s internal affairs and focus more on the state-to-state relationship. This is not a
favour from Delhi to Nepal. It is in India’s interest to have a strong and sovereign Nepal on its
northern frontiers.

Second, instead of demanding an “India first policy” from Oli, Prime Minister Narendra Modi must
affirm that India’s strong support for a “Nepal first” policy. Situated between the world’s two fastest
growing economies, Nepal has every reason to benefit from its location. Oli should have no
problem recognising the unique nature of Nepal’s relationship with India marked by the national
treatment given to Nepali citizens, an open border, and easiest access to the sea. Even more
important, Oli, elected with a strong mandate, is in a good position to build a confident Nepal that
can depoliticise economic cooperation with India.

Third, while the Indian security establishment has long claimed a special political relationship,
Delhi’s economic policies have prevented the full development of the natural economic
complementarity between the two countries. The rotting trade infrastructure on the long and open
border, Delhi’s cumbersome procedures for administering economic assistance and the inability to
implement infrastructure projects in reasonable time, have all added to India’s woes in Nepal.

The suggestion that the two sides must focus on the already committed projects and the ones that
promise early returns to the people on both sides of the border is a good one. An emphasis on
projects relating to cross-border trade, transport and tourism could be the beginning of a solid
economic foundation for a sustainable political partnership with sovereign Nepal.
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Secure relations

By now, India should be used to its smaller neighbours throwing the China card at it. And by now
too, Delhi should have been able to fashion a confident neighbourhood doctrine that can deal with
this card, takes on board the insecurities of these small countries, the politics that has shaped
them, and the aspirations of their citizens. Unfortunately, on both counts, the answer is, not yet. In
this respect, the visit by the Nepal Prime Minister, K P Oli, is an opportunity as much as it is a
challenge.

India views Oli as “pro-China”. In Nepal, his unseating in 2016, which brought a coalition of the
Maoists and Nepali Congress to power, is seen as India’s handiwork. His comeback, through an
election fought on a nationalist platform, shows the limits of ouster diplomacy. Though his “10-
point” infrastructure agreement with China during his earlier stint as PM angered India, and was
shelved by his successors, Oli may revive it.

China’s open chequebook policy means it can offer Nepal the kind of projects that Oli dreams will
make his country “land-linked” rather than “land-locked”. India cannot put down that kind of money.
It is an unequal rivalry on this front. So it will make little sense, at least to Nepal and its people, if
New Delhi decides to draw “red lines” around Chinese largesse when Prime Minister Narendra
Modi and his guest sit down to talk business on Saturday.

India’s security-driven foreign policy forgets one thing. China-card diplomacy too has its limits.
Nepal may want to keep India at arm’s length, fearful of being overrun by its large southern
neighbour. But it must be as, if not more, conscious of living in the shadow of a huge northern
neighbour with regional and global ambitions much bigger than India’s in scale and sweep, whose
desire to reach into its deep pockets to help Nepal cannot be free.

Once Delhi gets a grip on its paranoia, it can start asking itself what it can offer Nepal that China
cannot, not in a competitive, but a complementary way. So if China builds a hydropower project,
India should be offering to buy the power the project generates, instead of threatening the
opposite. If there are lessons from India’s engagement with Nepal over the last four years, and
indeed from the rest of the neighbourhood, it is not to make crude demands on loyalty based on
size, but to acknowledge the agency of each, and offer a constructive friendship based on
sovereign equality.
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India-Nepal Joint Statement during the State Visit of Prime Minister of Nepal to India (April 07,
2018)
Prime Minister's Office

India-Nepal Joint Statement during the State Visit of Prime
Minister of Nepal to India (April 07, 2018)

Posted On: 07 APR 2018 4:05PM by PIB Delhi

The Rt. Hon’ble Mr. K.P. Sharma Oli, Prime Minister of Nepal, is on a State visit to India from
April 6-8, 2018, at the invitation of the Prime Minister of India, Shri Narendra Modi.

On April 7, 2018, the two Prime Ministers comprehensively reviewed the entire spectrum of
multifaceted ties between the two countries. They welcomed the growing partnership between the
two governments, private sector and at the people’s level. The two Prime Ministers resolved to
work together to take bilateral relations to newer heights on the basis of equality, mutual trust,
respect and benefit.

Recalling that the close and friendly India-Nepal relations are built on the strong foundation of
shared historical and cultural links and close people to people contacts, the two Prime Ministers
underscored the importance of regular high-level political exchanges in cementing bilateral ties.

Prime Minister Oli stated that his government attaches high importance to further strengthening
friendly relations with India. He expressed the desire of the Government of Nepal to develop
bilateral relations in a way so as to benefit from India’s progress and prosperity for economic
transformation and development. Prime Minister Modi assured Prime Minister Oli that India
remains committed to strengthening its partnership with Nepal as per the priorities of the
Government of Nepal.

Prime Minister Modi stated that Government of India’s vision of ‘Sabka Saath Sabka Vikas’ is a
guiding framework for India’s engagement with its neighbours for a shared vision of inclusive
development and prosperity. Prime Minister Oli stated that after the landmark political
transformation, his Government has given priority to economic transformation with the motto
‘Samriddha Nepal Sukhi Nepali’. Prime Minister Modi congratulated the people and the
Government of Nepal for successful conduct of local level, federal parliament and first-ever
provincial elections in Nepal and appreciated their vision for stability, and development.

The two Prime Ministers inaugurated the Integrated Check Post at Birgunj in Nepal. They hoped
that its early operationalization will enhance cross-border trade and transit of goods and
movement of people bringing greater opportunities for shared growth and development.

The two Prime Ministers witnessed the ground breaking ceremony of the Motihari-Amlekhgunj
cross-border petroleum products pipeline at Motihari, India.

The two Prime Ministers underlined the need for expeditious implementation of bilateral projects
in Nepal, and to reinvigorate the existing bilateral mechanisms to promote cooperative agenda
across diverse spheres.

Three separate joint statements on the following key areas of mutual interest were issued today
(links below):
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· India-Nepal: New Partnership in Agriculture
· Expanding Rail Linkages: Connecting Raxaul in India to Kathmandu in Nepal
· New Connectivity between India and Nepal through Inland Waterways

The two Prime Ministers agreed that the visit has imparted new dynamism to the multifaceted
partnership between the two countries.

Prime Minister Oli thanked Prime Minister Modi for the invitation and warm hospitality extended to
him and his delegation.

Prime Minister Oli extended an invitation to Prime Minister Modi to pay an early visit to Nepal.
Prime Minister Modi accepted the invitation; dates would be finalized through diplomatic
channels.

***

AKT/AP

(Release ID: 1528217) Visitor Counter : 383
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Pakistan preparing terrorist database

Jamaat-ud-Dawa chief Hafiz Saeed.AFPARIF ALI  

Apart from introducing specific legislation to permanently ban Hafiz Saeed’s Jamaat-ud-Dawa,
Pakistani government is also preparing a consolidated database of known terrorists and terrorist
organisations.

The database, which would be accessible to the country’s financial institutions and law
enforcement agencies, will help the regime to tackle money laundering and terror financing.

Islamabad had declared the JuD banned in February and taken control of its assets, including
schools and health centres. However, Saeed was not detained.

Damage control

Dawn reported on Sunday that the government’s move to prepare a draft Bill that would amend
the Anti-Terrorism Act (ATA) of 1997 is part of its damage control campaign after the Financial
Action Task Force (FATF) placed the country on its money laundering and terror financing grey list
in February.

Ahead of the FATF meeting in Paris, President Mamnoon Hussain had promulgated an ordinance
in February amending the ATA to include entities listed by the United Nations Security Council
(UNSC) as proscribed groups.

Amendments were made to the ATA’s Section 11-B, which sets out parameters for proscription of
groups; and Section 11-EE, which describes the grounds for the listing of individuals. In both
sections, Sub-Section ‘aa’ was added.

According to the sub-section, organisations and individuals “listed under the United Nations
(Security Council) Act, 1948 (XIV of 1948), or” will be included in the First Schedule (for
organisations) and Fourth Schedule (for individuals), respectively.

Freezing, seizure rules

The Dawn report on Sunday said that the government would also work on the ATA’s freezing and
seizure rules and ensure that Anti-Terrorism Amendment Ordinance 2018 is enacted through the
Parliament, according to the draft action plan.

Saeed, who has been declared a global terrorist by the UN, has challenged the JuD ban in
Islamabad High Court and Lahore High Court. He claims that these steps were taken under
pressure from the U.S. and India.

Saeed was under detention for about nine months last year but released by Lahore High Court
after the government failed to bring specific charges.

The JuD is believed to be a front organisation of the Lashkar-e-Taiba, which was responsible for
the Mumbai attacks of 2008.

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

www.thehindu.com 2018-04-09

China objects to India’s ‘transgression’

On guard:A file photo of Army personnel at the Bumla pass in Arunachal Pradesh.AFP  

In a fresh incident of friction, the Chinese military last month strongly protested against the Indian
Army’s “transgression” into the strategically sensitive Asaphila area along the disputed border in
Arunachal Pradesh, but India rejected the complaint, official sources said.

The sources said the Chinese raised the issue at a ‘Border Personnel Meeting’ (BPM) on March
15 here but the Indian Army dismissed it, saying that the area in the upper Subansiri region of
Arunachal Pradesh belongs to India and it has regularly been carrying out patrols there.

The sources told PTI that the Chinese called India’s patrolling in the area a “transgression” and the
Indian Army objected to the terminology.

“China’s protest to our patrolling in Asaphila is surprising,” said a source, adding there were
several instances of Chinese intrusions in the area which had been taken up seriously by the
Indian side in the past.

Under the BPM mechanism, the two sides can register their protest over any incident of
transgression as there are varying perceptions about the Line of Actual Control (LAC) between the
two countries.

The delegation of China’s People’s Liberation Army specifically mentioned extensive patrolling in
Asaphila by Indian troops, saying such “violations” may escalate tensions.

However India said its troops were aware of the alignment of the LAC and the Army would
continue to carry out patrols up to the LAC, the de facto border.

The sources said the Chinese military specifically mentioned large-scale Indian patrolling in
Asaphila near Fishtail 1 on December 21, 22 and 23 last.

Indian and Chinese troops hold BPMs to resolve issues triggering tensions along the border.
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Recalling the mandate

Sri Lankan Prime Minister Ranil Wickremesinghe.   | Photo Credit: AFP

Last week, Sri Lankan Prime Minister Ranil Wickremesinghe survived a no-confidence motion
against him, saving the country’s first national unity government from a devastating fall. Now, with
President Maithripala Sirisena and Mr. Wickremesinghe agreeing to stay united and reshuffle the
cabinet, the government can, at least to some extent, deliver on the mandate it received in 2015.

However, this is neither simple nor straightforward for the two leaders, after having tried to
undermine each other in a visible power struggle within the ruling alliance. The local government
polls in February saw the worst of it, especially with Mr. Sirisena going after the Prime Minister in
public, citing a major scandal at the central bank under the leadership of a governor hand-picked
by Mr. Wickremesinghe. The rift cost them and their parties — Mr. Sirisena’s Sri Lanka Freedom
Party (SLFP) and Mr. Wickremesinghe’s United National Party (UNP) — dearly in the polls. The
Sri Lanka Podujana Peramuna (SLPP), a new political formation supported by former President
Mahinda Rajapaksa, outdid them in most councils.

After trading blame for the local election defeat, the coalition partners had reconciled their
differences temporarily, agreeing on a partial cabinet reshuffle. Only weeks later, the power
struggle erupted again. This time, some legislators from Mr. Sirisena’s camp sided with Mr.
Rajapaksa’s supporters in parliament, known informally as the ‘Joint Opposition’ (JO), and mooted
a confidence vote against the Prime Minister. Rather than stand with his Premier, Mr. Sirisena
allowed some in his party to back the JO-led move. Days before the no-trust vote, he also took
away the central bank, the policymaking National Operations Room and other institutions from Mr.
Wickremesinghe’s charge.

However, Mr. Wickremesinghe appears to have made the right moves to win the confidence vote
in the House. He was backed in no small measure by the minority parties, particularly the Tamil
National Alliance (TNA), the official opposition in parliament. Simultaneously, he contained UNP
backbenchers, promising substantive party reforms to address disgruntlement about his long hold
— nearly 25 years — on the party leadership and accusation about an elite coterie within the
party. A 12-member “politburo” has been elected to oversee internal reform by April 30.

To Mr. Wickremesinghe’s credit, he has managed the revolt within the UNP, the challenge from
the partnering SLFP and the threat to his office from the SLPP rather tactfully, at least for now.
With his survival, the national unity government has a better chance of remaining stable for the
last two years of its tenure.

But problems remain. The government may be stable, but not necessarily strong, for the two
parties in the coalition see each other as adversaries, not partners. Mr. Wickremesinghe may have
emerged stronger in parliament, but is not necessarily powerful with assured electoral support on
the ground. Moreover, he has to work with Mr. Sirisena, significantly weakened since 16 of his
own MPs who voted for the no-confidence motion now want to sit in the opposition along with Mr.
Rajapaksa’s allies. Effectively, the SLFP that Mr. Sirisena desperately tried to hold together has
split further. His rival and former boss, Mr. Rajapaksa, seems poised for a comeback in the next
general election.

Going by the message from the local polls, the initial promise of Mr. Sirisena’s presidency has
waned, and his growing tendency to pander to the hard-liners and strident nationalists among
Sinhala Buddhists is hard to miss. The Prime Minister’s economic policies, heavily tilted towards
big international trade agreements and a greater role for private players, speak little to the most



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m
crackIAS.com

basic economic concerns of a large section of the electorate, especially the rural Sinhalese and
urban poor.

But if the two leaders cast aside their differences, they can focus on vigorous implementation of
measures to address the grievances of their core electorate in the time that remains for their
government. That will include resolving pending post-war concerns of the Tamils — particularly
about private land that the military is yet to return to civilians who were displaced, the release of
political prisoners and those forcefully disappeared.

Mr. Wickremesinghe must not take the TNA’s vote in his favour for granted. Mr. Sirisena and Mr.
Wickremesinghe’s ascent to power in 2015 would have also been impossible but for the Tamils
and the Muslims. Equally, they could not have formed this historic national unity government
without the support of a significant section of the Sinhalese. The leaders must swiftly reorient
themselves to the 2015 mandate.

meera.srinivasan@thehindu.co.in
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The India-Japan economic relationship remains underwhelming in relation to strategic ties
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The Nepal reset: on India-Nepal ties

Nepali Prime Minister K.P. Sharma Oli’s visit to India signals an important recalibration of bilateral
ties. While the focus of the official pronouncements has been on connectivity, it is the perceptible
absence of tensions in public interactions and official meetings, including with Prime Minister
Narendra Modi, that gives hope that the rupture in ties over India’s reservations about Nepal’s new
constitution is being repaired. The visit follows a great deal of preparation by both Delhi and
Kathmandu. External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj made an unusual departure from protocol to
visit Mr. Oli in Kathmandu and congratulate him for his election win even before he had been
sworn in. It was a significant shift from 2015-17, when the five-month-long blockade of truck trade
at the Nepal-India border and Nepal’s ties with China placed a severe strain on the relationship.
For his part, Mr. Oli put aside the anti-India rhetoric of his election campaign, and came to India on
his first post-election visit abroad seeking ‘friendship first, and friendship second and third’.
Bilateral meetings at Hyderabad House were devoid of any sermonising and defensive postures,
steering clear of contentious issues on the constitution and China; Mr. Modi promised support on
development projects that meet “Nepal’s priorities”.

The reset is long overdue, and should be accompanied by a transformation in the tenor of the
relationship. Kathmandu has been too susceptible to conspiracy theories about Indian meddling,
while New Delhi and its diplomats in the Nepal embassy have sometimes lent credence to the
theories by adopting a patronising attitude. A first step to the reset would be the completion of the
ongoing process of updating the 1950 Treaty of Peace and Friendship. Nepal would acknowledge
that its citizens have benefited from the ease of employment and residence in India that the treaty
provides. But India must recognise that as in all other developing economies, Nepal’s aspirational
young population is also looking beyond the open Indian border for opportunities, and Mr. Oli’s
desire to turn his “land-locked” country into a “land-linked” country with a merchant navy must be
considered positively. From here on it will be the deliverables, such as road and railway links,
power projects and post-earthquake reconstruction commitments, that will determine the success
of the partnership, not just the announcement of new initiatives. India has residual concerns over
enhancing the constitution’s provisions for Nepal’s plains-based Madhesi population, but these
should be taken up discreetly and diplomatically. Recovery in the relationship is still fragile, and
any grandstanding must be avoided.

Receive the best of The Hindu delivered to your inbox everyday!
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The revival of the Trans-Pacific Partnership, sans U.S., must buttress the free trade debate
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Raja Mandala: India’s China reset and BRI

At the annual Boao forum in Hainan this week, Chinese leader Xi Jinping is expected to present
himself as the new champion of globalisation and castigate the unilateral economic actions of US
President Donald Trump. While demonstrating his readiness to confront Trump measure for
measure on trade, Xi is likely to signal some flexibility on key issues raised by the US. These
include concerns over-restrictive approaches to trade and investment, limited market access, and
theft of intellectual property. The most likely message from Boao is that Xi is ready either for a deal
on his own terms or escalation.

Earlier this year, Premier Li Keqiang had promised that China will open its door wider to foreign
investment as part of Beijing’s new phase in economic liberalisation. In 1978, Deng Xiaoping had
launched China on the path of reform and opening up that turned it into an economic and political
superpower. At Boao, Xi has an opportunity to make good on that promise. Xi is also expected to
showcase his signature political move launched five years ago, the Belt and Road Initiative, as a
great contribution to global public goods.

Concerned about a trade war between China and America, most leading world capitals will play
close attention to what Xi has to offer in Boao. India is no exception. Delhi, however, will be more
on the side of sceptics when it comes to Beijing’s claims for global economic leadership. Not
without reason.

For one, Delhi has struggled hard to cope with the massive trade deficit in favour of Beijing.
Currently, at nearly $52 billion, it accounted for nearly 45 per cent of India’s total trade deficit last
year. Despite Delhi’s repeated efforts to seek Chinese cooperation in reducing the trade deficit, it
has run into a wall in Beijing. At least until now. For another, Delhi has been deeply troubled by
Xi’s Belt and Road Initiative. Last May, Delhi refused to attend Xi’s Belt and Road Forum, despite
considerable persuasion from Beijing. India argued that that the China-Pakistan Economic
Corridor (CPEC), the flagship project of the BRI, violates India’s sovereignty in Kashmir. It added
that the BRI projects are pushing recipient countries into indebtedness, do not transfer skills or
technology and are environmentally unsustainable.

Last week, Delhi rejected reports that its position on the BRI has changed and reiterated the
criticisms articulated last year. Meanwhile, Chinese projects are likely to continue in India’s
neighbourhood. Reports this week from Beijing say China is planning to extend the CPEC to
Afghanistan. Meanwhile, Maldives, Nepal, Myanmar and Sri Lanka are eagerly pursuing potential
BRI projects.

On its part, Delhi is stepping up its effort to promote connectivity with the neighbours. Recent
Indian advances include the Chabahar port project in Iran and the agreement last week on
building a rail link to Kathmandu. India is also in discussion with Japan and the US to pool
resources and coordinate approaches to sustainable infrastructure development in the Indo-
Pacific. Yet, both Delhi and Beijing have an incentive to reduce their differences on the BRI and
find ways to work together on at least a limited agenda of connectivity. On its part, Delhi has said it
is open to consultations with China on the development of regional trans-border infrastructure.
Beijing, in turn, has apparently floated a number of new proposals for Delhi’s consideration.

These include extension of the CPEC to India, promoting connectivity across the Himalayas in
J&K, Nepal, Sikkim and other places. If it has the will, China should not find it too hard to address
India’s concerns on sovereignty on Kashmir. Beijing can easily return, publicly, to its formulations
in the early 1960s on the disputed nature of the state between Delhi and Islamabad, agree to deal
with the two parts of Kashmir on the same legal basis, and join India developmental projects in
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Kashmir and across the Great Himalayas.

India’s broader concerns on the BRI could also be amenable to resolution if Delhi and Beijing
move from the abstract discussion of the BRI as a single grand initiative, to specific connectivity
projects. In any such negotiation, all dimensions of the project — from fiscal to environmental —
would be jointly finalised by Delhi and Beijing.

As both Delhi and Beijing push for mega trans-border connectivity around the Subcontinent, the
viability of the projects would significantly improve if there is cooperation between India and China.
Consider the fact that financing for China’s hydroelectric projects in Nepal would be lot easier if the
power plants are linked to North Indian markets. Similarly, the proposed Indian and Chinese rail
lines in Nepal would be more efficient if they are part of sensible trade and transit agreements
between Delhi, Kathmandu and Beijing.

The Subcontinent’s geography and the size of India’s market make it plain that many BRI projects
will be hugely successful if India is part of them. Persistent competition and conflict between India
and China on regional connectivity would make many projects of both countries less efficient.
Political distrust between Delhi and Beijing, which has sharpened in the last two years, would
seem to make a reconciliation on the BRI near impossible.

But quite clearly, there are ways around the impasse. Xi might be eager to cut a deal with Trump
on trade issues. But it is not clear if he is ready for a deal with Prime Minister Narendra Modi. The
NDA government might be quite open to a substantive dialogue with China on BRI if Xi is prepared
to address Delhi’s concerns on sovereignty and sustainability.
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Time For Rapprochement

When Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi likened Nepal-India relations with the links between
the Himalayas and the sagar, many thought he was offering an alternative to the Nehru doctrine.
The doctrine, which regarded the Himalayas as India’s natural frontier in the north, was never
received well in Nepal. Given Modi’s grooming in the RSS and his dislike for Nehru, it seemed that
the Indian PM was putting forth a doctrine that stressed on the civilisational links between the two
countries as the best guarantor of each other’s interests.

But the phrase he used during his first visit to the Himalayan nation in July 2014 got buried in the
deep distrust between the two nations in the following years. The curtness that dominated Nepal
India relations after September 2015 — when a 134-day blockade by India caused a shortage of
essential commodities, including petroleum products — turned into a blessing in disguise for the
then PM K P Oli, making him turn to China. China too shed its past reluctance and agreed to take
India’s place.

Oli returned as the PM this year with a sweeping mandate on an anti-India plank. However, he
chose not to break away from the undeclared tradition of Nepali prime ministers making their first
official visit to India. Back home on Sunday after spending a little less than 60 hours in India, he
said the relations between the two neighbours are “firmly on track, and it will remain smooth
forever, if spoilers do not succeed.”

In Delhi, Oli and Modi talked about connecting “Sagarmatha with the sea,” not as an alternative to
Nehru’s security-driven approach but in a slightly different context. A 12-point joint communique,
issued a day before Oli returned home— in contrast to both sides failing to issue one during Oli’s
earlier visit in February 2016 — said India would be funding construction of a railway track
between Raxaul in Bihar and Kathmandu. It would also explore possibilities of inland water ways
connecting Kursela in Bihar to Chatara in Nepal. India also agreed to develop Nepal’s agri-sectors.
Incidentally, these are sectors in which China has also shown interest. Whether India’s offer for rail
connectivity will block China’s plan for a Lhasa-Kathmandu-Lumbini railway connection or force it
to review this project, will be known when Oli visits China in the not-so -distant future.

China has enhanced its presence, investment and interest in Nepal during the political transition in
the country during the past 12 years. During this period, India has openly collaborated with the
European Union and western countries in deciding Nepal’s political agenda. Modi is expected to
pay a return visit to Nepal, soon after the elections in Karnataka, and make one final attempt at
regaining the space New Delhi lost after the blockade. With Oli back and satisfied, he has reasons
to be confident that the left-saffron barrier will not come in the way of India making its way back
into Nepal’s good books.

“Prime Minister Oli has been able to convince his Indian counterpart that relations between the two
countries should be dictated by sovereign equality, mutual interest, respect for territorial integrity
and principle of non-interference in each others internal matters,” a key member of Oli’s entourage
said. But all this needs to be worked out beyond rhetoric.

Nepal’s traditional political actors — Nepali Congress, Communist Party of Nepal (UML) , the
Maoists and the Madhes centric leaders — have largely been interacting with India’s Ministry of
External Affairs and the country’s intelligence units during the UPA regime. Their interaction with
the BJP is more on an individual than on an institutional basis. The BJP, of late, seems to be trying
to address this gap. Even before Oli formally took over as PM, the party seems to have sent an
important leader to meet him. Minister of External Affairs Sushma Swaraj then visited Kathmandu
to invite Oli to Delhi on behalf of Modi.
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Oli did not publicly raise the issue of the SAARC summit. This would have been seen with
suspicion in New Delhi, especially after the Pakistani PM paid a brief but sudden visit to
Kathmandu, ostensibly to congratulate Oli.
There is at least one reason why China should be happy about the outcome of Oli’s visit, at least
the way the Nepali PM has presented it. China has always advised Nepal to assert its sovereignty
vis-a-vis India as well as have cordial ties. Oli, the man largely perceived as pro-China by India,
seems to have done so.
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Why India must deliver on the promises it has made to Nepal

In the end, KP Sharma Oli kept up the tradition of a new Nepali Prime Minister making India his
first port of call, and used the visit to fashion a resetting of ties with New Delhi. During Mr Oli’s
talks with Prime Minister Narendra Modi, the two sides zeroed in on new areas of cooperation,
including a new India-funded railway line to Kathmandu and expediting work on five other railway
links, and the development of inland waterways to give Nepal additional access to the sea. There
was also agreement on speeding up work on pending India-funded infrastructure projects such as
dams and hydropower ventures, some of which have been hanging fire for more than two
decades, and the ground-breaking ceremony for a cross-border petroleum pipeline.

All of this is good and will help smooth over the irritants that hit the bilateral ties in recent years,
but for a country that has attached so much importance to a “neighbourhood first” policy, India has
been late on the draw where crucial neighbours such as Nepal are concerned. Nepal has already
signed on for China’s Belt and Road Initiative and Beijing is drawing up plans for a railway link and
other forms of connectivity. It is in this respect that the visit by Mr Oli, widely perceived as pro-
China, assumes significance.

Despite his criticism of New Delhi in recent years, he has shown there is a role for India in his
plans to build a “land-linked Nepal,” which benefits from the economic strengths of its two powerful
neighbours. Mr Oli also used the visit to make it clear that policies and strategies of the past will
not work. Addressing a civic reception, Mr Oli said obstacles to the movement of goods and
people – an apparent reference to the blockade of the Nepal border of 2015-16 – have no place in
today’s inter-connected world.

Ahead of the visit, Mr Oli also underscored the need to revisit old treaties that have not kept pace
with the times. After a decade of transitional politics, including the forging of a new Constitution,
Nepal’s three-tier elections have created greater stability and Mr Oli has his eyes on speedy
economic development to consolidate his grip on power.

During this crucial period, India has faltered by putting all its eggs in one or two baskets in Nepal.
It is time for India to forge stronger links with all the political forces of Nepal, while setting aside
narrow short-term goals. New Delhi must deliver on the promises it has made to Nepal, both old
and new, with an eye on the larger goal of matching the inroads made by Beijing.
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India-Equatorial guinea joint statement during state visit of President of India, Shri Ram Nath
Kovind to Equatorial Guinea (April 8, 2018)
President's Secretariat

India-Equatorial guinea joint statement during state visit of
President of India, Shri Ram Nath Kovind to Equatorial
Guinea (April 8, 2018)

Posted On: 09 APR 2018 11:26AM by PIB Delhi

1.       At the invitation of His Excellency, Mr. Teodoro Obiang Nguema Mbasogo, the President of
the Republic of Equatorial Guinea, H.E. Shri Ram Nath Kovind, President of the Republic of India
paid a State visit to Equatorial Guinea from April 7-9, 2018.

 

2.       This was the first ever visit of a Head of State from India to Equatorial Guinea. The
President of India is accompanied by his spouse Smt. Savita Kovind and a high level delegation
comprising Minister of State, Shri Mansukh L Mandaviya, MPs and senior government officials.

 

3.       H.E. Mr. Teodoro Obiang Nguema Mbasogo, the President of the Republic of Equatorial
Guinea received President Shri Ram Nath Kovind on his arrival at Malabo Airport.  A ceremonial
welcome was accorded at the airport and also at the Presidential Palace in Malabo.

 

4.       President Kovind held bilateral discussions with President Obiang on April 8, 2018, and
thereafter an extended meeting along with members of the two delegations. A State banquet was
hosted by President Obiang in honour of President Kovind.

 

5.       President Kovind addressed the Parliament of Equatorial Guinea and attended a reception
with the Indian expatriate community.

 

6.       The discussions between the two sides were held in a warm and cordial atmosphere. 
President Kovind congratulated President Obiang on the election of Equatorial Guinea for the first
time as a non-Permanent Member of United Nations Security Council for the 2018-19 term.

 

7.       Both sides acknowledged the longstanding excellent bilateral relations and reaffirmed their
mutual desire to strengthen economic, commercial, technical, educational, agricultural, scientific
and cultural cooperation between the two countries.  The Government of Equatorial Guinea
appreciated the support being extended by the Government of India in capacity building.
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8.       Both leaders shared the view that terrorism is a grave threat to mankind and global peace
and security.  They expressed their willingness to join hands with the international community in
eradication of the menace of terrorism from society. They agreed on the need to take strong
measures against terrorist organizations, terrorists and their networks.  President Obiang
conveyed the support of Equatorial Guinea for early adoption of Comprehensive Convention on
International Terrorism (CCIT) proposed by India at the United Nations.

 

9.       The leaders call for an urgent need for reforms of the UN Security Council to make it more
representative and reflective on the geo-political realities in the 21st Century.

 

10.     Both countries agreed to work closely to intensify their cooperation in the United Nations
and other multilateral fora in order to address the challenges being faced by mankind including
climate change and to foster global peace, security and sustainable development.

 

11.     The two leaders underscored the need to hold regular consultations on bilateral issues in
order to further deepen cooperation between the two countries.

 

12.     Both Presidents agreed that there was great potential in expansion of bilateral trade
relations and emphasized on the importance of higher Indian participation in Equatorial Guinea in
a range of sectors including agriculture, mining and IT.

 

13.     The two leaders welcomed the signing of agreements/MoUs on Cooperation in the field of
Health and Medicine, Cooperation in the field of Medicinal Plants, Cooperation in the field of
Traditional Systems of Medicine, Cooperation in the fields of Geology and Mineral Resources; and
on Cooperation in Information and Communication Technology.

 

14.     President of Equatorial Guinea thanked the President of India for his announcements of
setting up of an Entrepreneurship Development and Vocational Training Centre and an English
Language Training Laboratory in Equatorial Guinea.

 

15.     Both sides expressed satisfaction at the intensification of bilateral relations, as agreed upon
during the first bilateral Joint Commission Meeting in October 2017 in Delhi.

 

16.     Both sides welcomed the visits of delegations from India in April/May 2018 in the sectors of
agriculture, mining and telecom to Equatorial Guinea,  and expressed hope that this would pave



crackIAS.com
cr

ac
kIA

S.co
m

the way for enhancing Indian participation in Equatorial Guinea's economy, which would help in
realizing the objectives of Horizon 2020 programme.

 

17.     Both sides agreed to encourage regular exchange visits at Ministerial level to further
intensify bilateral relations.

 

18.     President Kovind thanked President Obiang for the warm hospitality extended to him and
the delegation during the State visit and extended an invitation to him to visit India.

 

 

***
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A new beginning with Nepal

It is a long-standing tradition that Nepali Prime Ministers make Delhi the first foreign port of call
after taking over. The only exception was Maoist leader Pushpa Kamal Dahal ‘Prachanda’ in 2008
who visited China first and found his tenure cut short months later when his coalition collapsed,
forcing him to resign and adding a touch of superstition to the tradition. Prime Minister K.P.
Sharma Oli maintained the tradition during his state visit to India last week. Perhaps not on
account of superstition but because as a pragmatic politician, he knows which controversies are
best avoided. His earlier nine-month tenure as PM in 2015-16 had seen relations with India hit a
new low, and it made eminent sense to begin his second term on a positive note. From all
accounts, the visit went well but it will take pragmatism and patient nurturing on both sides to
restore the trust and confidence.

Nepal’s political transition began nearly three decades ago when it adopted a new constitution in
1990 which ushered in multiparty democracy. However, stability eluded Nepal with a spreading
Maoist insurgency. In the process, the gains of democracy were eroded. After a decade-long
insurgency, which claimed 15,000 lives, followed by a reconciliation, an interim constitution was
introduced and the ground prepared for yet another exercise in constitution drafting. This seven-
year exercise finally produced a new constitution in 2015. Nepal abolished its 250-year-old
monarchy and emerged as a federal republic. During these decades, political instability prevailed
with 25 Prime Ministers in 27 years!

Last year, 2017, was a year of elections in Nepal. Local body elections were held after a gap of 20
years. This was followed by the elections under the new constitution for the national parliament
(the House of Representatives and the National Assembly) and the seven Provincial Assemblies
which concluded earlier this year. Finally, on February 15, Mr. Oli began his second tenure as
Prime Minister. Unlike the first tenure, which began on the sour note of the Madhesi agitation
against the new constitution, this time he has come to power with convincing election victories.

In the local body elections, Mr. Oli’s party — the Communist Party of Nepal (Unified
Marxist–Leninist), or UML — won the Mayor/Council Chair’s position in 294 out of the 753 local
bodies. In most of the seven provinces, UML leaders are Chief Ministers. Together with the
Maoists with whom the UML had announced an electoral alliance last year, Mr. Oli has a
convincing majority of 174 in the 275-strong House of Representatives. In the Upper House, which
has a strength of 59, the alliance has 42 seats. All this puts Mr. Oli in a comfortable position at
home. He is shrewd enough to realise that his campaign rhetoric of Nepali nationalism with overt
shades of anti-Indianism needed to be modified, and by observing the tradition of visiting Delhi, he
was signalling the shift.

In New Delhi too, there has been a growing realisation that time had come to make a new
beginning with Nepal. Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s visit in August 2014 had marked a new high
in relations, but Mr. Oli’s nine-month tenure in 2015-16 was marked by acrimonious exchanges.
India’s openly stated reservations on the new constitution in support of the Madhesi cause and the
economic disruptions caused by the undeclared blockade had fuelled anti-Indianism which Mr. Oli
cleverly exploited by donning the mantle of nationalism and making significant electoral gains. Last
year, on December 19, when the UML’s election victory was clear, Mr. Oli visited Rasuwagadhi on
the Nepal-Tibet border and announced that it would be upgraded as a road and rail hub between
China and Nepal. The message was not lost, and the following day Mr. Modi telephoned Mr. Oli to
congratulate him on his election success. This was followed up with a couple more phone calls
and Foreign Minister Sushma Swaraj’s visit to Kathmandu to convey an invitation even before he
was sworn in as Prime Minister.
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Compared to the Joint Statement issued in August 2014 at the time of Mr. Modi’s visit, the latest
one is much shorter and talks about strengthening relations on the basis of “equality, mutual trust,
respect and benefit”. Difficult issues, including a review of the contentious 1950 Treaty,
recruitment of Nepali nationals in the Gurkha regiments of the Indian Army, resolving the fallout of
the 2016 demonetisation exercise which has left the Nepal Rastra Bank holding a stock of Indian
currency, long-pending hydel projects like Pancheshwar, resumption of the SAARC summit
process which remains stalled since 2016 after Jaish-e-Mohammed militants attacked the Army
base in Uri, and the need for an inclusive political process, do not find any mention. Yet it is a step
forward from Mr. Oli’s last visit in February 2016 when there was no Joint Statement. There is a
realisation in Delhi that cultural and historical ties between the people in both countries are
important but just as for India, globalisation offers new openings to Nepal too. China’s ambitious
Belt and Road Initiative offers Nepal an option that may end up carrying unacceptable baggage
but at least appears attractive at first.

For decades, India has been Nepal’s most significant development partner. Yet the pace of project
implementation has been slow, leading to significant time and cost over-runs. To be fair, both India
and Nepal share the responsibility for this and political instability in Nepal hardly helped.

The idea of four Integrated Check Posts (ICP) on the India-Nepal border to facilitate movement of
goods, vehicles and people was mooted 15 years ago and an MOU signed in 2005. While
preparation of surveys and project reports moved slowly on the Indian side, acquisition of land by
the Nepali authorities got held up leading to delayed construction. As a result, only the Raxaul-
Birgunj ICP has been completed and was inaugurated last week. During this time, the cost of the
project went up fourfold.

The two Prime Ministers also witnessed the ground breaking ceremony of the Motihari-Amlekhgunj
cross-border petroleum products pipeline, a project for which the MOU between the two
governments was signed in 2004. It took another three years for the Indian Oil Corporation and the
Nepal Oil Corporation to sign the follow-up MOU, eight years to convert it into an agreement and
three more to begin the works. Its implementation within the 30-month timeframe will require
proper project monitoring by both sides.

More examples abound with the hydro-electric sector being the prime example. Misperceptions
about the unequal agreements relating to the Kosi barrage (1954) and Gandak barrage (1959)
have grown over the years preventing any development in this sector. Nepal’s installed hydel
capacity is less than 700 MW while it sits on a hydel potential of over 80,000 MW and has to
import electricity from India during the lean season. Given that over 60% of the Ganga waters
come from Nepal’s rivers (Sarda, Ghagar, Rapti, Gandak, Bagmati, Kamala, Kosi and Mechi) and
80% of these flows take place in monsoon months, the imperative for effective water management
for both irrigation and power generation is evident, and yet this sector has languished for decades.

Pragmatism led to the visit taking place and the unscripted one-on-one meeting between the two
leaders would have helped in clearing the air about key concerns on both sides. What is now
needed is effective delivery on the pending projects, the remaining ICPs, the five railway
connections, postal road network in the Terai and the petroleum pipeline so that connectivity is
enhanced and the idea of ‘inclusive development and prosperity’ assumes reality.

Rakesh Sood is a former Ambassador to Nepal and currently Distinguished Fellow at the Observer
Research Foundation. E-mail: rakeshsood2001@yahoo.com
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President of India becomes first visiting Head of State to address Parliament of Swaziland; India
commits to cooperation in Health and Agriculture, to build new Parliament building
President's Secretariat

President of India becomes first visiting Head of State to
address Parliament of Swaziland; India commits to
cooperation in Health and Agriculture, to build new
Parliament building

Posted On: 10 APR 2018 4:38PM by PIB Delhi

The President of India, Shri Ram NathKovind, addressed members of the Parliament of Swaziland
today (April 10, 2018). He became the first visiting Head of State to address the Parliament of the
country.

 

Speaking on the occasion, the President said that we are living in a digital and hyper-connected
world that places immense challenges before parliamentarians. Local and day-to-day issues,
related to jobs and the economy, are influenced by developments elsewhere, be it global food
prices, climate change or security threats of various nature. The impact of globalisation and
technology, and soaring aspirations of people, have added new dimensions to public policy. To
legislate in such times demands even greater awareness and acumen. But with challenges come
opportunities. Today, we see greater participation of people in debates and discussions.
Legislators can get instant feedback on major issues.

 

The President said that over seven decades India has developed a robust institutional architecture
of parliamentary democracy. We would be happy to share this experience with this august House
in Swaziland. The President offered concessional finance on the part of India for construction of a
new parliament building in Swaziland.

 

The President said that Indian growth is fuelled by frugal and cost-effective innovation. Our
technologies and institutional models can help reduce costs of production in Swaziland. We are
keen to share our expertise and experience with Swaziland and indeed with all of the African
continent. On this count, our approach has been to create local capacities, to move hand in hand,
in solidarity and in partnership with our African brothers and sisters.

 

The President said that despite advances in new technologies, agriculture still remains the
mainstay for a majority of both our populations. He was happy to note that India has already
shared some of its experiences with Swazi farmers. This has helped them to achieve a multi-fold
increase in maize productivity. He announced that India would facilitate establishing a Centre of
Agricultural Excellence in Swaziland. He also said that India would develop an irrigation system in
the Lubuyane region.
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The President observed that climate change is one of the most critical challenges for our world. He
noted that Swaziland has itself struggled with the El Nino phenomenon, leading to drought for two
years. To support the Swaziland National Disaster Management Agency, India has offered US$ 1
million as well as foodgrains.

 

In another event, the President inaugurated the Royal Science and Technology Park this morning. 
The Park has been developed and built with the assistance of India. He also received a
presentation on the Technology Park as a location for IT education and capacity building as well
as for IT-enabled services.

 

The President had landed in Swaziland yesterday (April 9, 2018) at the King Mswati III
International Airport, where he was received by the Prime Minister of Swaziland and other
dignitaries. He proceeded directly to talks with the King of Swaziland on bilateral and global
issues. The King also conferred the Order of the Lion on the President. This is the highest civilian
honour Swaziland bestows on a non-citizen.

 

Speaking after the ceremony, the President renewed India’s commitment to Swaziland and
announced that an Indian embassy would be opening in the kingdom shortly. In the presence of
the President and the King, India and Swaziland signed two agreements — on health cooperation;
and on visa waivers for those travelling on official and diplomatic passports. Later in the evening of
April 9, the King hosted a banquet for the President.

 

Following the conclusion of his visit to Swaziland, the President today (April 10, 2018) will leave for
Zambia. This will be the final leg of his journey to three African nations – Equatorial Guinea,
Swaziland and Zambia. In the evening, he will meet and address the Indian community in Lusaka.

 

***

AKT/HS/VK

 

 

Click here for the Address by the President of India, Shri Ram NathKovind at the Swazi
Parliament

 

Click here for the Address by the President of India, Shri Ram NathKovind at the banquet
hosted by King of Swaziland
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India’s NSG overture to China can bring the two Asian giants closer

India’s reported outreach to China on its bid to join the Nuclear Suppliers Group during the
bilateral Disarmament and Non-Proliferation Dialogue in Beijing is a significant development,
coming as it does in the wake of efforts to reboot relations between the two Asian giants. Officially,
the focus of the fifth round of the dialogue on Tuesday was global security and disarmament in
outer space, but reports suggest that India engaged China on dropping its objections to New
Delhi’s membership of the elite club controlling access to nuclear technology. It is now becoming
apparent that India is pursuing a new path in its ties with China under foreign secretary, Vijay
Gokhale, an old China hand who played a crucial role in resolving last year’s military standoff at
Doklam while serving as the envoy in Beijing. This is reflected in India’s new stance on issues
such as Tibet that have the potential to irk China. Beijing too has displayed some amount of
flexibility in its position on issues that are crucial to India. For instance, China did not oppose a
US-backed move at the Financial Action Task Force in February to place Pakistan, its “iron brother
ally”, on a terror financing watch list. There have also been suggestions that India and China, with
their massive economies, could play a greater role in shaping debate on global issues as the US
cedes its leadership position. Provided the two countries can build on such developments, there
could be greater scope for cooperation between them.

It must be remembered that China is not the only country opposing India’s application to join the
NSG. However, getting China to change its position could certainly help to swing the other
naysayers such as Turkey and Ireland. India also believes its hands have been strengthened by
its membership of three key multilateral export control regimes, the Missile Technology Control
Regime, the Wassenaar Arrangement for controls on dual use technologies and the Australia
Group.

China has proposed a two-step approach for making countries that haven’t signed the Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty members of the NSG. This involves forging a universal formula for such
countries and then taking up their applications. Detractors say this was done with an eye to
helping Pakistan gain membership of the NSG alongside India. However, with India becoming a
member of the three other export control regimes and continuing questions about Pakistan’s non-
proliferation record, such an approach could even work to New Delhi’s advantage provided Beijing
is willing to play ball.
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Cabinet approves MoU between India and the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland on the return
of Illegal Migrants
Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and the United
Kingdom and Northern Ireland on the return of Illegal
Migrants

Posted On: 11 APR 2018 2:04PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has given its approval to the
MoU between India and the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland on the return of Illegal
Migrants.

 

Benefits:

   The MoU will facilitate that the Visa Free Agreement for holders of Diplomatic passports as well
as liberalization of UK Visa Regime for those who are travelling to the UK legally, after conclusion
of the MoU.

 

It will ensure the return of persons who have no lawful basis to be in the territory of the other
Party after verification of nationality to its satisfaction.

 

It will help in streamlining the procedure of return of nationals who are caught to be staying
illegally, belonging to the other party in a specified time-frame.

*****
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China stresses on ties with Nepal, India

China on Wednesday proposed an understanding with India on Nepal, to help develop a trilateral
partnership, which would include setting up a trans-Himalayan economic corridor.

China’s Foreign Minister and State Councilor Wang Yi said during a press conference with his
Nepali counterpart Pradeep Kumar Gyawali, “Nepal’s development should be a common
understanding between China and India.” “I believe that China, Nepal and India are natural friends
and partners. We are neighbours connected by the same mountains and rivers,” Mr. Wang said.
“As we say in China, family members and neighbours wish each other well.”

Mr. Wang’s appeal for a trilateral bonhomie came at a time when India and China are trying to
impart buoyancy to their post-Doklam ties. In parallel, India-Nepal ties are also in the reset mould,
highlighted by a red carpet welcome that was accorded to Nepal’s Prime Minister K.P. Sharma Oli
during his visit to New Delhi last week.

India-Nepal ties had been earlier hit following New Delhi’s unofficial blockade of essential supplies
to its Himalayan neighbour, prompting Nepal’s outreach to China via Tibet.

Benefits for neighbours

“As two major emerging economies, China and India shall deliver benefits to their neighbours,
Nepal included” Mr. Wang said, stressing that China’s big plans to develop connectivity and
infrastructure were part of the Belt and the Road Initiative.

But once these projects were complete, it could further yield the emergence of a trans-Himalayan
corridor, which could benefit China, India and Nepal.

He highlighted that that China and Nepal had agreed on a “long-term vision of a multi-dimensional
trans-Himalaya connectivity network”, under the BRI. These projects would cover seaports,
railways, highways, aviation, power, and communication sectors.

“We believe that such a network when well-developed can also provide conditions for an economic
corridor connecting China, Nepal and India. We hope that such cooperation will contribute to the
development and prosperity of all three countries.”

In an apparent signal to India, Mr. Wang pointed to Nepal’s geography — its linkages with both
China and India — as the basis of trilateral cooperation. “Nepal on its part wants to leverage its
geographical advantage and connect China and India for greater development. And Nepal stands
as a natural beneficiary from sound cooperation from China and India… I think it should be
supported by both China and India.”

On his part, Mr. Gyawali said Nepal and China had agreed to start a feasibility study for a cross-
border railway linking the countries.
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‘Sweden-ing’ India’s vision for the long-haul economy

Talking business:PM Narendra Modi and Swedish PM Stefan Lofven at City Hall in Stockholm,
Sweden on Tuesday.PTI  

When Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi held a bilateral summit here on April 17, he must have
recognised that there was something unique in the Swedish approach to partnership: they do not,
unlike certain other nations that trade with India, focus solely on short-term deals, but take a much
longer strategic view.

Certainly, some deals matter greatly to the Swedish economic and strategic calculus, such as the
sale of fighter aircraft, given the interest generated in New Delhi in considering the Saab Group’s
Gripen as an entrant into its single-engine fighter jet tender.

Yet even in the defence sector, just as in space and aeronautics, clean technologies and smart
cities, and bio-materials and advanced manufacturing, Sweden is hoping to bring to bear in its
engagement with India its long tradition of setting up research and operation centres in the
partner-nations.

There is a philosophical underpinning to this view, which was eloquently stated by Swedish
Minister for Enterprise and Innovation, Mikael Damberg, in an interview with The Hindu .

‘Co-creating for success’

He said, “We do that because Sweden has learned that co-creation is a way of building long-term
relationships in the global market. We also understand that if you want to succeed in local markets
you have to understand the customers…

“If we succeed in doing good things together we can even export to other markets, to a third
country, and then the production will increase in India and also in Sweden.”

While Mr. Modi’s visit here, which included candid dialogues with 40 CEOs of Sweden’s top
companies, served as a powerful sales pitch to up the ante on investments into even more
innovation-based ventures in India, it would hardly be overstating matters to say that Sweden
already has a robust track-record of industrial partnerships with Indian entities.

2 lakh jobs created

Despite having a population of just around ten million, which is half the size of New Delhi’s, nearly
200,000 direct jobs are created by Swedish companies in India, and 16,00,000 jobs are indirectly
created.

In 2017, Swedish exports to India increased 28%, and 12 out of Sweden’s 15 largest companies,
which together have a turnover of $280 billion and employ close to a million people globally, are
present in India.

While the first Swedish firms entered India as far back as 1900, during 2005-2017 more than 110
Swedish companies have set up shop in the country, bringing the total to 180.

The ten largest among these employ 6,800 people in research and development activities.

With Mr. Modi’s visit, what has been proceeding apace quietly for many decades in the
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background has now emerged firmly front and centre: the Swedish government has promised to
contribute 50 million kroner towards helping India along with its project on smart cities and other
ventures in sustainable development.

While the shared vision of the two countries, rooted in democratic, nonaligned values and built on
an ambitious economic dream, has got a boost from Mr. Modi’s discussions here with his
counterpart Stefan Löfven, there could be some bumps in the road ahead that will require
sustained attention from policymakers on both sides.

IPR protection

As Mr. Damberg said regarding the need for Intellectual Property Rights protections, “I think there
is room for improvement here, and it’s important because if you want to build your own economy
and your own smart manufacturing or new economy, especially in the digital field, the IP issues
will be very important.

“Otherwise you cannot build any value, you cannot build your own industries… Of course, this is
worrying. Also, the kind of red tape that is involved especially in some sectors is a concern.”
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The soft power of India

There is a lot of talk these days, not so much among government circles as among the ‘strategic
community’, about India being a major or even global power, with the capability, even
responsibility, to play an ‘important role’ on the world stage as a balancing power between major
powers and as a ‘security provider’ to others. We need to temper this rhetoric, be more realistic
and less ambitious. The dividing line between national pride and national ego can be thin.

Nehru’s vision

India’s first Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru was convinced that India was bound to play an
increasing and beneficent part in world affairs. He had developed a zeal for diplomacy that was
not backed by the needed military and economic hard power. He was banking on our moral high
ground because he and the nation were proud of the non-violent manner in which we had
achieved our independence. As early as 1948, he declared: “India had already become the fourth
or fifth most influential country in the United Nations.” This was a strange claim; just a year earlier,
we were forced to withdraw our candidature for the Security Council when Ukraine, which was
contesting the same seat, secured more votes than us in seven successive ballots in a single day.
We have been afflicted with this malady ever since.

Over the decades, no doubt influenced by our experience in the early years in Kashmir and China,
the idealist strain has diminished and eventually disappeared altogether; national interest alone
would guide our policy. This is not necessarily an undesirable thing. The only caveat is that we
have to be realists and check the inexplicable urge to play a big role in international relations.

We have to ask ourselves: What kind of role do we want to play? Where and how do we want to
play the role? Do we have the means to play such role?

Status and responsibility

Leaders everywhere look for a role for themselves. They believe, perhaps genuinely, that an
increased prestige for themselves will translate into more votes domestically and ipso facto bring
benefits to their countries. The driving factor is prestige, status. Often the leaders do not realise
that playing a role carries with it responsibilities which we may not be able or keen to accept but
which we might be dragged into. These responsibilities would be defined by others and would
invariably involve us into tasks and areas which we may not wish to get involved in.

Are we clear about the kind of role we wish to play internationally? Do we have a role model for it?
Do we wish to emulate what Vladimir Putin’s Russia is doing in West Asia? Or, what the Soviet
Union did in Afghanistan in the 1980s or what America did in Iran in 1953, in Indo-China in the
1950s and 1960s, and frequently in Central and South America? All those operations lacked
legitimacy and for the most part cost the countries concerned dear in human and material terms.
Nor did they bring them glory. One will look in vain for an example when such a role was played
with benign intentions.

Regional aspirations

If not global, what about a regional role, in our neighbourhood? Experts seem unanimous that
India is certainly a regional power. But is it? Recent events do not lend support to that view and
the government was right in not paying heed to that rhetoric. India is without doubt the pre-eminent
power in South Asia. However, given our firm commitment not to use force and to non-interference
in internal affairs in other states, our neighbours do not feel threatened by us. (We do not rule out
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strong measures when we have to.) We did make a huge effort in Sri Lanka to bring peace and
stability to that country and we did so at the request of its lawful government. The venture ended in
failure and eventually cost the life of a former prime minister. Small-scale interventions in the
Maldives and the Seychelles in the 1980s were successful in stabilising legitimate governments.
To that extent, India was able to play a positive role in the region. In these examples, the
motivating factor was not prestige, there were domestic factors at play. The resulting increase in
our prestige was incidental. If intervention does not succeed, as in Sri Lanka, the ensuing loss of
prestige more than offsets whatever prestige we might have gained in the other operations. Often,
when a country gets involved in what might be assessed as a low cost foreign adventure, it
remains bogged down even when the going gets tough precisely because it apprehends loss of
face or prestige. It is easy to get in but difficult to get out.

The real goals

Apart from protecting our people from adverse external factors and interventions, the principal
criterion in the conduct of foreign policy for India ought to be lifting the poor from poverty.
Whatever brings concrete benefits to our people should be encouraged. A mere wish to be praised
as a global or even regional power should not be allowed to guide the policy. When other
countries flatter us by describing us as a major power, it is invariably because they want to rope us
into some schemes of their own. It is best not to get too entangled in the chess moves of other
countries. The principal interest of most of them is to sell very expensive military hardware to us.
Our single minded focus should be on economic development. Without the necessary economic
strength, we cannot strengthen our military. We do need a strong military but for that we need
undisturbed double digit economic growth for a generation. Prime Minister Vajpayee’s seasoned
adviser Brajesh Mishra’s advice was sound: do not provoke nor get provoked for two decades,
concentrate on building the economy. Since we do have to think critically about allocating our
scarce resources among alternative uses, and since we are a democratic polity with a multi-
religious and multi-ethnic society with a large number of poor, we have to think more than twice
about defence spending. Even when at some stage we acquire credible hard power, we must not
allow ourselves to be seduced by the flattering and mostly insincere talk of others about India
playing a global role.

When I used to visit West Asia on behalf of Prime Minister Manmohan Singh, my interlocutors
expressed their admiration, not so much for our economy or military, but for the orderly manner in
which power was transferred from one party to another and for the largely harmonious and
peaceful, integrated manner in which people of different faiths lived together. An internally divided
India cannot play any role externally. The ‘strategic community’ should concentrate on reinforcing
this real soft power of India which is what the rest of the world appreciates and not lose time and
resources in peripheral ventures that bring no lasting benefit.

Chinmaya R. Gharekhan, a former Indian Ambassador to the United Nations, was Special Envoy
for West Asia in the Manmohan Singh government
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Still using chemical weapons

 

The Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) is a Hague-based
intergovernmental body that works for the elimination of chemical weapons. It was formed after the
Chemical Weapons Convention — an arms control treaty that bans the production, stockpiling and
use of chemical weapons — entered into force in 1997. The OPCW is the implementing body of
the Convention. All its 192 member states are required to destroy their existing stockpiles of
chemical weapons and stop large-scale production. These actions are subject to verification by the
OPCW. According to the OPCW, over 96% of the world’s declared chemical weapons stockpiles
have been destroyed. The OPCW has the powers to inspect chemical production facilities. Israel
has signed the agreement but is yet to ratify it. The countries that have not signed it are Egypt,
South Sudan and North Korea.

A team of inspectors from the OPCW recently arrived in Damascus, the Syrian capital, to probe a
suspected chemical weapons attack in the neighbouring town of Douma. Rebels and monitors say
chemical weapons were used in the rebel-held town on April 7, killing at least 70 people, while the
Syrian regime as well as its Russian backers say the attack was fabricated. The OPCW inspectors
will investigate if chemical weapons were actually used in Douma. They will interview witnesses
and doctors and collect environmental and biomedical samples from the survivors. Earlier, OPCW
had concluded that chemical weapons were used in Syria’s Eastern Ghouta (2013) and Khan
Sheikhoun (2017).

After the Eastern Ghouta attack, the U.S. and Russia joined hands to take Syria’s chemical
weapons out of the country. The operation was carried out under the OPCW’s watch. The
organisation’s chief, Ahmet Üzümcü, announced in The Hague in June 2014 that the last of Syria’s
declared chemical weapons had been shipped out of the country for destruction. But Syria
continued to see chemical attacks, which have been blamed both on the regime of President
Bashar al-Assad and the rebels, raising questions on whether Syria has indeed got rid of its
arsenal. The Douma attack underscores this fear. The main problem is that even the OPCW has
only limited access to Syria. Even with the Douma investigation, there are allegations that Russia
has tampered with evidence on the ground. In theory, the OPCW should be allowed to destroy
Syria’s entire chemical weapons stockpiles.
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In Xi’an, BRI’s city of hope

A visit to China last September for a BRICS NGO meeting turned out to be the perfect opportunity
to gain insight into the country’s frantic diplomatic, economic and military investments in the Belt
and Road Initiative (BRI). Stops at Beijing, Shanghai and Xi’an showcased China’s economic and
social development, including industrial developments in Pharmaceuticals and IT.

Among the powerhouses of China’s development story, it is Xi’an in Shaanxi that stands out as the
birthplace of China’s Silk Road initiative. An otherwise small and sleepy city of the Qin dynasty’s
Terracota army, Xi’an is among the largest hi-tech industrial parks in the world and now has a
population exceeding eight million.

Named Silk Road Industrial Park, it does not hide its ambition to be the production centre for the
supply of goods and materials funnelled through the BRI project to the rest of the world. When I
was visiting, it was still under construction as a mini city encompassing houses, schools, private
colleges, hospitals and all the green and modern amenities.

At the macro level, the project seeks to establish trade links between China and 68 partner
countries, bolstered by a trillion dollars in investment. There are plans to restore the trade routes
of the old days and for Chinese products and soft power to reach new territories.

But this story is less about the massive industrial parks in Xi’an and more about the hidden costs
of its economic success. This was discernible during the hour-long drive from the city to the
industrial park. Miles-long empty shells of residential buildings along the way hinted at the
desperation of the psyche behind the project. These tall towers with hundreds of thousands of
houses reflected the expectation of the Chinese industrial lobby that one day these concrete
carcasses will be alive with people looking for the economic opportunities that the BRI promised.

At its heart, the BRI was envisioned to achieve and absorb excess production by Chinese
industries and bolster China’s economy, a foundation that stood on the country’s presumed
access to international markets.

Yet, seeing the vast tracts of unoccupied tenements littering the road to Xi’an, it was hard not to
draw parallels between this scene and the housing bubble that burst in 2008 and overwhelmed
numerous Western economies, with a global ripple effect.

Given the deep interconnectedness of the BRI initiative to the domestic economy and international
trade system, its success could breathe a fresh lease of life into China’s moderating economic
growth, or its failure could herald a new era of economic agony for the country, which would also
have consequences in the broader global arena.

The writer is a PhD candidate at the Centre for International Politics, Organisation and
Disarmament-Disarmament and Diplomacy, JNU
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Visit of Prime Minister of India to Sweden (16-17 April 2018) 
Prime Minister's Office

Visit of Prime Minister of India to Sweden (16-17 April 2018) 

Posted On: 17 APR 2018 11:03PM by PIB Delhi

At the invitation of Prime Minister of Sweden Stefan Lofven, Prime Minister of India visited Sweden
on 16-17 April 2018. This was Prime Minister’s first visit to Sweden as well as a visit to Sweden by
Indian Prime Minister after three decades. On arrival in Stockholm on 16 April, Prime Minister was
received by PM Lofven. 

On 17 April, Prime Minister had an audience with His Majesty King Carl XVI Gustaf. King Carl XVI
Gustaf visited India earlier in 1993 and 2005. Prime Minister had a meeting with PM Lofven. They
met earlier when PM Lofven visited India in February 2016 and participated in the ‘Make in India’
Week in Mumbai with a strong business delegation.  In October 2017, PM Lofven participated in
‘Make in India: Sweden 2017’ event organized in Stockholm. Prime Minister’s discussions with PM
Lofven focused on strengthening bilateral ties with special emphasis on building closer economic
relations as well as important global and regional issues. PM Lofven also hosted a lunch for Prime
Minister. On the occasion of the visit, India and Sweden signed a Joint Declaration on India-
Sweden Innovation Partnership for a Sustainable Future and adopted a Joint Action Plan. Both
Prime Ministers participated in a Round-table meeting with about 30 CEOs of leading Swedish
enterprises and addressed the CEOs. Additionally, Leader of Moderate Party & Leader of
Opposition in Swedish Parliament, Ulf Kristersson, called on Prime Minister. Ulf Kristersson, who
has been in Swedish politics for many years, took over the position of Leader of Opposition in
October 2017.  

The visit took place at a time when India- Sweden economic ties have strengthened considerably.
Over 170 Swedish companies have invested USD 1.4 billion since 2000. Some of the Swedish
companies have been present in India for over a century. Around 70 Indian companies have
established their presence in Sweden. India-Sweden annual bilateral trade stands at around USD
1.8 billion.

In the evening, Prime Minister will meet the vibrant Indian community in Sweden, before his
departure for London.  PM Lofven is also expected to attend the community event as well. 
Sweden is home to more than 20000 members of Indian diaspora, including around 2000 Indian
students studying in various institutions. 

 

India - Nordic Council Summit

During the visit, India and Sweden also hosted an India-Nordic Summit, entitled ‘India-Nordic
Summit : Shared Values, Mutual Prosperity’. At the invitation of Prime Minister of India and PM
Lofven, all other Nordic Prime Ministers, PM Lars Lokke Rasmussen of Denmark, PM Juha Sipila
of Finland, PM Katrin Jakobsdottir of Iceland and PM Erna Solberg of Norway, attended the
Summit hosted on 17 April. India has substantial economic ties with Nordic countries.  Annual
India-Nordic trade is about $5.3 billion.  The cumulative Nordic FDI into India has been $2.5 billion.

During the Summit, the Prime Ministers pledged to deepen cooperation between India and the
Nordic countries and focused their discussions on key issues related to global security, economic
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growth, innovation and climate change. They acknowledged that innovation and digital
transformation drive growth in an interconnected world, which underpin a growing engagement
between India and the Nordic countries. The Summit emphasized the India’s strong commitment
to innovation and digital initiatives as key to prosperity and sustainable development, with national
flagship programmes such as Make in India, Start-up India, Digital India and Clean India. Nordic
solutions in clean technologies, maritime solutions, port modernization, food processing, health
and life-sciences and agriculture were mentioned. At the end of the Summit, India and the Nordic
countries issued a Joint Statement.

Additionally, Prime Minister had separate bilateral meetings with PM Lars Lokke Rasmussen of
Denmark, PM Juha Sipila of Finland, PM Katrin Jakobsdottir of Iceland and PM Erna Solberg of
Norway on 17 April. The discussions focused on bilateral ties as well as major global and regional
issues of mutual interest. A number of MoUs were signed on the occasion with these countries.
These were an MOU on Cooperation in the field of Sustainable and Smart Urban Development, an
MOU on Cooperation in the fields of Animal Husbandry and Dairying, an MOU on Food Safety
Cooperation and an MOU on Cooperation in Agricultural Research and Education with Denmark
and an MOU on the Establishment of the ICCR Chair for Hindi Language with Iceland. 

 

***
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Joint Press Statement from the Summit between India and the Nordic Countries
Prime Minister's Office

Joint Press Statement from the Summit between India and
the Nordic Countries

Posted On: 18 APR 2018 12:56AM by PIB Delhi

Today in Stockholm, the Prime Minister of India Narendra Modi, the Prime Minister of
Denmark Lars Løkke Rasmussen, the Prime Minister of Finland Juha Sipilä, the Prime
Minister of Iceland Katrín Jakobsdóttir, the Prime Minister of Norway Erna Solberg and the
Prime Minister of Sweden Stefan Löfven held a Summit hosted by the Swedish Prime
Minister and the Indian Prime Minister.

During the Summit, the Prime Ministers pledged to deepen cooperation between the Nordic
countries and India, and focused their discussions on key issues related to global security,
economic growth, innovation and climate change. The Prime Ministers reaffirmed the
importance of free trade as a catalyst for achieving inclusive growth and realising the
Sustainable Development Goals.

The Prime Ministers acknowledged that innovation and digital transformation drive growth
in an interconnected world, and underpin a growing engagement between the Nordic
countries and India. The role of the Nordic countries as global innovation leaders was
underlined. The Nordic approach to innovation systems, characterised by a strong
collaboration between public sector, private sector and academia, was discussed, and
synergies were identified with India’s rich pool of talent and skills.

The Summit emphasised the Indian Government’s strong commitment to innovation and
digital initiatives as key to prosperity and sustainable development, with national flagship
programmes such as Make in India, Startup India, Digital India and Clean India. Nordic
solutions in clean technologies, maritime solutions, port modernisation, food processing,
health, life-sciences and agriculture were mentioned. The Summit welcomed the Nordic
Sustainable Cities Project aimed at supporting the Smart Cities Program of the Government
of India.

The Prime Ministers noted that the unique strengths of India and the Nordic countries offer
immense opportunities for trade and investment diversification and mutually beneficial
collaboration. During the talks, the importance of the rules-based multilateral trading
system as well as open and inclusive international trade for prosperity and growth was
underlined.The Ease of Doing Business practices were emphasised as a priority for both
the Nordic countries and India.

The Prime Ministers acknowledged that terrorism and violent extremism are major
challenges for the international community. They discussed global security, including
cyber security, based on their shared values of human rights, democracy and the rule of
law, and their commitment to uphold the rules-based international system. They also
discussed export control and non-proliferation. The Nordic countries welcomed India’s
application for membership of the Nuclear Suppliers’ Group and reaffirmed their
commitment to work constructively within the Group with the aim of reaching a positive
outcome at the earliest opportunity.
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The Prime Ministers reaffirmed their support for the United Nations and the Secretary-
General’s reform efforts to ensure a UN fit to support Member States to deliver on Agenda
2030 and took note ofhis proposals to strengthen the UN, including in the areas of
development, peace operations, peacebuilding and conflict prevention. The Nordic
countries and India reaffirmed the need for reform of the UNSecurity Council, including its
expansion in both permanent and non-permanent seats to make it more representative,
accountable, effective and responsive to the realities of the 21st century. The Nordic
countries agree that India is a strong candidate for a permanent seat in a reformed Security
Council expanded with both permanent and non-permanent members.

The Prime Ministers reaffirmed their full commitment to implementing the 2030 Agenda for
sustainable development as well as the ambitious implementation of the Paris Agreement.
They agreed to continue efforts to develop cleaner energy systems, renewable energy and
fuels, increased energy efficiency and technologies for cleaner energy production. The
Prime Ministers noted that women’s full and meaningful participation in political, social and
economic life is key to inclusive development and agreed to promote the empowerment of
women.

The Prime Ministers agreed that a strong partnership can help spur innovations, economic
growth, sustainable solutions and mutually beneficial trade and investments. The Summit
emphasized the importance of strong people-to-people contacts through education,
culture, labour mobility and tourism – all areas where the Nordic countries and India see a
continuous increase in both interests and numbers.

***
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India, Sweden agree upon ‘win-win’ joint action plan

New horizons:Ruchi Ghanashyam, Secretary (West), External Affairs Ministry, and Sweden’s
Minister Mikael Damberg after signing the Innovation and Partnership Agreement.AFP  

After a hectic day of bilateral parleys here, Prime Minister Narendra Modi and his Swedish
counterpart, Stefan Löfven, on Tuesday agreed upon a joint action plan (JAP) for both countries to
take forward a wide range of initiatives in defence, trade and investment, counterterrorism,
renewable energy, smart cities, women’s skill development, space and science and healthcare.

Characterising the JAP as a “win-win partnership” for New Delhi and Stockholm, Mr. Modi
underscored the critical role of the defence sector and security initiatives as a pillar of the bilateral
relationship.

“Sweden has been partner of India in the defence sector for a long time. I am confident that new
opportunities for cooperation in this sector will arise in the future, especially in defence
production,” he said.

The bilateral summit here was additionally significant for the opportunity it afforded both sides to
discuss Sweden’s interest in proposing the Saab Group’s Gripen-E single-engine jet fighter for the
Indian Air Force, as a Request for Information had been issued earlier this month to Stockholm.

On counterterrorism, Mr. Modi and Mr. Löfven emphasised that the global counterterrorism legal
framework should be regularly updated to address the changing threat of terrorism with strength.

Innovation was front and centre in the bilateral summit today, with a separate discussion focused
entirely on this area, and the outcome being a joint declaration on a Sweden-India Innovation
Partnership for a Sustainable Future, which built upon the joint statement between the two Prime
Ministers in Mumbai in 2016. Additionally a major funding boost was injected into the bilateral
process when Mr. Löfven announced that “The Swedish government will kick start our Innovation
Partnership by providing up to 50 million Swedish kronor (over $59 million) for innovation
cooperation in the field of smart cities and sustainability.”
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Non-alignment redux

As the 18th mid-term ministerial meeting of the Non-Aligned Movement (NAM) concluded in early
April in Azerbaijan, the question of India’s non-alignment status resurfaced, even if the country’s
official position on the matter has arguably remained unchanged over the years. Indeed, as a
founding member of NAM, India has remained committed to the purposes and principles of the
movement.

The NAM question initially arose in response to the erstwhile bipolarity of political power during the
Cold War years, with most nations aligning themselves to either the U.S. or the Soviet Union. The
end of the Cold War and the disintegration of the Soviet Union spurred the question of what the
essence of NAM was, and with respect to whom the NAM countries remained non-aligned. The
‘Ten principles of Bandung’, which were proclaimed in the Asian-African Conference in 1955,
outlined the principles of NAM. Being the largest member-state of NAM, India has been one of the
leaders of the movement since the time of Jawaharlal Nehru, one of the founding fathers of this
movement.

Against the backdrop of this history, it would be a mistake to see NAM merely as a rejection of
Cold War bloc politics. Non-alignment stood — and presumably still stands — for policy autonomy
for the erstwhile newly independent countries. These countries bandied together because of their
shared traditions and history, which included anti-colonialism, anti-imperialism and anti-racism.
The idea behind non-alignment thus conceived was to promote peace and security in a global
arena where superpowers were constantly posturing to achieve their hegemonic ambitions. In that
context, NAM helped preserve the sovereignty of many young nations, including democracies
such as India which wished to follow the path of strategic independence.

Today, questions are being raised about India’s non-aligned credentials, particularly after India
joined the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue, a coalition seen by many as a counterforce to China’s
rise in the Indo-Pacific. Coinciding with this is Russia’s drift from India and the emergence of a
Russia-China-Pakistan trilateral. The key question is: given the perception in some quarters that
India is well-inclined towards the U.S. and its allies, while it has simultaneously allowed a drift
away from its old allies such as Russia, is it not far less credible for India to claim to be non-
aligned?

If non-alignment is seen purely through the prism of alliances, a question mark hangs over India’s
non-aligned credentials. However, India can still claim to be non-aligned if non-alignment is
assessed through the principles of NAM. Regardless, there is little doubt that India needs to do
more to explain what non-alignment means to it now as the global order has changed dramatically
in recent years.

Martand Jha is a Junior Research Fellow at the School of International Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru
University
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The ‘new’ South Asia

 

As Prime Minister Narendra Modi seeks to redefine the priorities of the Commonwealth at the
Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in London this week, India’s neighbourhood policy
is coming under scrutiny. The visit of Nepali Prime Minister K.P. Oli to India earlier this month has
led to suggestions that it could mark a new beginning in India-Nepal ties after the troubles of the
past, and Mr. Modi is likely to visit Nepal soon in part to regain some of India’s lost strategic clout.
This would also be to impart one last dose of dynamism to his ‘Neighbourhood First’ policy before
the 2019 general election.

Soon after coming to power, the Modi government had promised to give priority to the immediate
neighbourhood; it did engage with most of the governments here productively for some time.
Relations with Sri Lanka and Bangladesh saw a dramatic improvement while Nepal was given due
attention. With Afghanistan, ties were galvanised with security cooperation taking centre stage.
Except for the Maldives, Mr. Modi visited all of India’s neighbours and tried to reassure them of
New Delhi’s commitment to deliver the goods.

But at the end of four years of the Modi government, the situation is vastly different. There is now
the refrain that India has lost the plot in its immediate vicinity. In Sri Lanka, domestic political
developments are affecting India, while in the Maldives, India has found its diminishing clout being
publicly taken apart. A vocal critic of India has assumed power in Nepal, and with a massive
political mandate. In the Seychelles, India is struggling to operationalise a pact to build a military
facility. China’s clout, meanwhile, is growing markedly around India’s periphery, further
constraining New Delhi’s ability to push its regional agenda.

In many ways, there is nothing new in the lament today about India’s declining regional clout. This
is a part of the Indian discourse and comes to the fore every few years with singular constancy.
Contrary to what many suggest, there was never a golden age of Indian predominance in South
Asia and the Indian Ocean Region. Smaller states in the region have always had enough agency
to chart their own foreign policy pathways; sometimes they converged with those of India and at
other times they varied significantly. There have always been ‘extra regional’ powers which have
come to the aid of India’s neighbours, often to New Delhi’s discomfiture.

What is true today is that post-Independence, India has never encountered anything like China in
its vicinity whose intent and capabilities are posing the kind of challenge to Indian interests which
New Delhi is finding hard to manage. China’s entry into the South Asian region has opened up
new avenues for smaller neighbours which can be leveraged in their dealings with India. As a
result, the very idea of what South Asian geography means is undergoing a change. It is not
without reason that the idea of the Bay of Bengal Initiative for Multi-Sectoral Technical and
Economic Cooperation is gaining currency in Indian policy-making. It can potentially allow India to
break through the straitjacket of the traditional confines of South Asia and leverage its Bay of
Bengal identity to link up with the wider Southeast Asian region. In that sense, it is about
reimagining India’s strategic geography altogether.

But the underlying factors that have traditionally framed India’s difficulties in getting its
neighbourhood policy right remain as potent as ever. India’s structural dominance of South Asia
makes it a natural target of resentment and suspicion which New Delhi has often found difficult to
overcome. India is also part of the domestic politics of most regional states where anti-India
sentiment is often used to bolster the nationalist credentials of various political formations. State
identity in South Asia often gets linked to oppositional politics vis-à-vis India. South Asian states
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remain politically fragile and the economic projects in the region have failed to take off as a result.
This means that the room available for India to manoeuvre in the region is severely limited despite
what many in New Delhi and outside would like to believe.

Successive Indian governments have struggled to get a grip on the neighbourhood. Initially, the
struggle with Pakistan engaged a large part of India’s diplomatic capital. Today, there seems to be
a clear recognition that India’s Pakistan policy is merely a subset of India’s China policy. And as
Beijing’s economic and political engagement in India’s periphery has grown, New Delhi is coming
to terms with the reality of a ‘new’ South Asia. India will not only have to more creatively reimagine
its strategic geography but also evolve new terms of engagement with its neighbours; terms which
reflect the reality of our times in which both India and its neighbours can have a stake in each
other’s success.

Harsh V. Pant is Distinguished Fellow at the Observer Research Foundation, New Delhi, and
Professor at King’s College London
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‘CW offers counterpoint to protectionism’

The Commonwealth offers a counterpoint to rising forces of protectionism globally, British Prime
Minister Theresa May said as a series of forums kicked off ahead of the Commonwealth Heads of
Government Meeting later this week. Opening a business forum focussed on promoting trade and
investment within the Commonwealth, Ms. May said global growth remained “fragile”, faced with
challenges such as protectionism and new technology, which created and supplanted jobs across
industries.

“If Commonwealth businesses are to flourish in such times, if we are to deliver and secure the
prosperous future our young people want and deserve, then the Commonwealth and national
governments must not be afraid to act,” she said, announcing British funding for a new
Commonwealth Standards Network, which will help member states meet international standards
and cut the costs of trade across the community.

Other initiatives being launched include one to help member states implement the WTO’s Trade
Facilitation Agreement, and She Trades Commonwealth, which will help break down gender
barriers.

New impetus

Forums are taking place in London for business, on gender equality, youth empowerment, and the
role of civil society, ahead of the meeting of heads of governments, which its champions hope will
give the Commonwealth new impetus going forward. It is hoped that the new focus on trade and
investment will help raise intra-Commonwealth trade from around $525 billion in 2015 to $700
billion by 2020.

The Commonwealth was taking place at a “critical juncture” as a “rising wave of protectionism”
risked undermining the liberal economic order, Joseph Muscat, the Prime Minister of Malta, who
chaired the Commonwealth for the past two years, said. The bloc had the opportunity to work
together to “remain vigilant of the destabilising forces” globalisation could unleash on communities,
risking perpetuating the view that globalisation only benefited the global elite.

Globalisation had to be made more “inclusive”, said Standard Chartered’s Chairman José Viñals,
also speaking at the opening of the business forum. He pointed to the role the Commonwealth
could play in providing education, training and skills to help transition to higher quality jobs.

“The Commonwealth has never been more important,” said Baroness Patricia Scotland, Secretary
General of the group, as she launched the Commonwealth Innovation Hub that aims to share
innovation across the Commonwealth. According to a new Commonwealth Innovation Index, India
ranks 10th out of the 53 member states when it comes to innovation.

Forty business leaders from India have joined a CII delegation to the forum, looking at
opportunities for collaboration in digital technologies, food security, agriculture, skills and other
areas — and opportunities for trilateral cooperation between India, the U.K. and Africa.

Enhancing trade

“India’s trade with Commonwealth nations is 20% of its global trade basket. We at CII believe this
opportunity and this network must be used to enhance the intra-Commonwealth trade and
investment agenda,” said Chandrajit Banerjee, director General of the CII. “This presents a great
opportunity for Indian business to lead the narrative, whether it is in trade facilitation, seamless
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movement of professionals, skills to support new age employability, or small business.”

Also on Monday, the U.K. and India released a guideline on the design and implementation of joint
trade reviews between Commonwealth members to draw upon the emerging lessons of the trade
review conducted between the two nations.
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India’s Commonwealth

Whether or not the Commonwealth Summit this week in London makes major moves towards
renewal and reform, the Indian debate on the future of the forum has certainly changed. After
decades of ignoring it, Delhi now believes that a rejuvenated Commonwealth could lend greater
depth to India’s global outreach. When Jawaharlal Nehru decided to join the Commonwealth after
Independence, voices on the left, right and centre expressed deep discomfort with what they saw
as a needless affiliation with the former colonial power. Nehru, however, stood steadfast in his
commitment to the Commonwealth. For him, it was a valuable political and economic link to a
major Western power during the Cold War.

While both Indira and Rajiv saw some utility in India’s membership of the Commonwealth, the fact
remains that India’s growing divergence with Britain and the West during the Cold War and an
inward economic orientation severely limited Delhi’s possibilities with the forum. In any case, as
Britain itself turned to Europe, the Commonwealth began to lose much of its lustre in London.
When India opened up to the world, politically and economically, after the Cold War, Delhi could
have made something out of the Commonwealth. But with its focus on the US and China on the
one hand and South Asia on the other, the Commonwealth simply fell off India’s mental map.

Delhi’s renewed interest in the Commonwealth has been long overdue. It is based on common
sense. At a moment when its global interests are expanding, the pragmatists in Delhi argue, India
must make the best use of all available multilateral forums, including the Commonwealth. Pointing
to India’s current temptation to join any forum that has its doors open, realists point out the bird in
hand is worth two in the bush. In moving towards greater engagement with the Commonwealth,
Delhi must, however, steer clear of four pitfalls.

The first is the fallacy of a reformed Commonwealth as “Empire 2.0”. Many British intellectuals are
deriding London’s new enthusiasm for the Commonwealth as mere nostalgia for the colonial era.
They warn against the illusion that the Commonwealth can be a substitute for the European Union.
There is no reason for India to be drawn into that internal argument in Britain. What Delhi does
know is that Britain is repositioning itself in the world after Brexit.

What matters for India is not London’s motivation, but the terms of engagement that are on offer
for a new British relationship with India and the Commonwealth in the changed domestic and
international context. Negotiating favourable terms is far more important for Delhi than proclaiming
that the Commonwealth is a colonial relic. The debate on the Commonwealth can’t be about its
past. It must be about its future, especially the value of the 53-nation forum for India’s international
relations.

In the present, India is poised to overtake Britain’s aggregate GDP in the next year or two. The
International Monetary Fund puts Britain’s GDP in 2017 at $2.56 trillion and India’s at $2.43 trillion.
It’s about time India got over the defensive mindset in relation to a former colonial power. Here,
the contrast between India and China is sharp. Beijing is not arguing with London about the opium
wars or Britain’s leading role in China’s “hundred year humiliation”. Instead, they are trying to
seduce Britain, especially the city of London, into China’s commercial and financial orbit.

The second pitfall is the pretence that reform and renewal of the Commonwealth are only about
tinkering with the status quo. With London barely acquiescing in its existence, the Commonwealth
has settled on roles that are of little strategic consequence today. One role is that of a tutor of
moral science. After the end of the Cold War, the Commonwealth jumped on the bandwagon of
good governance and humanitarianism.
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But the heyday of the attempts at external engineering of internal social and political order in the
developing world is now well past us. The Commonwealth can offer advice and assistance when
asked. It should avoid pushing democracy and human rights down the throats of other states.
Thanks to a newly rich China, the regimes in many developing states have alternatives that did not
exist earlier.

What the Commonwealth needs today is not a “prescriptive approach” on rights, but a focus on
bringing greater economic prosperity for the peoples of the forum through an enhanced trade and
investment relationship. The Commonwealth could devote considerable energies towards the
promotion of sustainable development and maritime security, which pose existential challenges to
the many small and island states in the forum. The Commonwealth can become more valuable to
its member states if it directs its aid and assistance to a few major priority areas rather than
spreading its resources on a range of issues.

The third pitfall is the allure of leadership. India can and must do a lot of things in re-energising the
Commonwealth, but claiming leadership should be the last thing. Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s
emphasis, instead, must be on strengthening India’s contribution to the Commonwealth. As the
soon-to-be largest economy in the forum, India can significantly increase its levels of economic
assistance, give more to the maintenance of the Secretariat, boost the current efforts on capacity
building, and above all, open its economy to facilitate trade liberalisation across the
Commonwealth.

Fourth, reviving the Commonwealth is not about India taking over from Britain. It is about
reordering the relationship between Delhi and London. Although the relations between India and
Britain have significantly improved, Britain is yet to do what most other Western powers have
done. It is to recognise that India’s rise is in their own national interests. Britain has remained
somewhat hesitant to align with India on the regional issues in the Subcontinent and beyond. A
significant change in that direction could help transform the bilateral relationship as well as the
Commonwealth.

(The writer is director, Carnegie India, Delhi and contributing editor on foreign affairs for ‘The
Indian Express’)
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‘Sustainable growth should be a goal’

Prime Minister Narendra Modi being greeted by his British counterpart Theresa May at the official
welcome ceremony for the Commonwealth meet in London.APStefan Rousseau  

Prime Minister Narendra Modi urged the Commonwealth to put sustainable development and
climate change, particularly of small island states, at the heart of its agenda, as India announced
an increased funding for various Commonwealth initiatives and sought to take a leadership role in
a renewed group.

He also used the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting (CHOGM) in London for a series
of bilateral meetings, including with Bangladeshi Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina, and Australian
Prime Minister Malcom Turnbull. No meeting took place with the Prime Minister of Pakistan, who
also attended the summit.

During the executive sessions that focussed on democracy and the rule of law, the international
trading system, climate change and sustainable development goals, Mr. Modi spoke on the need
in particular to give a greater role to the concerns of small island states.

India has said that it would double its contribution to the Commonwealth’s small states offices in
New York and Geneva to help them deal with multilateral areas of concern, a spokesperson at the
Ministry of External Affairs said.

Bilateral meetings

Mr. Modi held several bilateral meetings, including with Prime Minister of Mauritius Kumar
Jugnauth; Ugandan President Yoweri Museveni; Gambian President Adama Barrow; President of
the Seychelles Danny Faure; Prime Minister of Antigua and Barbuda Gaston Brown; President of
Kiribati Taneti Maamau; Fijian Prime Minister Frank Bainimarama; Prime Minister of St. Lucia
Allen Chastanet; Keith Rowley, Prime Minister of Trinidad and Tobago; and Solomon Islands
Prime Minister Rick Houenipwela.

“No meeting took place with the Pakistani Prime Minister and there is no plan to have any meeting
with him,” said an MEA spokesperson.

“Held wide-ranging talks with PM Sheikh Hasina on ways to further cement India-Bangladesh
relations,” tweeted the Prime Minister at the end of an intense day of bilateral meetings and group
executive sessions. A spokesperson said that the focus was on developmental cooperation during
the sit- down discussion between the two leaders.

Ahead of the summit, it was hoped that renewed interest from India will give new impetus and
relevance to the organisation. After many years of active engagement with it, there was an eight-
year period where no Indian Prime Minister had participated in a CHOGM, so the decision by Mr.
Modi to attend the event was seen as a significant moment for the group.

“I had not been able to visit the last summit and this time, it was an honour that Prince Charles
came personally to India last year to invite me for it. The Queen herself wrote a personal letter to
me, a matter of great pride for India,” Mr. Modi said at Westminster Central Hall on Wednesday.

From the Indian perspective, the Commonwealth offers opportunities to reach out to small states,
that make up around 60% of Commonwealth members. In some of these states, India has no
diplomatic presence, and forging relations with these countries could help India secure crucial
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votes during UN or multilateral contests it is involved in, says Rahul Roy Chaudhury, head of the
South Asia programme at the International Institute for Strategic Studies.

A counter to China

India also views the Commonwealth as a counterpoint to China, and its expanding influence in
South Asia and the Indian Ocean, he added.

Opening the summit on Thursday, 91-year-old Queen Elizabeth expressed her “sincere wish” that
the Commonwealth would choose Prince Charles as her successor to lead the 53-nation
community.

Ahead of the summit, there had been debate over who should lead the group if and when the
Queen chooses to step down from the role, which she had taken over from her father.

Security, counterterrorism, education, climate change and environmental issues were set to
feature prominently in discussions, as well as opportunities to grow intra-Commonwealth trade to
$700 billion by 2020, challenging rising protectionist sentiment globally.
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No deal on illegal migrants

Prime Minister Narendra Modi being greeted by his British counterpart Theresa May at the official
welcome ceremony for the Commonwealth meet in London.APStefan Rousseau  

The failure of Britain and India to sign a key memorandum of understanding on the return of illegal
migrants during Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s visit on Wednesday has been greeted with
surprise, as the agreement was seen as a key element of the visit.

As recently as January, the MoU, which would have updated a previous agreement that expired in
2014, was pegged as one of the central pieces of the bilateral visit, building on an issue repeatedly
raised by Britain. During her visit to India in 2016, British Prime Minister Theresa May said the
U.K. would consider an improved visa deal, “if, at the same time, we can step up the speed and
volume of returns of Indians with no right to remain in the U.K.”

During a visit by Commerce and Industry Minister Suresh Prabhu and Minister of State for Home
Affairs Kiren Rijiju, it appeared that an agreement on the terms of the memorandum had been
reached, with plans for the Memo to be signed during the prime ministerial visit. The signing —
which would have been seen as a gesture of goodwill from India — would have placed the onus
on Britain to deliver on Indian requests around visas for professionals and students, thereby
making a crucial breakthrough in issues that have presented challenges to the bilateral
relationship.

“The returns issue is very important,” an MEA spokesperson had said in a briefing in New Delhi
ahead of the visit, pointing to a national portal that enabled the identification of nationality, that
would enable someone’s status to be swiftly verified once someone had been identified as illegal
by Britain. “So this is already in place and the agreement that we are looking at is a continuation of
what we have agreed before.”

Matter of contention

However, it is understood that a failure to reach an agreement on the numbers of returns and the
speed at which they would be required to be returned led to hopes of a swift deal being reached
fading. A source suggested Britain’s expectations on these issues were beyond the level India was
willing to commit to. Discussions on the issue are expected to continue at Home Secretary level
next month.

Last year, the British Home Office was caught up in a controversy after data based on a new
system of exit checks at Britain’s border found that just over 4,600 international students were
overstaying their visa, compared to roughly 1,00,000 that had been suggested by an International
Passenger Survey that the government had been relying on to date.

“The whole point of the better economic closer relationship between India and the U.K. was
predicated on greater visas access which in turn was predicated on the return of illegal migrants,
estimates on the numbers of which varies dramatically, so it doesn’t look good for the pace of
growing economic ties,” said Gareth Price, a South Asia expert at Chatham House.

The MoU would also have come at a politically sensitive time for Britain, amid questions about its
treatment of the “Windrush generation” — men and women from the Caribbean who came to the
U.K. between the late 1940s and early 1970s, many as children, before U.K. legislation no longer
gave Commonwealth citizens the automatic right to reside in Britain.
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Recent toughening up of immigration requirements has resulted in some being wrongly denied
access to public services and threatened with deportation, or even deported, despite being British
citizens.

Though this controversy pertains to British citizens rather than illegal migrants, the government
has faced wider questions around its treatment of Commonwealth citizens, particularly as it pegs
the Commonwealth as a route for post-Brexit trade to flourish.

“I would presume Britain will have to come to terms that with this talk of free trade, the quid pro
quo is greater access not more restricted access for people: the Windrush issue and the Indian
[illegal returns memo] issue have suggested Britain wanted to go in the other direction, so putting
it all together we are not going to get what we want when we have the focus on tightening up
immigration,” said Mr. Price.
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List of MOUs and Agreements signed and exchanged on the occasion of the visit of Prime Minister
to Stockholm (April 16-17,2018)
Prime Minister's Office

List of MOUs and Agreements signed and exchanged on the
occasion of the visit of Prime Minister to Stockholm (April
16-17,2018)

Posted On: 17 APR 2018 10:46PM by PIB Delhi

 

MOUs/Agreements between India and Sweden

• Joint Declaration on India-Sweden Innovation Partnership for a Sustainable Future between
Ministry of Science and Technology of India and the Ministry of Enterprise and Innovaion 

MOUs/Agreements between India and Denmark

• MOU on Cooperation in the field of Sustainable and Smart Urban Development between the
Ministry for Housing and Urban Affairs of India and the Ministry of Industry, Business and Financial
Affairs of Denmark

• MOU on Cooperation in the fields of Animal Husbandry and Dairying between Department of
Animal Husbandry, Dairying & Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture & Farmers Welfare of India and
the Danish Veterinary and Food Administration, Ministry of Environment and Food of Denmark

• MOU on Food Safety Cooperation between the Food Safety and Standards Authority of India
and the Danish Veterinary and Food Administration 

• MOU on Cooperation in Agricultural Research and Education between the Indian Council of
Agricultural Research and the University of Copenhagen, Faculty of Science, Denmark

MOUs/Agreements between India and Iceland

• MOU on the Establishment of the ICCR Chair for Hindi Language between Indian Council for
Cultural Relations and the University of Iceland

 

****

AKT/HS

(Release ID: 1529449) Visitor Counter : 473

Read this release in: Marathi , Gujarati , Tamil , Kannada
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Sweden India Joint Action Plan (April 17, 2018)
Prime Minister's Office

Sweden India Joint Action Plan (April 17, 2018)

Posted On: 17 APR 2018 9:38PM by PIB Delhi

 

At the invitation of Prime Minister Löfven, Prime Minister Modi paid an official visit to Stockholm on
16-17 April 2018.

Prime Minister Modi and Prime Minister Löfven met on 17 April and recalled their Joint Statement
issued in Mumbai in 2016, welcomed progress so far on its implementation and reconfirmed their
commitment to the Joint Statement as the overall political framework for cooperation. 

India and Sweden share values of democracy, rule of law, respect of human rights, pluralism and
a rule-based international order. Both Prime Ministers reiterated their commitment to dialogue and
cooperation on key international issues of mutual concern, including climate change, Agenda
2030, international peace and security, human rights, gender equality, humanitarian issues,
international trade.The Prime Ministers underlined the urgency to step up global efforts to combat
climate change, and emphasized their common continued commitment to the Paris Agreement.
Both sides agreed to continue security policy dialogue at the level of National Security Advisors, in
line with the Joint Statement.

Both Prime Ministers agreed to close cooperation in the UN, and other multilateral fora. Theytook
note of the UN Secretary-General’s reform efforts to ensure a UN fit to support Member States to
deliver on Agenda 2030. They alsoreaffirmed the need for reform of the UN Security Council,
including its expansion, to make it more representative, accountable, effective, and responsive to
the realities of the 21st century. Prime Minister Modi thanked Prime Minister Löfven for Sweden’s
support to India’s candidature for non-permanent membership of United Nations Security Council
(2021-22) and for Sweden’s support to India’s permanent membership of a reformed and
expanded United Nations Security Council.

Both Prime Ministers expressed their commitment to support and strengthen global export control,
non-proliferation and disarmament objectives and looked forward to close cooperation in these
areas. Prime Minister Löfven welcomed India’s recent accession to the international export control
regimes, including to Australia Group (AG), Wassenaar Arrangement (WA),Missile Technology
Control Regime (MTCR),and The Hague Code of Conduct against Ballistic Missile Proliferation
(HCOC), and expressed support for India’s membership of the Nuclear Supplier Group (NSG). 

Both Prime Ministers called for greater unity and stronger international partnership to counter
terrorism, disrupt terrorist networks and financing, and to prevent violent extremism. They
emphasized that the global counter terrorism legal framework should be regularly updated to
address the changing threat of terrorism with strength, and underscored that any measures taken
to counter terrorism comply with international law. In this regard both countries called for an early
finalisation of the draft Comprehensive Convention on International Terrorism (CCIT).

To further promote bilateral cooperation, they decided on the following India-Sweden Joint Action
Plan, under which India and Sweden, through relevant ministries, agencies and actors, aim to:
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Innovation

Initiate a multi-stake holder Innovation Partnership for a Sustainable Future, underpinning our
mutual commitment todrive prosperity and growth and address societal challenges such as
climate change and sustainable development through innovation.

●

Carry out dialogue and cooperative activities in the field of intellectual property rights under
the MoU signed between the Swedish Patent Registration Office and the Department of
Industrial Policy and Promotion of India.

●

Trade and investment
 

Encourage trade and facilitate investment in both directions, such as Sweden’s investment in
India through ‘Invest India’ and Indian investment in Sweden through ‘Business Sweden’. -

●

Encourage the work of the India-Sweden Business Leaders Round Table (ISBLRT) to further
strengthen India-Sweden business cooperation within inter alia smart cities, digitization, skills
development and defence, and to move its relations, ideas, partnerships and
recommendations forward.

●

Smart Cities and Next Generation Transport 
 

Exchange knowledge and explore cooperation on smart cities, including transit-oriented urban
development, air pollution control, waste management, waste-to-energy, waste-water
treatment, district cooling and circular economy, including through dialogue and capacity
building. -

●

Exchange know-how and explore cooperation in the areas of electro-mobility as well as
renewable fuels.

●

Exchange know-how and explore cooperation in the area of railways, such asrailway policy
development, safety, training and operation and maintenance of railways.

●

Smart, sustainable and renewable energy
 

Engage and seek mutual collaboration on the demonstration and development of smart grid
technologies such as smart metering, demand response, power quality management,
distribution automation, electric vehicle/charging infrastructure as well as renewable
integration, through research, capacity building,policy cooperation and learning on market
design prerequisites including business models.

●

Expand research, innovation and business cooperation on new innovative energy
technologies through the India-Sweden Innovations’ Accelerator, focusing on technologies to
utilise renewable energy and energy efficiency.

●

Women’s skills development and empowerment
 

Encourage joint efforts towards women’s empowerment by skilling employment and
entrepreneurship opportunities for womenthrough projects such as "Kraftsamla”- a project
undertaken by Swedish and Indian actors in Pune, Maharashtra which provides skills training
for women in jobs suitable for industry such as forklift drivers, warehouse managers, assembly
operators and more.

●
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Defence 
 

Explore the finalization of a bilateral agreement on exchange and mutual protection of
classified information for cooperation in the defence area.

●

Enhance Indo-Swedish dialogue on defence cooperation. Proceed with India-Sweden defence
seminars in India and Sweden in 2018-19 and explore, together with the ISBLRT,
opportunities for investment in Defence Production Corridors in India

●

Encourage industry partners to develop supply chains for small and medium sized enterprises
(SME) with major Defence & Aerospace Original Equipment Manufacturers (OEMs)

●

Space and science 
 

Acknowledge the importance of bilateral cooperation on space research, technology,
innovation and applications. Encourage the space agencies and other space entities to
enhance space cooperation under the Memorandum of Understanding, particularly in Earth
observation, planetary exploration and satellite ground station activities, through inter alia an
Indo-Swedish Space Seminar and a visit by an Indian delegation to Swedish space
establishments.

●

Explore possible collaboration between the European Spallation Source (ESS), hosted by
Sweden, and Indian partners.

●

Health and Life Sciences 
 

Enhance collaboration on the priority issues identified in the field of health, such as health
research, pharmacovigilance and anti-microbial resistance, under the Memorandum of
Understanding in the field of health care and public health.

●

Follow-up 
 

The Indo-Swedish Joint Commission on Scientific and Economic Affairs, Foreign Office
Consultations and other relevant bilateral fora and Joint Working Groups will oversee the
implementation of this Action Plan.

●

***

AKT/HS

(Release ID: 1529448) Visitor Counter : 547

Read this release in: Tamil

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

www.pib.nic.in 2018-04-20

UK-India Joint Statement during the visit of Prime Minister to UK (April 18, 2018)
Prime Minister's Office

UK-India Joint Statement during the visit of Prime Minister to
UK (April 18, 2018)

Posted On: 18 APR 2018 6:49PM by PIB Delhi

At the invitation of Prime Minister Theresa May, the Prime Minister of India, Mr Narendra
Modi visited the United Kingdom (UK) as a Guest of Government on 18 April 2018. The two
leaders held wide-ranging and constructive discussions and underlined our strategic
partnership and growing convergence on regional and international issues.Prime Minister
Modi will also participate in the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in London
from 19-20 April 2018.

1.

 

The UK and India have a natural ambition to reinforce our Strategic Partnership, based on
shared values, common law and institutions, as the world’s oldest and largest democracies.
We are committed members of the Commonwealth. We share a global outlook and
commitment to a rules-based international system that strongly opposes unilateral actions
that seek to undermine that system through force or coercion. We share the Living Bridge of
countless personal and professional ties between our nations.

1.

 

The UK and India will work closely together and with other Commonwealth member-states,
the Commonwealth Secretariat and other partner organisations to address shared and global
challenges. We are committed to reinvigorating the Commonwealth, especially ensuring its
relevance tosmall and vulnerable states and to our youth, who make up 60% of the
Commonwealth's population. The Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting is an
important opportunity to address these challenges as we come together and unite under the
summit's official theme "Towards a Common Future”. Specifically, the United Kingdom and
India will make commitments to help create a more sustainable, prosperous, secure and
fairer future for all Commonwealth citizens by taking action:

1.

 

To promote coordinated global action to tackle plastic pollution including through the
Commonwealth and India’s role as host of World Environment Day 2018.To provide practical
support to help Commonwealth member-states boost cyber security capacity;To help
Commonwealth member-states implement the World Trade Organisation (WTO)Trade
Facilitation Agreement by providing technical assistance and increased support for the
Commonwealth Small States' offices.

●

 

Technology Partnership
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A UK-India Technology Partnership is central to our joint vision and to our prosperity, today
and for our next generations. Our nations are at the forefront of a technology revolution. We
will share knowledge, collaborate on research, innovate and create partnerships between our
world-class innovation clusters. We will deploy our complementary technological strengths to
create high value jobs, enhance productivity, promote trade and investment and tackle
shared challenges.

1.

 

Both sides will scale up collaboration on Future Tech to tackle our global challenges;
realising the potential of Artificial Intelligence (AI); the digital economy; health technologies;
cyber security; and promoting clean growth, smart urbanisation and future mobility – while
developing the future skills and capabilities of our youth.

1.

 

The Government of India welcomes the UK initiative of establishing a UK-India Tech Hub in
India as part of our growing bilateral Technology Partnership. The Tech Hub will bring
together hi-tech companies to create investment and export opportunities and provide a new
platform to share the very best technologies and advance policy collaboration including on
Future Mobility, Advanced Manufacturing and Healthcare AI under India’s Aspirational
districts’ Programme. We will establish a series of new partnerships between UK regional
and Indian State-level tech clusters, to drive joint innovation and R&D. With the support of
both Governments we have also announced an India-UK Tech CEO Alliance; signed a Tech
UK/NASSCOM MoU focused on skills and new technologies, including industry-led
apprenticeship schemes; and launched the new UK FintechRocketship Awards to boost
fintech and wider entrepreneurship in India.

1.

 

Both sides are deploying the best of British and Indian talent in science, research and
technology to address priority global challenges. The UK is India’s second largest
international research and innovation partner. The UK-India Newton-Bhabhaprogramme will
have lifted joint research and innovation awards to over £400 million by 2021, since 2008.
We will also deepen our joint working relationship on health to make the UK and India safer
and healthier places to live, including through scaling up and rolling out AI and digital health
technologies.

Trade, Investment and Finance

1.

 

The leaders agreed to forge a dynamic new India-UKTrade Partnership, to develop new
trading arrangements as the UK assumes responsibility for its independent trade policy,
facilitate investment in both directions and intensify collaboration on shared or
complementary strengths. Building on the recommendations of the recently-completed UK-
India Joint Trade Review, we will work together on a sector-based roadmap, to reduce
barriers to trade, make it easier to do business in both countries and enable a stronger
bilateral trade relationship after the UK exits the EU. We will also ensure continued
application to the UK of EU-India Agreements during the Implementation Period following the
UK’s departure from the EU, and put in place arrangements to replicate relevant EU-India
agreements beyond this period.

1.
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The leaders reaffirmed the crucial role of the rules-based multilateral trading system, and the
importance of enhancing free, fair, and open trade for achieving sustainable growth and
development. They reaffirmed their commitment to work together with all members of the
WTO and to take forward a dialogue under the Joint Working Group on Trade which will
support a shared commitment to the global rules-based system and to the WTO’s role in
underpinning it.

1.

 

The UK has been the largest G20 investor in India over the last ten years and India has the
fourth largest number of investment projects in the UK. We will begin a new dialogue on
investment to improve our mutual understanding of priorities and reviewfuture opportunities
for cooperation.

1.

 

India welcomed the decision by the UK to provide additional support to Indian businesses by
establishing a reciprocal Fast Track Mechanism for Indian investments into the UK. A
programme of technical cooperation will help in improving the regulatory environment. The
two sides will support initiatives of the business stakeholders, including those proposed by
the UK-India CEO Forum which met today, to achieve shared prosperity for India and the
UK.

1.

 

Both sides welcomed the prominent role played by the City of London in global finance and
investment.About 75% of the global value in rupee-denominated "masala bonds” issued on
the London Stock Exchange with a third of these being green bonds.

1.

 

The Green Growth Equity Fund (GGEF), a joint initiative by the Governments of India and
the UK under India’s flagship National Investment and Infrastructure Fund, will provide
financing to the fast-growing Indian renewable energy sector. With a commitment of £120
million from each side, the GGEF is expected to raise up to £500 million from institutional
investors. GGEF will help accelerate achieving India’s target of 175GW of renewable energy
capacity by 2022 and also invest in other related sectors such as clean transportation, water
and waste management. We look forward to future cooperation on energy and infrastructure
policy and have agreed to work together on smart urbanisation.

1.

 

We also welcomed the establishment of a FinTech dialogue between our two countries –
including the proposed new regulatory cooperation agreement. Our financial services
collaboration will be enhanced by a programme of technical cooperation to help develop
markets in insolvency, pensions and insurance. Further collaboration in these areas will be
set out by Finance Ministers when they meet for the tenth round of the Economic and
Financial Dialogue later this year.

1.

 

India and the UK acknowledged the importance of connectivity in today’s globalised world.1.
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They underlined that connectivity initiatives must be based on the key principles of good
governance, rule of law, openness and transparency; should follow social and environmental
standards, principles of financial responsibility, accountable debt-financing practices; and
must be pursued in a manner that respects international obligations, standards, best practice
and delivers tangible benefits.

Responsible Global Leadership
 

The leaders reaffirmed their commitment to lead the fight against climate change. Both sides
noted that addressing climate change and promoting secure, affordable and sustainable
supplies of energy are key shared priorities, and agreed to cooperate on reducing the cost of
development and deployment of clean energy projects through technology innovation,
knowledge sharing, capacity building, trade and investment, and project establishment.

1.

 

The United Kingdom welcomed the pro-active steps taken by India in establishing the
International Solar Alliance (ISA). The leaders noted the successful holding of the joint event
between the ISA and London Stock Exchange (LSE) with support from the two governments
as part of the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting week. The event marked the
UK joining the Alliance, highlighted the proposed collaboration between the UK and ISA on
solar financing, developing next generation solar technologies, and demonstrating UK solar
business’s expertise to support the delivery of ISA’s objectives. The event also highlighted
the role of the LSE as a financial organisation that can play a key role in furthering ISA’s
objectives towards mobilisation of investment of over US$1,000 billion into solar energy by
2030 in target ISA countries.

1.

 

As thriving democracies, we share a desire to work closely together and with all who share
our objective to support a rules-based international order that upholds agreed international
norms, global peace and stability. Together the UK and India are a force for good in an
uncertain world. We are sharing our experience and knowledge to tackle global challenges.
India’s Department of Biotechnology (DBT) and Cancer Research UK propose to launch a
£10 million bilateral research initiative which will focus on low cost approaches to cancer
treatment. UK’s Biotechnology and Biological Sciences Research Council and DBT will lead
the "Farmer Zone” initiative, an open-source data platform for smart agriculture which will use
biological research and data to improve the lives of small and marginal farmers anywhere in
the world. DBT will also partner with UK’s Natural Environmental Research Council (NERC)
on the Towards a Sustainable Earth initiative, which seeks to prioritise research and
innovation for sustainable and resilient human development.

1.

 

We will strengthen our partnership on global development, to accelerate progress to
eradicate extreme poverty by 2030. We will ensure that the benefits of increased finance,
new markets, trade, investment, connectivity and economic integration are shared by as
many countries as possible – and by the poorest and most marginalised – to build a more
prosperous and safer future.

1.



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

Defence and Cyber Security
 

In 2015, we pledged a new Defence and International Security Partnership (DISP) to make
security and defence a cornerstone of our relationship. The nature of threats that we face
continues to change – so we must be innovative and agile in our response. We shall design,
create and manufacture technologies that will address these threats; and our security and
military forces will share technologies, capabilities and equipment.

1.

 

A secure, free, open, inclusive and prosperous Indo-Pacific is in the interests of India, the UK
and the international community. The UK and India will also work together to tackle threats
such as piracy, protect freedom of navigation and open access, and improve maritime
domain awareness in the region.

1.

 

We have agreed to further enhance our cooperation to promote international security and
stability in cyberspace through a framework that recognises the applicability of international
law to State behaviour in a free, open, peaceful and secure cyberspace.

1.

 

Counter-Terrorism
 

The two leaders reiterated their strong condemnation of terrorism in all its forms including
terrorism and terror-related incidents in both India and the UK. Both leaders also affirmed
that terrorism cannot be justified on any grounds whatsoever it may be and it should not be
associated with any religion, creed, nationality and ethnicity.

1.

 

The leaders agreed that terrorist and extremist organisations need to be denied space to
radicalise, recruit and conduct attacks on innocent people; for this all countries need to work
together to disrupt terrorist networks, their financing and movement of terrorists, including
foreign terrorist fighters.

1.

The leaders agreed to strengthen cooperation to take decisive and concerted actions against
globally-proscribed terrorists and terror entities to protect our citizens, including Lashkar-e-
Tayibba, Jaish-e-Mohammad, Hizb-ul-Mujahideen, Haqqani Network, Al Qaeda, ISIS
(Da’esh) and their affiliates, as well as tackling the online radicalisation and violent
extremism which feeds this.

2.

 

In the wake of the appalling nerve agent attack in Salisbury, the UK and India have reiterated
their shared interest in strengthening the disarmament and non-proliferation regimes against
the spread and use of chemical weapons. They shared their deepest concern about the
continued reports of the use of chemical weapons in the Syrian Arab Republic. They oppose
the use of chemical weapons anywhere, at any time, by anybody, under any circumstances
and are committed to strengthening the effective implementation of the Chemical Weapons
Convention. They emphasise the need for urgent investigations and underline that the

1.
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conduct of all investigations of any use of chemical weapons must be strictly in accordance
with the provisions of the Convention.

Education and People-to-People
 

We welcome the best and brightest to study and work in the UK, especially in subjects and
sectors that develop the skills and capabilities that will boost the prosperity of both our
countries.

1.

 

The two leaders lauded the successful completion of the India-UK Year of Culture in 2017.
The year-long programme saw an unprecedented level of cultural exchange showcasing
artistic, cultural and literary traditions in both countries and was a fitting celebration of the
deep cultural ties that bind India and the UK.

1.

 

The leaders welcomed the 70th anniversary of the British Council in India and its work to
train teachers, deliver skills programmes for youth, and support cultural exchanges.

1.

 

The two leaders agreed that it is the Living Bridge between the people of the two countries
that gives the greatest optimism that the next generation of India and UK will have an even
more robust and stronger engagement and exchange. The leaders agreed to encourage and
support this Living Bridge.

1.

 

Conclusion
 

We are committed to making this a strategic partnership, that spans the globe and the
century, seeing our special relationship evolve and improve in the coming years. We
encourage our business, cultural and intellectual leaders to exploit the millions of interactions
that already link India and the UK, from family to finance, business to Bollywood, sport to
science – so that millions more British and Indians exchange and learn, travel, trade and
thrive together.

1.

 

Prime Minister Modi thanked Prime Minister Theresa May and the Government of the United
Kingdom for the warm hospitality extended to him and his delegation and looked forward to
welcoming her in India.

1.

 

***

 

AKT/SH/VK
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Will halt nuclear tests: Kim

Message of peace:A girl writes a note next to a map of the Korean peninsula during the welcoming
event for the summit between South and North Korea, in Seoul on Saturday.AP  

North Korean leader Kim Jong-un said he would halt nuclear tests and intercontinental missile
launches, in a Saturday announcement welcomed by U.S. President Donald Trump ahead of a
much-anticipated summit between the two men.

Pyongyang’s declaration, long sought by Washington, will be seen as a crucial step in the fast
diplomatic dance on and around the Korean peninsula.

It comes less than a week before the North Korean leader meets South Korean President Moon
Jae-in for a summit in the Demilitarised Zone that divides the peninsula.

But Mr. Kim gave no indication Pyongyang might be willing to give up its nuclear weapons, or the
missiles with which it can reach the mainland U.S..

The North had successfully developed its arsenal, including miniaturising warheads to fit them on
to missiles, Mr. Kim said, and so “no nuclear test and intermediate range and intercontinental
ballistic rocket test fire are necessary for the DPRK now”.

As such, the North’s nuclear testing site was no longer needed, he told the central committee of
the ruling Workers’ Party, according to the official KCNA news agency.

Test site to be shut

The party decided that nuclear blasts and Intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) launches will
cease as of Saturday — the North has not carried any out since November — and the atomic test
site at Punggye-ri will be dismantled to “transparently guarantee” the end of testing.

Within minutes of the report being issued, Mr. Trump tweeted: “This is very good news for North
Korea and the World — big progress! Look forward to our Summit.”

Seoul too welcomed the announcement, calling it “meaningful progress” towards the
denuclearisation of the Korean peninsula.

But Mr. Kim offered no sign he might be willing to give up what he called the North’s “treasured
sword”, saying its possession of nuclear weapons was “the firm guarantee by which our
descendants can enjoy the most dignified and happiest life in the world”.

Pyongyang has made rapid technological progress in its weapons programmes under Mr. Kim,
which has seen it subjected to increasingly strict sanctions by the UN Security Council, the U.S.,
the EU, South Korea and others.

Last year it carried out its sixth nuclear blast, by far its most powerful to date, while Mr. Kim and
Mr. Trump traded threats of war and personal insults as tensions ramped up.

Even when there was an extended pause in testing, U.S. officials said that it could not be
interpreted as a halt without an explicit statement from Pyongyang.

South Korean envoys have previously cited Mr. Kim as promising no more tests, but Saturday’s
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news is the first such announcement directly by Pyongyang.

‘Promising but limited’

Analysts cautioned that the declaration was promising but limited.

“Certainly this is a positive development,” said Daniel Pinkston of Troy University. “It’s a necessary
but not a sufficient step in North Korea returning to its past non-proliferation commitments.”

And Christopher Green of the International Crisis Group added on Twitter: “I don’t see how North
Korean statement constitutes a step toward denuclearisation. It is a moratorium on testing, but
recommits North Korea to nuclear weapons status.”

Japan — which has seen missiles fly over its territory — gave a mixed response, with Prime
Minister Shinzo Abe offering a cautious welcome but his Defence Minister saying North Korea did
not mention the short or medium-range missiles that put Tokyo within reach.

Beijing said it believed the move would “help to promote the process of denuclearisation and
attempts to find a political settlement” on the peninsula.

The EU welcomed Mr. Kim’s announcement as “a positive, long sought-after step” on the path to
complete denuclearisation.

The formal declaration of an end to testing comes after Mr. Kim reiterated the North’s nuclear
status in his New Year speech and said he had a nuclear button on his desk — prompting Mr.
Trump to tweet that he had a bigger one of his own.

Events have moved rapidly since then, catalysed by the Winter Olympics in the South, and Seoul
is now pushing for a peace treaty to formally end the Korean War.

But there is a long way to go and Mr. Moon himself acknowledged this week that the “devil is in
the details”.

The U.S. is seeking the complete, verifiable and irreversible denuclearisation of the North, while
according to Mr. Moon, Pyongyang wants security guarantees, potentially leaving much space for
disagreement.

But Mr. Kim told the Workers’ Party meeting: “A fresh climate of detente and peace is being
created on the Korean peninsula and the region and dramatic changes are being made in the
international political landscape.”
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U.S. raises spectre of Russia sanctions

Business as usual:Defence Minister Nirmala Sitharaman with her Russian counterpart Sergei
Shoigu in Moscow. New Delhi has not shown any fear of sanctions.PTI  

India and the U.S. are engaged in senior-level consultations over recent American sanctions
against Russian entities, even as two visiting U.S. defence officials have told New Delhi that India
is not fully immune to the sanctions under the Countering America’s Adversaries Through
Sanctions Act (CAATSA).

However, the government is unfazed, multiple government sources told The Hindu . Even Defence
Minister Nirmala Sitharaman had visited Moscow to discuss a slew of defence deals, including the
S-400 air-defence missile systems.

P.S. Raghavan, Convener, National Security Advisory Board, told The Hindu that the U.S. could
not seek to sustain a strategic partnership with India while trying to weaken India at the same time.
“CAATSA is aimed at every country that has military and energy connections with Russia. And
while the U.S. may claim it has a strategic motive, it cannot deny it has strong commercial
objectives behind it. Basically, the U.S. is saying don’t go to them [Russia], come to us [U.S.],” Mr.
Raghavan, a former Indian Ambassador to Russia, said.

A senior military source said that India had conveyed to the U.S. at various levels its concerns
about the implications of U.S. sanctions against several Russian entities involved in military
supplies to India. “Both at the Foreign Secretary level and in the U.S., we have conveyed our
stand that the sanctions cannot impinge on our relations with Russia, especially military
acquisitions,” he said. Discussions, he said, are continuing.

On January 29, the U.S. began imposing sanctions on foreign companies under Section 231 of
CAATSA for transactions made with Russian defence and intelligence sector. “There is far more at
risk at strategic level for the U.S., and they acknowledge that,” the military source said.

Russia is India’s biggest arms supplier to India, accounting for 62% of acquisitions in the past five
years, show latest estimates.

“The U.S. can’t offer anything that can compare to the S-400 [air-defence missile system] for India.
Add to that, its processes are much more complicated. While the Russian government’s nod
allows the contract to proceed, in the U.S., the private companies have hesitations, the U.S.
Congress, the DoD, State Department, White House, etc, can object and scuttle any deal,” Mr.
Raghavan said.

U.S. position

The Hindu has learnt that since February, at least two senior U.S. defence officials have conveyed
to India in no uncertain terms that India would not be immune to the proposed sanctions under
CAATSA.

According to Section 231 of CAATSA, any country or entity that carries out “transactions with the
intelligence or defence sectors” of the Russian government would face sanctions from the U.S.

The Ministry declined to comment on what India’s response to the warnings was. However, it is
understood that Foreign Secretary Vijay Gokhale and Defence Secretary Sanjay Mitra have both
raised serious objections to the U.S. proposal in their bilateral meetings. The Indian Embassy in
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Washington DC remains engaged on the issue, military sources said.

“We totally appreciate Indian’s concerns. It was raised in discussions during senior-level meetings
last month. We are very concerned because we very much hope to maintain the momentum and
the trajectory of this relationship. We want to deepen our cooperation and not reduce it,” Joe
Felter, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defence for South and Southeast Asia, told PTI in an
interview earlier this month.

The new U.S. Pacific Commander nominee Admiral Philip Davidson also counselled a Senate
hearing against penalising India for its defence ties with Russia.

A senior defence source said if the U.S. sought to unsettle India-Russia ties, it would not mean the
U.S. will gain out of it through arms deals. “Today we have multiple options, from France to Israel.
It would be better for the U.S. not to try and scuttle our military ties,” he said.
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Conscience call: On Rohingya crisis

The scale of the humanitarian crisis faced by Rohingya refugees was highlighted this month when
Myanmar claimed it had repatriated a family of five. About 700,000 Rohingya have fled to
Bangladesh from their homes in Myanmar’s Rakhine province since August 2017. Late last year,
the two countries had struck an agreement for their return. Bangladesh, however, rejected the
claim about the repatriation of the five family members, saying they had not travelled into its
territory, so their so-called return did not qualify as repatriation. In fact, in London this week,
Bangladesh Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina repeated statements by her officials on the repatriation
claim, and asked the international community to put more pressure on Myanmar to “take back their
own people and ensure their security”. Facing persecution at home in Myanmar, Rohingya have
for years been fleeing in the most hazardous of ways, and the UN reckons there were already
200,000 refugees in Bangladesh before the mass flight began in August, with most refugees now
concentrated in Cox’s Bazar. Bangladesh has been at the forefront of seeing to the needs of the
refugees, and trying to get Myanmar to create the conditions for their eventual safe return to their
homes. Aid workers are working to strengthen their shelters and move the more vulnerable to
safer ground before the monsoon rain comes.

The world needs to do a lot more — especially India, as a neighbour that has an estimated 40,000
Rohingya refugees living precariously on its territory, and as a regional power that is failing this
time round to keep up its legacy of providing succour to those fleeing persecution. At the heart of
the human rights problem that confronts the world is that no one is confident that conditions obtain
in Myanmar to receive the refugees. The UN High Commissioner for Refugees said last week that
“conditions in Myanmar are not yet conducive for the voluntary, safe, dignified and sustainable
return of refugees”. It clarified that there needs to be more than physical infrastructure and
logistical arrangements for their journey back. It is crucial that there be movement on Rohingya’s
legal status and citizenship in Myanmar and their identification with Rakhine. Myanmar refuses to
recognise the Rohingya, who are mostly Muslim, as a separate ethnic group and denies them
citizenship. It just gives them the option of self-identifying themselves as Bengali, which has its
own implications for their rights as inhabitants of the country. Officials do not even use the word
Rohingya. It has been rightly termed a case of ethnic cleansing. Pressure on Myanmar, which won
plaudits for its recent democratic transition, to recognise the rights of a people who trace their
ancestry in Rakhine for generations has so far yielded nothing. As Ms. Hasina suggested this
week, it should be reason for the global community to double the pressure.

Receive the best of The Hindu delivered to your inbox everyday!
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Tibet can be in China: Dalai Lama

Dalai Lama  

Tibet can remain a part of China, if Beijing guarantees the region’s culture and autonomy, the
Dalai Lama said on Sunday.

Tibet could benefit economically by staying in China and Chinese citizens could gain from Tibetan
Buddhism, he said in a lecture to commemorate the 60th anniversary of his exile to India.
“Historically and culturally, Tibet has been independent. The region’s geography shows where
Tibet begins. So long as the constitution of China recognises our culture and Tibetan autonomous
region’s special history, they can remain [part of China],” he said in the lecture organised by the
Nehru Memorial Museum and Library and the Antar-Rashtriya Sahayog Parishad.

The lecture is one of the events planned to celebrate the anniversary of the Dalai Lama’s arrival in
India in the late 1950s. The celebrations began earlier this month with a big event at Dharamsala.
The Dalai Lama is likely to tour India throughout the year.

However, the Dalai Lama underscored the importance of Tibetan identity and argued that Tibet
had been an independent unit in the past, and therefore had a special place in the world. The
times had changed, he said, and economic cooperation was the more rational option.

“There was a time when every French looked at the Germans as enemies. But today they are in
the European Union. Similarly, we can work together,” he said.

Modi-Xi meet

His remarks are significant as he avoided mentioning Tibetan independence and explained how
cooperation and unity could usher in development and peace. The statements are also expected
to set the background for the talks between Prime Minister Narendra Modi and Chinese President
Xi Jinping, who will have an informal summit on April 27 and 28, the first meeting since China
removed the term-limit for the post of President.
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Lost opportunities in London

We’re often told journalism is about telling detail. Here’s one from the Commonwealth Heads of
Government Meeting (CHOGM) in London that ended on Friday. During the closing press
conference of a summit pegged as one that would breathe fresh life, energy and relevance into the
grouping, a journalist from Nigeria rose to ask a question particularly close to the hearts of the
Commonwealth’s population: would it address free movement within the 2.4 billion people-strong
group? It was put to Commonwealth Secretary-General Patricia Scotland, but was swiftly passed
on to the four heads of government heads gathered there — including British Prime Minister
Theresa May — all of who shrugged off the question.

The lengthy communiqué from the leaders published at the end of the two-day summit — and off
the back of forums on women, business, youth and civil society — was strikingly short on detail
and vision when it came to the issue of migration. A brief paragraph touched on their recognition of
“safe, regular and responsible migration”, and various protocols related to refugees.

No India-U.K. deal on illegal migrants

The lack of official recognition of the issue came as the dark cloud of the British government’s
immigration policy hung heavily over the summit, and in particular over its treatment of the so-
called Windrush generation. These are men and women who, often as children, had come to
Britain between the late 1940s and early 1970s with their families, as part of post-war efforts to
address intense labour shortages, but who, thanks to a toughening of Britain’s immigration regime,
were treated as undocumented migrants. In some cases they have been denied life-saving
National Health Service treatment and even deported. Shockingly in the run-up to the summit, a
request by heads of various Commonwealth Caribbean states for a meeting to address concerns
with the Prime Minister went unheeded until it spilled into a major domestic crisis, when meetings
were speedily arranged and apologies given.

However the situation triggered a larger debate on Britain’s approach towards Commonwealth
citizens, and accusations that a determination to bring down net migration numbers had inculcated
a wider hostile atmosphere for migrants. “If you lay down with dogs, you get fleas, and that is what
has happened with the far-right rhetoric in this country,” said David Lammy, a black Labour MP
whose persistence on the issue finally brought it to the top of the political agenda. “These people
are British,” Ms. May declared at CHOGM, but her assurances will have been seen as too little too
late to contradict the sentiment that whatever the perspective of Britain (the current Chair of the
Commonwealth for the next two years) on “openness” and “sharing” in the Commonwealth was, it
did not really involve migration.

Immigration has long been an issue for the Commonwealth as it has for other multinational bodies,
but in the wake of the rise of populist forces around the world, and the supposed opportunity the
Commonwealth offered as a bulwark against these, the 2018 summit could have presented an
opportunity for it (its Western powers in particular) to send a signal that it stood for something
different. Sending a message of openness would have indicated a real willingness to revisit and
revitalise the organisation. This was all the more so as Commonwealth proponents have sought to
make trade a key plank for it to be a bastion against protectionist moves elsewhere. Yet labour
mobility, a demand of businesses globally and certainly of India’s IT sector, was nowhere to be
seen in the reams of pledges around cleaning up the oceans, cybersecurity, and pledges to raise
intra-Commonwealth trade to $2 trillion by 2030.

The summit had been pegged as a game changer for a number of reasons, depending on who
you asked. For Britain, Brexit had made the quest for non-European Union partnerships
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particularly relevant while the attendance by Prime Minister Narendra Modi was widely hailed as
an example of the new importance accorded to it by India, one of the largest economies in the
Commonwealth. At the same time, the summit came at a time of growing youth-led decolonisation
movements globally, not least in Britain where students and sections of civil society have
questioned the legacy of the empire and emphasised Britain’s need to demonstrate it had truly
moved on. Britain had quickly sought to distance itself from “Empire 2.0”, the title disparagingly
given by civil servants to the aspirations of some Conservative party politicians for a post-Brexit
Commonwealth trade bonanza with Africa.

Yet if there had been any doubt about the sense of entitlement with which Britain viewed its
position within the Commonwealth, it would have evaporated as Queen Elizabeth II made an
extraordinary intervention on the first day of the summit, making clear her “expressed wish” that
her son follow her as head of the community. Leaders duly complied, announcing that Prince
Charles would indeed succeed his mother. While details of the discussions were kept as vague as
possible, aside from the insistence it was eventually unanimous (so much for the transparency that
was also touted in the course of the summit), there seemed little excitement and more a sense of
grudging acceptance at the prospect of the new leadership.

The Prime Minister of Grenada, Keith Mitchell, described his thoughts when presented with the
clear message from Britain that it wished Princes Charles to succeed. He had thought “maybe
yes”, the Caribbean could do with strong male role models — hardly a ringing endorsement. India
too went along with the choice, though on the understanding that British royal leadership would not
be institutionalised in the future. However, in Britain, questions about his suitability for the role
surfaced, and whether he truly had grasped the changed nature of the world and Commonwealth
nations that he would be heading.

One woman wrote of her experience at the summit, when Prince Charles commented that she
didn’t look like she came from the northern city of Manchester. “That the mooted next leader of an
organisation that represents one-third of the people on the planet commented that I, a brown
woman, did not look as if I was from a city in the U.K. is shocking,” she wrote in The Guardian. It
was clear that for all the talk of renewal and an equal voice for all, some nations are treated more
equal than others.

The faux camaraderie was highlighted by ongoing speculation over India and Pakistan —
rumoured handshakes and interactions never took place. Joint statements on the supposed
steadfast commitment of countries on issues such as tacking sexual violence towards women fell
rather flat when confronted with the reality. If there was genuine debate on countries’ ability and
willingness to carry through on such stated ambitions, it was not there for the public to see.

Overall there was a sense of being out of touch. The summit was punctuated by rituals and
ceremonies out of date with where the world has headed. Pledges of transparency contrasted with
the reality on the ground where media participation was largely limited to heavily-stage managed
participation in pools, with limited access to proceedings.

This is not to say that the Commonwealth does not have a role at all. London played host to
discussions on civil society tackling issues such as modern slavery, the need to clean up the
world’s oceans, and malaria. Walking around central London there was a certain buzz to seeing
the multicultural city even more diverse than it usually is, including with protesters from various
diaspora communities who used the opportunity to express their disapprobation with the
governments of their home nations.

There were also national interests furthered. India, for one, has very specific ambitions within the
Commonwealth, centered around small island states that form the bulk of the members (and to the
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cynical, UN votes aplenty to be got on board).

But a multilateral body that can hold its own on the world stage, that gives all nations an equal
voice and relevance beyond? The workings witnessed over the past week suggest it is as far away
from that as ever.

vidya.ram@thehindu.co.in
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Common wealth? on Commonwealth leaders’ summit

The Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting (CHOGM) held in London came with hopes
of a “re-energised Commonwealth”. To begin with, the summit was being held in the U.K., the
founder of the grouping of mostly former British colonies, after 32 years. Besides, Queen Elizabeth
II, the head of CHOGM, attended the summit, which she has done infrequently in the last few
years owing to her health. She opened her homes in Buckingham Palace and Windsor Castle for
the event, in what was called a “charm offensive” by the hosts, who were looking to revive the 53-
nation grouping as Commonwealth 2.0, amidst Britain’s rocky exit from the EU. In India too, the
summit was seen to be a promising place to play a leadership role, and Prince Charles’s visit to
Delhi to invite Prime Minister Narendra Modi bolstered that belief. Mr. Modi was the first Indian
Prime Minister to attend CHOGM in a decade, after Manmohan Singh skipped the summits in
Australia (2011) and Sri Lanka (2013) over bilateral differences, and Mr. Modi skipped the summit
in Malta (2015) out of indifference. So it was widely expected that India would step up to a bigger
role, and help chart a future course for the Commonwealth.

Lost opportunities in London

Given the expectations, the outcome of the meet was underwhelming. It was announced Prince
Charles would ‘succeed’ his mother as the head of the Commonwealth, ignoring calls for the
position to be more democratically shared or rotated. There were substantive statements on the
Blue Charter on Ocean Governance and on the Commonwealth Connectivity Agenda for Trade
and Investment, which could together counter China’s Belt and Road Initiative. But there was little
by way of a road map to achieve the goals. Prime Minister Theresa May apologised for her Home
Office’s threat to deport thousands of immigrants brought as manual labour in the 1940s on the
ship Empire Windrush from the Caribbean, but failed to convince most members of the
Commonwealth that Britain would reverse its policies on immigration. The U.K.’s hard line on
Indian “illegals”, which prevented the signing of a bilateral agreement on immigrant “returns”
between Mr. Modi and Ms. May, too indicates that post-Brexit London is likely to welcome trade in
goods from the Commonwealth, not services. The Commonwealth remains a great platform for
development aid, democratic values and educational opportunities, but its relevance is unlikely to
increase unless it adopts a more egalitarian and inclusive attitude to its next generation of
Commonwealth citizens, to partake in a prosperity their forefathers built.
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Towards a regional reset?

Change often comes unannounced, and the government’s foreign policy moves over the past few
months represent an unannounced but profound shift in its thinking about the neighbourhood. This
could change the course of Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s foreign policy before the general
election next year.

On the mend

The most obvious in this is what is now being called the “reset” with China. While the trigger for
the rapprochement between the two neighbours was the peaceful resolution of the Doklam
standoff and Mr. Modi’s meeting with Chinese President Xi Jinping in Xiamen last year, the
outcome of the easing of tensions is being seen in New Delhi’s public postures this year.

To begin with, the government has taken care not to respond with any heat to reports of the
Chinese build-up at Doklam. Construction by the People’s Liberation Army of new bases, bunkers
and helipads, as well its troops staying in the erstwhile grazing grounds there through the winter is
far from normal activity. Keeping its responses cool, New Delhi has been repeating that the
Doklam standoff point is untouched and Chinese construction on their side of the boundary is “not
a threat” to India. The government has also gone to some lengths to tone down planned
celebrations marking the anniversary of the Dalai Lama’s arrival from Tibet. New Delhi and Beijing
have now embarked on a flurry of high-level visits that are meant to lead up to a summit meeting
between the two leaders; they may even meet more than once. The shift has given rise to
speculation that the two sides are intent on making significant progress in smoothening ties on
outstanding issues such as boundary negotiations and also narrowing the trade deficit, an issue
discussed during the Chinese Commerce Minister’s visit to India recently.

This flexibility is also mirrored in the government’s dealings in the South Asian region. Despite
several appeals by the Maldivian opposition, and nudges from the U.S., the Modi government
decided not to exert hard power in bringing Maldives President Abdulla Yameen around after he
declared a state of emergency in the country. Nor did it engage China in a confrontation when Mr.
Yameen sought Beijing’s support in this regard. The government remained silent as Male went a
step further and held discussions with Pakistan’s Army Chief, Gen. Qamar Javed Bajwa, on joint
patrolling of its Exclusive Economic Zone, an area of operation in the Indian Ocean considered to
be India’s domain.

With Nepal, instead of seeing red when a victorious Prime Minister K.P. Oli made it clear that he
would step up engagement with China in infrastructure development, India rolled out the red
carpet for him earlier this month. Nor did India raise concern over Nepal’s Constitution which had
sparked the confrontation between India and Nepal in 2015-16. There has also been outreach to
Bhutan and Bangladesh in recent weeks. Both Bhutan and Bangladesh are to hold elections this
year, and with incumbent governments more favourably disposed to New Delhi than their
challengers in the opposition, the results will have an impact on India’s influence in these countries
as well.

Quiet progress with Pakistan

One area of foreign policy where few would bet money on a reset, namely Pakistan, has also seen
some quiet movement. This year, the government admitted in Parliament for the first time that
National Security Adviser (NSA) Ajit Doval had met his Pakistani counterpart, Nasser Khan
Janjua, as a part of “established channels of communications at various levels” between the two
sides in the past few years, post-Pathankot. Officials have confirmed that talks between the two
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NSAs have also taken place on the sidelines of conferences as well, and quite regularly
telephonically. Meanwhile, the resolution of the standoff over the treatment of diplomats in Delhi
and Islamabad indicates that neither government has the appetite for escalation at this point.

All around, it would appear that India’s hard power strategy in the region is being replaced with a
more conciliatory one. However, the next steps will be defined not by a quiet or defensive
approach to redefining India’s foreign policy in the region, but with a more bold and proactive one.
The reset with China will work only if there are transactional dividends for both New Delhi and
Beijing, in case the two governments go back to the default antagonism of the past after the
summit meetings. Two issues on which both governments can show flexibility are China’s Belt and
Road Initiative (BRI) and India’s bid for Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG) membership.

On the NSG, China could remove its block to India’s membership by adopting a more inclusive
approach within the nuclear export control organisation. Indian membership, which the Modi
government seems to have made its objective, will only strengthen the international nuclear
regime. Even if withdrawal of China’s objections does not soften the objections of more hardline
“non-proliferationists” or Non-Proliferation Treaty-proponents, the goodwill from such a move
would propel India-China relations forward.

On the BRI, if there is political will on both sides, they needn’t look too far for creative solutions
around India’s three concerns: on territorial integrity, transparency of projects and their
sustainability. The solution to the first is contained in a proposal under consideration — to extend
the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) to Afghanistan. While it may have not been the
outcome discussed, the shift from the CPEC to what could be called PACE or the Pakistan-
Afghanistan-China Economic corridor would necessitate a shift away from projects in Gilgit-
Baltistan and Pakistan-occupied Kashmir. Those projects may still be built and funded by China,
but then would not constitute a part of the BRI route; as a result, India’s concerns on sovereignty
could be dispensed with.

Meanwhile, several countries, from Europe to Central and East Asia, are now echoing India’s
concerns about the environmental and debt trap risks that BRI projects pose. India could take the
lead in creating an international template for infrastructure and connectivity proposals, one that
would seek to engage China and other donor countries in a structured approach towards debt
financing. This would win India goodwill in the neighbourhood too, where every other country
(apart from Bhutan) has signed on to the BRI, but has felt alienated by India’s rigid opposition to
the initiative.

SAARC re-engagement

However, the real tipping point in India’s regional reset will come if the government also decides to
reconsider its opposition to the South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation (SAARC)
summit this year, with Pakistan as the host. At a press conference recently, the Foreign Secretary
repeated India’s concerns over cross-border terrorism from Pakistan, saying: “Given the current
state of play where there is cross-border terrorism and where this is a disruptive force in the
region, it is difficult in such circumstances to proceed with [SAARC].” But the argument is
beginning to wear thin.

Afghanistan, which supported India’s move to pull out of the SAARC summit in Islamabad in 2016
following the Uri attacks, is engaging with Pakistan again; Afghan President Ashraf Ghani and
Pakistan Prime Minister Shahid Khaqan Abbasi signed a seven-point Afghanistan-Pakistan Action
Plan for Peace and Solidarity early this month. Sri Lanka and Nepal, both sympathetic to India’s
outrage over Uri, are pushing for a summit this year; their sentiments were conveyed publicly by
Mr. Oli in Delhi, and by Sri Lankan President Maithripala Sirisena on his visit to Islamabad in
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March.

The trick is for Mr. Modi to attend the summit in Pakistan when some of India’s neighbours are still
asking “why”, and not when all of its neighbours begin to ask “why not”. While this may require the
government’s much touted “Doval Doctrine” to take a leaf out of the much derided “Gujral
Doctrine” book, it may be in keeping with a larger desire for a regional reset, bringing Mr. Modi’s
last year in this term of office more in line with his first.

suhasini.h@thehindu.co.in
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Raja Mandala: Nordic cool

From driverless cars to smart speakers, ieDecode demystifies new technology

When he travels to Sweden this week, Prime Minister Narendra Modi will be confirming a new
trend in Indian diplomacy — collective engagement with key regional groups. Earlier this year, at
the annual Republic Day celebrations, the PM hosted all the 10 leaders of the Association of
South East Asian Nations.

In 2016, the PM had invited colleagues from the Bay of Bengal littoral to join the BRICS summit in
Goa. And in 2015, he hosted all leaders from Africa in Delhi. Many major powers like the US and
China do take advantage of the possibilities for joint engagement with regional leaders. In the
past, Indian diplomacy was excessively focused on the bilateral. Today, it is breaking from that
mould.

In Stockholm, Modi will meet the leaders of the Nordic group — Denmark, Finland, Iceland,
Norway and Sweden — both collectively and individually. This marks an end to the prolonged
Indian neglect of a very important sub-region that has always punched way above its weight in the
world.

The focus on great power relations and on the neighbourhood since the end of the Cold War has
meant that Delhi did not have much bandwidth left for nurturing inherited good relations with small
but influential countries like Sweden or build new ones. India can reap significant long-term
rewards if Modi’s visit can lay the foundation for a sustained engagement with a part of the world
that is often called the “Norden” — or simply the north.

The Nordics do not see themselves as a mere sub-region of Europe. They value their own unique
international identity. Two of the five Nordic countries, Iceland and Norway, have stayed out of the
European Union. Copenhagen’s attitude has, for long, been regarded as a barometer of Euro-
scepticism and Greenland, an autonomous part of Denmark, had walked out of the EU.

The special significance of the Norden was underlined by former US President Barack Obama,
when he hosted the leaders of the group at the White House at the end of 2016. The world might
be a better place, Obama said, if the Nordic leaders were left in charge for a while. The Nordics
are widely admired for their instinct for promoting peace, strengthening universal human values
and more broadly for doing good.

The Nordics were not always peace-mongers. They have the awesome warrior legacy of the
Vikings. But over the last century, they have tended to reject Europe’s martial tradition and colonial
legacies. The Nordic enthusiasm for moralpolitik inevitably found great affinity with Nehruvian
India.

If India was non-aligned, Sweden was neutral. Both championed decolonisation and a more just
global order. From the 1950s to the mid 1980s, as leaders of the neutral and non-aligned nations,
India and Sweden led the campaign for nuclear arms control and disarmament.

The shared commitment to moralpolitik, of course, ran into some difficulties when India wanted to
become a recognised nuclear weapon power after Pokhran-2, in the summer of1998. Some of the
Nordic countries found it very hard to endorse the US campaign for a nuclear exception for India.
That obstacle is now largely behind us, thanks to the political engagement in recent years.

The idea of mediating conflicts, which is very much part of the India’s internal and international
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experience, is quite dear to the Nordics. Recall Norway’s successful role in launching the Middle
East peace process in 1993. Oslo’s interest was not limited to the Middle East. India was initially
wary as Norway sought to promote peace between Tamils and Colombo during the 2000s.
Although the effort was unsuccessful, it opened up paths to peace that remain relevant for Sri
Lanka and India.

The Nordics are not all about utopian idealism. They also have a strong pragmatic streak that is
quite evident in their current strategic outreach to emerging Asian powers. Nor do all of them have
the same international orientation. If Sweden and Finland stayed out of NATO, Denmark, Iceland
and Norway are active members of the NATO. But they have managed, through strong sub-
regional cooperation, to insulate the Norden from the negative impact of great power rivalries.

Sweden might be neutral but it always had strong defence industry. If the Bofors purchase was not
trapped in the kind of political controversies that followed, it could have the laid the foundation for
a strong defence industrial cooperation with Sweden, which has been eager to restore that
possibility with an aerospace partnership around the sale of Gripen fighter aircraft to India.

Beyond defence, there is a deep engineering talent in the Norden and the region is an impressive
champion of technological innovation. That fits in well with Delhi’s current hopes for igniting the
innovation revolution in India. At the dawn of Independence, India was deeply attracted to the
Nordic claims of finding a “third way” between capitalism and socialism. As a region that helped
advance the idea of an efficient welfare state, the Norden can be important partner for India’s own
experiments to strengthen its social sector through technological and policy innovation.

An India that is less inhibited about trade liberalisation and more open to commercial,
technological and civil society partnerships will find the Norden ready to accelerate its internal
modernisation and international rise. India’s political discovery of the Norden this week should also
be the first step towards a more substantive outreach to different sub-regions of a very diverse
continent —- from the Baltics to the Balkans to Iberia to Mitteleuropa.
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India to ally with China on ‘Asian premium’

Dharmendra Pradhan  

Petroleum Minister Dharmendra Pradhan has said India would coordinate with China and other
Asian countries to raise voice against the “Asian premium” being charged by the Organisation of
the Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC).

Indian Oil Corporation chairman Sanjiv Singh would coordinate with the head of China National
Petroleum Corporation (CNPC) to chalk out the strategy that would result in getting better price
from OPEC countries, he said.

‘Primary consumers’

“India or China, Japan and Korea — Asian countries are the primary consumers of the energy
market today.

“Why [do] we have to give Asian premium? That is the issue we are raising and when we met on
the sidelines of International Energy Forum with CNPC chairman, I proposed to coordinate with
China and all these consuming countries in a bigger way,” Mr. Pradhan had said.

“There will be meetings, there will be consensus to put a point of view in front of the OPEC that we
must get reasonable and responsible price for our consumption,” Mr. Pradhan added.
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Next Door Nepal: The battles at home

From driverless cars to smart speakers, ieDecode demystifies new technology

Back home after “managing” a hostile Delhi, things should have moved in the right direction for
Prime Minister K P Oli, who seems to be in a hurry to establish himself as the Lee Kuan Yew of
Nepal. Over the months, as he focused his energies on returning to power, Oli was mostly talking
about a prosperous and developed Nepal as his goal. A landlocked country owning its own flag-
bearing ship and a railway network spread across the country, he would say, was how he
envisioned in the next two years. A bilateral understanding in Delhi for inland water and railway
connectivity with Nepal should have made him happy. But less than a week later, Oli is confronted
with the reality of politics and that democracy requires him to surrender or compromise on many
issues.

The much talked about unification of the Oli-led Communist Party of Nepal-UML and the
Communist Party of Nepal (Maoist Centre) has not only been deferred yet again till April 22, but
growing differences between the two sides may even jeopardise the unity move. The unification,
delayed or denied, will definitely clip the wings of Oli; the merger would have given him a near two-
thirds majority in Parliament.

A captive supreme court, a demoralised and drastically weakened opposition in the Nepali
Congress, the most powerful organs of the state including the intelligence and revenue
investigation departments reporting to him and, of course, the merger of the two CPN parties,
should have allowed him to dominate the political scene. Home Minister Ram Bahadur Thapa
Badal, a senior Maoist leader, had resented Oli unilaterally “imposing” a secretary (Home) without
consulting him. Badal and his party stood firm and got their choices appointed as chiefs of Nepal
Police and the Armed Police Force. The Maoists are also trying to bring the state intelligence
department under the home ministry. The differences between the two parties may ultimately hit
the proposed merger. Maoist chief Pushpa Kamal Dahal has stated that the unification must take
place in a spirit of equality, preserving the self respect of both parties, with each having an equal
presence in the committees at all levels.

Oli also seems to be in a hurry to undertake a trip to Beijing — he has commited to a policy of
“equal distance” towards both the country’s neighbours. Soon after his return from Delhi, he had
got into the game of balancing between the two large neighbours. First, he inaugurated the solar
energy panel in the Singha durbar complex that houses the PMO and other ministries, jointly with
the Chinese ambassador, Yo Hong. The following day he visited the 496-MW upper Tamakoshi
hydro project in the company of Ambassador Yo. He has now dispatched his foreign minister,
Pradip Gyawali, to Beijing on Monday, ostensibly to finalise the prime minister’s visit there. The
visit will reveal how Oli intends to balance the two giant neighbours, who have promised support to
Nepal, without allowing their mutual rivalry to come in the way.

But the domestic scene has become no less challenging. Last week, Acharya Srinivas, a sant with
a sizeable following among the Hindu sect he represents, was fired at by unknown persons at his
residence within a temple precinct in eastern Nepal. “I feel terrorised and scared,” said Bollywood
actress Manisha Koirala, after she paid a visit to the hospital. A delegation of the sant’s followers
met the prime minister to demand the arrest of the guilty. They returned angry and disappointed.
Oli reportedly asked them why were they backing a rotten institution like the monarchy. The sant’s
followers felt slighted since the acharya has been calling for the restoration of Nepal’s status as a
“Hindu Kingdom”.

Home Minister Badal has said he was aware of a situation where supporters of different faiths and
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ethnicities could clash and that “certain forces” intended to “engineer such a situation”. Oli too
seem to share the sentiment. When he spoke at a Nepal army academy on Thursday, he asked
the security forces to remain alert to defeat forces of terrorism, ethnic militancy and extremists,
operating from within.
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The Modi-Xi informal summit is a first step in rebooting India-China ties

The end of the military standoff at Doklam last year did not immediately lead to better ties between
India and China. Suspicions remained about Beijing’s plans along disputed sections of the border
and its ability to stymie New Delhi on a range of key issues, including membership of the Nuclear
Suppliers Group and the sanctioning of top terrorists based in Pakistan. However, a series of
developments on the global stage have led to the two countries eyeing the possibility of greater
cooperation and the announcement of the informal summit between Prime Minister Narendra Modi
and Chinese President Xi Jinping. The meeting had been widely anticipated even before the
formal announcement, an indication of the behind-the-scenes contacts that helped set it up.

The tariffs threatened by the US on Chinese imports have given rise to fears of a full-fledged trade
war, something that China would be keen to avoid as it strains to keep its economic growth on a
sound footing. India too is keen to avoid any bumps on the road to further economic growth,
something that is crucial for Mr Modi ahead of next year’s general election. The leaders of India
and China have perhaps also realised their countries can take on a greater role on the world stage
as the United States under President Donald Trump cedes its long-standing leadership. The two
countries are already collaborating on issues such as climate change, while bilateral trade was
worth $84.4 billion last year. Clearly, the two countries realise they have a lot more to gain by
aligning their positions more closely on global issues.

However, the growing contacts and the upcoming summit do not mean the differences between
the two sides will magically disappear. More than anything, such contacts could help India and
China to prepare the ground to address the more contentious issues and irritants, such as the
dispute over 3,488 kilometres of the border, Beijing’s position on terrorism, the Tibet issue and
exploitation of river waters. This summit must not be seen as the end game, but the first step on a
long road to completely reboot this crucial relationship.
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The Asian ripple effect

The ‘America First’ approach of the Donald Trump presidency, buttressed by growing
protectionism, has had the unintended fallout of pivoting Asia inwards, in search of new supply
chains and markets. Asia’s three main pillars — China, Japan, and India — seem to be adapting
quickly to the possibility of a post-U.S. world order. Even some heavyweights within the 10-nation
ASEAN group, which have unquestioningly relied on U.S. power as the guarantor of their well-
being, are feeling the strain of their umbilical relationship with the U.S.

The signs are already unmistakable that Asia is seeking a “new balance” with the world’s largest
and second-largest economies. India’s reset of ties with China therefore needs to be viewed as
part of a larger Asian reset with Beijing and Japan, the world’s third largest economy.

When Mr. Trump levied steel and aluminium tariffs on Japan, China’s Vice President Wang
Qishan saw a fresh opening to reach out to Tokyo. Within days, Foreign Minister and State
Councillor Wang Yi was off to Tokyo on an unscheduled visit. The strategic economic dialogue
between China and Japan was quickly reconvened. Mr. Wang’s visit was significant because
under the shadow of Mr. Trump’s threat of sanctions, China and Japan began a conversation on
two potentially divisive themes: China’s Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) and Japan’s Indo-Pacific
strategy. It is likely that when Chinese Prime Minister Li Keqiang goes to Japan next month, there
could be further discussion on President Xi Jinping’s blueprint of industrialising Eurasia through
the BRI, and Japan’s Indo-Pacific strategy covering an engagement with the Indian and the Pacific
Oceans, and with Asia and Africa. Significantly, both China and Japan, under the new
circumstances, are not enamoured by a classic zero-sum balance of power game. In their ongoing
dialogue, the compelling logic of geoeconomics seems to be winning over the obsolescence of
geopolitical fundamentalism. After Premier Li’s visit, Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe will
head to Beijing for a summit with President Xi. The cycle of China-Japan re-engagement is likely
to conclude with Mr. Xi’s visit to Japan, possibly for the Osaka G20 summit next year.

China is the key to a new wave of globalisation, with Asia at its core. But despite its economic heft,
it is not in pole position to command a new Asian hierarchy. The brewing trade war with the U.S.
threatens to undermine its ‘Made in China 2025’ project for achieving advanced digital
manufacturing. China would therefore need solid partnerships with regional countries such as
Japan, South Korea and India, as well as a free trade deal such as the Regional Comprehensive
Economic Partnership, to achieve further success. India is well positioned to forge a new
geoeconomic relationship with China, which could be coordinated with Tokyo’s growing
engagement with Beijing, to establish an extensively collaborative but multipolar Asia.

The writer is with The Hindu in Beijing
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‘India, China are guardians of multipolar world’

China on Monday asserted that Beijing and New Delhi are at the vanguard of a new wave of
globalisation and are the guardians of a multipolar world.

Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman Lu Kang said in response to questions regarding the
upcoming informal summit between Chinese President Xi Jinping and Prime Minister Narendra
Modi in Wuhan that India and China are “important forces in promoting the multipolar world and
economic liberalisation, and as well as ensuring... peace, stability and development”.

Chinese Foreign Minister and State Councilor Wang Yi and visiting External Affairs Minister
Sushma Swaraj on Sunday jointly announced that a two-day summit between Mr. Xi and Mr. Modi
will be held in Wuhan from April 27.

On Monday, Ms. Swaraj met Chinese Vice President Wang Qishan. Mr. Wang is Mr. Xi’s right
hand man, and plays a key role in imparting strategic direction to Chinese foreign policy, including
Beijing’s relations with the United States and Japan.

Sushma calls on Xi

Local media reports said that Mr. Wang steers the newly formed Central Foreign Affairs
Commission, with politburo member Yang Jiechi as its director.

Later, Ms. Swaraj also called on Mr. Xi, as part of a delegation of Foreign Ministers of the
Shanghai Cooperation Organisation (SCO).

Mr. Lu highlighted the growing protectionism in the world, which included a brewing trade war with
the United States, as the new basis for bonding China and India. Mr. Lu pointed out that “as newly
emerging markets as well as developing countries with big populations... we believed the two
countries (India and China) will continue to uphold the globalisation so that it is more inclusive”.

In the light of a “lot of shared interests, concerns and positions”, the two leaders in their meeting in
Wuhan will take of long view of their ties, and tailor China-India relations to impact the evolving
international situation. Underscoring the global impact of the unprecedented summit, he stressed
that President Xi and Prime Minister Modi “will discuss the latest trends of the world so (that) there
is a stable global development”.
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It’s good to talk

From driverless cars to smart speakers, ieDecode demystifies new technology

The journey from Xiamen, a Chinese port city across the Taiwan Straits, to Wuhan in Hubei
province is more than 1,000 km long, and when Prime Minister Narendra Modi meets Chinese
President Xi Jinping on April 27 in Wuhan, they would have taken eight months to cover it — the
two leaders last met in September 2017 in Xiamen. It is welcome that the peace between Asia’s
biggest powers has held. Both leaders must now be congratulated for agreeing to meet face-to-
face and talk about their differences and disagreements, and decide on how to resolve them. It is
important for Beijing to understand Delhi’s aspiration for a place on the international high table.
Equally, Delhi must comprehend the ambition and passion behind the rise and rise of China, as it
snaps at the heels of the US.

The announcement over the weekend in Beijing during External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj’s
visit has the potential to break the pattern of bitterness that has been developing between the two
nations in recent years. Certainly, the Chinese seem to also want a “reset” in ties with India and
have pulled out the carpet for Swaraj; she has met both President Xi and Vice-President Wang
Qishan, a key decision-maker who has been seconded by Xi to deal with the US. It is being
speculated that President Xi will treat Prime Minister Modi to a tour of the sprawling villa on the
banks of the Yangtze river once favoured by Chairman Mao — the Great Helmsman’s villa can
now be rented for overnight stays. The extent to which the Communist Party of China has
changed and remains the same can be gauged from the fact that Xi has picked relaxed and
beautiful Wuhan for his informal summit with India’s Prime Minister, not the relatively stiff Beijing.

The Modi-Xi meeting in Xiamen in August last year marked the formal end of the 72-day stand-off
between India and China in Doklam. Other issues such as China’s refusal to support India’s full
membership of the Nuclear Suppliers Group, its protection of Pakistan-based terrorist Masood
Azhar at the UN, its determination to build a highway across Pakistan-Occupied Kashmir as well
as its expanding presence across South Asia, have angered Delhi. With the future of 2.5 billion
people at stake, there is no option for the leaderships of Delhi and Beijing but to sit across the
table — or walk together on the banks of the Yangtze — and try and resolve their resentments.
China’s economy may be five times larger and its armed forces several times stronger than India,
but the fact remains that there is no alternative to dialogue. A new modus vivendi between Asia’s
largest powers is the need of the hour
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The dragon beckons again

Prime Minister Narendra Modi goes to China on April 27, against the background of turbulence in
global geopolitics and some domestic disquiet about “softening” of India’s China policy.

The international backdrop is worrying in many respects. The face-off between the U.S. (and its
allies) and Russia is arguably worse than during the Cold War. They confront each other, through
proxy forces, in three active conflict zones — Ukraine, Syria and Afghanistan. The recent U.S.-
French-British missile strikes in Syria were a stark reminder. It now emerges that prior
communication to the Russians had ensured that equipment, personnel and civilians had been
evacuated in advance. However, such deconfliction arrangements seem to be episodic, and there
is a lurking danger that miscalculation or brinkmanship might spark off a direct conflict at a local
level.

Sanctions — particularly the new U.S. legislation, CAATSA (Countering America’s Adversaries
Through Sanctions Act), under which it can impose sanctions on any company which engages
with Russia in the defence or energy sector — impart a sharper edge to the confrontation. This
weapon was not wielded in anything like this form in the Cold War; its impact could be far more
devastating in today’s globalised world. Recent American sanctions on major Russian
multinationals, whose stocks are internationally traded, widened the target beyond Russian
oligarchs to a larger body of shareholders within and outside Russia.

China signals shift in stance on border row with India

As the U.S. ratchets up pressure on Russia, it has donned kid gloves in dealing with China, as
indicated by U.S. President Donald Trump’s tweets. A recent tweet appreciates Chinese President
Xi Jinping’s “kind words on tariffs and automobile barriers” and “his enlightenment on intellectual
property and technology transfers”.

While India is being asked to address its trade surplus of about $25 billion with the U.S., Mr.
Trump asked China (in a tweet last month) to reduce its massive trade surplus of about $375
billion with the U.S. by just $1 billion! He probably meant $100 billion, as has been suggested by
his Administration, but it is worth noting that in 2017 alone, the U.S.’s trade imbalance rose by
about $28 billion. America’s decision to withdraw from the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), a free
trade grouping excluding China, effectively benefited China.

Protectionism in all forms should be rejected, India tells Shanghai Cooperation Organisation
Foreign Ministers

India itself, running a trade deficit of over $50 billion with China, is in difficult negotiations on the
Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP), a free trade grouping that includes
China, ASEAN (Association of Southeast Asian Nations), Japan, Korea, Australia and New
Zealand.

The unpredictability of U.S. foreign policy is driving even its closest allies to hedge their options.
Japanese Prime Minister Shinz Abe and Mr. Xi are to exchange visits in the near future — a
significant breakthrough in relations between two strategic rivals, who were on the verge of a
military confrontation about five years ago. Japan (like India) is concerned about China’s
assertiveness in its neighbourhood and the geopolitical implications of its Belt and Road Initiative
(BRI).

Yet, having failed to persuade Mr. Trump (with whom he claims excellent personal chemistry) to



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m
crackIAS.com

rethink U.S. withdrawal from the TPP and uncertain about the consistency of U.S. policy in the
region, Mr. Abe sees benefit in sustaining a dialogue with China, whose positive response reflects
its own desire to keep in touch with a U.S. ally, in the face of conflicting U.S. signals on trade and
security policies.

The sharpening of U.S.-Russia acrimony has complicated India’s relations with both countries.
Besides pressure to address the India-U.S. trade imbalance, India has been warned that its
defence and energy links with Russia could attract U.S. sanctions under CAATSA — a
development which could have a major impact on our defence preparedness. Russia’s intensifying
defence cooperation with China and its actions in Afghanistan and with Pakistan are areas on
which serious and delicate high-level India-Russia dialogue is being pursued.

This is the backdrop to the current “reset” in India-China relations. With a strengthening Russia-
China axis and with the U.S. taking its eye off China to deal with Russia, it is prudent for India to
maintain a harmonious dialogue with China, even as we deal with the wrinkles in our relations with
the other two great powers. China’s motivation in extending the olive branch may be similar: to
maintain serenity in relations while it deals with its other challenges.

This is not to say that India should not stand firm on its core interests, political, economic or
strategic. We cannot overlook Chinese designs in our neighbourhood — from Doklam to the
China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC), Nepal, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka and the Maldives — or
ignore the larger geopolitical threat posed by the land and sea corridors of the BRI. It is just that
circumstances may have opened up some space for furthering mutual interests, without
compromising on our other interests.

Countries do not publicly admit adverse asymmetries in relations, but their policymakers have to
factor them into their policies and actions. Of course, even countries in adverse asymmetric
relationships have levers which can and should be used to further their vital interests. In most
cases, this is best done through quiet dialogue instead of public airing of differences, which
hardens attitudes.

It is a valid point that the public messaging on this change in tone of the India-China relationship
could have been better. The course of India-China relations in the past couple of years had
created a public narrative of bilateral frictions over CPEC, Doklam, our Nuclear Suppliers Group
membership and other issues, on which India had to take strong public positions. The
transformation in the international environment, creating opportunities for non-confrontational
dialogue, could perhaps have been better explained. Foreign policy can be pursued far more
effectively when it is supported by public perceptions.

The reality is that India has to maintain a pragmatic balance in its relations with the three major
powers, remaining conscious of the fact that elements of these relations will be continuously
impacted by the dynamic flux of today’s global geopolitics.

The Prime Minister’s visit to China should be seen in this context.

P.S. Raghavan, a former diplomat, is Convenor of the National Security Advisory Board. The
views expressed are personal
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Raksha Mantri’s Address at The 15th SCO Defence Ministers meeting in China
Ministry of Defence

Raksha Mantri’s Address at The 15th SCO Defence Ministers
meeting in China

Posted On: 24 APR 2018 4:35PM by PIB Delhi

India is participating in the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation (SCO) Defence Ministers Meeting
for the first time. The 15th SCO Defence Ministers Meeting was held at Beijing in China, today.
Speaking at the meeting, Raksha Mantri Smt Nirmala Sitharaman highlighted India’s keen interest
in developing an expanded partnership with the broader Eurasian region. In doing so, India has
sought to build on her long-standing ties of deep mutual trust and confidence with Russia, vibrant
historical and cultural linkages with countries of Central Asia and closer development partnership
with China and to further enhance and deepen ties with all the member countries for mutual
benefit.

Smt Nirmala Sitharaman stated that in the days ahead, India will work with the SCO partners to
energize and revitalize the age-old ties of affinity with the countries of the region. She sought a
forward looking partnership based on robust dialogue and concrete initiatives to enhance the
economic, trade and cultural cooperation as well as mutually beneficial interactions on defence
and security matters.

She called for SCO members to work towards enhancing greater communication among member
countries within the region as well as in the broader international context. This is essential for
progressive trends towards stability and peace to reassert itself and to arrest the current drift in
ties between major powers and to address any possible implications for the region.

Raksha Mantri Smt Nirmala Sitharaman said that many problems that confront the region, such as
climate change, cyber security, narcotics trafficking or violent trans-national crime require solutions
based on cooperative frameworks that involve all countries and stakeholders. This is particularly
necessary to address the persistent threat of cross-border terrorism and extremism.

Smt Sitharaman stated that international terrorism is today the most serious threat to our peaceful
societies. Terrorism threatens to derail our developmental aspirations and create sustained
instability both within our countries and across national borders. She called upon the member
countries to closely coordinate and adopt a policy of zero tolerance towards terrorism. She
contended that arguments of political convenience to provide an alibi for terrorist groups or
organisations that support terrorism through material support or otherwise are no longer tolerable.
Indeed, as the world has now realized, there are no good terrorists. India, she stressed, will
continue to engage strongly with the SCO-Regional Anti-Terrorism Structure based in Tashkent in
this regard.

In this context, she said that we must also work towards the goal of a stable, secure and peaceful
Afghanistan. She strongly condemned yet another tragic terrorist attack in Kabul, recently. The
SCO must adopt an uncompromising approach towards the persisting threat of terrorism in
Afghanistan, as it is essential to advance peace and prosperity in the region. India is committed to
doing all it can to assist Afghanistan in its quest to regain stability and reconstruct its economy and
polity. This includes cooperation in building capacities and capabilities of the Afghan national



crackIAS.com

crackIAS.com

security forces. In doing so, India will continue to be guided by the requirements of the government
of Afghanistan and the shared objectives of the international community, Smt Sitharaman said.

Since defence cooperation, especially enhanced linkages between armed forces is an important
dimension of SCO, Smt Sitharaman stated that India is keen to explore the full potentialities of this
engagement. India will engage with a positive approach and an open mind on all issues related to
defence cooperation within the SCO framework.

She stated in this context “we note the decision to set up an Experts Working Group (EWG)
mechanism under the SCO Defence Ministers Meeting to support greater cooperation in the
defence field. There is a need for further discussions on how the EWG mechanism can be best
developed to meet our shared requirements and objectives for defence cooperation in the SCO
framework. India has already commenced practical steps to take forward defence engagement
under the framework, as reflected in our first ever presence at this Ministerial Meeting and
participation of the Indian Army Band at the Fanfare for Peace Military Tattoo being held in
conjunction with our meeting today”. Further, she stated that “we will also engage as feasible on
the items under the Agreed Programme of activities for defence cooperation under the SCO for
2017-19. As we move ahead, India will also explore the possibility of coordinating some SCO
defence activities in the coming years”.

The Raksha Mantri stated that India will participate in the SCO’s Peace Mission joint military
exercises being held in Russia later this year. As India enjoys excellent bilateral defence
cooperation with a large number of SCO countries especially with Russia as well as with all of
India’s Central Asian partners represented in the SCO, she expressed belief that cooperation in
the SCO framework will help reinforce India’s efforts to strengthen bilateral cooperation with the
partners in the region in the field of defence.

Recognizing the value of improving regional transportation and communication networks through
mutual consultation, sustainability and sharing of benefits, the Raksha Mantri opined that it can
create a network of physical and digital connectivity that extends from Russia’s northern regions to
the shores of Indian Ocean. The International North South Transportation Corridor is an important
step in that direction. However, she noted that it would also be essential that such initiatives
respect the sovereignty and territorial integrity of all countries.

SRR/NAo/Rajib
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If the nuclear deal stays, it stays in full, says Rouhani

Iranian President Hassan Rouhani.AP  

Iran’s President Hassan Rouhani rejected any hopes of rewriting a nuclear deal with world powers
on Wednesday, after the leaders of the U.S. and France called for a new pact covering Tehran’s
missile programme and regional interventions.

“We have an agreement called the JCPOA,” said Mr. Rouhani in a fiery speech, using the
technical name for the 2015 deal that curbed Iran’s nuclear programme in exchange for sanctions
relief. “It will either last or not. If the JCPOA stays, it stays in full.” He was responding to
statements in Washington by French President Emmanuel Macron and his U.S. counterpart
Donald Trump, in which they proposed a new deal with tougher restrictions on Iran.

Mr. Trump called the existing accord “insane” and “ridiculous”, despite European pleas for him not
to walk away, and demanded fresh curbs on Iran’s ballistic missile programme.

Mr. Macron on Wednesday called on the U.S. not to abandon the nuclear agreement until a
broader international accord is reached that addresses all remaining U.S. and European concerns.
He told Congress that the current deal was not perfect but must remain in place until a
replacement was forged.

In Iran, Mr. Rouhani ridiculed Mr. Trump, saying: “You have no expertise in politics, nor in law, nor
in international accords. “A tradesman, a businessman, a high-rise builder, how can he judge
about global issues?”

EU, Moscow back Tehran

Iran has the support of all other parties to the accord, who say it is working and Tehran has stuck
to its commitments. On Wednesday, EU diplomatic chief Federica Mogherini insisted the deal
must be maintained.

Moscow also reiterated its support, with Kremlin spokesman Dmitry Peskov telling reporters: “We
believe that no alternative exists so far” and demanding that Iran be involved in any further
discussions.
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The global nuclear cloud is darkening

The word ‘historic’ is appropriate to describe the April 27 summit between South Korean
president Moon Jae-in and North Korean leader Kim Jong-un. While there is considerable
optimism that this meeting will mark the beginning of the long-awaited rapprochement in the
Korean peninsula, the nuclear domain remains opaque.

When U.S. President Donald Trump announced that the U.S. and North Korea were in diplomatic
contact and that denuclearisation was on the table, there was a flurry of activity. However, in
recent weeks, though Pyongyang has announced that it is suspending further nuclear/missile tests
and shutting its test site, there has been no indication that it intends to give up its nuclear arsenal.

The term ‘denuclearisation’ in relation to North Korea is being selectively approached for its
semantic exactitude. While the U.S. and Japan seek the equivalent of complete, verifiable and
irreversible dismantlement, South Korea appears to be prioritising the rapprochement and
normalisation of inter-Korean relations even while keeping the nuclear strand on the agenda.
China and Russia, which are regional stakeholders, will be monitoring the summit for its outcome.

Going by the past, road to North Korea’s denuclearisation is littered with failure

Seoul halts propaganda broadcasts into N. Korea

Mr. Kim has played his relatively weaker cards in an astute manner and the very fact that the
Korean summit will be followed by a similar meeting with Mr. Trump later in May or in early June
marks the end of the U.S.-led political and diplomatic ostracism.

Mr. Kim would be cognisant of the global nuclear trajectory and the manner in which the U.S. has
dealt with the weapons of mass destruction issue in Iraq, Libya and Iran. Thus, while verifiable and
irreversible denuclearisation is a desirable objective for South Korea, Japan and the U.S., it is the
critical survival shield for the Kim regime.

Koreas to talk peace

More recent developments in relation to the Iran nuclear deal and Mr. Trump’s determination to
jettison it since it is a “bad deal” have led to a darkening of the global nuclear cloud. As per the
original 2015 Iran nuclear agreement, the U.S. President has to certify every 120 days that
sanctions need not be enforced against Tehran and that the nuclear weapon programme rollback
compliance undertaken by Iran is proceeding satisfactorily. United Nations-led external inspectors
have certified that Iran’s compliance has been in keeping with the 2015 accord. The last such U.S.
waiver was approved reluctantly by Mr. Trump on January 12. He had warned then that that would
be the final endorsement by him of the deal, for he wanted more stringent conditions to be added
to the current Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action. In short, the U.S. is changing the goalposts and
the May 12 deadline is looming large.

The last year has seen bilateral relations between the U.S. and Russia on the one hand and
between the U.S. and China on the other becoming increasingly brittle. This has also affected the
weapons of mass destruction domain. Consequently, many of the major (nuclear-missile) arms
reduction treaties and verification protocols between the U.S. and Russia that go back to the Cold
War decades and the immediate aftermath of the collapse of the Soviet Union have become
moribund, and the subtext is causing the global nuclear cloud to become even darker.

Seoul halts propaganda broadcasts into N. Korea
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More specifically, both the U.S. and Russia have embarked upon major nuclear weapon
modernisation programmes and the decision to resurrect the nuclear-tipped cruise missile at sea
has very destabilising implications. This capability had been buried given its inherently deterrence
destabilising characteristics. The nuclear-tipped cruise missile that can evade current missile
detection systems has also been embraced enthusiastically by India and Pakistan. Collectively
viewed, this trend is a disturbing augury.

India has urged nuclear restraint and universal disarmament since the 1950s and has been
relatively muted after its May 1998 nuclear tests and the rapprochement with the U.S. over the
nuclear issue that began in mid-2005. Given that it aspires to a seat at the global high table, India
ought to make a credible and objective intervention that will burnish its profile as a ‘different’
nuclear weapon power – one that remains committed to restraint and the elusive Holy Grail of
nuclear zero. The Xi Jinping-Narendra Modi informal summit may be an opportune moment to
bring the darkening nuclear cloud back to the global political agenda.

C. Uday Bhaskar, a retired Commodore, is Director, Society for Policy Studies, New Delhi
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All you need to know about inter-Korean summit

Message of peace: A girl writes a note next to a map of the Korean peninsula during the
welcoming event for the summit between South and North Korea, in Seoul on Saturday. AP  

 

What is the inter-Korean summit?

The leaders of North and South Korea, Kim Jong-un and Moon Jae-in, will meet in the
demilitarised zone between the two countries on Friday to discuss the ‘denuclearisation’ of the
Korean peninsula and the official end to the Korean War (1950-53) which has technically still not
concluded.

How did the summit come about?

North Korea had conducted a number of nuclear and ballistic missile tests under Mr. Kim’s rule,
including in 2017, defying United Nations Security Council Resolutions. Consequently, tensions
ran high between stakeholders in the region as Mr. Kim and U.S. President Donald Trump
exchanged threats of war. Mr. Moon, who took over as President of South Korea last May, has
been a proponent of engagement between the Koreas, a cause he has pushed. In his 2018 New
Year’s Day speech, Mr. Kim said he would send a North Korean delegation to the Winter Olympics
in South Korea in February. Since then, there have been several high-level diplomatic meetings
leading to the setting up of the summit.

The global nuclear cloud is darkening

How is the U.S. involved in peace talks?

The U.S. is a major stakeholder in the region where two of its key allies, South Korea and Japan,
are located. The U.S has over 28,000 troops in South Korea and the country’s involvement in
peace talks is to be expected. As the thaw occurred, Mr. Kim conveyed his willingness to talk with
Mr. Trump via the South Koreans. The two leaders will meet at the end of May or in early June.
U.S. Secretary of State nominee, Mike Pompeo, made a secret visit to Pyongyang to meet with
Mr. Kim around April 1, possibly to prepare for the Trump-Kim summit. The outcome of the U.S.-
North Korea meeting is particularly difficult to predict because both Mr. Kim and Mr. Trump are
unpredictable and prone to dramatic gestures. According to Mr. Moon, the North Koreans have not
demanded that U.S. troops withdraw from South Korea as a precondition for denuclearisation but
have asked for security and an end to hostility. Mr. Trump, whilst praising Mr. Kim, has said that
sanctions will remain in place until a deal is reached.

What about China?

China is the largest trading partner of both North and South Korea. Some 90% of North Korea’s
trade passes through China. Mr. Kim has had a cooler approach to China relative to his father or
grandfather, both of whom ran North Korea before him. As China participated in UN sanctions
against North Korea, the relationship between the two countries was further strained. Mr. Kim
made a sudden visit to Beijing last month — his first foreign trip as North Korea’s leader, and
Chinese President Xi Jinping is due to visit Pyongyang later this year. His manoeuvres could be a
clever strategy to engage with all stakeholders, some of whom, like the U.S. and China, have
competing interests in the region. Reaching out to China before talks with the U.S. could also
provide some backing to North Korea. It is likely though that Mr. Kim will want to reduce North
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Korea’s dependence on China over the longer term. China, on the other hand, is unlikely to be
satisfied for long with the side role that it seems to be playing at the moment in the peace process.
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The deal breaker

From driverless cars to smart speakers, ieDecode demystifies new technology

It looks like the Iran nuclear deal is ending in turmoil. According to the Associated Press, Donald
Trump’s aides are preparing for a scenario in which the American president will withdraw the US
from the Iran nuclear agreement next month. This will come despite the fact that during his visit to
Washington DC, French President Emmanuel Macron urged the US to stay in the multilateral deal,
adding that “he did not have a plan B.”

The Iranian reaction to the White House did not wait long, since the Iranian Foreign Minister
Mohammad Javad Zarif told CBS’s Margaret Brennan in an interview on Sunday that the Islamic
Republic of Iran is preparing its own counter-measures “including options that would involve
resuming at a much greater speed our nuclear activities.” The deadline set by the Trump
Administration to negotiate changes to the deal with its European allies is May 12, after which the
US is threatening to pull out of the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA).

Trump has consistently called the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action which was negotiated
during Barack Obama’s presidency by the five permanent members of the UN Security Council
plus Germany (P5+1) an “embarrassment” that needs to be “corrected”. His suspicions in regard
to Iran and the deal have grown even bigger, now that he has been joined by hardliners like Mike
Pompeo and John Bolton. The American president is also critical of the ways in which the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) verifies Iran’s compliance with its commitments
because, according to him Iran does not provide full access to its military sites.

Not surprisingly, Trump had already threatened the Europeans back in January to slam the door
on the JCPOA and leave the nuclear deal. Talking about “the last chance” after approving the
sanctions waiver in January, he added: “I hereby call on key European countries to join with the
United States in fixing significant flaws in the deal, countering Iranian aggression, and supporting
the Iranian people. If other nations fail to act during this time, I will terminate our deal with Iran.”

As far as we can see from the French President’s weak reaction to Trump’s threat, the European
powers have not been able to find a solution to the American exit from the deal. Federica
Mogherini, the EU’s High Representative for foreign affairs and security policy, has consistently
maintained that the EU continues to be “fully committed” to implementing the nuclear deal. France
and Germany, however, are looking for ways to accommodate the Trump Administration by putting
pressure on Iran over its ballistic missile programme, while asking other member states to agree to
new economic and financial sanctions on Iran.

Despite all these efforts, the deal does not stand a chance of surviving, for the simple reason that
Russia and China, who are playing the Iranian card, are out of the game of Trump and the
Europeans. As we can see from the situation in Syria, Putin’s Russia has no shared strategic
interests with either the EU or the US and the Chinese see no reason why they should join the
Europeans to protect the EU’s flagship diplomatic achievement. As for the Iranians, if they do not
receive most of the benefits promised by the JCPOA, they also have no strong reasons to
continue to honour their side of the bargain.

It is never enough to repeat that Israel and Saudi Arabia, the two allies of the US, are among the
severe critics of the Iran nuclear agreement. Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu is among those
who believe that the nuclear deal signed under the presidency of Obama and which is designed to
block Iran’s path to nuclear weapons would eventually end up by accepting the Iranian bomb.
Some Israeli security officials think like Netanyahu that Iran could be a threat to Israel in the long
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run, but they are clearly against the military invasion of Iran or the bombing of Iranian nuclear
facilities.

The reason, according to them, is not only the nuclear arsenal of Iran, which will take several more
years to be built, but the hegemonic position of the Islamic Republic of Iran in the Middle East,
especially with Russia and China continuing to be close friends of Iran and major supporters of
Iranian military capabilities. With such turmoil now in the Middle East, this is also a poor time to be
anti-diplomatic and look for tougher solutions.

For anyone genuinely concerned about peace and security in the Middle East, including countries
like Israel, Saudi Arabia, Qatar and the United States, the Iran nuclear deal has done more to
preserve the balance of power in the Middle East than almost anything else that has happened
with the Iranian regime since the Revolution of 1979. Let us hope that President Trump’s decision
to leave the JCPOA will not take us to a situation in the region that we become nostalgic for the
present gloomy days.
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Kim, Moon to meet at military demarcation line

Easing tensions:South Korean soldiers, front, and North Korean soldiers at the military
demarcation line.AFP-  

North Korea’s leader Kim Jong-un and the South’s president Moon Jae-in will meet at the military
demarcation line that divides the peninsula before their summit on Friday, Seoul said, in an
occasion laden with symbolism.

Mr. Moon will greet his visitor at the concrete blocks that mark the border between the two Koreas
in the demilitarised zone, the chief of the South’s presidential secretariat Im Jong-seok said.

When Mr. Kim steps over the line, he will become the first North Korean leader to set foot in the
South since the Korean War ended 65 years ago.

The meeting will be only the third of its kind, following summits in Pyongyang in 2000 and 2007,
and the high point so far of a rapid diplomatic rapprochement on the tension-wracked peninsula,
ahead of a much-anticipated meeting between Mr. Kim and U.S. President Donald Trump.

Nuclear issue

The North’s nuclear arsenal will be high on the agenda. Pyongyang has made rapid progress in its
weapons development under Mr. Kim, who inherited power from his father in 2011.

Mr. Kim will be given a military guard of honour on Friday and the two leaders will walk to the
Peace House, on the southern side of the truce village of Panmunjom where the summit will be
held.

Mr. Kim will sign the guest book before the morning session starts, Mr. Im said, describing the
occasion as a “summit for peace and prosperity on the Korean peninsula”.
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Saving Afghanistan

Even before the Taliban announced its new “spring offensive”, violence in Afghanistan had
escalated dangerously this year. According to the UN Assistance Mission in Afghanistan, the
number of casualties in the first three months of 2018 was already 2,258 (763 killed, 1,495
injured). Last year, the U.S. announced a new ‘South Asia policy’ for Afghanistan, which was
officially welcomed by both New Delhi and Kabul and hailed as a game-changer for the region.
Just eight months later, the policy itself seems uncertain. And although the U.S. administration has
taken some steps on Pakistani funding of terrorism across the Durand Line, it has clearly not
yielded calm on the ground, as wave upon wave of terrorist violence has lashed Kabul and other
cities. Sunday’s bomb attack in Kabul at a voter registration centre, where more than 57 were
killed, carried a doubly diabolical message from the Islamic State. Not only did the group attack
Afghanistan’s fragile democratic process, making it clear that elections next year could face more
violence, but a majority of the victims were Shias, highlighting the sectarian turn in the conflict. In
addition, the statement from the Taliban rejecting Afghan President Ashraf Ghani’s offer of talks
“without preconditions” and calling for the targeting of American forces in Afghanistan as part of a
“spring offensive” signals the security challenge. According to the U.S., Afghan forces control just
a little over half the territory today, down from nearly three-fourths in 2015. There seems little to
suggest then that the U.S. policies guiding Afghanistan, and Kabul’s efforts to protect its people,
are making any headway. It is necessary for both to take a more hard-headed, realistic view of the
road ahead.

The new great game as it unfolds

There is a need to stop the ‘Great Game’ for influence in Afghanistan. Growing U.S.-Russia
tensions are creating space for proxies for both on Afghan soil, and the attacks by al-Qaeda and
IS-related terror groups have their roots in the larger war between Iran and the Arab world.
Tensions between India and Pakistan cast a shadow over Afghanistan, with India’s development
assistance under attack. In turn, driven by the desire to secure itself from Islamist groups, China is
trying to build a rival military base in Afghanistan. Ironically, in the wake of 9/11 and the Taliban’s
defeat in 2001, for a while all these countries were actually on the same page on helping
Afghanistan. It is not as if efforts have not been made for bilateral and multilateral peace talks in
recent months, but each one has amounted to too piecemeal an effort. Defeating terrorism in
Afghanistan needs every stakeholder to put aside differences, and acknowledge that the current
situation is a danger to all.
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Anatomy of a reset

The India-China relationship has always been too complex to classify under a single theme.
Competition-cooperation-discord is an often-evoked term typology that reflects the contradictory
nature of this relationship. Last year witnessed all these facets play out: India’s trenchant critique
of the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), India’s entry into the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation, the
dramatic crisis in Doklam on the northern frontiers, the acceleration of multilateral cooperation in
the BRICS format, and attempts to foster economic engagement. Yet, nothing exemplified the
state of ties more than the Himalayan standoff, which was the closest both countries came to
drawing blood in over three decades.

What led to this tailspin in India-China relations? We will not find the clues in some valley or a
narrow stretch of road in the upper Himalayas. Rather, the main reason has been a systematic
buildup of negative images of how each side viewed the other’s foreign policies along with a
collapse in geopolitical trust. For India, China’s attempt to raise its economic and political profile in
the subcontinent was seen as an encroachment on, and an affront to, Indian authority in the
neighbourhood. For China, India’s pursuit of deeper military engagement with the former’s main
strategic rivals — the U.S. and Japan — was viewed as a serious challenge to its future security.
Convinced that only an assertive policy would work, both Delhi and Beijing over the past two years
began exploiting leverages and pressure points to keep the other side off balance. India tilted
closer to the U.S., China towards Pakistan, and on a scale not witnessed even during the Cold
War years.

China steps up “feel good” diplomacy with India

Yet, neither side has been able to extract any concessions or improve the terms of their bilateral
interactions. On a range of issues – the Nuclear Suppliers Group membership, Pakistan-
sponsored terror and hydrological cooperation being the most prominent — India failed to receive
any give from China. With India’s boycott of the BRI, China too found itself confronting not only the
only major holdout against its flagship international initiative but also its most suspicious and non-
cooperative neighbour in Asia. Beijing also noticed that New Delhi was beginning to openly involve
external powers to collaborate with it in an anti-China strategy in South Asia and the Indian Ocean.
Worse still must have been the spectacle of India brandishing its Tibet card. Such unbridled
competition and rising costs to Indian and Chinese interests — and Doklam was the tipping point
— appears to have persuaded both Prime Minister Narendra Modi and Chinese President Xi
Jinping that their policies were producing zero-sum outcomes and required some kind of a course
correction.

Cautionary notes for Wuhan

Sensibly, both leaderships have drawn the correct lessons and are reciprocating each other’s
moves towards a reset. The traditional template, where India-China differences were handled in
an overall framework of a politically stable and mature relationship, is being restored. The rhetoric
from the recent meeting between Foreign Minister Sushma Swaraj and Chinese State Councillor
and Foreign Minister Wang Yi was instructive. The emphasis has shifted from a glass half-empty
narrative to a glass half-full: “our commonalities outweigh our differences” (Indian Foreign Minister)
or “our common interests far outweigh our differences” (Chinese Foreign Minister). To be sure, we
have heard similar rhetoric before. But the context is new as both leaderships hope to infuse
stability back into this complex relationship.

The Modi government’s decision to resuscitate the China relationship has aroused scepticism from
the doubters in the strategic community who think the pendulum will shift towards appeasement
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after a period of doggedly standing up to China. But New Delhi is really adjusting a policy that has
simply not worked. First, it is becoming apparent to the realists inside the government that an
adversarial relationship with China brings no advantages and amplifies security problems that
India can neither solve on its own nor address with the assistance of external powers who have
shown little inclination to deflect Chinese influence in the subcontinent and its littoral.

The dragon beckons again

Second, India-China friction enhances Pakistan’s ability to shape Beijing’s South Asia hand even
though the latter itself would prefer a more balanced regional posture and a constructive equation
with New Delhi.

Third, a contentious India-China relationship also reduces India’s bargaining leverage vis-à-vis the
U.S. and Japan. New Delhi must have also noticed that despite their differences with Beijing, both
the U.S. and Japan truly value their interdependence with China. Sino-American cooperation on
the Korean nuclear question and efforts to transform North East Asian geopolitics is just one
example. Japan, with a $300 billion trading relationship with China, too wants to ensure it remains
engaged with the world’s second largest economy. Recently, Tokyo has even endorsed the
prospect of a “case-by-case” cooperation with the BRI.

Finally, the Modi government is also recognising that the promise of economic cooperation with
China can only translate into meaningful outcomes if there is overall geopolitical stability. Few
economic actors will enter the fray if the forecast for bilateral ties is one of uncertainty and
turbulence. Mr. Modi’s original instinct to craft a grand “developmental partnership” with China got
lost in the geopolitical headwinds after 2014. There now seems to be an effort to reclaim that
pragmatic vision.

Since 2014, India’s discourse on China’s rise has swung back and forth from paranoia and deep
suspicion to calmer assessments of its implications for Asia and the world economy. Fortunately,
there is now a shared belief in both capitals that a posture of hostility has undermined Indian and
Chinese interests. But an India-China détente will have to be built on more than just common
sense. Mr. Modi and Mr. Xi have their task cut out for them.

Zorawar Daulet Singh is a Fellow at the Centre for Policy Research, New Delhi
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Couple therapy

From driverless cars to smart speakers, ieDecode demystifies new technology

Prime Narendra Minister Modi begins his two-day visit to Wuhan city in China today for a unique
meeting with President Xi Jinping, described as an “informal meeting”. PM Modi is being
accompanied by National Security Adviser Ajit Doval, Foreign Secretary Vijay Gokhale and a few
other officials. It is expected that the two leaders would have informal interactions on one-on-one
basis as well as with their aides when Modi is in Wuhan city.
The visit has naturally elicited enormous interest, not only in India but globally. Coming just two
months before Modi’s long-scheduled visit to China for the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation
(SCO) Heads of State Summit in June, and projected as an informal, agenda-free deliberation, the
meeting of Modi and Xi is being interpreted by experts in several ways. Some are optimistic while
others are calling for caution. Some assume that the visit will resolve many longstanding and
outstanding issues between the two countries, seen until now as intense adversaries, if not
enemies, others are worried about the fallout of the meet on relations with other countries —
especially, India’s with the US and China’s with Pakistan.

What most people miss out is the fact that we are living in a new era. The shape, stratum and
subject of international relations have undergone major transformations. Madeleine Albright once
commented that, “A lot of people think international relations is like a game of chess, where people
sit quietly thinking out their strategy. It is not. It is more like a game of billiards, with a bunch of
balls clustered together.” It is an apt description of the global politics in the 21st century.

The new century has brought with it a new world order with multiple centres of power. The unipolar
world, dreamt of by political scientists like Francis Fukuyama after the collapse of the Soviet
Union, has not become a reality. Instead a multi-polar world has emerged with the advent of the
21st century. Like in a billiards board, as mentioned by Albright, a hit with one ball will affect many
balls today.

In this multi-polar world, several countries have emerged as important poles. India and China are
two such pivots commanding critical balance in the new global multi-polar order. In a bipolar or a
unipolar set up, only one or two countries will have major stakes in global affairs. But in a multi-
polar world, stakes too will be held by many countries. In effect what we are experiencing today is
a multi-polar world slowly getting accustomed to multi-stakeholder approaches.

This exciting journey of the international relations from biploarism to dreams of unipolarism and
“end of history” to multi-polarism to multi-stakeholderism is what brings Modi and Xi together
today. Not every meeting between the leaders of two countries need to be viewed through the
prism of bilateralism alone. India and China are two big poles in the world today. Both have no
doubt bilateral schisms to attend to, but both are playing much larger roles in the world today.
Bilateral issues and domestic priorities are important. They will come up when the leaders meet.
But it will be a mistake to assume that Wuhan is all about bilateral issues.

While the 20th century brought about a climax to market and military-centric global faultlines,
cleverly camouflaged in capitalist and communist ideological idioms, the advent of the 21st century
introduced new hotspots to the world. Political ideologies have given way to religious
fundamentalisms while market and military remain the fulcrum of new politics. Trumpism has
redefined power alliances with uncertainty as the method and unpredictability as the tactic. In a
way, Sun Tzu appears to be more attractive to US President Donald Trump than Xi.

“The agony of international relations is the need to try to practise politics without the basic
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condition for political order,” lamented British political theorist Bernard Crick. Certain world powers
seem to still believe that no political order is required for pursuing their politics, whether in Syria or
in Afghanistan or in North Korea or in the South China Sea. All these new flashpoints have the
potential to cause unrest in the region and beyond.

The 21st century is witnessing new power alliances and equations. Power blocs like the SCO are
growing in strength and influence. On the other hand, multilateral institutions of World War-II
vintage are losing sheen. Economy, ecology and energy are the new drivers of the world politics.
In such a scenario, as stakeholders, major powers need to engage in consultations on a regular
basis. It need not be about bilateral issues alone. Leaders of India and China have been doing that
for sometime now. PM Modi occasionally consults or is consulted by other leaders like German
Chancellor Angela Merkel. President Xi too engages in such informal consultations with Trump,
Vladimir Putin and others.

Wuhan is more about that. The two important leaders, who have arrived, are engaging in such
consultations for the first time. It augurs well for a multi-stakeholder political order. Will it affect the
time-tested bilateral relations of the respective countries with others? I think no.

What are the achievables? What will be the outcome? Friends ask. This meeting is not “outcome-
centric”, it is “understanding-centric”.
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‘India should get sanctions waiver’

James Mattis  

The Secretary of State should be allowed to grant waiver to countries such as India that will
otherwise come under American sanctions under a new law that intends to target Russia,
Secretary of Defense James Mattis told lawmakers on Thursday.

The Countering America’s Adversaries Through Sanctions Act (CAATSA) mandates the U.S.
President to impose sanctions on entities that have transactions with Russian defence and
intelligence sectors. India being a close defence partner of Russia is a potential target of such
sanctions, along with some other key American allies such as Vietnam and Turkey. The law allows
the President to issue waivers under national security considerations. Typically, American punitive
laws comes with waiver authority vested in the Secretary of State.

Testifying before a Senate panel, Mr. Mattis asked lawmakers to change CAATSA and empower
the Secretary of State.

“There are nations in the world which are trying to turn away from formerly Russian-sourced
weapons and systems like this. We only need to look at India, Vietnam and some others to
recognise that, eventually, we’re going to paralyse ourselves,” Mr. Mattis said about the law.

“So what we ask for is that the Senate and the House pass a national security waiver in the hand
of the Secretary of State — I’m not asking for myself. Foreign policy is driven from Foggy Bottom
(where the U.S. State Department is located). So, if he has the waiver authority and I can go to
him and show it’s in our best interest, then we get an internal management of this process, but it
keeps us from being boxed in by the Russians,” Mr. Mattis said.

Pressing Mr. Mattis to elaborate further, Senator Tom Cotton asked: “You mentioned two specific
countries, India and Vietnam, that have legacy Russian systems. They might face real challenges
going cold turkey, so to speak, under CAATSA…So, you’re suggesting the national security waiver
as a way that this Congress can empower Secretary (Mike) Pompeo to address the concerns that
you have with those two countries, is that right?.”

“That’s correct. And there are other countries. Indonesia, for example is in the same situation,
trying to shift to more of our airplanes, our systems. But they’ve got to do something to keep their
legacy military going,” Mr. Mattis replied.

Political instrument

“I think that his point regarding the waiver was that a Presidential waiver is inherently a political
instrument and that typically the Secretary of State is granted waiver authority to make a
judgement on national security grounds, but not in the case of CAATSA,” said Benjamin Schwartz,
who leads U.S.-India Business Council’s Defense and Aerospace programme.

“More broadly, the Secretary of Defence is correctly highlighting the importance of Congress
taking action to ensure CAATSA doesn’t undermine defence relations with a number of important
foreign partners of the U.S., including India,” added Mr. Schwartz.
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India, China are engines of global growth, says Xi

Huang Jiang, Richard Von Weizsacker fellow at the Bosch Academy in Germany points out that
U.S.-led protectionism provides the strategic cement for bonding China and India.

“The informal summit is a great idea. At least both sides can see that a more cooperative
relationship can increase their leverage in dealing with the outside world, especially the U.S. and
its allies,” Mr. Huang told The Hindu .

A search for partners

Observers say that China has understood that under the cover of a trade war, the Trump
administration is obstructing China’s rise, triggering Beijing’s search for new geo-economic
partners, including India.

Domestic compulsions, including the 2019 general elections, also appear to be adding to Mr.
Modi’s urgency to re-engage with China.

“Before going to elections he [Mr. Modi] can say: ‘Look, I have achieved something with regard to
China,’” Nikkei Asian Review quoted Pankaj Jha, Professor of Defence and Strategic Studies at
the O.P. Jindal Global University as saying.

“If Mr. Modi can get billions of dollars of foreign investment from China, it would be a big coup,” an
official source who did not wish to be named said.

Another official earlier told The Hindu , that the Prime Minister is looking for progress on two pet
themes — a final settlement of the border rather than “management” of the frontier and the rise of
an “Asian century” in cohabitation with China.

Some Chinese scholars are signalling that the discussion on resolving border issue is likely to be
intertwined with the resolution of “Tibetan separatism.” In a lecture ahead of the Xi-Modi informal
summit, Dalai Lama, the Tibetan spiritual head in exile, said Tibet can remain a part of China. Last
year, the Dalai Lama expressed his readiness to return to Lhasa from his abode in Dharamsala.

“Historically the boundary issue and the Tibetan question is linked. If the Tibetan issue is resolved,
it is very favourable for China and India to resolve the boundary”, says Long Xingchun, professor
at the China West Normal University.

The interaction between the two leaders began on Friday afternoon when President Xi received
Prime Minister Modi at the Hubei Provincial Museum.

In tune with the sobriety of the occasion, Mr. Modi avoided his customary hug with Mr. Xi. A firm
handshake, a broad smile and an exchange of words appeared more appropriate. The two
watched a brief performance of traditional dance — the prologue to at least five rounds of
marathon one-on-one talks spread over a day and a half. The two leaders meet on Saturday for
engagements that include a stroll on the edge of the East lake, followed by a boat ride.
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