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India cannot be a refugee capital: govt.

“The conditions are inhuman. There is no access to either schools or hospitals,” Mr. Bhushan
submitted.

Justice D.Y. Chandrachud observed that the court did acknowledge the humanitarian aspects in
Mr. Bhushan’s submissions, but asked whether judicial standards of India, which applied to
refugees already living on Indian soil, would apply to those attempting to enter the country.

Senior advocate Rajeev Dhavan, an intervenor, said: “Somebody comes to your border and says I
am a refugee. It has to be determined whether he is a refugee. He cannot be blindly pushed
back... then what is the commitment of India to refugee determination? Several high courts have
upheld the right to refugee determination. Let the government deal with it diplomatically, but this
court should also decide on its own.”

Senior advocate Ashwini Kumar, also for the refugees, said “minimum humanitarian morality”
should be shown to the Rohingya refugees at the border.

“We cannot push them back to the jaws of death. You cannot deny a man his right to life. The
Supreme Court has to intervene as the ultimate protector of life,” Mr. Kumar submitted.

Senior advocate Gopal Subramanium, for NHRC, submitted that the issue of how to deal with
refugees trying to enter the border should be diplomatically resolved.

Mr. Subramanium argued that the Rohingya refugees in India were “benefited by the non-
refoulement (practice of not returning refugees to a country where they would be persecuted).

“So are you saying people who come should be allowed to come? What are you saying? Should
they be allowed or not,” Chief Justice Misra asked the NHRC counsel. Mr. Subramanium replied
that he did not have any instructions on that point.

The Supreme Court has said it would want to balance national interests with humanitarian concern
about the refugees.

The court is hearing a bunch of petitions, one filed by persons within the Rohingya community,
against a proposed move to deport over 40,000 Rohingya refugees.
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Indian aid for Palestine diplomatic institute

Narendra Modi  

Prime Minister Narendra Modi will fly from Amman in Jordan on February 10 to arrive in Palestine
where he is expected to lay the foundation stone of a new diplomatic training institute, a source
familiar with the planning of the visit said. Mr. Modi’s visit will be the first by an Indian Prime
Minister to Palestine and comes weeks after India voted in favour of Palestine’s rights over
Jerusalem in the United Nations General Assembly.

“The Government of India has already sanctioned US$4.5 million for the Indo-Palestine Diplomatic
Institute which will be a unique institute in the region and it is one of the several events that are
likely to feature in the PM’s visit to Ramallah,” said the source, requesting anonymity.

Officials say the visit is aimed at de-hyphenating India’s policy towards Israel and Palestine that
was reflected in Mr. Modi’s 2017 visit to Tel Aviv when he skipped Palestine. Continuing with the
same strategy, Mr. Modi is expected to reach Amman and land in Ramallah in the West Bank
territory of Palestine in a helicopter.

“India has traditionally provided humanitarian and educational support which also included IT
training for younger generation of Palestinians, and the visit is expected to boost bilateral ties,” the
source said. A new agreement on IT-training was sealed during President Mahmoud Abbas’s visit
to Delhi on May 16, 2017 when both sides signed five agreements. Continuing India’s
commitment, New Delhi also pledged $1.25 million humanitarian assistance to UNRWA (UN Relief
and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East) in 2016. India’s support to UNRWA is
in contrast to U.S. policy to the organisation as President Donald Trump has announced slashing
of American funds to UNRWA.

The visit to Ramallah will be part of a three-nation tour to the Arab world that Mr. Modi will
undertake during February 9-12.

(With inputs from Suhasini Haidar)
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Nepal gets a high Rs. 650 crore outlay

Neighbourhood first:Prime Minister Narendra Modi at the Pashupatinath temple in
Kathmandhu.File photo  

India’s annual financial allocation to Nepal for 2018-19 has nearly doubled under the Union Budget
presented on Thursday.

The External Affairs Ministry has been allocated a total Rs. 15,011 crore, which indicates a
marginal increase of Rs. 1,321 crore over the previous year’s grant.

For India’s development and diplomatic engagement under the ‘Neighbourhood First’ policy, the
Budget has allocated Rs. 5545 crore. Bhutan is traditionally the largest recipient of Ministry’s
allocation.

It has maintained the same position even as the allocation increased by Rs. 71 crore to touch Rs.
2,650 crore.

More for Myanmar

However, the giant leap in allocation was for Nepal, which received Rs. 650 crore from the
Ministry. This year’s allocation is the third consecutive and the largest increase.

In 2016-17, Nepal received Rs. 332.72 crore, which was increased to Rs. 375 crore last year. At
Rs. 280 crore, Myanmar’s allocation too has improved from Rs. 220 crore of last year.

Rehabilitation work

Former Indian Ambassador to Nepal Ranjit Rae said the budgetary increase was a likely step
ahead from the Indian commitment to help Nepal recover from the 2015 earthquake.

“The budgetary increase indicates it is likely to cover the earthquake reconstruction fund that was
in the pipeline for some time and was discussed with the Nepalese leaders,” Mr. Rae said.

A senior researcher from the Ministry’s think tank, Research and Information System for
Developing Countries (RIS), said on condition of anonymity that the Terai road network and
railway connectivity plans were also likely to get a part of the increased allocation.

Large allocation has also been made for the prominent cultural arm of the Ministry, the Indian
Council of Cultural Relations (ICCR), which has received an increased allocation of Rs. 20 crore to
touch a total Rs. 255 crore.

Funds for varsities

However, the new initiatives for building infrastructure in Chabahar and the Seychelles have also
been granted allocations of Rs. 150 crore and Rs. 350 crore respectively.

South Asia University, a major educational initiative for the South Asian region, has received Rs.
375 crore and the Nalanda University got Rs. 200 crore.

Indicating the evolving policies of the government, the Ministry has made no allocation for the Haj.
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The government had allocated Rs. 12.13 crore in 2016-’17. There was no allocation for Haj last
year too.
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Bhutan opens its consulate in Guwahati

Bhutan PM H.E. Dasho Tshering Tobgay and Assam CM Sarbananda Sonowal in Guwahati on
Friday.Ritu Raj Konwar  

Bhutan on Friday became the second country after Bangladesh to open a consulate in Guwahati.

Bangladesh had in May last year established a consular office headed by an assistant high
commissioner, underlining the city’s growing reputation as a trade and connectivity hub of a region
of 45.6 million people.

“Bhutan’s diplomatic relationship with Assam precedes that with India, and history refers to cordial
relationship between the kings of Bhutan and medieval Assam. It is thus apt for us to set up our
second consulate here in Guwahati,” said Bhutan’s Foreign Minister Damcho Dorji, after
inaugurating the consulate along with Assam Chief Minister Sarbananda Sonowal.

Bhutan has had a consulate in Kolkata for years besides a High Commission in New Delhi.

“Bhutan’s social, cultural and economic ties with Assam are deep-rooted, and Guwahati has been
a prime destination for Bhutanese traders, students and patients referred by our doctors to
hospitals in India,” Mr. Dorji said.

“Assam has also been a pilgrimage destination for Bhutanese Buddhists, justifying the Himalayan
country’s focus on the State 50 years after Delhi and Thimphu established diplomatic ties on
January 8, 1968,” he added.

New flight

The Bhutanese Foreign Minister announced a Drukair flight connecting Bhutan and Singapore, via
Guwahati.
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‘N. Korea is flouting sanctions’

A file photo of a North Korean cargo ship docked at the Myanmar International Terminals Thilawar
port.AP  

North Korea is flouting sanctions by exporting coal, iron, steel and other banned commodities,
earning nearly $200 million in revenue last year, a UN report said on Friday.

A UN panel of experts also found evidence of military cooperation by North Korea to develop
Syria’s chemical weapons programmes and to provide Myanmar with ballistic missiles.

North Korea “continued to export almost all the commodities prohibited in the resolutions,
generating nearly $200 million in revenue between January and September 2017,” said the report
by the experts.

Multiple evasions

Coal shipments were delivered to China, Malaysia, South Korea, Russia and Vietnam by ships
using “a combination of multiple evasion techniques, routes and deceptive tactics,” said the report.

The Security Council last year adopted a series of resolutions to tighten and expand exports bans
aimed at cutting off revenue to North Korea’s military programs.

Seven ships have been barred from ports worldwide for violating UN sanctions with coal and
petroleum transfers, but the experts said much more must be done to confront “these rampant
illicit activities.”

The panel found that North Korea “is already flouting the most recent resolutions by exploiting
global oil supply chains, complicit foreign nationals, offshore company registries, and the
international banking system.”

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 2018-02-04

‘India’s growth depends on northeastern States’

Down to business:Dignitaries at the Advantage Assam Global Summit 2018 in Guwahati.Ritu Raj
KonwarRituRajKonwar  

The Centre has sanctioned Rs. 47,000 crore for 115 new railway lines and Rs. 90,000 for rural
roads and National Highway projects in the region, he pointed out.

Mr. Modi also made it clear that the future of the northeast lies in its trade and cultural ties with the
ASEAN, a group of countries with whom India has enjoyed thousands of years of relationship.

“Formal India-ASEAN ties may be 25 years old, but our association has been there for ages. So
have been our ties with Bangladesh and Bhutan,” the Prime Minister said. The country, he added,
is moving towards qualitative change with a slew of measures for the poor and the middle class,
as proposed in the Budget.

“But the Indian growth engine cannot run smoothly if the Northeast, which needs to develop fast, is
left behind,” he said.

Mr. Modi’s Bhutanese counterpart, Dasho Tshering Tobgay said India’s Act East Policy would be
as much of an advantage for Bhutan as it would be for Assam. “For Bhutan, India is an elder
sibling, not a big brother. And for India, Bhutan is a younger sibling. Our relationship with India
begins with Assam, with which we share more than just a boundary,” Mr. Tobgay added. But the
Bhutanese Prime Minister virtually stole the thunder from host Assam and India, reminding that the
Himalayan country offers more ease of doing business and is low on corruption.

“Bhutan is 85th among all countries in ease of doing business, and we are trying to break into the
top 50 soon. Transparency International says we are 27th on the corruption index, and 13th on the
global peace index, which indicates we are among the most stable countries,” Mr. Tobgay added.
He also referred to the International Monetary Fund’s forecast of 11.2% GDP growth for Bhutan in
2018, which is the second fastest in the world.

“Besides, we offer the cheapest power in the world at Rs. 2.23 per unit, and thanks to a free trade
agreement, India is our market. So Advantage Assam is Advantage Bhutan,” he said. Apart from
erratic supply, power in Assam for industrial units cost Rs. 6.20-7.25 per unit depending on the
size.

A host of Union Ministers, including Suresh Prabhu, and heads of major corporate houses
attended Saturday’s inauguration of the two-day programme that the Sarbananda Sonowal-led
Assam government is hosting.

The Indian growth engine cannot run smoothly if the Northeast, which needs to develop
fast, is left behind

Narendra Modi

Prime Minister
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Indian, U.S. air forces to deepen cooperation in Indo-Pacific: U.S. Air Force chief David L. Goldfein

Gen. David L. Goldfein  

Chief of the U.S. Air Force General David L. Goldfein has said Indian and U.S. Air Forces will
significantly ramp up operational cooperation to complement the strategic interests of the two
countries in the Indo-Pacific region, where China has been expanding its military influence.

Calling India a “central strategic partner” of the U.S. in the region, he said two of the world’s
largest Air Forces were going to shift the focus jointly on the Indo-Pacific region, and asserted that
the rules-based order must be preserved in the critical sea lanes.

Gen. Goldfein, who held extensive talks with Air Chief Marshal B.S. Dhanoa and the top brass in
the defence establishment during his three-day visit, said the “Quadrilateral” coalition among the
U.S., India, Japan and Australia would provide for deeper cooperation between the Indian and
American Air Forces.

Asked if cooperation between the two forces would deepen in the wake of the four countries
joining hands to contain Chinese influence in the Indo-Pacific region, he replied, “I do [think so]
and that is a big part of my visit and in my discussions here.”

“We have common interests in preserving the rules-based order. So while we look for
opportunities for partnerships, it is actually appropriate also for us to be critical of those who are
trying to change,” he said in an interview in New Delhi.

Gen. Goldfein refused to commit when asked if the U.S. would increase its military presence in
South China Sea. “We want to be strategically predictable but operationally unpredictable. I am
not going to share with our adversaries what our intentions are. If we are to increase our presence
or decrease our presence, that is something we will do at our time and place of our choosing,” he
said.
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Crisis in Male

Matters are coming to a head in the Maldives, with President Abdulla Yameen’s government pitted
against the judiciary, polity and sections of the bureaucracy. Mr. Yameen has ruled since 2013
when he won power in an election, the result of which is still contested. He defeated Mohammad
Nasheed, who had been deposed in 2012 and who, in 2015, was sentenced to 13 years in prison
on charges of terrorism. Mr. Nasheed is now in exile. In an order on February 1, the Supreme
Court cancelled his imprisonment term and that of eight other political leaders, reinstated 12
parliamentarians who had been disqualified last year, and ordered Mr. Yameen to allow the
Maldivian parliament, or Majlis, to convene. Mr. Yameen has thus far failed to comply with any of
these orders, despite an official statement on February 2 about his government’s “commitment to
uphold and abide by the ruling of the Supreme Court”. The most egregious failure is the
government’s refusal to cancel the imprisonment of the nine leaders, amongst whom is Mr.
Yameen’s former vice president and his former defence minister, members of parliament and
leaders of major opposition parties, apart from Mr. Nasheed himself. The President has also
refused to allow the Majlis to meet, which has led to the resignation of its Secretary General. In
fact, the government sent in the army to stop lawmakers from entering the premises, besides
arresting two parliamentarians at the airport. Meanwhile, several officials, including two police
chiefs and the prison chief have resigned or been sacked, reportedly for seeking to implement the
Supreme Court’s orders. The Attorney General has now announced that only the Constitution
matters, not “illegal orders” from the court. In short, the Maldives is in the midst of a constitutional
crisis. Calling fresh elections, which are in any case due later this year, may be the best way out.

Amidst the turmoil, India has joined the U.S., the European Union and several other countries in
calling for Mr. Yameen to carry out the Supreme Court’s order. New Delhi said in a statement that
it is monitoring the situation in Male “closely”. But currently, Delhi’s leverage in the Maldives is less
than it has ever been. Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s decision to cancel his visit to Male three
years ago, has singled Maldives out as the only country in the South Asian and Indian Ocean
Region that he hasn’t visited. Given that the Maldives has pulled out of the Commonwealth, and
there is little semblance of a SAARC process at present, India’s influence in Male is further limited.
It will require concerted action from the international community to persuade Mr. Yameen to steer
the Maldives out of this crisis, without taking recourse to coercive means.

Receive the best of The Hindu delivered to your inbox everyday!

Please enter a valid email address.

The draft of Assam’s National Register of Citizens is a first step, but it opens up concerns
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If that door should shut now

Additional Solicitor General Tushar Mehta has made an important statement before the Supreme
Court (“India can’t be refugee capital: govt.”, The Hindu, February 1, 2018). Whether he intended it
to or not, it contains a vision, a vision of India. Mr. Mehta presented that vision in terms of what
India should not be.

Responding to a plea by Rohingya refugees in India, Mr. Mehta said in the Supreme Court last
week: “We do not want India to become the refugee capital of the world.” He went on to say to the
Bench headed by the Chief Justice of India that if the Rohingya were given refuge, “People from
every other country will flood our country.” And, he added: “This is not a matter in which we can
show any leniency.”

Four positions can be distilled from those observations: “We” speak for India; that India does not
want refugees; people from ‘every other’ country are likely to flood India; we will not let India
become the world’s refugee capital.

This article is not on the Rohingya’s case upon which we must trust the Supreme Court to
pronounce as the great Sanskrit dictum suggests, ‘dirgham pasyatu ma hrasvam’ (look far ahead,
be not short-sighted). It is on the Additional Solicitor General’s observation on India which is so
important as to merit — demand — analysis.

To start with the important opening word in his remark, “We”. Does he intend to use “we” in the
Constitution’s sense of “We the people…”? I doubt it, for only Parliament would feel mandated to
use that expression. And even if the Lok Sabha or the Rajya Sabha were to pass a resolution,
they would in all likelihood use “this House”, rather than “we”.

A law officer, when he uses “we”, has to mean those who have the power, the prerogative and the
privilege to instruct him in the matter before the court. But in the statement in question being about
India’s very personality, the “we” has to go beyond the knot of individuals who have conferred on a
particular brief. It has to convey the thinking of the government as a whole.

That brings us to the second position taken by him, namely, that refugees will hereafter be
unwelcome in India. If that is indeed the government’s thinking, then we have been given a major
modification in the vision of ‘bahujana hitaya bahujana sukhaya’, where vouchsafing the good of
the many and the happiness of the many is a ruler’s dharma, with lokanukampaya — compassion
for the human being — governing state action. It reverses the ancient tradition of the janapada
being not just the home for its jana but a sanctuary for all in need of ashraya, refuge — sarva
lokashrayaya. It is perhaps this ethos that helped persecuted Zoroastrian migrants from Central
Asia settle in and around Surat around the 16th-17th centuries to maintain their religious tradition.

Old texts, tenets and traditions apart, the Additional Solicitor General’s statement marks a
departure from modern India’s experience in the matter. By the new yardstick, independent India’s
giving ashraya in 1947 to over seven million refugees, mostly Hindu and Sikh, from the newly
created state of Pakistan was wrong. And, by the same token, Pakistan should have sent back
another seven million and more refugees, mostly Muslim, who left India for Pakistan. By that logic,
the Dalai Lama should never have been given refuge in India nor the nearly 150,000 Tibetans who
have come to India during the last 50 years. And, by the same logic, India should have used force,
in 1971, to drive back the estimated 10 million men, women and children seeking shelter in India
from genocide in East Pakistan. Tamils fleeing Sinhala intolerance, now said to number 100,000,
should have been driven back over the Palk Strait to Sri Lanka, not offered even temporary
tanjam. Afghan refugees, now numbering 10,000, should, by that principle, never have been given



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m
crackIAS.com

space in India, nor should Baloch political dissidents be given panah today. Individuals like U Nu
when he exited from Ne Win’s regime, Sheikh Hasina when she came to India in self-exile, and
several political figures from Sri Lanka and Afghanistan should, by that principle, have been bolted
out, Taslima Nasreen never allowed to step foot in India.

Were Nehru, Shastri, Morarji Desai, Indira Gandhi, Rajiv Gandhi, V.P. Singh, Chandra Shekhar,
Narasimha Rao, Deve Gowda, Inder Kumar Gujral, Atal Bihari Vajpayee all naive or worse in not
closing India’s doors to shelter-seekers? Were they un-patriotic? And were the people of India, in
understanding the ethos of ashraya, equally mistaken?

The Additional Solicitor General’s remarks have amounted to saying “we” now have a new vision,
a new perspective, a new philosophy of India that does not, will not, open its doors to the refugee.
In fact, it has closed its doors to refugees and to refugee-hood itself.

Now, this is not just a passing opinion on a transient matter but a rock-hard position concerning
India and the human condition of nobody-ness, of homelessness, of statelessness that seeks
refuge. In terms of the statement of the Additional Solicitor General, sanctuary or ashraya
(Sanskrit), panah (Urdu), sharan (Hindi), tanjam (Tamil) are no longer to be India’s attributes.
‘Back you go!’, ‘Out!’, are to be our answers to any refugee at our door.

The third proposition, namely, that India is in danger of being flooded with refugees “from every
other country” must cause astonished disbelief. Is the world pining for refuge in India? There is as
much risk of India becoming the world’s refugee capital as there is hope of India becoming the
world’s tourist capital. Common sense — a strong Indian trait — would tell us that only those in
India’s neighbourhood facing the dire prospect of victimisation or death want India’s sanctuary.
The same common sense has, for a cousin, another sense, an uncommon Indian sense, of seeing
the urgency, the sheer panic, that is caused by victimisation and ethnic hate. And that enables us
to see the heartlessness and the hollowness of the fourth proposition, namely, that we will not let
refugees into India.

If a neighbouring country, out of political spite, “or on account of race, religion, political opinion”,
were to force Hindus out of its borders and into India, we would be right in giving them ashraya.
And we would be right to demand world condemnation of the outrage.

Keeping our land and sea frontiers open for massive numbers of people to cross over is hugely
problematic. And terrorists sneaking in as refugees with sinister designs constitute a grim reality.
But when has India been spared of troubles that come ‘not as single spies but in battalions’? We,
as a nation, cannot be so amnesiac, so altogether aphasiac, so opaque to history as to say no
refugees, none at all, will hereafter be allowed to enter our territory.

Non-refoulement and international law are neither my expertise nor my theme here. The human
condition is. And its most tragic experience — fear of persecution, of the furious chase, the flying
bullet. William Blake wrote about two centuries ago: “Each outcry of the hunted Hare/A fiber from
the Brain does tear.”

India has not let the hunted hare die at its door. And if that door should shut now, a fibre from our
collective brain must and will tear.

Gopalkrishna Gandhi is a former administrator, diplomat and Governor
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Male Turbulence

The dramatic new twist to the long-running political saga in the Maldives reopens the space for
democratic politics that President Abdullah Yameen had gone about attacking determinedly. Last
week, in a jolting indictment of Yameen’s authoritarian rule, the court ordered the immediate
release of the former president, Mohammed Nasheed, who was deposed in 2012 and arrested by
the Yameen government in 2016 on terrorism charges. The court also ordered the release of eight
others, ruling that all the trials were in violation of domestic and international laws. Nasheed, who
left the country for medical treatment after a few months in jail, has lived in exile since then.

Significantly, the court reinstated 12 Opposition members of parliament who had been disqualified
during a combined Opposition attempt to impeach Yameen in 2016. The landmark judgement,
ahead of the presidential elections due this year, has given Nasheed and the Opposition a fighting
chance in what was until now a one-sided battle. The order came in response to an Opposition
appeal to the court for Yameen’s dismissal. It is regrettable that the president has not yet
implemented the verdict. Instead, the government sacked the police chief who said his force would
implement it, and has put off the planned session of the Majlis due to begin on Monday. There are
fears that Yameen may even go so far as to declare an emergency. But, for him, the writing is on
the wall. Protestors are out on the streets of Male, demanding his resignation. The president has
said he is prepared for early polls, but his actions thus far do not inspire confidence that a free and
fair election will be possible with him still in office. For now, with the government looking set to dig
in its heels against the Supreme Court order, it may precipitate a bigger crisis for the Maldives.
The wisest thing for Yameen to do in the circumstances is to implement the court’s verdict in full,
which will enable the return of Nasheed without the fear of being put in jail. With presidential
elections just months away, it would be best for Yameen to step down in order to create the
conditions for peaceful, democratic voting.

India has welcomed the Supreme Court order, and said the Maldives government must abide by it,
calling it “imperative” for “the spirit of democracy and rule of law”. Uncharacteristically, New Delhi
appears to be openly siding with Nasheed and the Maldivian Opposition. This is not surprising.
India has felt especially put out by the Yameen government, first by the summary removal of an
Indian private company that was developing Male airport, then by the growing closeness between
the Maldives President and China. Two years ago, the Maldives rushed through legislation to
enable foreigners to hold property freehold. More recently, parliamentarians were presented with a
fait accompli free trade agreement with China and given a few hours to read through it and sign on
the dotted line. Nasheed, who has openly canvassed India for political backing, may be more
India-friendly than Yameen. But, as with Sri Lanka, which has steadfastly built its ties with China
even under a “pro-India” government, New Delhi must be prepared to face up to the reality that if
Nasheed were to return to power, the Maldives may end up doing the same. Countries act in their
own interests. In south Asia, smaller nations have tried to balance their fears and insecurities of
living in India’s shadow by habitually playing it off against China, and to a lesser extent against
Pakistan, using the leverage on both sides to secure their own interests. China’s deep pockets do
not give India a level playing field in this game, but deep historical and political connections give it
a different kind of advantage. Yameen or Nasheed, in the long run, India must reach out to the
Maldives without turning it into a zero-sum game with China.
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How can US change Pakistan’s behaviour?

US President Donald Trump’s recent decision to freeze some $2 billion in security assistance to
Pakistan as punishment for the country’s refusal to crack down on transnational terrorist groups is
a step in the right direction. But more steps are needed.

The US has plenty of incentives to put pressure on Pakistan, a country that has long pretended to
be an ally, even as it continues to aid the militant groups fighting and killing US soldiers in
neighbouring Afghanistan. In fact, it is partly because of that aid that Afghanistan is a failing state,
leaving the US mired in the longest war in its history.

More than 16 years after the US invaded Afghanistan, its capital Kabul has come under siege. In
recent months, the US has launched a major air offensive to halt the rapid advance of the Afghan
Taliban. It has now carried out more airstrikes since last August than in 2015 and 2016 combined.

Yet neither the air blitz nor the Trump administration’s deployment of 3,000 additional US troops
can reverse the deteriorating security situation in Afghanistan. To achieve that, Pakistan would
have to dismantle the cross-border sanctuaries used by the Taliban and its affiliate, the Haqqani
network, as well as their command-and-control operations, which are sited on Pakistani territory.

The problem is that Pakistan’s powerful military, whose generals dictate terms to a largely
impotent civilian government, seems committed to protecting, and even nurturing, terrorists on
Pakistani soil. Only those militants who threaten Pakistan are targeted by the country’s rogue
Inter-Services Intelligence (ISI) agency.

Far from holding Pakistan’s generals accountable for the American blood on their hands, the US
has provided them large amounts of funding—so much, in fact, that Pakistan has been one of
America’s largest aid recipients. Even when the US found Osama bin Laden, after a 10-year hunt,
holed up in a compound next to Pakistan’s main military academy, it did not meaningfully alter its
carrot-only strategy. This has enabled the military to tighten its grip on Pakistan further, frustrating
domestic efforts to bring about a genuine democratic transition.

Making matters worse, the US has dissuaded India—a major target of Pakistan-supported
terrorists—from imposing sanctions on the country. Instead, successive US administrations have
pressured India to engage diplomatically, including through secret meetings between Indian Prime
Minister Narendra Modi’s national security adviser and his Pakistani counterpart.

This approach has emboldened Pakistan-based terrorists to carry out cross-border attacks on
targets from Mumbai to Kashmir. As for the US, the White House’s new National Security Strategy
confirms that America “continues to face threats from transnational terrorists and militants
operating from within Pakistan.” This echoes then-Secretary of State Hillary Clinton’s warning in
2009 that Pakistan “poses a mortal threat to the security and safety of our country and the world”.

Against this background, the Trump administration’s acknowledgement of US policy failure in
Pakistan is good news. But history suggests that simply suspending security aid—economic
assistance and military training are set to continue—will not be enough to bring about meaningful
change in Pakistan (which also counts China and Saudi Arabia among its benefactors).

One additional step the US could take would be to label Pakistan as a state sponsor of terrorism. If
the US prefers not to do so, it should at least strip Pakistan of its status, acquired in 2004, as a
major non-Nato (North Atlantic Treaty Organization) ally, thereby ending its preferential access to
American weapons and technologies.
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Finally, the US should take advantage of its enduring position as Pakistan’s largest export market
to tighten the economic screws on the cash-strapped country. Since 2013, Pakistan has attempted
to offset the sharp decline in its foreign-exchange reserves by raising billions of dollars in dollar-
denominated debt with 10-year bonds. Pakistan’s efforts to stave off default create leverage that
the US should use.

Likewise, Pakistan agreed to privatize 68 state-run companies, in exchange for $6.7 billion in
credit from the International Monetary Fund. If the US extended financial and trade sanctions to
multilateral lending, and suspended supplies of military spare parts, it would gain another effective
means of bringing Pakistan to heel.

To be sure, Pakistan could respond to such sanctions by blocking America’s overland access to
Afghanistan, thereby increasing the cost of resupplying US forces by up to 50%. But, as Pakistan
learned in 2011-2012, such a move would hurt its own economy, especially its military-dominated
trucking industry. Meanwhile, the added cost to the US would be lower than America’s military
reimbursements to Pakistan in the last year, which covered, among other things, resupply routes
and the country’s supposed counterterrorism operations.

If Pakistan is going to abandon its double game of claiming to be a US ally while harbouring
terrorists, the US will need to stop rewarding it for offering, as Trump put it, “nothing but lies and
deceit”. More than that, the US will need to punish Pakistan for its duplicity. And US policymakers
must act soon, or an increasingly fragile Pakistan could well be transformed from a state sponsor
of terrorism into a state sponsored by terrorists. ©2018/Project Syndicate

Brahma Chellaney is professor of strategic studies at the New Delhi-based Centre for Policy
Research.
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U.S Energy Secretary to visit India

U.S. Energy Secretary Rick Perry will visit India this month to further enhance a recently added
component in bilateral ties — energy trade. While the original marker of the turnaround in India-
U.S. relations, the civil nuclear deal, has almost become redundant due to changed market
conditions and new technologies, trade in fossil fuels has become the focus area for the U.S.
under the Donald Trump administration.

Energy trade had prominently featured in Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s first meeting with
President Donald Trump in June 2017 in Washington D.C and India placed a series of orders for
American crude in the following months. Public sector Indian Oil Corporation, Bharat Petroleum
Corporation Limited and Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited are now continuously buying
crude from America. Though it was the Barack Obama administration that allowed the export of
American crude after a break, the Trump administration has removed regulations that had
restricted oil and coal production, leading to a ramping up of fossil fuels production in the last year.
Petroleum Minister Dharmendra Pradhan’s visit to Washington set the ball in motion for enhancing
trade.

Trade deficit

Mr. Trump himself pointed to energy trade as an instrument to bring down U.S trade deficit with
India and called Mr. Modi in August to “welcome” the first shipment of American crude to India,
after a break of 40 years. “Energy is an important area to focus on to reduce the trade imbalance
between the two countries. India needs a lot of energy and the U.S has it in abundance,” pointed
out Nisha Biswal, President of U.S.-India Business Council.

Indian public and private sector companies have invested approximately $5 billion in shale assets
in the U.S.

Natural gas imports from the U.S are also on the rise.
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Troops storm Maldivian Supreme Court

Unrest spreads:Maldivian Opposition protesters demanding the release of political prisoners
during a rally last week.APMohamed Sharuhaan  

Less than an hour after Maldivian President Abdulla Yameen declared a state of emergency on
Monday, troops stormed the Supreme Court premises, sources and Opposition members said.

At about 11 p.m. on Monday, @judiciarymv — the official Twitter handle of the Maldivian judiciary
— said: “The National Defence Forces of the Maldives have broken into the Supreme Court of the
Maldives.” Meanwhile, nearly a thousand protesters gathered outside the court, where some
judges have sought refuge since Sunday following “death threats”.

“The military seems to be in charge tonight,” said Mickail Naseem, president of the Opposition
Maldivian Democratic Party (MDP)’s youth wing, who was among the protesters. “Police too are
here, with riot gear and shields. They pepper-sprayed many protesters who gathered here,” he
told The Hindu from the spot.

The emergency rule in the Maldives follows the Yameen administration’s refusal to comply with a
recent Supreme Court order that dissident leaders be freed from prison and 12 expelled legislators
be reinstated in Parliament.

Over the last five days, the government’s defiance has become increasingly clear. Authorities
sacked two Police Commissioners in 48 hours, reportedly for trying to implement the ruling. The
government shut Parliament, which was scheduled to convene on Monday.

The Attorney General on Sunday instructed the police and troops not to obey the court’s order,
though the court maintained that there were “no legitimate reasons” to obstruct authorities from
implementing it. In his only public address last week, Mr. Yameen said he did not expect such a
ruling.

Since Thursday, international actors, including the UN and countries such as India, the U.S. and
the U.K. have been urging the Male government to respect the ruling. Mr. Yameen’s declaration of
a state of emergency on Monday elicited even stronger international reactions.

The U.S. National Security Council, in a tweet, said: “America stands with the people of Maldives.
The Maldivian government and military must respect the rule of law, freedom of expression, and
democratic institutions. The world is watching.”

International rights watchdog Amnesty International has warned Male that emergency rule “must
not become a licence for further repression”, pointing to the country’s “appalling track record of
suppressing freedom of expression.”

Meanwhile, Male-based media outlets said their websites were down and in some cases, Twitter
handles were blocked.

Travel advisories issued

Amid increasing turbulence in the archipelago over the last few days — marked by spontaneous
protests on the streets — many countries, including the U.K. and China, issued travel advisories to
their citizens.
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India on Monday asked its nationals to cancel all “non-essential” travel to the Maldives. “The
prevailing political developments in the Maldives are a matter of concern for India. Indian nationals
are, therefore, advised to defer all non-essential travels to Male and other atolls until further notice.
Indian expatriates in Maldives are also alerted to the need for heightened security awareness, and
urged to exercise due caution in public and avoid public gatherings,” the Ministry of External
Affairs said in the advisory.

China on Monday advised its citizens to avoid travelling to the Maldives till the ongoing tensions
there subside. “China suggests that Chinese citizens who are preparing to go to the Maldives in
the near term to postpone going until the situation on the ground stabilises,” said Geng Shuang, a
spokesman for the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. The statement precedes the upcoming spring
festival holidays, when people travel in droves to the country.

(With inputs from Kallol Bhattacharjee in New Delhi and Atul Aneja in Beijing)
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Following Russia, the U.S. is moving to fortify its nuclear arsenal

More N-power:The ‘nuclear football’, which always travels with the U.S. President for use in a
nuclear attack.NY TimesDOUG MILLS  

A treaty committing the U.S. and Russia to keep their long-range nuclear arsenals at the lowest
levels since early in the Cold War went into full effect on Monday. When it was signed eight years
ago, President Barack Obama expressed hope that it would be a small first step toward deeper
reductions, and ultimately a world without nuclear weapons.

Now, that optimism has been reversed. A new nuclear policy issued by the Trump administration
on Friday, which vows to counter a rush by the Russians to modernise their forces even while
staying within the treaty limits, is touching off a new kind of nuclear arms race. This one is based
less on numbers of weapons and more on novel tactics and technologies, meant to outwit and
outmanoeuvre the other side.

The Pentagon envisions a new age in which nuclear weapons are back in a big way — its strategy
bristles with plans for new low-yield nuclear weapons that advocates say are needed to match
Russian advances and critics warn will be too tempting for a President to use. The result is that
the nuclear-arms limits that went into effect on Monday now look more like the final stop after three
decades of reductions than a way station to further cuts.

Yet, when President Donald Trump called on Congress to “modernise and rebuild our nuclear
arsenal” in his State of the Union address last week, he did not mention his administration’s
rationale: that President Vladimir Putin of Russia has accelerated a dangerous game that the
United States must match, even if the price tag soars above $1.2 trillion.

In contrast to Mr. Trump’s address, the report issued on Friday, known as the Nuclear Posture
Review, focussed intensely on Russia. It described Mr. Putin as forcing the U.S.’s hand to rebuild
the nuclear force.

The report contains a sharp warning about a new Russian-made autonomous nuclear torpedo that
appears designed to cross the Pacific undetected and release a deadly cloud of radioactivity that
would leave large parts of the West Coast uninhabitable.

It also explicitly rejects Mr. Obama’s commitment to make nuclear weapons a diminishing part of
American defences. The limit on warheads — 1,500 deployable weapons — that went into effect
on Monday expires in 2021, and the nuclear review shows no enthusiasm about its chances for
renewal.

Even Mr. Trump’s harshest critics concede that the United States must take steps as Russia and
China have invested heavily in modernising their forces, making them more lethal.NY Times
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Turmoil in Maldives: What India must do

The unfolding crisis in Maldives draws attention to the perennial question about whether and when
India should intervene in the internal politics of its neighbouring countries. Before we discuss the
current context in Maldives, where President Abdulla Yameen is defying the nation’s Supreme
Court and the international community by refusing to release jailed members of Parliament and
restore their rights, it is important to put away some misconceptions about India’s approach to
sovereignty and intervention.

One popular political myth about Indian foreign policy is that New Delhi has unflinching
commitment to the principle of “non-intervention”. India certainly is opposed to other powers
interfering in its domestic politics. It used to criticise Western powers for their frequent
interventions in the developing world. But that general principle had a big exception in India’s
neighbourhood policy.

India has often intervened in the internal affairs of other countries — recall its liberation of
Bangladesh from Pakistan in 1971, the intervention in the Sri Lankan civil war in the late 1980s or
its more recent involvement in the making of Nepal’s constitution.

Second, there is also the other tendency to see India’s role in every twist and turn in the domestic
politics of neighbours. This over-determination of an Indian role is akin to past Indian debates
about the “foreign hand”, especially that of the US. India certainly intervenes, but not always.
Delhi’s decision-makers are not perpetually plotting to shape the domestic politics of its
neighbours.

The real story is about the simultaneous demand for and resentment against Indian intervention.
Different political formations in the neighbouring countries seek India’s intervention on their behalf
in their internal disputes; and yet they criticise India if it acts in favour of their opponents. The
problem for India has always been making sensible judgements on when it is worth intervening
rather than whether.

The third myth is that China, unlike India, believes in sovereign equality with countries big or small.
Like all myths, this has no empirical basis. Mao’s China intervened all across Asia to promote
revolution. If Mao’s successor, Deng Xiaoping, advocated a foreign policy that encouraged China
to keep its head down and focus on economic development at home, Xi Jinping now sees the
need to protect Beijing’s growing economic and political interests beyond its borders with whatever
means available, including interventions in the internal affairs of other states.

China is now mastering the arts of intervention that were once the monopoly of the European
great powers. As South Asia becomes ever more important for China, its interventionism is
becoming routine in India’s neighbourhood — from Nepal to Maldives and from Pakistan to Sri
Lanka.

Since most countries in the Subcontinent seek a bit of autonomy from India, they find China’s
interventionism often quite useful. But only up to a point. Geography and interdependence with
India caution them against drawing too close to Beijing, and provoking Delhi into intervention and
regime change.

That brings us back to India, China, Abdulla Yameen and the Maldives. President Yameen of
Maldives has been testing the limits of his manoeuvrability between India and China. There was
much criticism of Delhi, at home and abroad, in recent years that it has been too passive in
relation to Yameen and has allowed China to rapidly gain ground in the Maldives.
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Delhi, of course, was torn between two very different options. For one, the logic of dealing with
whoever is in power nudges India towards the negotiation of a reasonable relationship with
Maldives in which Yameen respects India’s core interests. Last month, Delhi hosted the foreign
minister of Maldives as part of an effort to normalise relations with Yameen. Yet, with no
guarantee of good relations with Yameen, Delhi had to stay engaged with Opposition leaders
seeking a restoration of democracy. Many of them would like India to step in to oust Yameen. The
fear of such an intervention has been openly articulated by Yameen’s propaganda machine in
recent weeks.

The intensification of the crisis in the last few days, triggered by the Maldivian Supreme Court’s
decision to release all political prisoners has put Delhi in a spot. Especially after Yameen rejected
India’s appeal to respect the Supreme Court’s decision and is now trying to bully the apex court
into submission. He has probably bet that he can ride out the internal storm and count on support
from China. The international community, including the Western powers and the United Nations,
are all with India in urging Yameen to roll back his authoritarian rule.

“Doing nothing” is surely an option for Delhi; that in effect means India chooses Yameen’s side.
“Doing something” would involve political mediation between the government and Opposition, the
use of coercive diplomacy, and ultimately force, to restore order in Maldives. Such an intervention
is likely to get considerable international support and some Chinese criticism. The moment, then,
may indeed be ripe for a decisive Indian intervention in the Maldives.

But Delhi surely knows one thing from its past interventions. The task of fixing other people’s
problems is never easy. And not all consequences of intervention can really be predicted or
managed.

Maldives might be tiny state with less than half a million people. With a deeply fractured political
elite that has become acutely conscious of its strategic location, it will take a lot of Indian energy to
repair the state of affairs in Maldives. But then that is the burden of all major powers, especially in
their own regions.
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India must tread lightly if it is called upon to resolve the crisis in the Maldives

The tussle between Maldive’s Supreme Court and its president has raised the spectre of military
intervention in the Indian Ocean nation, something that is bound to worry policymakers in New
Delhi who have much at stake. The trouble began last week with the court clearing former
president Mohamed Nasheed of terrorism charges and ordering the release of eight opposition
leaders. The move prompted Nasheed, currently in self-exile, to say he would return to contest
elections that are expected to be held later this year. The court also ordered the reinstatement of
12 disqualified lawmakers, a move that will give the united opposition the parliamentary majority
needed to impeach the president. The government has so far refused to comply with the court’s
orders and the embattled President Abdulla Yameen has said the directive on the opposition
leaders should be revoked.

The army, which has said it will not obey an unconstitutional order, and the police force appear to
be rallying behind Yameen, and a top police officer who said the court’s order would be enforced
was hastily dismissed by the attorney general. On Monday, the army began patrolling around the
Supreme Court – clearly an effort to show the judges who is in the driving seat. Since he took over
as president in 2013, Yameen has progressively weakened the multi-party democracy that had
emerged five years earlier, solely with the intent of clinging to power in the face of strong and
legitimate challenges to his leadership. Last year, he used troops to prevent an attempt by the
opposition to impeach the Speaker of Parliament. He has also detained political opponents and
curtailed protests and freedom of speech.

The Maldives has been buffeted by one political crisis after another since Nasheed, the first
democratically-elected president, was forced to quit in 2012. The political uncertainty has
coincided with growing Chinese influence in the island nation. In December, the Maldives signed
its first free trade agreement with China, after the pact was rushed through Parliament, and agreed
to cooperate with Beijing’s Maritime Silk Route initiative. Both developments caused considerable
consternation in India, which perceives the Maldives as clearly within its sphere of influence. There
are also worrying reports of the radicalisation of Maldivian youngsters, some 200 of whom are
believed to be fighting with the Islamic State even as a front for Pakistan’s Lashkar-e-Taiba has
made a foray into the country. India may have to respond to calls from the Maldives’ opposition to
intervene, but in doing so, it will have to tread lightly so that it is not seen as taking sides.
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The nuances of India’s de-hyphenated policy

Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s tri-nation trip covering Palestine, Oman and the UAE is going to
be a continuation of an orchestrated re-visit of India’s longstanding policies on West Asia.

In July last year, Modi became the first Indian prime minister to visit Israel, breaking a decades-
long self-inflicted embargo of Indian foreign policy. However, prior to the historic visit, Modi also
hosted Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas in a balancing act to reaffirm India’s commitments
towards the cause of the Palestinians, a historic stance that has stood the test of time and
survived multiple governments.

Over the decades, India has managed to create a system where its interests and ambitions in
West Asia are protected via a web of diplomacy that, first and foremost, largely steers clear of
taking sides in the political and sectarian quagmire that regularly engulfs the region. Second,
Indian engagement revolves around protecting a demographic base of more than seven million of
the country’s citizens working in the region, responsible for sending over $60 billion in remittances
every year into the Indian economy. As India moves towards becoming a larger player in global
politics and economics, these pre-existing policies are increasingly in need of review, and de-
hyphenating Israel and Palestine was a process long past its due date.

Modi’s visit to Ramallah is important not only to reaffirm his own government’s commitment
towards a legacy policy, but also to re-establish to the Palestinians and, perhaps more importantly
to the Arab states in the region, that any consensus that may suggest Israel is a “no-go” issue for
New Delhi is against the autonomy of Indian strategic thinking. Israel realizes the fact that India
will maintain a certain posture regarding Palestine, and the same is accepted by the Palestinians
with regard to India’s developing relations with Israel.

However, it is also vital to note that the issue of Palestine is as much a domestic political tool in
India as it is for many of the Arab states. The importance of the Palestinian cause in Indian vote-
bank politics is an over-sold argument, devoid of realities and tectonic shifts in thinking of the
Indian Muslim population which today is much more interested in security, stability and economic
upliftment than the Palestine issue that is almost forced upon them. This is not exclusive to Indian
politics; some West Asian nations as well often use Palestine for their own regional agendas,
fighting for the cause in global multilateral forums while simultaneously treating Palestinian
refugees as third-class citizens in their own countries.

From an Indian point of view, its policies towards Israel and Palestine are shifting from mere
symbolism towards one driven by substantial outcomes for its interests on a global level. For
example, India went against the US in a vote at the UN to recognize Jerusalem as the capital of
Israel, with New Delhi backing its decision by highlighting that its views on the issue are
independent and do not coincide with anyone else. On the other side of the spectrum, it also
pulled up Ramallah when the Palestinian ambassador to Pakistan was photographed sharing the
stage with terrorist Hafiz Saeed, forcing Ramallah to recall their diplomat.

But along with maintaining its funambulism act, by steering clear of any change in trajectory, the
Modi government also managed to avoid unwanted and extra pressures before the winter
Parliament session where it was already going to be under the hammer over a host of
controversial domestic policy decisions made during the preceding months and an increase in
violence against minorities in Bharatiya Janata Party-led states that had gained significant space
in national and international debate.

The fact that India is an upcoming superpower both by domestic and international narratives is a
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discourse that is directly on a collision course with its policy of non-alignment. While West Asia is
an example of India successfully balancing its interests over time, an emboldened Indian presence
will also disallow New Delhi to fence-sit on issues of global relevance beyond a certain point.

Signs of such friction are visible with regard to Palestine, as India’s narrative on terrorism on
global platforms today aligns much more closely with Israel. The political history of the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO), Hamas and its military wing the al-Qassam Brigades today would
stand at uncomfortable odds with India’s global stance against the idea of distinguishing between
good terrorism and bad terrorism, specifically when the leader of Hamas, Ismail Haniya, has now
made it to the US blacklist of global terrorists. This is despite India seeing “high legitimacy” of an
elected Palestinian government, even if led by actors such as Hamas.

Historical baggage over keeping Israel and Palestine hyphenated has today been correctly
brought to an end. Even former prime minister Manmohan Singh had looked into the possibility of
him travelling to Israel during his second term in office, only for the idea to get dissolved over time.
This de-hyphenation does not delegitimize New Delhi-Ramallah relations—India’s former
president Pranab Mukherjee, in fact, visited both Israel and Palestine in 2015—and is aimed at
maximizing the advantages of the unique power-play in the larger West Asian region and to link
Israel directly with India’s national interests.

Kabir Taneja is an associate fellow at the Observer Research Foundation, New Delhi.

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 2018-02-07

Nasheed seeks Indian military intervention in Maldives

Crackdown continues:Opposition supporters scuffle with security officers during a protest in Male
late last week.APMohamed Sharuhaan  

Exiled former President of the Maldives Mohamed Nasheed on Tuesday sought India’s military
intervention in the country to release dissidents in prison.

“We would like the Indian government to send an envoy, backed by its military, to free the judges
and the political detainees, including former President Maumoon Abdul Gayoom, from their
detention and to bring them to their homes. We are asking for a physical presence,” he said in a
statement.

Mr. Nasheed’s appeal came a day after President Abdulla Yameen declared a state of emergency
in the Maldives, following a Supreme Court ruling last week that has put the Indian Ocean island
back on the boil. The apex court ordered the release of nine Opposition leaders, including Mr.
Nasheed, and the reinstatement of 12 expelled MPs.

The turbulence in the country over the last few days prompted some countries to issue travel
advisories and security alerts citing potential violence, but President Yameen told the nation in a
televised address on Tuesday that there was no enforcement of a curfew, and that neither general
movements, services and businesses, nor travel in and out of or within the country was affected.
The government put out a detailed statement justifying the emergency rule, saying President
Yameen had “exhausted all venues available to him, legally and protocol wise.”

Amendment to decree

On Tuesday, President Yameen also revised and issued a second amendment to the Presidential
decree concerning the state of emergency, lifting an Article in the Constitution that said: “the
Supreme Court shall be the final authority on the interpretation of the Constitution, the law, or any
other matter dealt with by a court of law.”

“This is not a state of war, epidemic or natural disaster. This is something more dangerous,”
President Yameen said on the national television, the Associated Press reported. “This is an
obstruction of the very ability of the state to function.”

The President added that the apex court overstepped its authority in ordering the politicians
released. “This state of emergency is the only way I can determine how deep this plot, this coup,
goes,” Mr. Yameen said.

Accusing the President of declaring martial law illegally, Mr. Nasheed said: “We must remove him
from power. The people of the Maldives have a legitimate request to world governments,
especially to India and the U.S.,” calling on Washington to stop all financial transactions of regime
leaders.

Opposition MPs in Male said they feared being arrested, in the wake of the arrests of a former
President, the Chief Justice, and a Supreme Court judge, hours after the government declared
emergency on Monday.

According to Husnu Suood, President of the Maldives Bar Association and a former Attorney-
General, President Yameen needs to send his reasons for declaring emergency within 48 hours to
Parliament for its approval. “If it is not approved by Parliament, the state of emergency will lapse.
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For that reason, [Opposition] parliamentarians are expected to be arrested,” he told The Hindu .
The restoration of the 12 MPs into the body, as per the Supreme Court order, would effectively
give the Opposition a majority in Parliament.

Attempts to obtain a comment from the President’s Office were unsuccessful. “There is an
imminent threat [to us],” Opposition MP and lawyer Ali Hussain told The Hindu from Male. “The
military takeover of the Parliament house and the Supreme Court shows that the President may
order just anything he wants to be carried out.”

Call from UN

Meanwhile, United Nations Secretary General Antonio Guterres called on the government in Male
to lift the state of emergency and guarantee safety for its citizens, “including members of the
judiciary”. Guterres "urges" the Maldivian government "to uphold the constitution and rule of law,
lift the state of emergency as soon as possible, and take all measures to ensure the safety and
security of the people in the country, including members of the judiciary," a statement from his
spokesman Stephane Dujarric read.
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India ‘disturbed’ by emergency

India issued another statement of concern over the growing crisis in the Maldives, but didn’t
respond to former President Mohamed Nasheed’s appeal for military intervention.

“We are disturbed by the declaration of a state of emergency following the refusal of the
government to abide by the unanimous ruling of the full bench of the Supreme Court on February
1, and also by the suspension of constitutional rights of the people of the Maldives,” the Ministry of
External Affairs (MEA) said in a statement.

The government also criticised the arrest of the Supreme Court Chief Justice Abdulla Saeed and
former President Abdul Gayoom on Monday night as “reasons for concern”, adding that it
“continues to carefully monitor the situation”.

However, the MEA refused to respond to questions about Mr. Nasheed’s call for international
intervention.

On alert

Meanwhile defence sources said troops have been put on alert as the situation is still developing
in the Maldives. No order has been issued to move any troops or aircraft towards the country, they
said. Resources could be mobilised at a short notice, the sources added, but rejected the reports
that India was preparing for action. “Talk of any kind of intervention seems premature,” said former
diplomat Rajiv Bhatia, advising caution and restraint.

“This is not the first time we have seen neighbouring countries move from democracy to
dictatorship, or carrying out policies inimical to India,” he added, saying New Delhi would have a
reason to move if Indians in Male face any direct threat.

Former Foreign Secretary Shyam Saran also said India’s options would be limited if it decided to
“go it alone” in the Maldives, even though President Yameen’s actions to contravene the
Constitution could be seen as a “challenge to international order”.

Adding to the limitations is the fact that the Maldives has left the Commonwealth, and the SAARC
(South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation) is not meeting, and neither multilateral fora
has much leverage over the Maldivian government at present.

Intervention in 1988

As New Delhi weighs its options, a former diplomat who was part of previous Indian interventions
in the Maldives, including in 1988, when Indian troops defeated a coup d’etat against then
President Gayoom, said it would be a mistake to see the situation there in isolation.

“The Maldives is only one part of the troubled region, and a misstep here could become a trigger
for other problems for India in South Asia,” the retired official, who preferred not to be named, told
The Hindu .

A misstep here could become a trigger for other problems for India in South Asia

Former diplomat

END



crackIAS.com

crackIAS.com

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

www.thehindu.com 2018-02-07

China rejects foreign meddling in Male

Rejecting foreign meddling, China on Tuesday expressed confidence that the escalating political
crisis in the Maldives will find a home-grown solution.

“We believe the Maldives government and political parties have the wisdom and the capability to
deal with the current situation on their own,” Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesperson Geng
Shuang said during his regular media briefing. “We hope relevant parties can properly resolve the
differences through dialogue and consultation and restore normal order as soon as possible and
maintain national and social stability,” he added.

China’s emphasis on seeking a domestically driven breakthrough follows a call by the former
Maldivian President, Mohamed Nasheed, for India’s support in the release of political prisoners.

In view of the uncertain situation, Mr. Geng said the Chinese Foreign Ministry “had adjusted the
security alert level and asked the Chinese citizens to closely follow the local situation and not to
travel to Maldives”.

“If theyhave plans to go to the Maldives we advise them to cancel it. The Chinese government
attaches great importance to the security of the Chinese citizens including the outbound tourists,”
he said.

China is the number-one source of tourists for the Maldives. Chinese tourists constitute about 30%
of the Maldives tourist arrivals.
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Palestine asks Modi to mediate

Mahmoud Abbas  

Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s visit to Palestine this week is “historic” and will be important in the
West Asian peace process, says a key diplomatic official in Ramallah, indicating a greater role for
India in the political process with the decline of the U.S. role in mediation.

“Mr. Modi is visiting us at an important juncture when Palestine needs India to interact much more
with the region,” Majdi El-Khaldi, the diplomatic adviser to Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas
told The Hindu , in an exclusive interview over telephone from the seat of the Palestinian authority.

“The U.S. can no longer be the only mediator,” he said, referring to the U.S.’s decision to
recognise Jerusalem as Israel’s capital. “We are asking the European Union and EU countries to
mediate, and we are inviting India, which will be a strong leader in a multipolar world, to assist the
process.”

Mr. El-Khaldi’s words are significant as they come during a period of intensive engagement
between New Delhi and West Asia. After Israel Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s visit to India
last month, the government is pivoting its interests to Israel’s rivals: with the PM travelling to
Jordan, Palestine, Oman and the UAE this week, and External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj
visiting Saudi Arabia.

High-level visits

New Delhi is also preparing for three high-level visits, from the region’s most powerful leaders,
Iranian President Hassan Rouhani and Jordanian King Abdullah II in February, and Saudi King
Salman later this year. Calling the renewed engagement in West Asia as “smart diplomacy” by
India, Mr. El-Khaldi said that India was one of the “few countries in the world” that had no
problems with most of the countries in the region. Asked about Mr. Netanyahu’s statement during
his visit to Delhi that one should “ally with the strong”, not the weak, Mr. El-Khaldi said that while
Palestine was the “weaker side” as it was “under occupation”, and India had many technological
requirements from Israel, it was wrong to believe that India would “choose Israel over Palestine.”

“When it comes to specific disputes, Palestinians are mindful of their position, and we don’t
interfere in domestic issues. When our Ambassador [to Pakistan] didn’t follow this policy, even if it
was inadvertent, we said it was a mistake and withdrew him immediately,” Mr. El-Khaldi said.
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Parliamentary Delegation from Chile calls on the President
President's Secretariat

Parliamentary Delegation from Chile calls on the President

Posted On: 06 FEB 2018 1:31PM by PIB Delhi

A Parliamentary Delegation from the Republic of Chile led by Mr Fidel Espinoza, the President of
the Chamber of Deputies of Chile, called on President of India, Shri Ram NathKovind, at
Rashtrapati Bhavan today (February 6, 2018).

 

Welcoming the delegation, the President said that India and Chile are vibrant democracies. We
have been having regular interactions between our parliamentarians.  These have played an
important role in strengthening our bilateral ties.

 

The President was happy to note that Chile has signed the agreement to join the International
Solar Alliance.  He stated that over the past decade or so, Chile has taken the lead to push for the
global sustainability agenda.  Joining of the Alliance by Chile will strengthen our collective effort
towards addressing climate change.

 

The President said that economic ties between India and Chile are doing well but we can do much
more together.  We are hopeful that the Expanded India-Chile Preferential Trade Agreement will
give a boost to our bilateral trade.  The Indian growth story and Chilean expertise must benefit
from each other.  We can work together in areas such as mining, renewable energy and services. 
Cooperation in science and technology and space and defence sectors also hold immense
potential.

 

The President said that India and Chile share common views on various global issues. India
appreciates Chile’s support and solidarity in the fight against terrorism. India also appreciates
Chile’s support forits aspiration to be a permanent member of the UN Security Council.

 

*****

AKT/SH/SBP

(Release ID: 1519256) Visitor Counter : 0
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Sushma takes part in Saudi festival

External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj on Wednesday participated in the national festival of
Saudi Arabia and held bilateral discussions with the Saudi royals, the Ministry of External Affairs
said on Wednesday.

The Minister is on a two-day visit to the Gulf country.

“..The minister held bilateral discussions with the Saudi Foreign Minister Adel Jubeir and
discussed wide range of bilateral, regional and global issues of mutual interest. She also re-
affirmed India’s support to peace in the region and called for collective efforts in fighting the
menace of terrorism,” a press release from the Ministry of External Affairs stated.
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Nasheed snubs China, renews call for ‘liberator’ India’s help

Maldivians see India’s potential role in resolving the crisis gripping the island not as an occupation,
but as a “liberating assistance”, exiled former President Mohamed Nasheed said, reiterating his
earlier call for Indian intervention.

Apparently rebutting China’s recent statement that the Maldives could deal with the current
situation on its own, he said: “Some say this crisis must be resolved domestically. But that would
involve fist fights, and blood on the streets, which could lead to anything.”

Following turbulence in the Indian Ocean Island over the last week, culminating in President
Abdulla Yameen declaring a state of emergency on Monday, Mr. Nasheed had sought Indian
military intervention to release jailed dissidents.

Pointing to an earlier instance of Indian intervention in the Maldives in 1988, Mr. Nasheed said:
“They [India] come, they sort out the situation, and they promptly leave… it is because a vast
majority of our people want India to intervene that I sought India’s help. I wouldn’t have called for
that if it would backfire at home,” he told The Hindu . He was referring to a coup attempt that India
helped put down, on then President Maumoon Abdul Gayoom’s request.

Meanwhile, the government on Wednesday said the state of emergency addressed “certain
internal aspects of governance” affecting mostly the capital, and not tourist resorts. “Life in the
Maldives continues as normal,” it said in a statement issued to “assure international community.”

After declaring the emergency, security officials arrested Supreme Court chief justice Abdulla
Saeed, another judge of the court and former President Gayoom.

On Tuesday, three Supreme Court judges annulled a portion of an order of the court that set off
the crisis. The earlier ruling called for the release of nine Opposition leaders firom prison, ncluding
Mr. Nasheed, who is currently in Colombo.

‘Judge ill-treated’

“I am told President Gayoom is not taking food, while Justice Ali Hameed has been ill treated,” Mr.
Nasheed said on Twitter. However, Dunya Maumoon, Mr. Gayoom's daughter and a minister of
state in President Yameen’s administration, rejected Mr. Nasheed's comment about her father,
telling Reuters: “I just visited my father. He is keeping well. Nasheed is just spreading rumours.”

China calls for dialogue

With Male coming under increased international pressure to release the jailed leaders and lift the
state of emergency, China on Wednesday signalled that it could activate international diplomacy to
resolve the crisis.

“The international community should play a constructive role based on respecting the sovereignty
of Maldives, instead of taking actions that may complicate the situation,” Chinese Foreign Ministry
spokesman Geng Shuang said in Beijing.

“In the past few days, I have said the current situation in the Maldives is its internal affairs. It
should be properly resolved through dialogue and consultation by relevant parties,” he added. An
official source who did not want to be named told The Hindu that China was sounding the
“international community”, including India, the U.S. and UN bodies, that the situation in the
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Maldives should be resolved through a home-grown process. This was in view of reports about the
possibility of “external intervention” in the archipelago that would undermine the country’s
“sovereignty”, said the source.

“We hope relevant parties can properly resolve the issue through dialogue and consultation and
restore the national stability and social order as soon as possible,” Mr. Geng observed.

In response to a query, the spokesperson said that China’s Free Trade Area deal with the
Maldives signed in December “serves the common interests of the two countries and two
peoples”.
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Drama on the high seas, 30 years ago

‘Operation Cactus’, the code name for India’s military intervention in the Maldives in 1988,
following an attempted coup d’état against the government of President Maumoon Abdul Gayoom
and his request for help, was spontaneous and swift. But its finale, in mid-ocean, was a rescue
operation that had a thorny side to it.

On learning about the swift landing of an Indian Army parachute brigade at Hulule airport adjacent
to the island capital of Male, the mercenaries of the Sri Lankan rebel group, the People’s
Liberation Organisation of Tamil Eelam (PLOTE), ran for cover after randomly grabbing people
from the mainland and holding them hostage on board a hijacked merchant vessel, MV Progress
Light, that had been anchored in Male harbour. Among this motley group of seven hostages was a
Maldivian cabinet minister and his mother-in-law. As the hijacked ship moved out of Male harbour,
the Indian rescue plan fell into place equally swiftly. Unknown to the rebel leader on board the
ship, a high speed Indian Navy Task Force led by the naval ship, INS Godavari, and with Captain
Gopalachari in command, was fast closing in.

With drama unfolding on the high seas, the Indian Navy War Room in New Delhi was tense;
monitoring every move there was Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi. The Swiss Ambassador to India
was also there as one of the hostages, and the only woman was a Swiss national (the mother-in-
law of the Minister mentioned earlier). The mission before the Navy’s Task Force Commander was
certainly difficult — to rescue the hostages without a scratch and capture the rebels.

As dawn broke the next day, the rebels were startled to see the imposing warships that had
stealthily encircled their ship during the night. Confused and agitated, they refused to negotiate
and tried to steam ahead, full speed. Their intent was to seek refuge in Sri Lanka, which the
warships confirmed after closely monitoring their radio transmissions.

After hours of inaction came the bombshell. Diplomatic and the Indian Navy’s channels had
received a terse message on the hotline from the Sri Lankan Navy. It read:“The SLN [Sri Lankan
Navy] has been directed by its Government to destroy the rebel ship if it approached within 100
miles of the Sri Lankan coast.”

This strange twist could ruin everything as any attempt by the Sri Lankan Navy to intervene could
have compromised the safety of the hostages. The Navy’s Task Force Commander aboard INS
Godavari received a simple and clear message: “Stop ‘Progress Light’.”

Captain Gopalachari rose to the occasion and quickly improvised on the art of coercive diplomacy.
Using his linguistic skills to good advantage, he managed to engage the rebel group leader in a
series of friendly negotiations, all the time making sure that the warships provided a visual and
persuasive demonstration to the rebels of what was in store.

After a while, it was time for decisive action as the negotiations had begun to flag. A four inch shell
from another accompanying naval vessel, INS Betwa, shattered the foremast of Progress Light.
Then, gunfire raked the hijacked vessel’s upper deck, knocking out its anchors. Finally, a massive
undersea explosion from a depth charge dropped by a helicopter on board INS Godavari brought
the rebel ship to a shuddering halt. Before the dazed rebels could realise what had happened, the
Navy’s commandos stormed the vessel and established control. It was all over in minutes.

Far away from the scene of action, relief swept through the Navy’s War Room. The encrypted
message relayed mid-sea back to Delhi was: “All hostages rescued and rebels captured.”
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Rajiv Gandhi seemed elated as he strolled across to Indian Navy Chief Admiral J.G. Nadkarni.
Giving him a pat on the back, he said in good humour, “I wonder if the Maldivian Minister will
forgive the Indian Navy for rescuing his mother-in-law.”

Sushil Kumar was Director of Naval Operations in 1988, and later Chief of the Indian Navy

Receive the best of The Hindu delivered to your inbox everyday!

Please enter a valid email address.

Marriage is a civil contract — adultery or divorce should have only civil consequences
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Africa’s delayed arrival

The African Development Bank (AfDB) has just published its African Economic Outlook for 2018.
This year’s revamped publication—shorter than usual, analytically well-structured, and written in
lucid prose, without hyperbole—in some ways mirrors Africa’s own transformation, as it raises
hopes that we may at last be witnessing the continent’s long-promised economic arrival.

Africa’s rise has been a long time coming. In the 1960s, hopes were high. The remarkable leaders
of the independence generation—such as Ghana’s Kwame Nkrumah and Kenya’s Jomo
Kenyatta—received advice from the world’s top economists. The Caribbean-born Nobel laureate
Arthur Lewis became Nkrumah’s chief economic adviser.

In India, we read about these leaders’ friendship with our own post-independence prime minister,
Jawaharlal Nehru, and the hope for a new dawn for all emerging economies. And many emerging
economies did indeed take off. In the late 1960s, some East-Asian economies surged ahead.
Beginning in the early 1980s, China began its decades-long rise. And, from the early 1990s,
India’s economy also began to grow robustly, with annual rates reaching the 9% range by 2005.

But Africa remained stagnant, mired in poverty. Ironically, it was the continent’s resource wealth
that hampered economic progress, as it fuelled conflicts among governments and insurgents
eager to control it. The resulting political instability attracted outsiders keen to exploit governments’
weakness. As the Indian poet and Nobel laureate Rabindranath Tagore put it in his 1936 poem
Ode To Africa, which played on perceptions about who is civilized, the continent fell prey to
civilization’s barbaric greed as the colonists arrived, manacles in hand/Claws sharper by far than
any of your wolves.

Finally, at the turn of the 21st century, things began to change for Africa. A few dynamic leaders,
democratic stirrings, and emerging regional cooperation led to a decline in poverty and a pickup in
growth. Commodity exporters faced a setback around 2014, when prices plummeted. But this
turned out to be a blessing in disguise, because it forced countries to diversify their economies
and increase production—factors that supported renewed growth.

According to the AfDB report, Africa’s 54 economies grew by 2.2% in 2016, on average, and 3.6%
in 2017. In 2018, the AfDB predicts, average growth will accelerate to 4.1%, while the World Bank
expects Ghana to grow by 8.3%, Ethiopia by 8.2%, and Senegal by 6.9%, placing these countries
among the world’s fastest-growing economies. And these figures are not wishful thinking: in 2016,
Ethiopia’s GDP grew by 7.6%.

Of course, serious challenges remain. South Africa, the continent’s strongest economy, is now
facing the difficult task of tackling its deep-rooted corruption. Many African countries need to find
ways to create more employment—and fast. The share of the working-age population is rising
faster in Africa than in any other region. This “demographic dividend” has immense potential. But if
job creation stalls, the unemployed or under-employed are likely to become frustrated—a recipe
for conflict.

Consider the case of Tanzania. Thanks to President John Magufuli’s effort to mobilize more
domestic revenue to support increased development spending, the economy is doing well. But,
with roughly 800,000 individuals entering the labour force each year, Tanzania needs much more
working capital, better infrastructure, and educational reform aimed at ensuring that workers have
the skills, resources, and opportunities to secure decent jobs.

The same is true of Ethiopia. In the last couple of decades, the country has made great strides in
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export-led growth, supported by a growing industrial sector and large investments from China.
Now, it is poised to take over as the economic powerhouse of East Africa. Yet the urban youth
unemployment rate stands at 23.3%. Left unchecked, this situation could easily end up fuelling
ethnic conflict and political turmoil.

Another related challenge concerns resource mobilization: Countries need funds to invest in
infrastructure, human capital, and the creation of trade and digital links within and beyond Africa.
The AfDB report estimates that for infrastructure investment alone, the continent needs some
$170 billion per year, which is $100 billion more than is currently available. As it stands, Africa
receives a total of about $60 billion in foreign direct investment each year.

To close the gap, African governments must attract more money. That will require establishing
effective regulatory structures that facilitate long-term borrowing and repayment, while ensuring
that lenders do not exploit borrowers, as has occurred everywhere from rural India to the US
mortgage market.

The challenges are daunting, to say the least. But there are lessons that African countries can
learn from one another. For example, Ghana’s smooth transfer of power after the December 2016
election set a positive democratic example. Nigeria’s Lagos State and Tanzania have done a good
job of mobilizing internal resources for development. Add to that the emergence of an indigenous
intelligentsia in the region, exemplified by organizations like the AfDB, and it seems that Africa’s
moment may have arrived at last. ©2018/Project Syndicate

Kaushik Basu is former chief economist of the World Bank and professor of economics at Cornell
University.

Comments are welcome at theirview@livemint.com
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Why India should intervene in Maldives

Maldives is in the midst of a deep political crisis. President Abdulla Yameen has declared a state
of emergency just days after the Supreme Court of the atoll nation ordered the release of political
prisoners. The release of prisoners could have been a great step towards ensuring a free and fair
election in the country later this year. But Yameen has not only refused to abide by the orders of
the judiciary but has gone ahead and arrested Supreme Court judges and members of the
opposition. Mohamed Nasheed, Maldives’ former president and currently an opposition leader-in-
exile, has urged India to come to the rescue of democracy in his country.

The Indian government, says a press release by the ministry of external affairs, is disturbed by the
actions of the Yameen government. Statements from Washington and London are harsher on
Yameen. Only China has (implicitly) supported Yameen by urging “all relevant parties in Maldives”
to resolve differences “through dialogue and negotiation”. But even China has issued a travel
advisory warning its citizens against visiting Maldives, just like India, the US and others. The big
questions before India are: Should it intervene to repair the situation in Maldives? And should it be
ready to use military force, if required, to let Yameen know of New Delhi’s red lines?

India has indeed intervened militarily in Maldives once earlier. But the circumstances of Operation
Cactus in 1988 were very different. The intervention by Indian paratroopers was at the invitation of
the then dictator-president, Maumoon Abdul Gayoom—now a part of the democratic opposition,
he was arrested on Monday night—who was facing a coup attempt by Sri Lankan mercenaries
working for a Maldivian businessman. In the current situation, the demand for Indian intervention is
by the opposition forces in Maldives.

Even if the 1988 precedent is not very helpful, the reasons for India’s intervention today are far
more compelling. Ever since Yameen took power in 2013, India-Maldives relations have
deteriorated. Apart from unabashedly crushing democratic forces, Yameen has courted Beijing
and handed out big infrastructure projects to Chinese companies. He has openly challenged New
Delhi by allowing Chinese naval ships to dock in Malé. Yameen’s relations with Saudi Arabia and
the growing trend of radicalization in Maldives have also been areas of concern in New Delhi.

India has tried to maintain more than a working relationship with Yameen’s Maldives: New Delhi
helped Maldives overcome a water crisis in 2014 and hosted the Maldivian foreign minister just
last month. But after the 1 February order of the Maldivian Supreme Court, India clearly chose to
support democratic forces in the Indian Ocean country. Once that choice was made—in other
words, Yameen was completely alienated—there is no point in not going the whole distance. If
Yameen stays without much alteration in Maldives’ internal balance of power, he will only be
emboldened to act further against Indian interests. The argument that China is already a bigger
power in the Indian Ocean despite India’s growing circle of liberal democratic friends would also
receive greater currency.

It might make sense for India to sit out the internal affairs of faraway countries. But to do so in
small, neighbouring countries will take away the mantle of regional leadership. It is true that India’s
interventions in neighbouring countries will please some and alienate some, but that should be an
acceptable cost for furthering Indian interests in the region. The plethora of interventions in other
countries has earned the US a whole host of enemies but one cannot credibly think of a global
superpower staying out of major crises just to earn some goodwill. China has traditionally been
seen as a power that deals with the incumbent leadership of other countries but that no longer
holds true. In recent months, China has helped mount a coup against dictator Robert Mugabe in
Zimbabwe and has brokered an alliance of left parties in Nepal to fight the Nepali Congress, the
party in power.
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But there are genuine constraints as far as Indian intervention is concerned. India’s first priority is
to ensure the safety of Indian tourists and workers in Maldives. An Indian intervention should not
complicate the situation for Indian nationals. India should also think deeply about the instruments it
can use to ensure a favourable outcome in Maldives. New Delhi’s intervention should be surgical,
that is, one which makes the Yameen government capitulate without harming the people of
Maldives. The use of a blunt instrument like the economic blockade in Nepal in 2015-16 might
have temporarily brought the then K.P. Oli government to its knees but it also generated a
backlash against India in Nepal’s hilly areas. The choice of instrument should also be such that it
doesn’t make India a long-term participant in the partisan domestic affairs of Maldives. The
lessons of the disastrous intervention in Sri Lanka (1987-90) should not be forgotten—the Indian
Peace Keeping Force (IPKF) had to, apart from fighting a war, run the civilian administration in
Jaffna and compete in winning the hearts and minds of the Tamil population.

The constraints notwithstanding, New Delhi should remember that if one petty dictator in the
region is allowed to go scot-free after harming India’s interests, there will be more of them in
future.

Should India use military power to restore democracy in Maldives? Tell us at views@livemint.com
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Maldives govt. calls for all-party talks

Wait and watch:A Maldives soldier stands guard outside the President’s residence in Male on
Friday.AFP-  

The Maldivian government on Thursday invited all political parties to re-convene talks, days after it
shut down Parliament and declared a state of emergency, drawing sharp criticism at home and
abroad.

“In view of the existing situation in the country, and the importance of all-party talks for the welfare
of the people of the Maldives, the government has decided to reconvene all-party talks, and has
issued invitations to all parties to engage in dialogue with the government,” a statement from the
President’s office said.

However, a top Opposition source told The Hindu that all-party talks were “absolutely out of the
question” in a situation where dissidents were arrested and “ill-treated”, and the President had
effectively “imposed martial law”. “There can be no negotiating with a dictator like this,” the source
said, requesting anonymity.

Meanwhile, a visiting delegation of Ambassadors from Colombo-based German, the U.K. and EU
missions — that flew to Male — on Thursday said its request to meet President Yameen was
turned down.

“Sadly the Maldivian Govt refuses dialogue: today with my U.K./EU colleagues we requested to
meet the President/Cabinet Ministers and speaker of majlis [Parliament] to discuss our concerns
on the current situation. Our requests were unfortunately refused. That is surely not the way
forward,” a tweet from the German Embassy in Sri Lanka said on Thursday. The Maldivian
Foreign Secretary met the delegation. The development came a day after the Yameen
government invited interested international partners to visit the Maldives.

Following the government’s refusal to implement a surprise Supreme Court ruling last week, its
subsequent declaration of a state of emergency, and a series of high-profile arrests, the Maldives
has plunged into a political crisis. The arrests of the Chief Justice and another Supreme Court
judge — part of the bench that ordered the release of nine Opposition leaders including former
President Mohamed Nasheed — escalated the tension. On Tuesday, three other judges annulled
part of the earlier ruling, effectively revoking the release order of jailed dissidents.

Lawyers of the Supreme Court judge said the Chief Justice was threatened that he would be “cut
into pieces unless he reversed the ruling”, in a statement.

South Asians for Human Rights (SAHR), a regional network of human rights defenders, said it was
“deeply concerned” by the political crisis engulfing the Maldives, following President Abdulla
Yameen’s increasingly “authoritarian and undemocratic actions”.

Observing that “President Yameen stands accused of multiple charges of corruption and human
rights violations” — allegations that he has denied in the past — the human rights organisation
noted that the strongman President has been “politically isolated”.
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China offers mediation, rejects UN intervention

China on Thursday rejected UN intervention to resolve the crisis in Maldives, but offered to
mediate between the feuding parties in the archipelago.

Asked to comment on China’s position on a possible UN role, Chinese Foreign Ministry
spokesperson Geng Shuang said: “China has always closely followed the development of the
situation in the Maldives. China thinks that the current situation and disputes in Maldives belongs
to its internal affairs. It should be properly resolved through dialogue and consultation by the
relevant parties. The international community should respect Maldives’ sovereignty and territorial
integrity and play a constructive role for the dialogue between the relevant parties.”

He also said: “China is willing to maintain close communication with the relevant parties in
Maldives so as to promote (and) restore normal order in the Maldives as soon as possible.”

‘No political strings’

Mr. Geng did not clarify whether China was also in touch with the Opposition as well, but pointed
out that Beijing was “maintaining close communication with the relevant parties in the Maldives”.
He also rejected the cited remarks of former Maldivian President Mohamed Nasheed that Beijing
had enforced a “land grab”. He stressed that China has never attached “political strings” to
cooperation with the Maldives.

Mr. Geng’s remarks preceded the arrival later on Thursday of Maldivian Minister for Economic
Development Mohamed Saeed as President Abdulla Yameen’s special envoy.
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‘Russian military relations with Pakistan very minimal’

Russia’s new Ambassador to India Nikolay Kudashev takes over at a tough time for bilateral ties.
In his first interview since taking over, Mr. Kudashev said that the priority for New Delhi and
Moscow would be sealing several defence agreements this year, but the bigger priority would be
reaching out to the next generation of Indians and Russians to broaden cooperation.

Where are India-Russia ties today, given all the changes in the world, and how will both
countries address the reports of a “drift” between them?

In 2017, all Ministers on the Cabinet Committee on Security (CCS) visited Russia. Our leaders met
five times in the last three years. So it is fair to say that President Putin and Prime Minister Modi
have established a very special relationship. They personally manage our bilateral ties. On the
drift, it is not that we are running apart from each other. There are new opportunities coming up
our way and sometimes we are lagging behind them. The key to our new successes may lie to the
extent of our interest of our young generation in contributing to our joint projects and bilateral
relations.

Is India-Russia military cooperation keeping pace, given India’s move to diversify its
hardware procurement?

This is one of the pillars of our strategic cooperation both sides are deservedly proud of. This year
we expect the nodal points of our defence cooperation to be the signing of contractual obligations
of anti-aircraft systems S-400, Ka-226T helicopters, and joint manufacture of frigates. The issue of
joint development and manufacture of the Sukhoi/HAL Fifth Generation Fighter Aircraft (FGFA) is
also on the agenda, as is the supply of Mi-17 helicopters and upgrade of Mig-29 fighters. So we
have very ambitious plans. If you ask me what defines the quality of our cooperation, it is that the
Russian side is a pioneer of ‘Make in India.’ Almost all new projects envisage a very high level of
localisation. To be honest it’s hard to tell what is it that we are not making in India and not making
with India!

Do you worry about competition from other foreign collaborations in the nuclear sector?

Speaking about U.S. and French companies, we are not afraid of normal, fair competition. Despite
all the talk, the Russian side and the Russian company Rosatom is the only enterprise that has
been doing business in India for decades, producing energy for India. The only thing which is
unacceptable to us is the language of sanctions and discrimination, the language which our
partners (U.S.) are increasingly using against us. This is nothing but an attempt to undermine our
strategic partnership with India including in such strategically important sectors like military and
technical cooperation, energy and nuclear energy.

On Afghanistan, is there any common ground between India and Russia today, given Indian
opposition to Taliban talks, and Russia-U.S. differences on the way forward?

Many talk of the contradictions in the Afghanistan policy of India and Russia. To my mind this is
artificial. Both India and Russia need a peaceful and democratic Afghanistan free from terrorism,
crime and drug trafficking. However, according to the U.S. policy, Russia stands as a revisionist
state and a threat for U.S. and its allies. I hope that you won’t connect Indian policy with such
views of the U.S. leadership.

We now see regular exercises and a growing Russian military cooperation with Pakistan.
Why has Russia shifted its stand on not dealing with Pakistan in the past?
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Our relations with Pakistan in the military sphere are of a very minimum nature, and are strictly
limited to anti-terrorism operations, and are not comparable in any way to the scope of our
relations with India. Most importantly, our ties with Pakistan cannot be viewed as an attempt to
change the regional strategic balance.

If countering terrorism is the objective, will Russia give India its support at the UN’s
Financial Action Task Force later this month when India and several other countries are
keen to corner Pakistan especially on groups that target India (Lashkar-e-Taiba and Jaish-
e-Mohammed)?

Eventually our decision will depend on how weighty and substantiated the proof for Pakistan’s
involvement in financing terrorism will be. To corner Pakistan is not our policy. We believe that the
settlement of all issues with Pakistan depends on political dialogue. I will even take the risk to
suggest that this comes from the Indian idea of a comprehensive dialogue with Pakistan. But it is
not my intention to comment on issues that are of Indian sovereignty.

Are there any talks for an India-Russia logistics support agreement on the lines of the Indo-
US LEMOA to enable the use of each other’s bases?

I believe for us with a 60-year-old history of military exchanges, the issue of logistical agreement is
a long past idea. We have moved beyond that a long time ago. For a very long time we have been
training and conducting drills. We have started tri-service drills. We have been cooperating for a
long time on military infrastructure construction.

If you ask me what defines the quality of our cooperation, it is that the Russian side is a
pioneer of ‘Make in India’
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India rejects Maldives offer to send envoy

“Democratic institutions and the judiciary continue to be undermined and concerns ignored. These
issues need to be properly addressed,” they added.

Sources also said Male had not given adequate notice for the visit, and that both Prime Minister
Narendra Modi and Minister for External Affairs Sushma Swaraj were “away” this week. Mr. Modi
is expected to travel to Jordan, Palestine, UAE and Oman on a trip beginning Friday. And Ms.
Swaraj returned from a three-day visit to Saudi Arabia on Thursday night.

The strain in ties between New Delhi and Male comes in sharp contrast to an attempt to boost ties
just last month. On January 11, Foreign Minister Mohamad Asim had travelled to Delhi and met
Mr. Modi and Ms. Swaraj, inviting Mr. Modi to visit Male and had affirmed Maldives’ policy of “India
First”.

Denying reports that President Yameen had intended to “bypass” India, Maldives High
Commissioner to India Ahmed Mohamed, who is at present in Male, said, “India was in fact the
first stop planned and proposed for a visit of a special envoy of the President of the Maldives.”

A press release from the Maldivian embassy said that Mr. Yameen had proposed to send Foreign
Minister Mohamad Asim to Delhi for a visit 8-9 February, but the visit was “cancelled on the
request of the Government of India”.
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‘Kailash Yatra via Nathu La to resume’

China has confirmed restarting of the Kailash Mansarovar Yatra through the Nathu La pass, the
Ministry of External Affairs informed the Lok Sabha on Wednesday. In response to a question,
Minister of State for External Affairs Gen (Retd.) V.K. Singh refuted China’s claims with regard to
the border in the Sikkim sector, saying the boundary is yet to be finalised and that discussions are
underway between the Special Representatives on the boundary question.

“This matter [Kailash Mansarovar Yatra ] was raised by the Government with the Chinese
government, including during the meeting of the External Affairs Minister with the Chinese Foreign
Minister in December 2017. Subsequently, the Chinese government has confirmed resumption of
Yatra on this route,” said Mr. Singh.

The Hindu had reported that the trek through the Nathu La pass was cancelled by China in June
last year, which left a large group of pilgrims stranded in Gangtok. However, pilgrimage through
the more difficult Lipulekh route through Uttarakhand remained open.
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The Zuma hurdle: on South Africa power struggle

With Jacob Zuma appearing to be finally willing to resign as President of South Africa, a protracted
power struggle could soon draw to a close. Calls for the anti-apartheid veteran’s exit acquired
momentum after South African Deputy President Cyril Ramaphosa was elected leader of the
African National Congress in December. Litigation in countless cases, the overhang of a 1990s
arms deal and actions that undermined judicial investigations have marred Mr. Zuma’s decade-
long presidency. But the controversy that has come to define his tenure is the questionable access
an immigrant Indian business family, the Guptas, gained with ANC apparatchiks and state
institutions, a nexus widely dubbed as ‘state capture’. The financial dealings of the Guptas and
their interface with the government in South Africa have tarnished the reputation of top global
accountancy and public relations firms. As this succession of scandals dampened the optimism
over the post-apartheid democratic transition, the ANC, Africa’s oldest national liberation
movement, saw its support plunge in the regional elections of 2016. The party conference in
December 2017 was viewed as an opportunity for the ANC leadership to stem the rot before the
next general elections, due in 2019. But the narrow win for Mr. Ramaphosa in the party polls over
Mr. Zuma’s ex-wife and preferred candidate meant the political transition was always going to be
bitter.

As his supporters took top positions in the new ANC executive, Mr. Zuma brazened it out in the
face of growing demands, within and outside the party and government, for his resignation as
President. Over the past decade he has survived many parliamentary motions against his rule,
thanks largely to the ANC’s reluctance to rely on the opposition for such a manoeuvre. Recently,
the South African Supreme Court criticised the legislature for failing to hold Mr. Zuma to account,
giving succour to those calling for his impeachment. But rather than pursue an extreme
parliamentary procedure, the ANC leadership has preferred an internal mechanism to ease the
President out. Mr. Ramaphosa and other ANC leaders have engaged Mr. Zuma in discussions
over a speedy political transition. The postponement of the President’s annual state of the nation
address, as also an emergency meeting of the ANC national executive signal that a resolution is in
the making. The 2019 elections will be an acid test of the ANC’s credibility. A change of guard
could also pull the government away from the populist slide of recent years. An icon of the
entrepreneurial spirit of South Africa’s black majority and Nelson Mandela’s preferred successor,
Mr. Ramaphosa is a pragmatist. A business tycoon who has also been a trade union leader, he is
well-placed to balance business interests and political imperatives. The days ahead may prove
crucial for him and the ANC.

Receive the best of The Hindu delivered to your inbox everyday!
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Cease fire: on India-Pakistan LoC tensions

The 2003 ceasefire agreement between India and Pakistan is now alive only in the breach, with
violations intensifying in number and much damage to life and livelihood along the border. The drift
can only be arrested through high-level political intervention to save this very significant bilateral
agreement between the two nuclear-armed neighbours. In the latest incident, four Indian soldiers,
including an Army Captain, were killed in the Bhimber Gali sector in cross-border firing that went
on through most of Sunday. These casualties are a natural extension of what has been unfolding
along the International Boundary as well as the Line of Control for the past several months. As a
result, 2017 has turned out to be the worst year since the agreement brought calm to the border
15 years ago. The ceasefire agreement had resulted in a dramatic drop in military casualties, and
thousands of border residents had been able to return home from temporary shelters on both
sides. It is important to see the 2003 agreement in the immediate context of the time. It came just
four years after the Kargil war, and soon after India and Pakistan almost went to war following the
December 13, 2001 terrorist attack on the Indian Parliament. The agreement was historic, and a
triumph of diplomacy — Pakistan Prime Minister Mir Zafarullah Khan Jamali announced a
unilateral ceasefire on the Line of Control on Id; India suggested including the Siachen heights,
and the ceasefire was eventually extended to the International Boundary. It was the high point of
Atal Bihari Vajpayee’s premiership, and his successor, Manmohan Singh, heeded the legacy.

Now, as the two countries are caught in a spiral of almost daily exchanges of fire along the
border, there is a danger of political rhetoric acquiring its own momentum. Already, 2017 has been
the worst year along the border since the ceasefire came into force, with at least 860 incidents of
ceasefire violations recorded on the LoC alone. By way of comparison, in 2015 there had been
152 incidents, and in 2016 there were 228. January 2018 recorded the highest number of
ceasefire violations in a month since 2003, according to estimates. According to data mentioned in
the Jammu and Kashmir Assembly, between January 18 and 22, 14 people including seven
civilians were killed and over 70 were injured in firing from the Pakistan side along the
International Boundary in Jammu, Kathua and Samba districts as well as along the LoC in Poonch
and Rajouri districts. Thousands of civilians have been forced to flee their border homes. Peace
on the border is difficult to achieve at the tactical level by military leaders. Restoring the ceasefire
requires real statesmanship, not brinkmanship.
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A disquieting silence

Since late last year, the crisis facing the Rohingya, Myanmar’s predominantly Muslim minority
group, has spiralled out of control and sent over 650,000 of the community fleeing to neighbouring
Bangladesh to escape violent attacks in Rakhine state on the border. The actions of soldiers
against the Rohingya in Myanmar bear the “hallmarks of genocide”, said a UN Special Envoy on
Human Rights. The UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, Zeid Ra’ad Al Hussein, called it a
“textbook example of ethnic cleansing.”

Yet India, which has a proud, if patchy, history of helping resolve crises in the subcontinent, has
done little more than send basic aid including 500 tonnes of rice, pulses, cooking oil, tea, noodles,
mosquito nets, and biscuits. Other than inking an “agreement” with Naypyidaw that normalcy and
development would be promoted in the restive Rakhine state, New Delhi’s only public position has
been to announce that it intends to send the nearly 40,000 Rohingya in India back to Myanmar.

Roughly half of this displaced community have been accepted as refugees for the last decade and
a half, and previous governments did not appear to find them to be a security threat. Could it be
sheer coincidence that as the Myanmar government’s crackdown was unleashed on this
vulnerable group, there has been increasingly strident talk in India of the Rohingya being
susceptible to radicalisation?

Without proof of this alleged radicalisation being made available publicly, we must conclude that
the talk of deportation may be little more than political posturing in tune with the tenor of our times.
It is in that context that the comment of the Minister of State for Home Affairs, Kiren Rijiju, has to
be viewed. He said: “As far as we are concerned, they are all illegal immigrants. They have no
basis to live here. Anybody who is an illegal immigrant has to be deported.”

While India argues that it is not a signatory to the 1951 Refugee Convention, which forbids a
country that accepts asylum seekers from returning them to a country where they face persecution
and worse (the concept of non-refoulement), it does not follow that sending the Rohingya back to
certain death is acceptable.

Myanmar has neither said nor done anything to indicate that it is willing to recognise the now
stateless Rohingya as citizens with basic rights, the first step to giving them a secure future.
Instead, the Army Chief, Senior General Min Aung Hlaing, refers to Rohingyas as “Bengalis”,
maintaining that they “are not natives”.

In terms of regional geopolitics, India has ceded the diplomatic high ground to China, never
famous for welcoming refugees. Beijing has stepped firmly into the breach, brokering the broad
outlines of what it hopes could be a solution.

With China taking a lead in bringing Myanmar and Bangladesh together in exploratory talks for the
eventual return of the Rohingya, South Block must realise that both Dhaka and Naypyidaw are
paying more attention to Beijing than they are to New Delhi.

Receive the best of The Hindu delivered to your inbox everyday!

Please enter a valid email address.

Marriage is a civil contract — adultery or divorce should have only civil consequences

END



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m
crackIAS.com

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



crackIAS.com
cr

ac
kIA

S.co
m

www.indianexpress.com 2018-02-09

A narrower field

The sentencing of former Bangladesh Prime Minister and Bangladesh Nationalist Party (BNP)
leader Khaleda Zia to five years in jail is on charges of corruption. In public perception, however,
Zia’s incarceration paves the way for a further consolidation of Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina’s
vast political power. If the BNP leader is not allowed to participate in general elections scheduled
for December this year, and her party boycotts the polls like it did five years ago in 2013, then
Hasina and her Awami League party may accumulate such untrammelled power that, many feel,
she may be tempted to transform Bangladesh into a state less democratic.

Of course, that day is still far away. But the fact remains that Hasina’s reputation at home has
rapidly deteriorated — from the brave courageous woman who returned home despite the fact that
her family members, including her father, Bangabandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rehman, were killed by
the assassin’s bullet in 1975. The nation was still so young, then, just born of a bloody war. But in
the past five years, during her

second term as prime minister, Bangladeshis are angry that she has seemingly condoned
nepotism, corruption and faction-fighting, and this has contributed to her growing unpopularity. By
all accounts, she has not been able to let go of her terrible personal animosity against Zia. She
believes the BNP is hand in glove with the Jamaat-i-Islami, several of whose members once
colluded with the enemy, Pakistan, in the liberation war. Some of this may even be true. Hasina’s
enormous trauma and perhaps even a personal desire for revenge may be understandable. But
for a prime minister to be seen to stake her country’s future at the altar of hate can only diminish
her — and drag her country down.

Hasina’s inability to create the democratic space that will allow her opponent to be judged by the
people of Bangladesh risks undermining the spirit of the liberation war in which most Bangladeshis
— including Khaleda’s husband, then Major Ziaur Rahman, who read the declaration of
independence on behalf of Sheikh Mujib on March 27, 1971 — fought shoulder to shoulder with
each other, against Pakistan. For Hasina, otherwise so brave in fighting both terrorists and radical
Islamists, to be seen to be actively creating the conditions to bring Zia down, is to sow the seeds
of a brittle state. The courts did well to convict Zia for corruption. But Bangladesh’s prime minister
needs to dig deeper into her reserves to build the sinews of a democratic and compassionate
nation today.
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With Khaleda in jail, Hasina becomes even stronger

“I will be back. There is no need to cry. Do not worry and be strong,” said Khaleda Zia to her
relatives this morning as she left for the Anti-Corruption Court in Dhaka, which has now sentenced
the former prime minister and opposition Bangladesh Nationalist Party (BNP) chief five years in
jail, for misappropriation of funds.

Zia’s son, Tarique Rahman, has also been sentenced to ten years in prison in the same case in
which mother and son were accused of embezzling $252,000, or 21 million taka, in foreign
donations meant for the Zia Orphanage Trust. The authorities accused her of setting up the Trust
just before the donations started flowing in.

Khaleda’s imprisonment will not allow her to contest the elections in Bangladesh slated for
December and is likely to inflame the infamous rivalry with her longtime opponent and prime
minister Sheikh Hasina.

The BNP had refused to contest the last general elections in 2013 as well, thereby allowing
Hasina to rule the roost for the last five years. But this time the BNP was all set to contest and
believed it would reap the advantage of Hasina’s falling popularity.

In fact, it was also being whispered – loudly – in Dhaka that if elections were to be held in
Bangladesh today, Hasina’s Awami League would lose.

Nevertheless, it’s unlikely that the BNP will contest if their main leader is in jail. Khaleda Zia’s
number two man in the party, BNP secretary general Mirza Fakhrul Islam Alamgir is a gentle,
bhadralok sort of guy and Zia’s imprisonment may be the perfect opportunity for the BNP to break
away from the dark shadows that have clung to her since the new country was formed in 1971,
and start a new chapter.

Read | Former Bangladesh PM Khaleda Zia gets 5 years jail in corruption case

But of course, that’s unlikely to happen. The fierce dynastic loyalties that verge on tribalism are
well-known in South Asia and there is no better example of this self-damage than the contest
between Bangladesh’s main political parties, both of whom are run by women.

No wonder then that Dhaka’s authorities had virtually put the city under siege this morning, in the
hours before the sentencing. Schools had taken the day off, as had public and private transport.
Police and paramilitary patrolled the streets in anticipation of violence.

It is not a coincidence that Sheikh Hasina inaugurated a new cantonment at Patuakhali in the
south-western coastal district which is named after her – the ‘Sheikh Hasina Cantonment’.

Bangladeshis say they are fed up with the aggrandizement of power in Hasina’s hands, even
though they acknowledge in the same breath that Khaleda Zia’s time in power was really a proxy
for her son Tarique Rahman, who had unleashed a reign of terror in Bangladesh when his mother
was prime minister from 2001-2006.

Tarique is currently in exile in London.

The BNP’s absence from the political scene for another five years will not only serve as a body
blow to the party’s influence across Bangladesh, it is also likely to emasculate its ideological ally,
the Jamiat-i- Islami. Hasina looks set to become stronger and even more powerful, much in the
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manner of her idol Indira Gandhi.
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PM Modi begins Arab outreach from Jordan

Narendra Modi received by his Jordan counterpart, Hani Al-Mulki, in Amman on Friday.PTIPTI  

Prime Minister Narendra Modi held bilateral discussions with King Abdullah II of Jordan on Friday,
the External Affairs Ministry said in an official statement. The parleys with the king in Amman was
the first of Mr. Modi’s meetings during the four-day trip to the West Asian region, which will include
a historic first visit to Palestine scheduled for Saturday.

“Prime Minister Narendra Modi had a very cordial meeting with His Majesty King of Jordan
immediately upon arrival in Amman. In a gracious and personal gesture, the king invited the Prime
Minister to his residence for the meeting,” Ministry spokesperson said in a social media message.

The meeting in Amman is likely to serve as a warm-up session as King Abdullah II is scheduled to
visit Delhi. “The King described the meeting as the beginning of a new chapter in our ties. Prime
Minister expressed sincere thanks for logistical support extended for smooth facilitation for his
Palestine visit,” the Ministry said.

Dehyphenated tour

The visit to Palestine to begin officially on Saturday is a de-hyphenated tour as Mr. Modi will enter
the territory of West Bank without having to go through Israel. He is expected to leave for
Ramallah, the Palestinian capital in a helicopter and leave for the United Arab Emirates after a
daylong visit.

“The Presidency announced that President Abbas and his guest, Prime Minister of India, will hold
a session of important talks, which will address the latest developments in the political process in
the region because of India’s international weight,” a statement from the office of President
Mahmoud Abbas of Palestine said. The statement described the visiting Indian Prime Minister as
the “grand guest.” In Ramallah, President Abbas will hold a luncheon in honour of Mr. Modi and
his delegation.

UAE trip

Following the trip to Ramallah, Mr. Modi will leave for the UAE for a two-day trip which is expected
to culminate in a number of bilateral agreements. The UAE media reported on Friday that India
and the UAE were expected to launch the first-ever naval exercise in the Gulf region, near the
coast of Abu Dhabi in March. Apart from such military and security cooperation, 12 to 14
agreements are likely to be signed, regional media has reported.

Mr. Modi will have a busy schedule in the UAE, with meetings lined up with the country’s leaders,
the Indian community and businessmen, India’s envoy in Abu Dhabi said.

He will arrive in Abu Dhabi on Saturday from Palestine and then will have bilateral engagements
followed by a banquet, Navdeep Singh Suri said. On Sunday, the Prime Minister will go to Dubai
where he will watch the live-streaming of a temple inauguration ceremony and then address the
Indian community at Opera House.

( With PTI inputs )
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Modi in Ramallah today, to discuss peace process

Narendra Modi at Queen Alia International Airport in Amman on Friday.PTIPTI  

Prime Minister Narendra Modi began his three-nation West Asia tour on Friday with a stopover in
the Jordanian capital, Amman, where he met King Abdullah II.

On Saturday, Mr. Modi will travel to Ramallah in the West Bank, the headquarters of the
Palestinian Authority, where he will hold talks with Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas. Mr.
Modi is the first Indian Prime Minister to visit Ramallah.

At Jordan’s Queen Alia International Airport, the Prime Minister was welcomed by Acting Prime
Minister Mamdouh Abbadi, Minister of State for Investment Affairs Muhannad Shehadeh, Amman
Mayor Yousef Shawarbeh, the Indian Ambassador in Amman and a number of civic and military
officials, according to Jordan’s Petra News Agency. Jordan’s Indian community representatives
also greeted him.

“Talks between the two sides covered the Palestinian cause, and Jordan’s role in protecting
Islamic and Christian holy sites in Jerusalem, based on the Hashemite custodianship over the holy
shrines,” Petra reported.

Later, Mr. Modi thanked the Jordanian King. “Landed in Amman. I thank His Majesty King
Abdullah II of Jordan for facilitating the transit,” Mr. Modi tweeted. “Had a wonderful meeting with
His Majesty King Abdullah II of Jordan. Our discussions today will give great strength to India-
Jordan bilateral relations,” he said in another tweet, posted both in Arabic and English.

In Ramallah, bilateral issues and the Israeli-Palestine peace process will be discussed by Mr. Modi
and Mr. Abbas, Palestinian officials in Ramallah said.

Abbas’s view

Earlier in an interview, Mr. Abbas said they would discuss the possible role India could play in the
peace process. “We will discuss the recent updates with Prime Minister Modi, and the recent
developments in the peace process, the bilateral relations, and the regional situations. And the
possible role India can play in enhancing peace in the region, as well as discussing different
economical aspects beyond the existing ties we already possess,” he said.

In Ramallah, the Prime Minister will lay a wreath on the tomb of late Palestinian leader Yasser
Arafat, tour the Arafat museum (both are located on the Palestinian Presidential Secretariat
premises), hold bilateral discussions and have lunch with the Palestinian leader. “All programmes
will be held in Muqata (Presidential compound). The PM is unlikely to travel elsewhere in
Ramallah,” one Indian diplomat said.

The visit comes weeks after Israel Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s visit to New Delhi. In July
last year, Mr. Modi became the first Indian Prime Minister to visit Israel. Indian diplomats say the
visit to Ramallah through Jordan without crossing through any of the Israeli checkpoints is
consistent with India’s “de-hyphenation policy”.

A Palestinian Liberation Organisation leader said India’s growing ties with Israel could benefit the
Palestinians. “The growing ties between them could be positive, because now India has more
leverage with Israel and can pressure it in our favour,” Ahmad Majdalani, a PLO Executive
Committee member, told The Jerusalem Post .
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‘We need India’s help to solve the impasse’

International actors may intervene to try and resolve the current crisis in the Maldives, but India
alone can be the game changer, according to the island nation’s exiled former President
Mohamed Nasheed.

“I have faith in India,” he said, amid few indications from New Delhi on its response to the
development.

“Without doubt, we need India’s robust physical presence there to solve this problem,” he said, in
a select media briefing on Thursday. The ex-President — who has been living in London since
2016, after the U.K. granted him political asylum — is currently in Colombo.

Increased scrutiny

On February 5, the Maldivian government declared a state of emergency, following it up with a
spate of high-profile arrests that have put President Abdulla Yameen under increasing
international scrutiny.

The U.S., the U.K., the European Union, India and the UN have all criticised his government for
defying a Supreme Court order which had called for the release of his jailed political opponents,
including Mr. Nasheed.

Earlier this week, the former President had appealed to India, asking for military intervention in the
Maldives.

Observing that he was aware of India’s “ambivalence” towards him, Mr. Nasheed said it was on
account of two reasons — his opening of the Chinese embassy in Male ahead of SAARC summit
in 2011, and the position he took around the Copenhagen climate change summit in 2009, that the
increase in global temperature should be below 2°C which, he said, was not well received by
India. He had reasons for both, he explained, pointing to diplomatic obligations and his own
campaign against climate change.

He, however, said he felt a close connection with India — be it through literature, Bollywood films
or food. “India may not like me [for some reasons], but all I am saying is please listen to me.” His
Maldivian Democratic Party (MDP) and India have common interests and shared concerns — like
the increasing Chinese presence in the Maldives, and the apparently growing Islamist
radicalisation — he said.

‘Time is running out’

Mr. Nasheed has in the past accused China of grabbing land in the Maldives — he said he has
commissioned research papers on the topic — and of creating a debt trap. “While we are not
against FDIs, we don’t need vanity projects and roads leading nowhere.”

Indicating that time was running out, he urged India to intervene soon. According to the Maldives’s
Constitution, the Parliament needs to approve declaration of a State of Emergency within 48
hours.

If the House is not in session — the government has indefinitely postponed Parliament session
citing security concerns — it has to convene within 14 days.
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Meanwhile, a popular, privately-owned television network in the Maldives shut down late on
Friday, citing threats to its staff, as the government continued its crackdown on dissent.

Channel shuts down

RaajjeTV, which airs news in the local Dhivehi language as well as English, had started receiving
threats following its coverage of the February 1 Supreme Court ruling that set off the crisis.

“In spite of serious threats and intimidation, which escalated after the government’s declaration of
a state of emergency, the police service has stopped protecting RaajjeTV, while security is being
provided to government-backed TV stations,” the channel said in a statement, adding that it had
no choice but to suspend its regular services safety to ensure the security and security of the
station and its staff.
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As India looks west

Women in Iran are taking off their head scarves in a bold protest against Iran’s rule on compulsory
wearing of the veil in public. It was among the first prohibitions imposed by the Islamic Republic
after the 1979 revolution. Women in Saudi Arabia are learning how to drive as they await legal
sanction this summer. Riyadh has also lifted a four decade-old ban on movie theatres. The current
clamour for liberation from social controls imposed in the name of religion is one of the many
surprising turns in the Middle East.

Another one is the quest for “moderate Islam”. Key leaders of the region, President Abdel Fattah
al-Sisi of Egypt, Mohammed bin Zayed, the crown prince of the United Arab Emirates, and
Mohammed bin Salman, crown prince of Saudi Arabia, have all made reclaiming Islam from the
extremist groups an important political priority. For decades now, the region’s political leadership
has been under pressure to yield to the conservative religious flank. Any reversal, of course, would
be hugely consequential for India and the world.

As it intensifies its engagement with the Middle East this week and the next, Delhi must come to
terms with a changing region and the opportunities it presents. External Affairs Minister Sushma
Swaraj visited Saudi Arabia this week and Prime Minister Narendra Modi is traveling to Palestine,
Oman and the United Arab Emirates. India is expected to host President Hassan Rouhani of Iran
next month.

Although Delhi’s relations with the Middle East have gained greater traction, many feel there is
need for the articulation of objectives and a strategy to achieve them. Suggestions have often
been made for the formulation of a “Look West Policy” that puts India’s relations with the region on
a sound basis. The success of India’s “Look East Policy”, many believe, provides a persuasive
precedent. The transformation of India’s engagement with South East Asia was celebrated last
month by the presence of the 10 ASEAN leaders at the annual Republic Day celebrations.

But comparisons between the regions to India’s east and west are not very useful.

One big difference between the two regions is an institutional framework that facilitates India’s
regional diplomacy. If the Association of South East Asian Nations has been the vehicle for India’s
expanding partnership with South East Asia, there is no similar forum in the Middle East.

Groupings such as the Arab League, or the Organisation of Islamic Conference, were never really
effective. Even more narrowly focused organisations like the Gulf Cooperation Council are
beginning to crack amid the region’s turbulence. Once formed to counter the Iranian threat, the
GCC is badly divided today. The Saudi-UAE effort to marginalise another member of the GCC is
part of the story.

The ASEAN’s process-driven diplomacy, with multiple lines of continuous engagement, puts
pressure on India to stay focused on its Look East Policy. In the Middle East, the principal impulse
has to be India’s own strategic appreciation of the region matched by a vigorous bilateralism.
Rapport at the leadership level is critical for success in a region ruled mostly by monarchs and
strong rulers. The PM’s personal diplomacy in the region, however, has not been matched by the
ability of Delhi’s bureaucracy to follow through on declarations and joint statements.

One important reason for Delhi’s success east of India has been the absence of domestic political
discord over the region. Ideological, political and religious divisions in India over the Middle East
have long complicated Delhi’s thinking of the region. The Partition of the Subcontinent produced a
set of outcomes that complicated India’s relations with the Middle East.
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In the first decades after Independence, India had bet that its commitment to pan-Arabism and
anti-imperialism would counter Pakistan’s claims for special affection of the region as a state
founded on Islam. While religion remains important, pan-Islamism is no longer a dominant force in
shaping the politics of the region. The rise of sectarianism has undercut pan-Islamism while
individual national interests have blunted the idea of ethnic Arab solidarity.

After the Cold War, India gingerly stepped out to pursue a more practical policy towards the
region. Even as India’s economic ties deepened after the economic reforms launched in 1991,
Delhi appeared defensive in the region. If too much of political grand-standing marked India’s
engagement with the region before the Cold War, Delhi appeared too timid since the 1990s. While
the politics of the region evolved, Delhi seemed to be tied down by the past.

Consider, for example, Delhi’s persistent tendency to view the region in terms of the conflict
between Israel and Arab states. There is a perception that Modi’s visit to Palestine is part of
Delhi’s perceived need to find a balance between the two relationships, especially after the PM
traveled to Israel last year. The purported “de-hyphenation” of India’s ties with Israel and Palestine
has not reduced the compulsion of seeing the two relationships as tightly interlinked.

This seems at odds with what is happening in the region. Israel, which once embraced Shah Reza
Pahlavi’s Iran to balance the Arabs, is now partnering the Sunni Arabs to defeat the growing
influence of Shia Iran. It also collaborates with the conservative Arab regimes in fighting the Sunni
extremists.

Meanwhile, the Sunni monarchies that traditionally looked to the United States to ensure their
security, are taking matters into their own hands to shape the regional security architecture.
Troops backed by Saudi Arabia and the UAE are battling groups backed by Iran across the region.
That the conflict between Iran and the Sunni Muslims today is stronger than that between Arabs
and Israel hardly makes an impression on the Indian debate.

Navigating the multiple internal contradictions of the Middle East has never been easy for external
powers. India may not need a formal “Look West policy” to realise the new opportunities in the
region if Delhi views the Middle East on its own merits, pays sustained political attention, and
delivers on the Indian economic and security commitments made at the highest levels.
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Kim invites South Korean President to Pyongyang

Building ties:South Korean President Moon Jae-in with Kim Jong-un's sister, Kim Yo-jong, in
Seoul.AP  

North Korean leader Kim Jong-un invited the South’s President Moon Jae-in for a summit in
Pyongyang on Saturday, Seoul said, even as the U.S. warned against falling for Pyongyang’s
Olympic charm offensive.

The invitation, delivered by Mr. Kim’s visiting sister Kim Yo-jong, said he was willing to meet the
South’s leader “at the earliest date possible”, said a spokesperson for the presidential Blue House.

An inter-Korean summit would be the third of its kind, after Mr. Kim’s father and predecessor Kim
Jong-il met the South’s Kim Dae-jung and Roh Moo-hyun in 2000 and 2007 respectively, both of
them in Pyongyang.

Mr. Moon did not immediately accept the invitation. But the prospect could sow division between
the dovish leader, who has long argued for engagement with the nuclear-armed North to bring it to
the negotiating table, and U.S. President Donald Trump, who last year traded personal insults and
threats of war with Mr. Kim.

Washington insists that Pyongyang — which is under multiple sets of UN Security Council
sanctions — must take concrete steps towards denuclearisation before any negotiations can
happen.

After months of silence on whether it would even take part in the Pyeongchang Winter Olympics in
the South, the Games have driven a rapprochement on the peninsula, while the North’s athletes,
performers and delegates have dominated the headlines.

Mr. Moon met Ms. Kim Yo-jong — a close confidante of her brother and the first member of the
dynasty to set foot in the South since the Korean War — and the North’s ceremonial head of state
Kim Yong-nam at the Blue House in Seoul.

“We hope to see you in Pyongyang at an early date,” Ms. Kim Yo-jong told Mr. Moon after
delivering a personal letter from her brother, according to officials.

Reunification prospects

“We want to see President Moon become a protagonist in opening a new chapter for reunification
and leave great footprints in history,” she said.

The two Koreas have been divided since the conflict ended in a ceasefire in 1953, and the
democratic South has risen to become the world’s 11th-largest economy, while the North has
stagnated under the Kim family’s rule.

The offer could put Mr. Moon in a delicate diplomatic quandary, but he avoided a direct response,
said his spokesperson Kim Eui-kyeom, and called instead for efforts to “create the right conditions”
for a visit.

Mr. Moon urged Pyongyang to actively seek an “absolutely necessary” dialogue with Washington,
he said.
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Tensions between the two soared last year as Pyongyang launched intercontinental ballistic
missiles capable of reaching the U.S. mainland and carried out by far its most powerful nuclear
test to date.

‘Propaganda charade’

“The U.S. will not allow the propaganda charade by the North Korean regime to go unchallenged
on the world stage,” U.S. Vice President Mike Pence tweeted on Saturday. “The world can NOT
turn a blind eye to the oppression & threats of the Kim regime.”he said. Analysts believe the
Olympic diplomatic drive by the North — which put its ICBMs on show at a military parade in
Pyongyang on Thursday — seeks to loosen the sanctions against it and undermine the alliance
between Seoul and Washington.

They expressed scepticism on the prospects for a summit, with professor Koh Yu-hwan of
Dongguk University not expecting one “in the foreseeable future.”

The North Korean delegation then took the bullet train to Gangneung, the venue of all ice
competitions, and attended a banquet hosted by the South’s Unification Minister Cho Myong-gyon.
“Although it’s my first time here, it doesn’t feel strange. It’s not unfamiliar,” Ms. Kim Yo-jung said
when asked by one of the South Koreans at the dinner how she feels on the other side of the
border.
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Modi treads cautiously on status of Jerusalem

During his historic visit to Palestine, Prime Minister Narendra Modi on Saturday reaffirmed India’s
support for the Palestinian cause, and called for dialogue to find a permanent solution to the crisis,
but stopped short of saying anything on the contested issue of the status of Jerusalem.

Traditionally, Indian statements of support for Palestine have said that India backs an
independent, sovereign state of Palestine within the 1967 borders and East Jerusalem as its
capital. Two years ago, when then President Pranab Mukherjee visited Jordan, Israel and
Palestine, he said: “I reiterated India’s principled support to the Palestinian cause and called for a
negotiated solution resulting in a sovereign, independent, viable and united State of Palestine, with
East Jerusalem as its capital, living within secure and recognised borders, side by side at peace
with Israel as endorsed in the Quartet Roadmap and relevant UNSC [United Nations Security
Council] Resolutions.”

The Quartet Roadmap he referred to is the two-state plan suggested by the U.S., the European
Union, Russia and the UN to resolve the Israeli-Palestine conflict.

Manmohan’s stand

In November 2013, then Prime Minister Manmohan Singh issued a statement on the occasion of
the International Solidarity Day with the Palestinian People, reiterating India’s position. “India
supports a negotiated resolution, resulting in a sovereign, independent, viable and united State of
Palestine with East Jerusalem as its capital, living within secure and recognised borders side by
side and at peace with Israel...,” it read.

However, in the statement issued by Prime Minister Modi after the India visit of Palestine
President Mahmoud Abbas in May 2017, there was no reference to Jerusalem. “[W]e hope to see
the realisation of a sovereign, independent, united and viable Palestine, co-existing peacefully with
Israel. I have reaffirmed our position on this to President Abbas during our conversation today,”
the Prime Minister said on May 16, 2017.

On Saturday in Ramallah, Mr. Modi has reiterated this line, with no direct reference either to the
borders or to Jerusalem. The Prime Minister said India hoped to see an independent sovereign
Palestine living in a peaceful environment, whereas President Abbas, in his statement, stressed
achieving the national goals of Palestine “according to the two-state solution on the 1967 borders
and the resolutions of international legitimacy. And Israel in peace and security, with East
Jerusalem as the capital of a Palestinian state.”

Recently, U.S. President Donald Trump’s recognition of Jerusalem as Israel’s capital has triggered
an angry response from the Palestinians and criticisms from different parts of the world.

UN vote

India voted against Mr. Trump’s Jerusalem move in the UN General Assembly in December 2017.
After Mr. Trump’s move, the External Affairs Ministry issued a statement saying “India’s position
on Palestine is independent and consistent”, but again without any reference to Jerusalem.

Mr. Modi said nothing on Israel while giving the press statement in Ramallah.
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Praise for India’s ‘noble and dignified positions’

President Mahmoud Abbas of Palestine on Saturday expressed thanks for “the noble and dignified
positions India has taken towards the Palestinians”.

Speaking after bilateral talks with Prime Minister Narendra Modi at Ramallah’s Presidential
compound, Mr Abbas said, “I would like to reaffirm our commitment to political actions to meet our
national goals of freedom and independence, according to the two-state solution on the 1967
borders and the resolutions of the international legitimacy. And Israel in peace and security with
East Jerusalem as the capital of a Palestinian state.”

“Only diplomacy and farsightedness can set free from violence and baggage of the past. We know
it is not easy but we need to keep trying as a lot is at stake,” Mr Modi said.

Great standing

“We rely on India’s role as an international voice of great standing and weight through its historical
role in the Non-Aligned Movement and in all international forum and its increasingly growing power
on the strategic and economic levels, in a way that is conducive to just and desired peace in our
region,” he added.

After visiting the Yasser Arafat mausoleum, Mr. Modi was offered a red carpet welcome by
President Mahmoud Abbas.

Besides the Palestinian leadership and officials, a small group of religious leaders and
representatives of the Indian community in Jerusalem were also present at Muqa’ata. Immediately
after the bilateral discussions and the signing of the MoUs, Mr. Modi left for Amman from where he
took a flight to the UAE.
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A nation’s respect

National honour:Mahmoud Abbas gives Narendra Modi the Grand Collar of the State of Palestine,
in Ramallah.AP  

Prime Minister Narendra Modi was on Saturday conferred the Grand Collar of the State of
Palestine, the highest Palestinian honour for foreign dignitaries, in recognition of his contributions
to promoting relations between India and Palestine.

President Mahmoud Abbas bestowed the honour after the conclusion of the bilateral meeting here.
During a joint press statement, Mr. Abbas said the interaction was a good opportunity to express
to Mr. Modi “how much respect and how high a standing you personally have through your wise
and creative and brave leadership and in establishing peace”. Mr. Modi said the honour was a
proud moment for India and was reflective of the friendship between India and Palestine.

The commendation reads, “In recognition of his wise leadership and his lofty national and
international stature, and in appreciation of his efforts to promote the historic relations between the
State of Palestine and the Republic of India.”
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India should tread lightly in the Maldives

President Abdulla Yameen of the Maldives has shown little regard for the world community’s calls
to roll back the emergency he imposed last week to cling on to power. The “China factor” seems to
be a key reason for his bravado at a time when his opponents have been urging India to step in,
militarily if required, to shore up the island nation’s floundering democratic set-up. China, which
has sizeable investments in the Maldives and accounts for more than 70% of the country’s foreign
debt, has repeatedly warned against any outside intervention and described the political crisis as
an internal affair that should be resolved by the stakeholders. Beijing did, however, somewhat
modify its stance on Friday by saying it is in the “common interest” of India and China to maintain
stability in the Maldives — a tacit acknowledgement of New Delhi’s role and influence in the
region.

As things stand, the opposition in the Maldives is in no position to take on Mr Yameen, backed as
he is by the military and the police force, and it is natural for leaders such as former president
Mohamed Nasheed to turn to traditional ally, India. China may have poured millions of dollars into
the Maldives, but there is a growing realisation among the polity that its presence isn’t exactly
benign. Some have even raised India’s military intervention in the Maldives in 1988 while seeking
action from New Delhi. But the situations are different. Thirty years ago, India had intervened to
stop a coup by mercenaries, but the ongoing turmoil has Mr Yameen pitted against other
Maldivian politicians and institutions. Therefore, a military operation may not be the ideal way to
resolve the crisis and also ensure that democracy, however weak it may currently be, takes
deeper roots in the Maldives.

There are some voices suggesting India hasn’t done enough, or that it hasn’t acted with alacrity. It
would be better for India not to act in haste. Things have started moving in New Delhi, as was
evident when Mr Yameen’s special envoy was informed he needn’t bother coming to India till the
Maldivian president has addressed the world community’s concerns about the undermining of
democratic institutions and the judiciary. Prime Minister Narendra Modi and President Donald
Trump, in their latest phone conversation, made a pointed reference to concerns about the crisis.
As the pieces fall into place, the Maldives crisis could be perfect opportunity for India, the US and
other players to use the much vaunted Indo-Pacific strategy to find a solution to a regional
problem.
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India, UAE to deepen strategic ties, counter terror

Diaspora’s arena:Prime Minister Narendra Modi greets the Indian community at Dubai Opera in
Abu Dhabi on Saturday.PTI  

India and the UAE will hold a bilateral naval exercise, the External Affairs Ministry announced on
Sunday.

The declaration came during Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s discussion with the leadership of the
Gulf country with both sides agreeing to deepen the strategic partnership and counter terrorism in
“all forms”.

“The two leaders welcomed the decision taken during the latest round of JDCC [Joint Defence
Cooperation Committee] held in New Delhi in December 2017 to conduct the first bilateral Naval
Exercise during 2018,” a press statement from the Ministry said. It explained that maritime security
would be a crucial domain of India-UAE cooperation focussing on the Indian Ocean and the Gulf
region.

The Hindu had earlier reported that the naval exercise, is likely to take place in March off the coast
of Abu Dhabi. Apart from the announcement for joint maritime cooperation, Prime Minister Modi
and the Crown Prince of Abu Dhabi, Sheikh Mohammed bin Zayed Al Nahyan, expressed joint
commitment against tackling terrorism and threats to stability in the region.

Double standards

Making common cause against international terrorism, a joint statement issued at the end of Mr.
Modi’s discussions with the hosts said, “The two sides deplored the adoption of double standards
in addressing the menace of international terrorism and agreed to strengthen cooperation in
combating terrorism both at the bilateral level and within the multilateral system. The two sides
resolved to continue working together towards the adoption of India’s proposed Comprehensive
Convention on International Terrorism in the United Nations.”

Apart from a common intent to fight terrorism, both sides affirmed partnership on the cyber front
and declared that joint research and development centres of excellence to fight cyber threats will
be expedited.

Both sides also reviewed contribution from UAE’s sovereign wealth fund ADIA (Abu Dhabi
Investment Authority). “Prime Minister Modi welcomed ADIA’s participation in India’s National
Infrastructure Investment Fund as an anchor investor and welcomed DP World’s agreement with
NIIF to create a joint investment platform for ports, terminals, transportation and logistics
businesses in India,” the MEA said in its statement on the visit, which also witnessed a landmark
concession to an ONGC-led energy consortium by ADMA-OPCO in lower Zakum oil fields of UAE.
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Abu Dhabi temple will be a medium of identity: PM

Temple Committee members meet Narendra Modi and Crown Prince Sheikh Mohammed Bin
Zayed Al Nahyan.PTI  

Prime Minister Narendra Modi on Sunday inaugurated a project for the construction of the first
Hindu temple in Abu Dhabi, describing it as a “catalytic agent” of humanity and harmony that
would become a medium of India’s identity.

He laid the foundation stone for the Swaminarayan temple of the Bochasanwasi Shri Akshar
Purushottam Swaminarayan Sanstha through videoconferencing from the Dubai Opera House,
where he addressed the members of the Indian community.

“I would like to request all those associated with the construction of the temple that the rulers here
have shown so much respect for India. They have been proud of India’s cultural history. Now, it is
our responsibility to ensure that there is no mistake on our part,” he said to applause. Mr. Modi
asked the people involved in the construction of the temple and the worshippers not to cause harm
to others. “This is my expectation from you,” he said.

He thanked Crown Prince of Abu Dhabi Mohamed bin Zayed Al Nahyan on behalf of the 125 crore
Indians for the construction of the temple. “People were surprised when Abu Dhabi’s Crown Prince
took forward the talks on building a temple in Abu Dhabi. I wholeheartedly thank his Highness on
behalf of all 125 crore Indians.” He said the temple would become a “medium of India’s identity”.
“We have grown in a culture where temples are a medium of humanity ... Holy place is a catalytic
agent of humanity and harmony,” he said.

“I believe this temple will be unique in architecture and splendour and will give a message of
Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam to the people across the world,” he said.

The temple committee members presented the temple literature to Mr. Modi and Mohamed bin
Zayed Al Nahyan in Abu Dhabi on Saturday.

2020 deadline

The temple will come up on 55,000 square metres of land. The structure will be hand-carved by
Indian artisans and assembled in the UAE. It will be completed by 2020 and open to people of all
religious backgrounds.

It will be the first traditional Hindu stone temple in West Asia, said a spokesperson of the Sanstha,
a socio-spiritual Hindu organisation set up in 1907. It runs over 1,100 temples and cultural centres
around the world.

The temple will be a replica of the one in New Delhi and another under construction in New
Jersey.

I believe this temple will give a message of ‘Vasudhaiva Kutumbakam’
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Let the chips fall where they may

Dealing with the unfolding political drama in the Maldives, which has undeniable geopolitical
implications for New Delhi, requires a great deal of craft, patience and diplomacy. Not force. More
importantly, restoring democracy and civil liberties in Male, or anywhere else in the region, should
not be our business. It’s for the islanders there to do that as they deem fit. And yet, New Delhi
must look after its strategic interests in the increasingly chaotic Indian Ocean Region. The success
of Indian diplomacy would lie in striking the ‘Goldilocks’ balance in dealing with Male; neither too
hot nor too cold.

Ever since Abdulla Yameen Abdul Gayoom became the President of the island nation in 2013, the
country has grown closer to China, and has consistently used the oldest trick in the playbook of
small states: playing big neighbours against each other, to get what it wants. In 2012, for instance,
it cancelled an Indian firm’s contract to expand Male airport and awarded it to a Chinese one, in
2014, fraying nerves in New Delhi. There are also fears — so far only fears — that Male might
eventually allow Chinese military presence on its soil, thereby providing China with a strategic
military base in the Indian Ocean.

Who is Mohamed Nasheed?

The current events, therefore, have New Delhi worried, and rightly so. The recentstatement by the
Ministry of External Affairs makes no efforts to conceal India’s worries: “We are disturbed by the
declaration of a State of Emergency in the Maldives following the refusal of the Government to
abide by the unanimous ruling of the full bench of the Supreme Court on 1 February, and also by
the suspension of Constitutional rights of the people of Maldives.”

However, the fact that New Delhi is in touch with the U.S. and China and also pushing for the
United Nations to send a fact-finding mission to the Maldives shows that there is a sober
recognition that force is not the way to resolve the Maldivian crisis. This is despite enthusiastic
calls by several members of the Indian strategic community to adopt harder measures to resolve
the crisis.

First, let’s examine India’s real stakes in the Maldives before exploring the various options
available and their associated challenges. New Delhi’s fundamental concern is not the suspension
of civil liberties or setback to democracy in the Maldives. It’s China: how China would increase its
stocks in Male at the expense of India lies at the heart of Indian anxieties about the political
impasse in the Maldives. In New Delhi’s mind, then, the game is increasingly zero sum, and
winning it would require reinstating India’s lost glory in the Maldives, something the embattled
former President, Mohamed Nasheed, is promising to do.

Let’s put India’s apprehensions in context. India has of late been anxious about its steadily losing
stature in the neighbourhood: its inability to act in the Maldives will only further accentuate this
reality. India’s carefully constructed identity of being the “successor-state-of-the-British-Raj”
strongly informed the early decades of its regional policy. Assertions of India’s Raj tradition in the
neighbourhood have been resisted by the smaller countries of the region, often without much
success. However, the rise of China has fundamentally changed the equation by giving them an
opportunity to demand more respect and negotiate better terms of engagement. South Asia
traditionally had one hegemon, India; today it has two, India and China. Small states of the region
are indeed the winners in this new balance of power game. The emerging discontents of India’s
regional policy need to be viewed in this historical context.

Drama on the high seas, 30 years ago
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These new geopolitical realities also necessitate that New Delhi alters its approach to dealing with
the region and appreciates the aspirations of the region’s small states, keeping in mind their
increased choices. In other words, the sooner India is able to rejig its regional policy to suit the
post-hegemonic milieu in South Asia the better it will be able to grapple with the emerging realities
therein. In that spirit, then, India should desist from undertaking “civilising missions” to educate its
neighbours on civil liberties and democracy. Let the democratic chips in Maldives fall where they
may.

There are several reasons why direct/overt military or political intervention in the Maldives to
correct the democratic process there is a bad idea and could damage India’s interests in the long
term. Those who argue that Washington and the western powers expect India to resolve the crisis
in the Maldives seem to forget that there is increasing recognition today that humanitarian
intervention often leads to more chaos than order. And the crisis in the Maldives is not even
humanitarian in nature.

From a purely instrumental point of view, the costs of an Indian intervention gone wrong (which it
is likely to) would far outweigh any potential benefits from a successful intervention, even if we
hypothetically accept that an intervention might be successful. Given the fact that Mr. Gayoom
does enjoy some domestic political support, Indian intervention would certainly make one faction
in the country unhappy which would accuse India of undermining its sovereignty. Moreover, if Mr.
Gayoom prolongs the emergency and does not restore normalcy in the country, he is likely to lose
support domestically. On the other hand, if New Delhi intervenes, he will use it to drum up popular
support.

Call to democracy

If so, anything short of a full-fledged intervention that forcibly removes him from power may indeed
be counter-productive. But if New Delhi uses force to dethrone him, the question is what next? Is
India willing to brave its aftermath, the nature of which is presently unpredictable? Recall how the
American calculation about Iraqis stepping up to support democracy once it intervened to dethrone
Saddam Hussein went horribly wrong.

Second, an Indian intervention, especially by an overtly Hindu-right wing government, will push the
Maldives towards more Islamist politics, something the Gayoom regime will use to its advantage.

If it’s the growing relationship between Male and Beijing that New Delhi is concerned about, there
is no guarantee that a military or some other overt form of intervention in the Maldives would
ensure a rift between China and the Maldives. In fact, it may even have the reverse effect.

Indian intervention could also complicate life for over 25,000 Indian expatriates who live and work
in the Maldives. Then there is the legal challenge: an intervention could constitute a clear violation
of the UN Charter and international law. Finally, sermons about civil liberties and democracy are a
double-edged sword that could easily come back to haunt us.

In short, New Delhi has very little moral, legal and political locus standi to justify an intervention in
the Maldives. It’s at best an interested party whose best bet is diplomacy and persuasion.

Intervening in what is strictly a domestic political issue of the Maldives would also be in breach of
India’s traditional approach to dealing with crises in its neighbourhood. The 1971 intervention in
the then East Pakistan was primarily the result of a 10-million-heavy refugee burden on India. Both
Operation Cactus of 1988 and the Indian Peace Keeping Force in the late 1980s were undertaken
when India was explicitly invited to do so. In the early 2000s, when the Sri Lankan government
requested India to intervene to help defeat the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam, New Delhi
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declined the offer. This is not to say that New Delhi has not covertly intervened in the domestic
affairs of its neighbours or applied pressure on the smaller ones. The recent Indian involvement in
Sri Lanka is an example of the former and India’s 2015 blockade against Nepal, the latter. In any
case, New Delhi’s interventions on invitation as well as its covert interventions have only produced
mixed results. Carrying out a military operation in Maldives today, in full public view, would not sit
well with this tradition, nor will it achieve India’s strategic objectives.

Happymon Jacob is Associate Professor of Disarmament Studies, Centre for International Politics,
Organization and Disarmament, School of International Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University
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The solitary prisoner

Finally, after legal proceedings dragging on for close to a decade, judgment has been delivered in
the graft case against former Bangladesh Prime Minister Khaleda Zia. The authorities did not lose
a moment in carting her off to prison within minutes of the judgment being pronounced. She was
driven to the old and now abandoned Dhaka central jail. In all likelihood, at least until a bail petition
is moved on her behalf by her lawyers, she will be the only inmate in the red building built in the
British era and which has in its time been home to such prominent Bengali politicians as
Bangladesh’s founding father Sheikh Mujibur Rahman. The prison remains notorious for the
murder, in 1975, of four national leaders who led the country’s government-in-exile during its war
against Pakistan in 1971.

The irony for Begum Zia, who has twice been head of government, is that she is in prison not
because of any political reason but because her conviction came on the heels of a corruption case
filed against her, her elder son and others in 2008, by the military-backed caretaker government
then in office. The charges in the case related to defalcation of money from the Zia Orphanage
Trust, a body set up by Begum Zia when she was in power. Once the Awami League returned to
power in the general election of December 2008, it made it clear that proceedings in the case
would continue. Indeed, even as cases filed against politicians of the ruling party were quashed,
and it was given out that the cases were politically motivated, those against Zia’s Bangladesh
Nationalist Party were kept going.

Last Thursday, Khaleda Zia had a sentence of five years in prison slapped on her. Others involved
in the case, including her exiled elder son Tarique Rahman, were sentenced to ten years’
imprisonment each. Tarique Rahman has been living in London since he was forced out of the
country by the caretaker government led by Fakhruddin Ahmed in 2008. He has clearly opted for a
life abroad owing to the many cases filed against him in Dhaka.

Now that Begum Zia is in prison, a whole series of questions has come up with regard to the state
of national politics in the days ahead. Of course, BNP activists and workers have so far been
unable to mount any agitation in light of their leader’s conviction on corruption charges. But, given
that this happens to be an election year, the BNP chairperson’s incarceration raises serious
questions about the future of her party, which remains, along with the ruling Awami League,
powerful, owing to its mass appeal. The senior figures of the party have, of course, decided that
the leadership of the BNP will now be exercised by Tarique Rahman. That decision ignores the
larger reality, which is that Rahman remains in exile and is therefore in a position that will not allow
him to exercise day-to-day control over the party. Making matters worse for the party is that
Tarique Rahman, too, has been sentenced to a prison term along with his mother in the
orphanage case. For the BNP to remain in the hands of a mother-son duo judged corrupt by the
judiciary does not reflect well on the party.

The degree to which the judgment on Khaleda Zia will affect the fortunes of the ruling Awami
League is also a huge question today. In recent months, the government has stumbled in some
very important areas, notably in the banking sector and education. Two banks — Farmers Bank
and Janata Bank — are in deep trouble as a result of the mismanagement which has
characterised their working. In both instances, individuals with pronounced loyalty to the Awami
League have presided over the fortunes of the banks.

None of these bad administrators has been brought to justice, which raises a good number of
questions about the much-touted rule of law that the government claims is underpinning the socio-
political system. Education has been badly wounded by the endless leaks of questions all the way
from primary schools to examinations for the country’s civil service. Despite demands for a change
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at the ministry, the minister for education has not resigned or been asked to resign.

Meanwhile, demands are being made for an inclusive election this year. In a subtle way, the
argument from those making such demands is that the election at the end of this year must not be
a repeat of the last one in January 2014, when the BNP boycotted the ballot and as many as 153
individuals were elected to parliament unopposed. This time round, conditions promise to be
different, with the BNP seemingly determined not to repeat the mistake it made nearly five years
ago. The leading figures of the Awami League have publicly made it known that they would like
the BNP to join the election, but in the conditions now arising out of the sentencing of the BNP’s
leader to a five-year prison term (her lawyers will appeal, though), the waters have become
muddied somewhat. And the fact cannot be ignored that the BNP has persisted with its demand
for what it calls an election-time interim government to oversee the voting. Prime Minister Sheikh
Hasina and her Awami League have predictably dismissed the suggestion.
Between now and December, it is reasonable to assume Bangladesh will go through much
convulsion. The incarceration of Khaleda Zia is not the end of the story. It could well be the
beginning of a new act in the drama of Bangladesh’s tortuous politics.
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Endgame in Bangladesh

With the sentencing of former Bangladesh Prime Minister and chairperson of the opposition
Bangladesh Nationalist Party (BNP) Begum Khaleda Zia to five years rigorous imprisonment in a
corruption case, the country enters into uncharted waters.

For as long as most Bangladeshis have been alive, political power in the country has been more
or less evenly divided between the Awami League (AL) and the BNP. But now, for the first time, it
looks as though one of the parties is within striking distance of a blow that will take the other party
out of contention permanently, thereby ushering in a new era in domestic politics.

BNP and AL traded terms in office from 1991, when the BNP came to power following the first
elections after nearly a decade of military rule, with the AL coming to power in 1996 and the BNP
returning in 2001.

But one could argue that the BNP sowed the seeds of its current political disenfranchisement with
its misbegotten rule from 2001 to 2006. Not only did the BNP-led alliance government set new
standards for corruption, which would see Bangladesh ranked the most corrupt country in the
world for five years in a row by the anti-corruption watchdog Transparency International, but it
presided over a time of unprecedented violence against the country’s minority community and the
political opposition. This included the assassination of two senior AL leaders and a grenade attack
on an AL public meeting that killed 24 people and injured over 300, narrowly missing then
opposition leader and current Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina. For this, the son of Ms. Zia, Tarique
Rahman, and then home minister Lutfozzaman Babar, among others, are currently on trial for
murder.

Analysis: Is it the end of the road for Khaleda Zia?

The BNP’s misrule came to an end when a military-backed caretaker government seized power on
January 11, 2007. The party has spent the 11 years since then in the political wilderness. Eleven
years is a long time to be out of power in politics.

Initially, the BNP was in no worse position than the AL, both of which were targeted by the military-
backed regime. But when elections were held in December 2008, in which the AL saw a landslide
victory, the BNP began its downward slide to political oblivion, as the AL was able to leverage the
perquisites of office to rebuild itself into the dominant political force in the country. BNP then
suffered the usual indignities and routine repression of a party in opposition in Bangladesh, but
nothing out of the ordinary, and opinion polls and local elections in advance of the 2014 national
elections showed that it was in a strong position, with every chance of returning to power.

However, this was when it all started to come undone for the party. The AL had amended the
constitution to do away with the caretaker government provision for holding elections, fearful that
this could be used as cover for another military takeover such as what happened in 2007. Instead
of taking its chances with an election held under the AL, in which it may have triumphed, the BNP
dug in its heels and refused to participate unless the caretaker government was reinstated. A solid
majority of the country agreed with the BNP position, but the party was unable to muster the street
power to force the government to capitulate or the army to step in.

Nor did the BNP help its cause by unleashing a series of bus burnings across the country to try to
force the hand of the government, which not only did not work but also dramatically decreased its
popularity with the public, and raised serious questions as to its own fitness for office.
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The unsuccessful BNP boycott of the 2014 elections, which returned the AL to power in a massive
landslide victory, was the real turning point in Bangladeshi politics. Ever since 2014, as the AL has
gone from strength to strength, the BNP has withered to a shadow of its former self under the
weight of severe government repression but also its own intrinsic shortcomings and contradictions.

The repression has been serious. Many senior BNP leaders have spent months incarcerated,
decimating the party’s organisational capacity. And with BNP cadres and local leaders often on the
run or underground, the party’s ability to mobilise has dwindled to almost zero.

However, the BNP needs little help from anyone else in its rush towards irrelevance, being unable
to perform even the most basic functions of an opposition party. For all the ruling party’s
oppressiveness and authoritarianism, the BNP’s record does not suggest that it would be any
better.

The AL is coming to the end of its term in office in January 2019 and must hold new elections
before then. It would dearly love to goad the BNP into boycotting the elections again, ensuring a
second walkover in a row and also resulting in the party having its registration cancelled as per the
election law. However, the international community, most significantly India, Bangladesh’s most
important neighbour and the AL’s principal ally, has signalled a second election in a row without
BNP would be harder to accept as legitimate.

The best-case scenario for the AL therefore is the participation of a weakened BNP in the election.
BNP at full strength commanded by the former Prime Minister could still be dangerous, despite the
party’s diminished capability. BNP with Ms. Zia sidelined is a far less alarming prospect.

If Ms. Zia is not granted leave to appeal or her conviction is made final, she will find herself barred
from taking part in the upcoming election, and the demolition of the BNP will be complete.
However, if she is able to appeal her conviction and get out of jail on bail, she will still be able to
contest in the upcoming election.

But the AL is betting that her conviction and incarceration will encourage her partypersons to jump
ship and make deals, thus weakening the BNP, if not persuade them to ditch Ms. Zia for good.
Putting her behind bars, even temporarily, sends a strong signal as to where power resides, and
can be expected to discourage BNP cadres and hasten the eventual collapse of the party as an
effective opposition force.

Either way, it does not look likely that BNP will be in much of a position to mount a credible
election challenge. While it might be too early to write the BNP’s political obituary, it is difficult to
see how it can come back from this.

The endgame in the decades-long struggle for supremacy between the AL and BNP is finally upon
Bangladesh, and while the BNP may limp along until the end of the year, its days as a credible
challenger to the AL appear to be all but finished.

The question that Bangladeshis are asking themselves now is: if the BNP is finished, then who —
if anyone — will take its place and what would that mean for the future?

No one knows the answer.

Zafar Sobhan is Editor of the Dhaka Tribune
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The EU doesn’t want to be more democratic

The European Union (EU) has had a democratic legitimacy problem for years: Its governing
bodies—with the exception of those that consist of national leaders and ministers—are neither
particularly responsive nor accountable to ordinary European voters. And, as the latest failed
attempt to reform them has shown, they like it this way, for all the rhetoric about the need to
overcome the democratic deficit.

Voters have influence on the EU via two channels. One is electing national leaders, who, through
the EU Council, set general policy guidelines for the bloc. The leaders also pick ministers who
collectively serve as co-legislators with the European Parliament. Directly electing the 751
members of this parliament is the other channel of influence. But few ordinary voters understand
what the parliament is about—something that has helped drive election turnout down to 43% in the
last two elections from a respectable 62% in 1979, when the EU’s predecessor organization was
much smaller. Once in Brussels, legislators from national parties form into transnational factions
with unfamiliar names and leaders; confusingly, they also can’t propose laws—they have to ask
the European Commission, the closest the EU has to a government, to introduce legislation. Most
parliament members, for example, are opposed to daylight savings time, but they could only vote
to ask the commission to conduct a “thorough assessment” of whether it should continue.

The president of the commission is chosen through another baffling process led by the
transnational faction with the most votes in the European Parliament. Since voters don’t directly
choose this group, the appointment doesn’t come across as democratic.

Now that the UK is leaving the EU, it’s vacating 73 European Parliament seats. So some
parliament members and experts came up with the idea of distributing them through a
transnational vote. That, they argued, would present the parties as they exist in Brussels to the
voters and allow them to campaign on platforms built upon European, not national issues. “At last,
people in Europe could vote for whoever they thought would best represent them, rather than
having to choose between existing national or regional parties,” the proposal’s supporters said this
week in an open letter. “Citizens who have more in common with their peers across borders than
their fellow nationals would finally be more connected and better represented.” If the experiment
worked, it could be gradually expanded to the entire parliament.

The proposal—backed by French President Emmanuel Macron and his counterparts in Spain and
Italy—wouldn’t fix the problem of the parliament’s paltry powers, which hardly justify its more than
$2 billion annual budget. But at least voters would get a chance to figure out the difference
between its political groups. For example, why is Portugal’s leftist bloc part of the European United
Nordic Green Left? If there’s a good explanation, it’s not easy enough to find.

If the European parties collected votes throughout Europe, it wouldn’t just be clearer to voters
what they stand for; they’d have a direct insight, and input, into the election of the commission
president.

On Wednesday, however, the parliament voted down the transnational election experiment. Why?
It would unduly complicate the election system and contradict the union’s mission as a collection
of nations, not one of parties spread across them. Instead, the parliament will simply cut the
number of seats and redistribute some of the remaining British mandates.

At the same time, the parliament is opposed to abolishing the current selection process for the
commission president, as some national leaders have proposed. Apparently, the current
procedures appear open and democratic enough to the legislators who feel fine drawing higher
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salaries than national legislators do in most of EU member nations while shouldering far less
responsibility.

If the EU were serious about making its decision process more transparent and democratic, it
might want to recall an old proposal from former UK foreign minister Jack Straw that the European
Parliament be abolished altogether. National parliaments could delegate members a couple of
times a year to vote on European legislation, or the process could simply be left to the councils of
ministers: The nationally elected politicians on them already represent their countries’ voters, and
any European legislation already goes through them, anyway. The absence of a full-time
parliament might even force the European Commission to limit its legislation-drafting activity and
focus on a smaller list of priorities.

The transnational election idea actually works best as a mechanism to elect the commission
president. Politicians including former German finance minister Wolfgang Schäeuble, former
Polish foreign minister Radoslaw Sikorski and the European Parliament’s most fervent federalist
Guy Verhofstadt have suggested variations on this idea. A political show on the scale of a US
presidential election—and with candidates campaigning in every country of the bloc—could add to
the EU’s democratic legitimacy and give the bloc a public face on a par with superpower leaders,
not just a top bureaucrat.

But there’s no chance of such radical change with the current EU establishment bent on protecting
the status quo even from more timid innovations. It’s up to national leaders to move against the
vested interests that are so bent on mystifying the voters they are meant to serve. Bloomberg
View

Leonid Bershidsky is a Bloomberg View columnist.
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India, Oman agree to isolate sponsors of terror

India and Oman have agreed to isolate the sponsors of international terrorism, the External Affairs
Ministry said here on Monday.

The declaration on battling terrorism came at the end of Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s visit to
the country during which both sides acknowledged that there was an “inter-linkage” between the
stability of the Gulf region and the Indian subcontinent.

“The two sides also emphasised the need to isolate the sponsors and supporters of terrorism and
agreed that the international community should take urgent action against all such entities, which
support terrorism and use it as an instrument of policy,” a joint statement issued at the end of Mr.
Modi’s visit declared.

The visit to the strategically located country is of special significance as the monarchy, led by
Sultan Qaboos bin Said for more than four decades, is soon likely to undergo a phase of
succession.

Indian officials last week thanked Oman for providing refuelling facilities to Indian ships and
aircraft.

The delegations declared that both sides recognise “the close inter-linkage of the stability and
security of the Gulf region with the Indian subcontinent”. Mr. Modi appreciated Oman’s help in
dealing with “specific” security challenges, the joint statement mentioned.

Prime Minister Modi arrived in Oman on Sunday after visiting Jordan, Palestine and the UAE. He
addressed a gathering of Indian workers and professionals during his stay in Muscat.

Military cooperation

Mr. Modi thanked Sultan Qaboos for “exceptional warmth” and said, “My visit to Oman (is) one of
the most memorable visits I have undertaken anywhere.”

On military cooperation, the joint statement said: “The Indian side thanked Omani side for
facilitating operational visits by Indian Naval ships and aircraft as well as Indian Air Force aircraft
to various Omani ports and airports. The Omani side expressed appreciation of the training
facilities provided to the Omani Royal Armed Forces personnel by India.”

Strategic oil reserve

Mr. Modi also informed Oman’s ruler about the strategic oil reserve that India plans to build and
invited Oman to participate in the project.

The Omani side briefed India about its own strategic oil reserve project in Ras Markaz near the
port of Duqm.

A total of eight MoUs were signed on health, legal cooperation, tourism and military cooperation.
Oman also expressed that it would like its scientists to be trained in Indian space research
facilities.
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Expanding horizons

 

As India seeks to pursue a multi-dimensional engagement with West Asia, Prime Minister
Narendra Modi’s latest visit to the region has merely underscored its growing salience in the Indian
foreign policy matrix. While much focus is often given to India’s ‘Act East’ policy, India’s ‘Look
West’ policy too is evolving rapidly. This is Mr. Modi’s fifth visit to West Asia in the last three and a
half years and sustained high-level engagements have ensured that India’s voice is becoming an
important one in a region that is witnessing major power rivalries playing out.

Mr. Modi’s Palestine visit — and the first visit by an Indian Prime Minister — coming just weeks
after Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s high profile visit to India, has been being looked
at with significant interest. Underlining India’s credentials as a “very respected country in the
international arena”, Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas had called for a potential Indian role in
the West Asian peace process. “We believe in the importance of a possible Indian role... to reach
a final agreement based on international consensus and resolutions,” he had suggested before
Mr. Modi’s visit, but the Prime Minister decided to steer clear of this as the complexities of the
region were evident in the very manner of his landing at the Palestinian Authority’s presidential
headquarters in Ramallah.

In line with New Delhi’s policy of trying to build capacity of Palestine, India signed six agreements
worth around $50 million with the Palestinian Authority that include setting up of a super speciality
hospital in Beit Sahur, a centre for empowering women, procurement of equipment and machinery
for the National Printing Press and significant investment in the education section. Mr. Abbas also
conferred the ‘Grand Collar of the State of Palestine’ on Mr. Modi in recognition of his key
contribution in promoting ties between India and Palestine. Though Mr. Modi said, “India hopes for
Palestine to soon emerge a sovereign and independent country in a peaceful atmosphere”, he
dropped any mention of a “united” and “viable” Palestine in his remarks, in a departure from past
practice. His shift is as much about changing realities on the ground as it is about New Delhi’s
evolving priorities.

India’s robust engagements with the Arab Gulf states are a part of this dynamic, with Mr. Modi
visiting the United Arab Emirates (UAE) for the second time in the last three years. Trade and
economic ties are becoming central to the India-UAE relationship. A landmark pact awarding a
consortium of Indian oil companies a 10% stake in offshore oil concession will be the first Indian
investment in the UAE’s upstream oil sector, transforming a traditional buyer-seller relationship
into a long-term investor relationship with stakes in each other’s strategic sectors. There was also
an MoU aimed at institutionalising the collaborative administration of contractual employment of
Indian workers. In their joint statement, the two countries “reiterated their condemnation for efforts,
including by states, to use religion to justify, support and sponsor terrorism against other countries,
or to use terrorism as instrument of state policy.” There is also growing convergence between the
two countries on tackling terrorism.

Oman has been a long-standing partner of India in West Asia, where Indians constitute the largest
expatriate community. With the Indian Ocean becoming a priority focus area for New Delhi,
Oman’s significance is likely to grow. China’s expanding footprint in the Indian Ocean Region has
alerted India to the possibility of strengthening security ties with littoral states. India is likely to step
up its military presence in Oman. Naval cooperation has already been gaining momentum with
Muscat giving berthing rights to Indian naval vessels to fight piracy in the Gulf of Aden. Regular
naval exercises have now become the norm.
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India and Oman have not only made military cooperation more expansive during the Modi visit but
also made an attempt to take the relationship to other domains: by enhancing cooperation in the
field of health, tourism and peaceful uses of outer space.

Given the nature of West Asian polities, with sultans and monarchs still holding sway, the Prime
Minister’s personal diplomacy has indeed had a significant impact in galvanising bilateral relations.
But bureaucratic inertia in New Delhi continues to hamper India’s outreach. India’s engagement
with West Asia should now focus on delivering on its commitments and strengthening its presence
as an economic and security partner. This will be crucial as traditional powers such as the U.S.
and Russia are jostling militarily, even as America’s stakes in the region decline by the day. China
and India, as two emerging powers, are yet to articulate a clear road map for the region. While
India is still stuck in the age-old debates of Israel-Arab rivalry, West Asia has moved on. Growing
rivalry between the Sunni Arabs and Shia Iran is reshaping old relationships and India will have to
be more pragmatic in its approach towards the region. The Prime Minister’s visit has underlined
this new reality for India.

Harsh V. Pant is Distinguished Fellow at Observer Research Foundation, New Delhi and
Professor at King’s College London
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More nukes?

A case to develop low-yield atomic bombs, largely in response to Russia and China’s advances
over the years, forms the cornerstone of the Pentagon’s 2018 Nuclear Posture Review (NPR),
released this month. This represents a radical break from former President Barack Obama’s 2010
NPR, which envisaged a reduced role for atomic weapons in defence, except in “extreme
circumstances”. The new NPR broadens “extreme circumstances” to mean responding to non-
nuclear aggression on infrastructure and civilian population in the U.S. and its allies with low-yield
weapons.

The new NPR conveniently distances the U.S. from any moral high ground, or the promise to
eschew nuclear aggression against non-nuclear weapons states that complied with the non-
proliferation regime. Instead, it seeks to capitalise on the trillion dollar modernisation of ageing
U.S. nuclear arsenal that Mr. Obama had agreed on in return for Republican backing of the 2010
New Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty between the U.S. and Russia.

The new policy emphasis on low-yield weapons lends credence to the view that the renovation
and upgrade of U.S. nuclear arsenals is being seen as an excuse to build usable nukes. To that
extent, it merely reflects the larger dynamics of the 21st century arms race among the
superpowers to amass smaller and supposedly less destructive nuclear weapons. An instance is
the Chinese flight-testing of a hypersonic glide vehicle, which can destroy missiles through sheer
impact of energy generated from this ultra-high speed warhead. The other is the growing
perception in Western strategic communities that Russia is willing to use nuclear weapons to ward
off retaliation in a conventional attack, under the so-called “escalate to de-escalate” strategy.
Moscow’s 2014 invasion of Ukraine has only deepened suspicions of Russian expansionism
among European nations.

Conversely, U.S. installations of ballistic missile defence in Poland and Romania, to counter
missile threats from Iran, have never impressed Russian President Vladimir Putin. Russia is
designing a long-range submarine-launched nuclear torpedo that could potentially unleash
radioactive contamination across vast areas.

A legitimate concern for Russia is the continued expansion of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organisation, nearly three decades since the Cold War. The military bloc covers not just the
nations of the erstwhile Eastern Bloc, but the Commonwealth of Independent States, carved out of
the former Soviet Union.

Arms control experts have bemoaned the implication of the NPR as potentially blurring the
distinction between conventional and nuclear conflict. Few expect a return soon to the sober
discourse of the previous decade on arms control, given President Donald Trump’s combative
tone against North Korea’s nuclear militarisation. However, the recent thaw in relations between
Pyongyang and Seoul is a hopeful sign that a negotiated resolution of the nuclear imbroglio could
be within reach.
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BNP in a bind: On Khaleda Zia conviction

The sentencing of former Bangladesh Prime Minister Khaleda Zia to five years of rigorous
imprisonment by a special judge’s court in Dhaka on charges of corruption has upended politics in
an election year. Her arrest and possible disqualification from contesting — unless higher courts
decide otherwise — has created a political crisis for her Bangladesh Nationalist Party, and equally
a challenging opportunity for the ruling Awami League. The BNP is entirely dependent for
leadership on the Zia family. With Ms. Zia’s son Tarique Rahman, who has been named the acting
chairperson of the party, in exile in London after being convicted in another corruption case in
2016, the BNP is caught in a bind. Elections are scheduled for December 2018, and even before
Ms. Zia’s conviction the party was struggling. The BNP had boycotted the previous elections in
2014, practically allowing the Awami League a walkover. It was, in hindsight, a questionable
strategy. Since 2014 the BNP has suffered significant erosion in its organisation. Besides Ms. Zia
being embroiled in dozens of corruption cases, party activists have also been hauled up in several
cases. Ms. Zia is expected to appeal the judgment, and could be eligible to contest elections after
release on bail — but the conviction will weigh heavily on her party’s fortunes.

Endgame in Bangladesh

Bangladeshis will hope the BNP gets its act together, because the withdrawal of the party from the
electoral fray has not been beneficial for democracy. While it did not make tactical sense for the
BNP to boycott polls in 2014, the consequent victory by walkover did not help the Awami League
to assert its legitimacy. In what is effectively a two-party polity, the absence of the BNP as an
opposition within Parliament had externalised dissent and led right-wing forces to up their
intimidatory tactics to attack liberal, secular voices. Since the end of dictatorship in 1990,
Bangladesh alternated between Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina’s Awami League and Ms. Zia’s
BNP, with short interregnums of army and judicial rule, till the League’s re-election in 2014. The
two parties have battled in a vituperative game, each trying its best to muzzle the other while in
power and the party in opposition preferring the street to the legislature to make its presence felt.
Attempts to build a third force or project a different set of leaders from among these two leading
parties have so far come to naught. Keeping this in mind, the Awami League government should
be cautious about being seen to be interfering in the judicial process in Ms. Zia’s cases. If Ms. Zia
is allowed to contest elections, pending her appeal to a higher court, the Awami League should
welcome the contest.
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Commerce Secretary level meeting between India and Bangladesh held on 7th -8th February
2018 at Dhaka, Bangladesh
Ministry of Commerce & Industry

Commerce Secretary level meeting between India and
Bangladesh held on 7th -8th February 2018 at Dhaka,
Bangladesh

Posted On: 12 FEB 2018 2:33PM by PIB Delhi

India-Bangladesh bilateral talks, at the level of Commerce Secretary, were held on 7th-8th

February 2018 at Dhaka. The Indian delegation was led by Ms. Rita Teaotia, Commerce Secretary
and the Bangladesh delegation was headed by Shri Shubhashish Bose, Secretary, Ministry of
Commerce, Government of Bangladesh.

The two sides held extensive and productive discussions on a variety of issues concerning
bilateral trade and economic relations, including development and up-gradation of infrastructure at
border trading points, further expansion of the Border Haats of the two countries, identification and
resolution of non-tariff issues affecting bilateral trade, regional connectivity under BBIN MVA and
ease of investment.

Both sides agreed to explore the possibilities to further enhance bilateral trade relations and
cooperation in fields such as export promotion and capacity building on trade related matters.
Commerce secretaries of both sides also discussed the of establishment of an institutional B2B
mechanism to provide policy level inputs on trade and investment.  

The next bilateral meeting will be held in New Delhi at a mutually convenient date.

****
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List of Agreements/MoUs signed on the occasion of the visit of Prime Minister to Oman (February
11, 2018)
Prime Minister's Office

List of Agreements/MoUs signed on the occasion of the visit
of Prime Minister to Oman (February 11, 2018)

Posted On: 12 FEB 2018 11:52AM by PIB Delhi

 

 

 

S. No. MoUs
1. Agreement on Legal and Judicial Cooperation in Civil and Commercial matter

2.
Agreement on mutual visa exemption for holders of diplomatic, Special, service and
official passports

3. MoU on Cooperation in the field of health
4. MoU on Cooperation in the peaceful uses of outer space.

5.
MoU on Cooperation between Foreign Service Institute, Ministry of External Affairs, India
and Oman Diplomatic Institute.

6.
MoU on Academic and Scholarly cooperation sectors between National Defence College
Sultanate of Oman and the Institute for Defence Studies and the Analyses.

7. MoU in the field of Tourism cooperation between India and Oman.
8. Annexure to the MoU on Military Cooperation.

 

 

***
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India in pact with UAE to spur energy security

Dharmendra Pradhan  

Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s recent trip to the UAE has resulted in two agreements being
signed that will strengthen India’s energy security, said Petroleum and Natural Gas Minister
Dharmendra Pradhan.

“Two highlights of the PM’s visit were the signing of the Concession Agreement between an Indian
consortium and Abu Dhabi National Oil Company for award of 10% stake in Lower Zakum
Offshore oil field, and an agreement between Indian Strategic Petroleum Reserves (ISPRL) and
ADNOC to operationalise the filling up of a strategic petroleum reserve cavern in Mangalore,” he
said at a press conference. The Lower Zakum oil field is coming up for rebidding for 40% of its
capacity, of which 10% had been awarded to India.

The second agreement allowed ADNOC to invest in the strategic crude oil storage facility in
Mangaluru.

“ADNOC will invest about $400 million [for] storing crude in one ISPRL underground rock cavern...
of capacity 5.86 million barrels.”

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



crackIAS.com
cr

ac
kIA

S.co
m

www.indianexpress.com 2018-02-14

View From The Right: Call to battle

In the backdrop of the recent militant attacks in the valley, Organiser has a cover story (‘Hit Where
it Hurts’) claiming that the surgical strike carried out against terror modules in September last year
has not had the desired effect of inhibiting Pakistan. “If anything, the country has become more
recalcitrant than before,” according to that story, which further suggests that India’s Pakistan policy
needs an urgent course correction to rein in Pakistan. “Mere words can no longer suffice in dealing
with the rogue country! India has to give out a strong and clear message that continued
interference in her internal affairs is simply not acceptable. The very least that needs to be done
immediately is severing of diplomatic ties, cutting in the Most Favoured Nation (MFN) status and a
rethink on agreements like the Indus Water Treaty,” according to the report.

The report also says that further procrastination will have a very demoralising effect on the armed
forces and other security forces, which are bearing the brunt of Pakistan’s protracted hostility. “It
will also manifest doubts in the mind of the common man about the capability of the nation to deal
with her enemies. Such a situation would be disastrous for the nation. It is, therefore, time to catch
the bull by the horns!” the report says. It adds that Pakistan needs to be hit in a manner that it
reins in the rogue elements. “There can be calibration of Indian response but at the end of it all, if
the matter stops at all out war, so be it. India needs to immediately start putting in place the
national effort required for such an eventuality,” according to the report.

Dealing with Kashmir

In an article on Jammu and Kashmir, Organiser notes, “Stating the obvious, since Partition in
1947, there has been woeful strategic bankruptcy in resolving the J&K issue. Political
gerrymandering, sensationalised by visual media, contra national security interests, have been on
grand display with utter disregard to nation’s morale and pride. The responsibility and
accountability for the ‘self-goals’ is squarely credited to Pt. Nehru, Lal Bahadur Shastri and Indira
Gandhi. Nehru for stopping the armed forces offensive after they had regained the initiative and
momentum against Pakistan raiders to drive them out of what is today known as Pakistan
Occupied Territory. Also, for taking the issue to the United Nations. Next, Lal Bahadur Shastri, in
1965, too must share some part of the blame for handing back the captured territory that included
the key pass — Hajji Pir Pass — and straightening the Uri Bulge without forcing a comprehensive
negotiated settlement of J&K issue. Finally, Indira Gandhi for releasing over 90,000 Pakistan
prisoners of war without forcing Zulfiqar Bhutto to agree to the ‘final’ settlement of Kashmir issue.”
The article further claims, “Seizing and exploiting opportunities is a hallmark of statesmanship and
strong leadership. By such criteria, the three Congress party stalwarts and the Congress party
have been a total disaster for the nation.” The article suggests that the Union home ministry must
also allow the local police, central para military forces (CPMFs) and army units operating in the
towns and Srinagar to strike back not only with rubber bullets but also with real bullets against
stone-pelters. “Indian Security Forces — armed forces and CPMFs — have far greater
‘punishment withstanding’ capability than the Pakistan war machine. Let none of the political
cadres and the peaceniks have any reservations on such a score. The current crisis situation
provides an opportunity to Modi and the BJP to seize the initiative and force the momentum,”
according to the article.

The Hindu in Tharoor

Organiser has an article on Shashi Tharoor’s Why I Am A Hindu. The article (‘Hindutva:
Exasperating Farrago’) notes, “It is explicitly clear at the very outset in Shashi Tharoor’s ‘Why I Am
A Hindu’ that the book is his political attempt to articulate an alternative narrative of Hindutva with
Hinduism on the mind. The compulsion seems to have come from Tharoor’s home state, Kerala,
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as much as from the Congress’s urgency to tread soft Hinduism, demonstrated clearly when Rahul
Gandhi made calculated visits to temples during the Gujarat election campaign. And the fact that
Tharoor is associated with the Congress Party with the set ideological formulation, the proposition
hardly leaves any space for the scholarship.”

The article adds that Tharoor’s home state, Kerala, has been culturally caught in a fierce conflict.
“The gory political violence nurtured by communists on the one hand and the growth of radical
Islam on the other, is far too alarming… RSS Sarsanghchalak Mohan Bhagwat unfurling the
national flag on the Republic Day in the state for two consecutive years must have been disturbing
to the author,” the article states. It also claims that nobody questioned the Hindu credentials of
Tharoor warranting the book. “But the changed narrative of the Congress necessitated it for him.
And the call is clear. The Congress is no less equipped to articulate the Hindu idiom. That the
book is an assertion of the author, who happens to be an MP from Thiruvananthapuram, and
caught in the characteristic Congress dilemma on soft Hinduism, is more than clear in the entire
narrative. As if to assert that I am Hindu no less,” notes the article.

(Compiled by Lalmani Verma)
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Ramallah recall: On India’s Palestine policy

Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s visit to Palestine underlines the delicate balance New Delhi has
adopted in this long-standing and seemingly intractable conflict. India, which has been a champion
of the Palestinian people’s national aspirations, has built strong ties with Israel in recent years.
Last year Mr. Modi became the first Indian Prime Minister to visit Israel; the Ramallah visit has
come just weeks after his Israeli counterpart, Benjamin Netanyahu, visited India. On the other
hand, late last year India voted along with a vast majority of member-states at the UN General
Assembly against U.S. President Donald Trump’s decision to recognise Jerusalem as Israel’s
capital. Last week in Ramallah, the Palestinian National Authority’s administrative headquarters,
Mr. Modi reiterated India’s support for the Palestinian cause, saying it “hopes that Palestine soon
becomes a sovereign and independent country in a peaceful atmosphere”. Both sides also signed
a number of agreements for India-funded projects in the West Bank. India’s policy objective is
clear and rooted in political realism. It wants to maintain the balance in its relationship with both
Palestine and Israel, and strengthen bilateral ties with each separately.

Modi reiterates support for Palestine

This balance is vital for India, for which Israel is a source of defence equipment and agricultural
technology. But Israel also faces political isolation internationally over its occupation of the
Palestinian territories and does not have diplomatic ties with most countries in West Asia. As
reflected in the UNGA vote, international public opinion is overwhelmingly against the occupation.
India, which has vital interests in the Gulf and enjoys good ties with the region’s Muslim countries,
cannot afford to be seen to be politically closer to Israel at the expense of ties with Palestinians.
So it is not a coincidence that the Prime Minister’s visit to Palestine took place against the
backdrop of India’s deepening ties with Israel. With the Ramallah visit, the message Mr. Modi is
sending out is that India’s partnership with Israel is not at the expense of its principled support for
the Palestinian cause. Still, changing nuances in India’s position were on display during the visit.
Traditionally, India has supported the creation of an independent Palestine within the 1967
borders, with East Jerusalem as its capital. According to this line, Israel would have to withdraw
from the West Bank and East Jerusalem and either pull out the Jewish settlements or do a land-
swap with the Palestinians as part of a final agreement. Mr. Modi carefully avoided any reference
to the borders or to the capital. In effect, India’s support for the two-state solution remains, but it
has now stopped short of the specifics.

Receive the best of The Hindu delivered to your inbox everyday!

Please enter a valid email address.

The draft of Assam’s National Register of Citizens is a first step, but it opens up concerns
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WTO: anti-multilateral attacks and mini-trade ministerial in Delhi

Hosting a mini-trade ministerial summit is tricky. More so, when the global trading system is in a
shambles and multilateral trade liberalization is being ridiculed. The US President Donald Trump
“seems to hold a steadfast belief that protectionism works,” The Economist, which supports a
liberal trade order, wrote on 25 January. Trump’s decision to slap punitive duties, of up to 30% on
imports of solar panels and up to 50% on imports of washing machines from China and South
Korea on 22 January came under intense criticism. By using “tariffs not sparingly, but repeatedly
and aggressively,” Trump has declared that he is open “for business, just not the healthy sort,” it
said.

Prior to that belligerent safeguard action, Washington declared its intent to wreck the global trade
dispute resolution body of the World Trade Organization (WTO) on grounds that its verdicts are
against American practice in slapping anti-dumping and countervailing actions. The US also
denied India and other poor countries a global instrument to address hunger, which is claiming
tens of millions of lives annually the world over. Indeed, the US’s decision to pull the plug on vital
developmental issues at the WTO Buenos Aires ministerial meeting in December failed to surprise
the participants. “We are proud to defend the interests of US stakeholders at the WTO, including
our farmers and ranchers, who need a result on agriculture that is based on the realities of today,
rather than a 16-year-old, outdated and unworkable framework,” the US trade representative
Robert Lighthizer declared a day after the collapse of the meeting. “MC11 (the eleventh ministerial
conference) will be remembered as the moment when the impasse at the WTO was broken,” he
argued.

Against this backdrop, India’s decision to host an informal ministerial meeting of around 40
countries on 19 March in New Delhi seems like an audacious move. It is not the first time that
India is hosting such a meeting. The previous United Progressive Alliance government led by the
Congress party convened two meetings in 2005 and 2009. At the 2005 New Delhi meeting, then
trade minister Kamal Nath declared that India will leave no stone unturned to secure credible
outcomes on issues concerning its poor farmers in agriculture. That meeting also witnessed
tensions between India and Brazil when Kamal Nath refused to endorse the Brazilian candidate for
the WTO’s top job. Instead, India backed the European Union’s former trade commissioner Pascal
Lamy for the top job in 2005, and in return, secured a place for an Indian candidate in Lamy’s
team.

During the 2009 meeting in New Delhi on “Re-Energizing Doha- A Commitment to Development,”
Nath’s successor Anand Sharma, who wanted to tell the world that he is one step ahead of Nath,
posed several issues for ministers to debate. The “objectives of the Delhi ministerial,” declared
then commerce secretary Rahul Khullar, is to weave the “separate threads” in the Doha
negotiations together “into a response of solidarity to move the multilateral process forward.”

“This is what the Delhi meeting attempts to achieve … It brings together groups from across the
spectrum of interests and positions in the Doha negotiations, in a microcosm of the WTO itself, in
a bid to give a determined push to the multilateral process,” Khullar said.

However, the New Delhi meeting got embroiled in a bilateral trade spat between the US and China
over the safeguard duties imposed on Chinese tyres by the Obama administration. That issue
almost stole the thunder from the call for solidarity to move the multilateral process forward.

Indeed, one must give the devil its due: there is a certain historical consistency in what the global
military and trade hegemon unilaterally does regardless of the dangers it posed to the multilateral
trade order. For example, the US imposed illegal safeguard duties on steel in 2001, immediately
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after launching the Doha Development Agenda trade negotiations; on tyres in 2009, immediately
after deciding to junk the Doha trade negotiations and opt for the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP)
agreement; and now on solar panels and large washing machines after embarking on “America
First” trade policies.

Against this backdrop, it is going to be a Herculean task to salvage the multilateral trading system
when it is being single-handedly torpedoed by Uncle Sam. Surely, commerce minister Suresh
Prabhu, who is going to chair the Delhi meeting for two days during 19-20 March, must be aware
of this stark protectionist reality. At a closed-door dinner meeting of select trade minister on 25
January on the margins of the annual World Economic Forum in Davos, Prabhu said India wants
to address issues concerning agriculture and development to kick-start work on the multilateral
process.

But other trade ministers from the European Union (EU), Canada, Japan, Norway, Switzerland
and Hong Kong among others who took part in the dinner remained tone deaf to Prabhu’s call for
multilateral resurgence. Instead, they sang in chorus that they will opt for “plurilateral” (more than
two countries, but a small number) initiative on electronic commerce and even other issues such
as investment facilitation, disciplines for micro, small, and medium enterprises, and trade and
gender. 

In an interview, following the dinner meeting in Davos on 26 January, South Africa’s trade minister
Rob Davies castigated attempts to bring “digital two dozen rules” into the WTO by the sponsors of
the plurilateral initiative on e-commerce. The digital two dozen rules, which refer to the
commitments negotiated by the US and 11 other countries in the TPP, were never accepted by the
majority of WTO countries, including India and China. “If you cannot get something in the
multilateral system it doesn’t mean you form a group and then write the rules and expect those
rules to be adopted at the WTO,” Davies said.

Therefore, the New Delhi meeting next month faces the prospect of being hijacked by the deadly
pre-emptive strikes by the US, EU, Japan, Canada, Norway and Singapore among others to
intensify plurilateral work on e-commerce instead of addressing the unresolved issues in
agriculture and development multilaterally as WTO members are mandated to do under the Doha
agenda. The moot issue is how will Prabhu stop these anti-multilateral attacks in New Delhi that
are bound to reinforce the plurilateral moves in the WTO.
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India’s active foreign policy is securing its long-term goals in Asean, West Asia

Two recent foreign policy initiatives of the Indian government have the promise of yielding key
gains in the long-term. In January, New Delhi witnessed the unprecedented sight of the leaders of
the 10 member states of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (Asean) being honoured as
chief guests at the annual Republic Day Parade after a crucial dialogue. On Saturday, Prime
Minister Narendra Modi became the first Indian PM to make an official visit to Palestine during a
trip that also took him to the United Arab Emirates and Oman. India’s near simultaneous
engagements show the change in thinking and depth of India’s foreign policy outreach, aimed at
balancing its long-term goals of playing a vital role in the region.

Many Asean states have strong economic relations with China despite disputes over such issues
as the South China Sea. India would do well strengthen its links in a wide range of areas with the
regional bloc, especially trade, connectivity and security.

Though the Asean states have signed up for China’s Belt and Road Initiative, many members
continue to be wary of their larger neighbour because of territorial disputes and Beijing’s trade and
security policies. In such a situation, India stands to gain a lot by taking on a greater leadership
role in the region, not necessarily to confront China, but to offer an alternative path that could be
more attractive to other nations.

Mr Modi’s visit to Palestine was hardly surprising, given his stand-alone visit to Israel last year.
The outcomes of the visit, including Mr Modi’s support for an independent Palestine, bode well for
India’s overall outreach to West Asia, home to millions of expatriates.

Besides trade and energy supplies, India has also forged close security ties with countries in West
Asia that are crucial for the war on terrorism. There may be little common ground between the
Israeli and Palestinian leadership but India enjoys huge constituencies of goodwill on both sides
that it can leverage to its advantage in the longer run.

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



crackIAS.com
cr

ac
kIA

S.co
m

www.pib.nic.in 2018-02-14

India – UAE bilateral investments
Ministry of Petroleum & Natural Gas

India – UAE bilateral investments

Posted On: 13 FEB 2018 3:09PM by PIB Delhi

Opening statement of Minister of Petroleum &Natural gas Shri Dharmendra Pradhan at his media
interaction here today.

“I want to share with your some historical milestones in the India-UAE oil and gas relations which
were accomplished during the State Visit of Prime Minister Modi to the UAE during Feb 10-11.

Prime Minister Modi made a State Visit to UAE on Feb 10-11 at the invitation of the President of
UAE, Sheikh Khalifa bin Zayed Al Nahyan. You are all aware that in the last two and half years
since Prime Minister first went to UAE in August 2015 there has been huge intensification of
India's engagement with UAE with four high level, Head of Government visits between the two
countries.

UAE continues to be an important supplier of crude, LNG and LPG to Indian market. UAE is the
5th largest import source and accounts for about 6% of our total crude imports. UAE is also the 3rd

largest source of LPG and POL.

As you are all aware, India is already the 3rd largest consumer of energy in the world. It is the 3rd

largest importer of oil and 4th largest importer of gas. Propelled by an economy that will grow to
more than five-times its current size by 2040, Indian energy demand is forecast by the
International Energy Agency (IEA) to grow by more than any other country in the period to 2040
and account for one-third of total incremental growth.  This also provides for an ideal setting for
India and the UAE to strengthen its hydrocarbon engagement.

Two highlights of PM’s visit were the signing of the Concession Agreement between an Indian
Consortium and ADNOC for award of 10% stake in Lower Zakum Offshore oil field, and an
Agreement between Indian Strategic Petroleum Reserves Ltd (ISPRL) and ADNOC to
operationalize the filling up of a strategic petroleum reserve cavern in Mangalore.

Let me provide you some details of the significance of the two historic agreements signed.

The Concession Agreement awards 10% participating interest in Abu Dhabi’s offshore Lower
Zakum oil field to a consortium of Indian Public Sector companies which comprises ONGC Videsh,
IOCL and BPRL. The Agreement, effective from March 9, 2018, was signed at the Royal Palace in
Abu Dhabi on Feb 10, 2018 in the presence of Prime Minister Narendra Modi and His Highness
Sheikh Mohamed bin ZayedAl Nahyan, Crown Prince of Abu Dhabi.

The offshore concession in favour of the Indian consortium has taken our bilateral engagement in
the oil and gas sector to a golden phase which is in sync with the comprehensive strategic
partnership between our two countries. India and the UAE have progressed from a buyer-seller
relationship to an era of mutual investments in the oil and gas sector.This will be the first Indian
upstream investment in a producing asset in the Gulf region and in the Middle East. The
Agreement reflects the vision of Prime Minister towards strengthening hydrocarbon linkages with
the UAE on a win-win basis. 
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From a current production of 400,000 barrels per day, the production will peak at 450,000 barrels
per day by 2025. Indian share of oil will be 10%, i.e. about 2.24 MMTPA at peak production.
Average share for India will be 1.75 MMTPA for next 40 years. Total cumulative share of the
Indian consortium will be 70 MMT over the next 40 years.

The Concession Agreement will directly boost India’s energy security. Indian share of 900,000
barrels of DAS Crude for March, 2018 and 1.2 million barrels for April, 2018 has already been
offered by ADNOC.Participation will provide a valuable platform to Indian upstream companies to
work alongside the international majors and thus expose them to the latest state-of-the-art
technology and management practices.

The second significant Agreement was between the Indian Strategic Petroleum Reserves Ltd
(ISPRL) and ADNOC to invest in the strategic crude oil storage facility in Mangalore. ADNOC will
invest about $ 400 million by way of storing crude in one ISPRL underground rock cavern in
Mangalore of capacity 5.86 million barrels (0.81 MMT) Period of storage will be 3 years with
automatic extension of 2+2 years.

UAE will be the first country which will participate in India’s Strategic Petroleum Reserves
Programme. It is befitting that a strategic partner like the UAE is also India's valued partner in the
area of SPR. 

The oil storage facility will help boost India’s energy security, as well as enable ADNOC to
efficiently and competitively meet market demand in India and across the fast developing south
east Asian economies. The initial Oil Storage And Management Agreement was signed in January
2017, during the State Visit by H.H Sheikh Mohamed bin Zayed to India as Chief Guest at India’s
Republic Day celebrations.

Friends, with the Lower Zakhum acquisition, Indian oil and gas PSUs have investments in 27
countries. You will recall that Indian PSUs made a major acquisition in Russia in 2016. Indian
PSUs - ONGC Videsh, IOCL, BPRL and Oil India Ltd  jointly acquired 49.9% stake in Vankor oil
field and 29.9% in Tassyurakh at an investment of US$ 5.5 billion. This gave India equity oil of 15
MMTOE, which is about 40% of our annual domestic production.

It is a commitment of the government to increase and diversify India’s overseas upstream footprint
and to boost India’s energy security. In this regard, I have just shared with you some concrete
recent efforts of the Government. “

 

-------
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DVC to start exporting power to Bangladesh

Damodar Valley Corporation (DVC) would soon begin exporting power to Bangladesh on the basis
of a bid it had won, through its power trading partner NTPC Vidyut Vyapar Nigam Ltd., for
supplying 300 MW.

International tender

This is the first time that DVC had won a global tender for cross-border power supply, according to
a statement. DVC is administered by the Union Power Ministry and co-owned by the Centre and
the States of West Bengal and Jharkhand.

With an installed capacity of 7,237.2 MW, DVC supplies power to six States, apart from its two
holding States. DVC would supply power to Bangladesh from January 2020 to May 2033. The
short-term supply would commence from June 2018 and end in December 2019. The power would
be evacuated through the 500 MW HVDC transmission line through Baharampur in West Bengal
and Bheramara in Bangladesh. The line would be commissioned in June 2018, an official said.
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Rouhani visit signals balance in ties

Iranian President Hassan Rouhani will visit India from February 15 to 17, exactly a month after
Israel Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, Iran’s biggest rival, made a historic visit.

Officials say Mr. Rouhani’s visit will send out a message that India aims for balance in its ties in
the neighbourhood.

Mr. Rouhani and Prime Minister Narendra Modi will seek to iron out issues on trade, connectivity,
banking and energy.

“During the forthcoming visit of the President of Iran, both sides would review the progress
achieved in bilateral relations and also exchange views on regional and international issues of
mutual interest,” the External Affairs Ministry said in a statement on Wednesday.

Since Mr. Netanyahu’s visit, Mr. Modi has visited Palestine, Jordan, the UAE and Oman.

“Clearly, the government is trying to cover all bases,” former Ambassador to Iran K.C. Singh said.
“But it remains to be seen whether the Iranian establishment, including the clerics and the Iranian
Revolutionary Guards, are comfortable with India’s relations with all these other countries. Iran is
after all, not just important for India’s energy needs but also its only route for access to Central
Asia.”

Port project

Among the subjects expected to be discussed are the progress of the $500-million Beheshti port
project in Chabahar, where India is expected to complete development of berths later this year.
India is already routing a consignment of 1.1 million tonnes of wheat to Afghanistan through the
existing facilities at Chabahar.

On bilateral trade, the biggest stumbling block is banking channels, say diplomats in Tehran and
Delhi. The two sides are now discussing the possibility of a “rupee-rial mechanism”, in addition to
the current channel through UCO Bank for rupee payments. However, European banks have
refused to support the trade, given the uncertainty over fresh sanctions from the U.S.

Another issue is the pending negotiations over the Farzad-B gas and oil fields that India has
expressed its interest in. During Mr. Modi’s visit in 2016, the two sides had hoped to see an
agreement signed quickly, but according to officials dealing with the negotiations, the discussions
had not made much progress because of what they called “Iran’s shifting goalposts” on the bid for
Farzad-B.

Sources said even negotiations for India’s bid for Russian and UAE oilfields that started much later
had been concluded by now.

Russia’s Gazprom has concluded deals for several oilfields and plans joint ventures with Iran’s
National Iranian Oil Company, much to India’s chagrin.

However, officials believe that India’s oil imports from Iran, which had plummeted to new lows last
year, will go up this year, because of “better terms from Iran”, which is anticipating possible new
sanctions being imposed by the Trump administration.

FATF meeting
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Iran is likely to seek India’s support at the upcoming meeting of the UN’s Financial Action Task
Force, where Tehran is hoping to exit a blacklist on money laundering and terror finance, even as
India hopes to see Pakistan put on a “grey-list” at the meeting.

Mr. Rouhani will arrive in Delhi on February 17 after visiting Hyderabad, where he will address
students and religious scholars at a series of functions and the Friday congregation at the Makkah
Masjid. He will be the first Iranian head of state to do so.

On Saturday, he will be given an official welcome at the Rashtrapati Bhavan before he and Mr.
Modi sit down for bilateral talks. Mr. Rouhani is expected to return to Tehran the same evening,
after delivering a special address at a foreign policy think-tank.
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India offers support for reconstruction of Iraq

UN Secretary-General Antonio Guterres, right, at a press conference at the Kuwait International
Conference for Reconstruction of Iraq in Kuwait City on Wednesday.AFP  

India has called for a comprehensive political settlement and reconciliation in Iraq at the
International Conference for Reconstruction of Iraq in Kuwait, where major world powers are
meeting to chalk out a plan of recovery for the country.

Union Minister of State for External Affairs M.J. Akbar, who is leading the Indian delegation, has
announced that India will play its part in the reconstruction, and called for an end to global
terrorism.

Collaborative approach

“We will play our part with project-specific proposals. We support the important role assigned to
private sector investors in the rebuilding of the terrorist-affected areas in Iraq. We are willing to
play a substantive role in major projects in petrochemicals, health, education, infrastructure and
other sectors. We will also look at any specific requests for rehabilitation projects and essential
supplies like medicines, equipment, etc., as required for internally displaced persons as part of our
assistance programme,” said Mr. Akbar indicating a collaborative approach to rebuilding the
country, which has witnessed war since the early 1980s.

The conference being held in Iraq’s neighbour Kuwait has so far received promises of billions of
dollars in the form of lines of credit from the international community and private investors, but
reports say that Baghdad is yet to raise the resources for recovery from the destruction from years
of foreign invasion and war with the Islamic State.

Pact against terror

Mr. Akbar drew the attention of the conference towards India’s current campaign for a
comprehensive global convention against terrorism.

“This is also the moment to remind the international community that an early adoption of the
Comprehensive Convention on International Terrorism, a draft of which was proposed by India as
early as 1996...,” he said.

During the visit of Iraqi Foreign Minister Ibrahim Jaafari last year, India assured Baghdad of
support in the reconstruction of the country. Since the outbreak of the war in 2003, India had
frequently responded to the humanitarian needs in Iraq and contributed in several ways, including
providing $10 million in aid towards the International Reconstruction Fund Facility for Iraq (IRFFI)
for investments, reconstruction and development in Iraq.
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Trump mulls China sanctions, scrapping S. Korea trade deal

No free trade:A file photo of Chinese workers packaging aluminium rolls at a production facility at
Huaibei in east China's Anhui province.  

U.S. President Donald Trump threatened retaliatory action against two major Asian trading
partners on Tuesday, warning of sanctions against China while vowing to revise or scrap a free
trade deal with South Korea.

Accusing Beijing of decimating American steel and aluminium industries, Mr. Trump said he was
“considering all options”, including tariffs and quotas.

Mr. Trump recently received two Commerce Department reports concerning alleged Chinese
subsidies for steel and aluminium exports-materials that are vital for industries from construction to
autos.

Spectre of a trade war

He has another two months to decide on possible retaliatory action, but strongly indicated that he
is leaning toward hitting back at Beijing.

“I will make a decision that reflects the best interests of the U.S., including the need to address
overproduction in China and other countries,’ he said.

Experts believe any U.S. sanctions would prompt China to respond with sanctions of its own,
raising the spectre of a trade war between the world’s two largest economies.

China produces around half of the world’s steel and is accused of flooding the market to keep the
economic wheels turning at home.

For decades, Chinese leaders have been consumed with the need to — as former President Hu
Jintao once put it — create “25 million jobs a year.” But Mr. Trump also is under domestic
pressure. He came to office vowing to be a champion of America’s rust belt and said Monday he
had to act to save the “empty factories” he saw on the campaign trail.

Widening trade deficit

The U.S. trade deficit — which Mr. Trump has vowed repeatedly to fix — widened even further
during his first year in office, up 12% to $566 billion.

“They’re dumping and destroying our industry, and destroying the families of workers, and we
can’t let that happen,” Mr. Trump told a group of Republican and Democratic lawmakers at the
White House.

Mr. Trump received some support from the group, but also warnings that action against China
could drive up prices and hurt U.S. manufacturing outside the steel and aluminium sectors.

“Mr. President, I think we do need to be careful here, that we don’t start a reciprocal battle on
tariffs,’ said Republican Senator Roy Blunt. “You know, we make aluminium and we make steel”
he said. “But we buy a lot of aluminium and we buy a lot of steel as well.”

Daniel Ikenson of the pro-trade CATO institute said that Trump may be forced to moderate his
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actions, if not his tone.

“Despite the rhetoric, Mr. Trump doesn’t want to subvert ‘his’ economy,” Mr. Ikenson wrote this
week.
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Don’t disrupt global economy, China warns

U.S. trade sanctions will hit the world economy, Beijing warned on Wednesday, after President
Donald Trump threatened to impose fresh tariffs on imports from China.

Washington has already imposed a range of tariffs on Chinese-made goods, sparking fears of a
tit-for-tat trade war between the world’s top two economies as China also threatens to take action.

Foreign ministry spokesman Geng Shuang said that “any sign of unilateralism or protectionism will
worsen global trade and will hurt the recovering momentum of the world economy”.
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Back to the chessboard?

 

Sri Lanka’s local government election held on February 10 has become more than a mid-term poll
that usually helps the opposition. Rather, it has led to an immediate political crisis of sorts,
threatening the stability of the present government.

While the disunited ruling coalition, jointly headed by President Maithripala Sirisena and Prime
Minister Ranil Wickremesinghe, has lost the election badly, the newly formed Sri Lanka People’s
Front, unofficially backed by former President Mahinda Rajapaksa, has secured a sweeping
victory in provinces except in the north and east.

There are two dimensions to the crisis. The first is the pressure from the Rajapaksa camp for the
Wickremesinghe government to resign, interpreting the local government election as a referendum
on the government as well as a loss of its popular mandate of 2015. The government can easily
dismiss that pressure by showing that Mr. Rajapaksa’s new party polled only 44% of the popular
vote this time while the parties that were partners in the coalition that brought them into power in
2015 have nearly 52% of votes between them.

Besides, the outcome of the local government election has no direct bearing on the government’s
parliamentary majority. Mr. Rajapaksa has only about 50 MPs. Thus, the balance of power within
Parliament has not been altered, and it is likely to remain that way unless the ruling coalition
breaks up.

Sri Lanka’s first national unity government in trouble

It is in that sense that the second dimension is more serious than the first. The hostility and
disunity between the two centres of power of the ruling coalition — one headed by Mr. Sirisena
and the other by Mr. Wickremesinghe — has shaken the very foundations of the government. Mr.
Wickremesinghe heads the United National Party (UNP), which is the largest component of the
coalition with 106 MPs. Mr. Sirisena heads the Sri Lanka Freedom Party (SLFP) and United
People’s Freedom Alliance (UPFA), with only 37 MPs with him in the coalition government. The
local election showed 32% voter support for Mr. Wickremesinghe’s UNP —and Mr. Sirisena’s
UPFA and SLFP polled a low 12%.

The discord between the President and the Prime Minister has been building up for over a year on
a mixture of policy and personal issues. The President has been open in saying that Mr.
Wickremesinghe and his ministers had been mishandling the economy, slowing down the
investigation into alleged corruption by the Rajapaksa family, and even engaging in large-scale
corruption while preaching clean governance. Mr. Sirisena also felt that Mr. Wickremesinghe has
been ignoring him on policy issues. Thus, due to the simmering disharmony, bitterness and mutual
distrust, the Sirisena and Wickremesinghe camps of the government could not even contest this
election as a coalition. Once in the fray as competitors, the two main parties of the coalition quickly
transformed themselves into rivals and adversaries.

In the backdrop of the escalating cold war between the two leaders was a major policy failure of
the government — a massive financial fraud that was committed during the central bank’s bond
sales in 2015. This was under the new government, within three months of its coming to power on
a platform of corruption-free good governance.

Much of the blame for the bond sales fraud was laid at the door of the Prime Minister by the
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opposition and the media for allowing it to happen and then attempting a cover-up. Amidst a public
outcry, Mr. Sirisena appointed a commission last year to investigate the fraud. In its report,
submitted to the President late last year, the commission recommended the prosecution of the
bank’s former Governor, his son-in-law and their accomplices. This was a blow against the
government, and caused further deterioration of relations between the President and the Prime
Minister.

Rajapaksa-backed party poised for big win in Lanka’s local polls

The issue dominated campaigning for the local government election, which began early in
December, with Mr. Sirisena targeting the UNP. He also pledged that he was going to clean up the
government after the election, indirectly suggesting a change in the composition of the cabinet.

It is this conflict that exploded in February 11 soon after the election results showed Mr.
Rajapaksa’s new party winning comfortably. Mr. Sirisena began to search for a replacement for
Mr. Wickremesinghe, despite not having the constitutional authority to sack or appoint the Prime
Minister or members of the cabinet. Mr. Sirisena failed to make any headway after two days of
manoeuvring. Alive to the threat, UNP Ministers and MPs, even amidst fresh divisions, have now
closed ranks against Mr. Sirisena. By the night of February 13, the UNP began a line of action
independent of Mr. Sirisena and his SLFP/UPFA and then to reconstitute the coalition
government.

In this scenario, the UNP envisages an outcome in which Mr. Wickremesinghe will continue as the
Prime Minister of a reconfigured coalition government, with a much weakened Mr. Sirisena as
President. Mr. Wickremesinghe has 106 UNP MPs in the 225-member Parliament.

There is speculation that nearly a dozen SLFP Ministers, who are currently with Mr. Sirisena, are
ready to join Mr. Wickremesinghe’s new government in case of a clear split between the two
leaders. There is also speculation that the Tamil National Alliance (TNA) is ready to offer
conditional outside support to Mr. Wickremesinghe. Devolution, peace building and constitutional
reform are sure to be the themes of those conditions.

There is another scenario in which Mr. Sirisena will continue to insist on Mr. Wickremesinghe’s
resignation as Prime Minister. This will certainly deepen the crisis because the UNP is no mood to
lose the power struggle. As mentioned earlier, the President is reported to be searching for a
replacement for Mr. Wickremesinghe from among senior members of the UNP, but with limited
success. A part of Mr. Sirisena’s strategy would also be to create dissent within the UNP with a
view to weakening Mr. Wickremesinghe.

Victorious Rajapaksa seeks snap elections

Thus, the political crisis that has been precipitated by the election seems to be intensifying but is
expected to end with the significant step of re-constitution of the government.

Whatever happens, the undeclared power struggle between the two main coalition partners will
have to come to an end in a new configuration of coalition forces. As things stand now, the two
leaders do not seem to be giving way in the battle for supremacy within the coalition government.
Reconciliation between the two coalition leaders is not in the realm of immediate possibilities, but
they will have to find a framework of cohabitation given that the Rajapaksa family is waiting to
move in. However, the political drama that began on February 10 is unlikely to end soon. Buoyed
by the surprise win for its party which was formed just a year ago, the Rajapaksa family will
continue to stake claim to power both within and outside Parliament. It will also have another
chance of consolidating its newly gained electoral power in the Provincial Council elections to be
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held later this year. After this, presidential elections will have to be held by end-2019, followed by
parliamentary elections. Sri Lanka watchers can expect more political surprises ahead.

Meanwhile, if the President and the Prime Minister do not find a framework of constructive
reconciliation between them, governance in Sri Lanka will crawl along for two years. Worse still,
the much-valued programme of constitutional and political reform, peace building, inter-ethnic
reconciliation and democratic consolidation will enter an extended state of stalemate. Its
resurgence, sadly and ironically, might require another phase of democratic setback.

Jayadeva Uyangoda is Professor Emeritus at the University of Colombo
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The many conflicts in Syria

Last year, after the regime forces made advances against the rebels, and the Islamic State was
defeated, the Syrian civil war seemed to be winding down. However, the crisis is escalating with
the regime beginning a new phase of the war in Idlib province, which is controlled by rebels and al-
Qaeda-linked jihadists; Turkey sending troops across the border to fight the Kurdish rebels; and
the U.S. seemingly determined to stay in Syria for a longer term. Like the first phase of the civil
war, this phase is also multidirectional. The regime, backed by Iran and Russia, is fighting against
the rebels and jihadists in Idlib, Eastern Ghouta, and some southern enclaves. Turkish proxies,
backed by the air force, are attacking Kurdish militias in Afrin, a border town. The U.S., despite
Turkey’s warnings, continues to support the Kurdish militias in several other towns in the border
region.

The downing of an Israeli fighter jet in Syria last week triggered this question once again. From the
early phase of the civil war, Israel has been a passive player. In the initial stages, it backed rebels
on the Golan side to create a buffer between the Golan Heights that have been occupied by Israel
since 1967 and the Syrian mainland. With Iran and Hezbollah expanding their presence in Syria,
Israel’s focus broadened to curtail their influence. Last week, an Israeli fighter jet was carrying out
a raid against an Iranian drone control facility in Syrian deserts when it came under Syrian anti-
aircraft fire. Following the incident, Israel has steadily enhanced its air campaign in Syria against
what it calls “Iranian targets”.

The conflict is becoming more complex with more powers intervening. Earlier, among external
powers, only Russia and the U.S. were making direct interventions, with Iran, Saudi Arabia, the
UAE, Qatar and Turkey all supporting their respective proxies. Saudi Arabia and its Gulf allies may
have taken a beating after rebels lost Aleppo, but Turkish and Israeli jets are now carrying out
airstrikes in Syria. Russia appears to be stuck in the conflict. Its heavy bombing campaign helped
turn the war in favour of the regime, but its attempts to push the government to make concessions
in peace talks have been a failure. With more powers in the war, finding a solution is becoming
more complicated.
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Passage to the Gulf

The most remarkable thing about the new agreements with Oman on military access to the Duqm
port and logistical cooperation, announced during Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s visit to Muscat,
is that they took so long. The Gulf kingdoms have always been interested in strong security
partnerships with India. It was Delhi, however, that thumbed its nose. Through the 19th and the
first half of the 20th centuries, the undivided Subcontinent under the Raj was the principal security
provider for Oman and other sheikhdoms in the south eastern coast of the Arabian peninsula.
After Independence, non-aligned India began to dissociate itself from such a role. When the British
decided to withdraw most of their military forces from the east of Suez and granted independence
to the Gulf kingdoms in 1971, many of the sheikhs turned to India for security partnerships.

At the urging of Muscat, for example, India signed a defence cooperation agreement with Oman in
1972. India also deputed its naval personnel to man the fledgeling maritime forces of Oman. As
India’s own defence infrastructure began to rust and its foreign policy turned increasingly
ideological, Delhi’s ability and interest in sustaining the security partnership with Oman and other
Gulf states began to diminish. As India began to turn outward again in 1991, Oman took the
initiative to renew the defence cooperation agreement with India in 2005. Since then there has
been a tentative expansion of India’s military engagement. While the Indian Navy and the Foreign
Office are eager to expand India’s security footprint in the Indian Ocean, the civilian bureaucracy
of the Ministry of Defence has not bought into the idea of military diplomacy.

Meanwhile, the PLA has begun to develop basing arrangements across the Indian Ocean as part
of its naval power projection. It will be a huge mistake for Delhi, however, to view its naval
engagement with friends like Oman through the Chinese prism. Delhi does not need access to
Oman’s Duqm and other ports to counter Chinese naval presence in Pakistan’s Gwadar port that
is so close to India. There is a strong case for rebuilding special military relationships with Oman
and others on their own merits. In securing its growing economic interests far from national
shores, India needs access to military facilities across the Indian Ocean. As small states seek to
diversify their defence relations in an uncertain era, they are indeed eager for India’s security
cooperation.

Unfortunately, Delhi has been hesitant to walk through that open door. Although Modi has been
more enthusiastic, he is yet to modernise the ossified higher defence organisation that severely
limits India’s military diplomacy. Without that reform, India’s security cooperation in the Gulf and
beyond will remain ad hoc and underwhelming.
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India in a corner: Beneath the foreign policy bluster is a great floundering

India finds itself increasingly cornered into a strategic cul-de-sac. Even as its diplomacy expands,
its political options seem to decrease; even as it reaches out to look east and look west, the
strategic space to address its core concerns does not seem to be expanding; and even as its
bluster about a strong state grows, doubts about its military capabilities are growing equally
louder. So, paradoxically, India finds itself in this position that even as it is globally recognised, it
looks more helpless in its own backyard.

These are days where strong propaganda obscures the most basic of common sense. To begin
with a simple question. A hallmark of the strategic success of any government is whether it
expands the options available that can help you achieve your core objectives. Have the options
available to India expanded?

The first core component of having options is raw capability. One would be hard-pressed to find
any evidence that India’s capabilities, on any dimension of hard power, have significantly changed
for the better over the last four years. The military modernisation programme seems to be still in
the phase of arming without aiming; all the grand talk of defence production in the private sector
has not taken off. As Vipin Narang has pointed out, a central element of our deterrence capability,
Arihant, is still out of commission.

Defence expenditures in real terms have been falling. It is only in the fourth year in office that
Cabinet has finally approved a panic buying of assault and sniper rifles. The one element on our
strategy vis-a-vis Pakistan is fortifying our bases so that they are not easy targets of terrorist
attacks. As the situation in Jammu and Kashmir has shown, we do not seem to have made much
success of this. The sophistication in the political establishment on understanding military matters
is scarcely more evident. India’s raw hard power capabilities still constrain options.

The second component of having more options is new partnerships and alliances. India has been
forthright enough to deepen its partnerships with Japan, Australia and other countries concerned
about China. Its engagement with West Asia is impressive. It has announced greater maritime
ambitions. These might be worthwhile initiatives in their own right. But these initiatives do not, for
the most part, help mitigate India’s core vulnerabilities. It is not clear that these initiatives are
enough to get Pakistan to change its behaviour, or secure our long-term objectives in relation to
China. It tells you something about the unreality gripping public strategic discourse that our hearts
flutter with joy at a term like “Indo-Pacific”. This term may have some nominal rhetorical value.

But the idea that merely by creating a new maritime nomenclature that flatters us, we will
somehow outgrow the real strategic dilemmas that face us vis-a-vis China and Pakistan, is wishful
thinking. It is good India is deepening its engagement from Seychelles to Oman, acquiring new
docking capabilities and logistical support. But with what wars and what interventions, what
military objectives will these achieve? It is almost like we will acquire these facilities without any
clear sense of the uses to which we will put them. They signal our global intent but do not add
much to our capabilities.

This expansive outreach has also, in some strategic circles, created this illusion that India can
outgrow its region; it does not have to be tied down to its geography. From Doklam to Kashmir,
from the Maldives to Nepal, India has been rudely reminded about how easy it is to put it in a
helpless position in its own neighbourhood. The idea that India can do a great power projection
without being able to manage its own neighbourhood was a pipe dream in any case. In relation to
almost all our neighbours, with the possible exception of Bangladesh, India’s diplomatic, moral and
coercive authority stands diminished. In Nepal, it ended up with the worst of both worlds — it did
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not have the power to follow up its implicit promises to the Madhesis, and no matter how one
dresses it up, it has had to eat humble pie and accommodate Oli. India could not exercise any
leadership in the Rohingya crisis. In the Maldives, it is looking increasingly more helpless.

To put it politely, our Pakistan strategy is in tatters. The fact that the Americans might be willing to
sanction Pakistan is a double-edged sword. For one thing, in the short run it will lead to Pakistan
turning the heat on India in the hope that ratcheting up the tensions, and provoking an Indian
response, will once again put the spotlight on the risks of the Kashmir crisis. We trumpeted the
fact that surgical strikes would be a deterrent; they turned out to be a virtually useless instrument.
Worse, the fact that we trumpeted them so loudly has created a domestic expectation of
retaliation, every time more Indian soldiers are killed. So we are caught in a political trap on
engagement with Pakistan. On the one hand, the NSAs are apparently talking. On the other hand,
you have created a public discourse where a chief minister has to explain that she is not being
anti-national in calling for talks with Pakistan. There is a simple point: Even if you intend to
exercise military options, they have to be embedded in a political strategy. Is there a political
strategy on Pakistan at all, or is it all bluster covering up a great floundering?

China’s aggressive posture has to make India wary. But surely the idea of deft diplomacy is that
you do not reach a point where literally every single line of engagement becomes a zero-sum
game, and you convert a hard-nosed contest of interests into a more publicly-charged,
ideologically potent contest of self-esteem. Perhaps we do not have any other options. But the net
result is that we are more cornered by China than we were a few years ago.

Add to this the atrocious deterioration of public discourse in India, where Mohan Bhagwat can
openly taunt the army, and you have to wonder: Have India’s strategic options in dealing with its
core challenges expanded or have they diminished? On any measure, hard power, diplomacy,
alliances, political framing, and consistency of domestic resolve, we seem to have fewer not more
options. The vigour of Modi’s travels can barely disguise the fact that in terms of India’s security
objectives, he is looking very weak indeed. Any other prime minister would have been hauled over
the coals if India had been backed into the corner it is now.
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Oli sworn in as Nepal PM for second time

K.P. Sharma Oli took oath of office on Thursday.APNiranjan Shrestha  

K.P. Sharma Oli was on Thursday sworn in as Nepal’s Prime Minister for the second time, weeks
after his Left alliance with the Communist Party of Nepal-Maoist (CPN-Maoist) swept the
parliamentary polls.

President Bidya Devi Bhandari administered the oath of office and secrecy to Mr. Oli and two other
Ministers, both from the Communist Party of Nepal-Unified Marxist-Leninist (CPN-UML), at a
function held at President’s Office.

According to sources, Maoist leaders did not take oath after their demand for the portfolio of the
Deputy Prime Minister was turned down by Mr. Oli. It is learnt that CPN-UML general secretary
Ishwor Pokharel was aspiring for the post of Deputy Prime Minister in the new Cabinet. Lal Babu
Pandit and Thum Maya Thapa were given the portfolios of Minister for Population and
Environment and Minister for Women and Children respectively.

The CPN-UML secured 121 seats in the 275-member Parliament and became the largest party.
The Nepali Congress won 63 seats while the CPN-Maoist secured 53 seats.
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Beijing fumes at PM Modi’s visit to Arunachal Pradesh

Warm welcome:Arunachal Pradesh Chief Minister Pema Khandu presenting a gift to Prime
Minister Narendra Modi to mark the 30 years of statehood, in Itanagar on Thursday.AFP/ PIB  

China has slammed Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s visit to Arunachal Pradesh, saying it was not
helpful in creating “enabling conditions” for boundary talks and improving Beijing-New Delhi ties.

Xinhua news agency quoted Foreign Ministry spokesperson Geng Shuang as saying on Thursday
that China was “firmly opposed” to Mr. Modi’s visit to the “disputed area.”

‘Consistent stand’

“China’s position on the China-India boundary question is consistent and clear-cut,” Mr. Geng
said. “The Chinese government has never recognised the so-called Arunachal Pradesh and is
firmly opposed to the Indian leader’s visit to the disputed area,” the spokesperson observed. “We
will lodge stern representations with the Indian side.” Mr. Geng said that China and India had
reached “important consensus” on properly managing disputes and the two sides were working to
resolve territorial disputes through negotiation and consultation.

“The Chinese side urges the Indian side to honour its commitment and abide by the relevant
consensus, and refrain from taking any action that may complicate the boundary question.”

He urged India to cherish “the hard-won momentum of improvements in bilateral relations and
create enabling conditions for the boundary talks and the development of bilateral relations.”
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Change of guard: On Jacob Zuma’s ouster

Jacob Zuma’s resignation as South Africa’s President brings an opportunity to start cleaning up
its government and institutions. The ‘Teflon’ president, a moniker the 75-year-old earned for his
survival skills, finally gave in to weeks of pressure from his own party, the African National
Congress, ending an almost nine-year-long, scandal-hit presidency marred by hundreds of
allegations and charges of fraud, money laundering and racketeering. Despite having survived
eight no-confidence motions, Mr. Zuma had little choice this time as his own party asked him to
resign, with ANC legislators looking inclined towards even a no-confidence motion against him in
parliament. The growing pressure on Mr. Zuma was also visible on some of those who allegedly
colluded with him, notably the India-born Gupta brothers whose home in the swish Saxonwold
suburb of Johannesburg was raided by the police on Wednesday. The trio — Ajay, Atul and
Rajesh Gupta — whose business interests range from mining to media and technology have been
accused of using their ties with Mr. Zuma to enable “state capture” by possessing inside
information, influencing ministerial appointments and swinging multimillion-dollar state contracts.
The timing of the raids was hardly a coincidence. The ANC is only too aware of the need to get its
house in order before the 2019 general election. Putting Mr. Zuma through a no-confidence motion
would have further exposed a party that went from leading South Africa out of apartheid to
administering a system and country characterised by high levels of inequality and corruption and a
flagging economy, with 30% unemployment and low growth.

The way is now clear for the reformist veteran Cyril Ramaphosa, the new President. He has
been a trade union leader, a key figure in the anti-apartheid movement and a close associate of
Nelson Mandela. He led the effort to draft the country’s new constitution in 1994 and was an MP in
the first post-apartheid parliament. With the ANC choosing Thabo Mbeki as Mandela’s successor
in 1999, Mr. Ramaphosa’s presidential ambitions were dashed, and he focussed on his
businesses instead — today, he is one of South Africa’s wealthiest black businessmen. In
December, he won a close and bitter contest against Nkosazana Dlamini-Zuma, Mr. Zuma’s ex-
wife, to become ANC’s leader, and has now been given a shot at leading South Africa. Mr.
Ramaphosa has spoken of a new phase and about prioritising the economy. This, in addition to
his background in politics and business, gives reason to believe that South Africa has a significant
opportunity for a change in direction and speed. However, whether and to what extent the new
leadership will allow the law to independently take its course with regard to Mr. Zuma remains to
be seen.
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Making up for lost time

Justin Trudeau, Canada’s youthful, popular and telegenic Prime Minister, begins his much
anticipated seven-day, five-city state visit of India on February 17. This is his first trip to India after
he became Prime Minister in 2015, but he has always had India and Indians around him. He is
familiar with Indian rituals and customs. He and his spouse are practitioners of yoga. He can even
perform bhangra. He has several friends, advisors and colleagues of Indian origin, given that the
Indian diaspora comprising 3.6% of the Canadian population is well-educated, affluent and
politically suave.

He is particularly close to the Sikh community, which affectionately calls him ‘Justin Singh’. Never
in Canadian history have at least 19 persons of Indian origin been elected to the House of
Commons, of which 17 (15 Sikhs) represent Mr. Trudeau’s Liberal Party. He has rewarded four
Sikhs with key Cabinet berths. As such these should have been heydays for India-Canada ties,
but for the fact that this phase has also coincided with a resurgence in anti-India activities by
emboldened Khalistani elements in Canada.

In a first, the Ontario Provincial Parliament adopted a resolution moved by the ruling Liberal
Party’s MPP (Member of Provincial Parliament) Harinder Malhi, on April 6, 2017, terming the 1984
anti-Sikh riots as ‘genocide’. She was promptly rewarded with a cabinet berth. A peeved India
described it as a “misguided motion based on a limited understanding of India, its Constitution,
society, ethos, rule of law and its judicial process.”

Next, on April 30, 2017, Mr. Trudeau himself showed up at the Toronto nagar kirtan where
Khalistani flags and pictures of slain terrorists like Jarnail Singh Bhindranwale were conspicuously
displayed. Former Prime Minister Stephen Harper had consciously shunned such platforms during
his years in office.

Not to be outdone, in December, self-appointed radical leaders imposed a ban on the entry of
Indian officials in Canadian gurdwaras, which goes against all tenets of the inclusive, benign and
liberal Sikh faith. It is heartening that several sober and influential Sikh voices have criticised and
disassociated themselves from the move.

The ‘Khalistani’ issue has figured prominently between India and Canada at all levels. However,
Canadian political leaders and parties continue to mollycoddle the Khalisanti elements in the quest
for electoral gains. What is incongruous is that the current Liberal government seems to be going
beyond the needs of political and electoral arithmetic in courting the radicals. Naturally bilateral
relations cannot but be impacted.

Sensing the delicacy of the situation, the Canadian government appears to be strategising to
contain the fallout. Infrastructure Minister Amarjeet Sohi, who has impeccable credentials, stated:
“Throughout my life, I have been one of the strongest opponents of the Khalistani movement.” It is
high time to put the issue to rest, though this may be unlikely given that Canadian leaders only
seem to be looking at a tactical recalibration.

That said, Canada has truly been a land of opportunity for the Indian diaspora. They have earned
the affection and respect of Canadians, who are very inclusive. There many iconic rags-to-riches
stories, like that of Prem Watsa, Chairman of Fairfax Financial Holding, who migrated from
Hyderabad in the 1970s with a few dollars and is now known as the Warren Buffett of Canada. His
company has invested over $1 billion in India during the last 30 months or so.

Another welcome development in recent years has been a spike in investments by the well-
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endowed Canadian Pension Funds like CPPIB and CDPQ into India. Together, Canadian
companies have have pumped in some $12-15 billion Canadian in India in sectors including real
estate, financial services, distressed assets, modern logistics facilities and e-commerce.

Early conclusion of the bilateral Comprehensive Economic Partnership Agreement (CEPA) and
Investment Promotion and Protection Agreements (BIPPA), which have been under negotiation for
several years, would boost our economic partnership. It would particularly open up the services
sector allowing highly skilled Indian professionals, for whom there is a ready demand, to work in
Canada. However, this is not likely to happen in a hurry. BIPPA is closer to finalisation, but India
would prefer that both agreements be operationalised in one go.

During Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s visit to Canada in April 2015, both sides agreed to elevate
their bilateral relations to a strategic partnership. Truth be told, the strategic content remains wafer
thin. The ties essentially rest on 3Es — economy, energy and education. India has started
importing uranium from Canada, beginning 2015. Canada also has sizeable reserves of oil and
gas. Over time Canada could become a key partner in India’s quest for energy security.

With declining interest in Britain and some uncertainty over the U.S.’s policies, Indian students
have begun heading for vocational and higher education to Canada in larger numbers. An added
attraction for them is that Canada routinely provides a three-year work visa upon completion of
studies, which opens up avenues of gainful employment and citizenship. Canada also continues
with a liberal immigration policy. In 2016, some 40,000 Indian immigrants were admitted into the
country.

Till recently, knowledgeable Canadians would say with pride that there was a little of their country
in every Indian home, as significant quantities of Canadian pulses were being imported by India.
Both nations also have some collaboration in agri-tech and much more can be done. We are
fortunate to have complementary economies and capable human resources. There is enough
potential for stepping up cooperation in areas like information technology, science and technology,
clean and green tech, aviation and outer space, cold-climate warfare, cybersecurity,
counterterrorism and tourism. The need of the hour is to strengthen mutual trust and confidence,
by taking a long-term view of the relationship.

Vishnu Prakash is a former Indian High Commissioner to Canada (2015-16)
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Asia’s reform report card is a mixed bag

For Prime Minister Narendra Modi, what a difference nine days make.

On 23 January, the world got a dose of the India it most craves. That day, in Davos, Switzerland,
Modi attacked protectionism and touted India as ready to step into a key global role. That
message, though, seemed surreally at odds with the road map presented in New Delhi nine days
later.

Davos Modi slammed those who “want to reverse” globalization’s “natural flow”. New Delhi Modi
reverted to the typical tokenism and vague populism for which he criticized predecessors before
taking office in May 2014. Not only does the latest annual budget hike tariffs almost across the
board, but its handouts to farmers and rural poor do more to wreck Modi’s reputation for fiscal
restraint than hasten growth.

It’s this tale of two Modis that lowers India’s grade slightly in our periodic report card of Asia’s key
reformist leaders, ranked best to worst.

Modinomics: In our last assessment of Asia’s four biggest economies in June, India was best in
the class, earning a “B”. The prime minister’s progress still compares favourably to that of Japan’s
Shinzo Abe, China’s Xi Jinping and South Korea’s Moon Jae-in. Modi’s successes in increasing
the tax base and opening key sectors from defence to insurance are noteworthy. So is the splashy
way he sold the “New India” narrative. But the latest budget smacks of timidity, opportunism and
damage control from a weak election in his home state Gujarat. Critics tend to highlight Modi’s
Hindu nationalism and botched move to remove 86% of currency notes overnight.

Modi’s real sin is overselling his ability to achieve double-digit growth and employ the roughly 1
million Indians who enter the labour market each month. This government may indeed be the best
chance India has had in decades to transform the landscape, China-style. But with national
elections on the horizon and Modi’s talk outpacing action, investors have reason to worry. Modi’s
grade: “C+”.

Moononomics: Grading Korea’s restructuring process is a bit awkward. Our last report card cycle
gave the policies of Moon’s predecessor an “F”. Park Geun-hye had just recently gone to jail on
bribery and influence-peddling charges. She pledged to take on the giant family-run
conglomerates running roughshod over the economy. Instead, she got co-opted and undone by
the same scandal that put Samsung heir apparent Lee Jae-yong in jail (he has since been freed).
Moon acted fast to raise the minimum wage and implement Korea’s first corporate tax hike since
1991. The latter, aimed at top-earning companies, was a down payment on taking conglomerates
down a peg, catalyzing a start-up boom and building a “trickle up” growth model. Moon hasn’t
moved as rapidly as many hoped. To be fair, he’s had to balance North Korea’s antics with US
President Donald Trump’s trade war threats and hints of military action. Yet, Seoul gets the most-
improved award among Asian reformers. Moon’s grade: “C+”.

Xiconomics: The Chinese president earned a “C-“ back in June, mostly because his efforts to
wean the economy off excessive credit and debt lacked urgency. While that’s still true, there’s
reason to be optimistic Xi is finding his economic-disruptor mojo. One is the widening crackdown
on the $16 trillion shadow-banking monster at the root of asset bubbles and dodgy policy
decisions. In December, crackdowns curbed trading activity in the opaque, largely off-balance
sheet wealth-management products. Curbs implemented last year halved interbank
holdings—about $520 million in December. Sudden reversals in these highly leveraged trades can
slam broader stock and debt markets—quite suddenly. Beijing, meantime, is finally serious about
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opening its $11 trillion bond market to global investors (luring $55 billion in 2017). One huge
demerit: Beijing’s fixation on achieving 6.5% growth continues to warp incentives and reduce the
political tolerance for the shock therapy needed to recalibrate the economy. Xi’s grade: “C”.

Abenomics: Japan is on a tear at the moment, enjoying the second-longest expansion since
World War II. But wages, sadly, aren’t. Five-plus years into Prime Minister Abe’s reflation gambit,
his weak-yen policy boosted corporate profits and cheered exporters. Incomes remain stagnant,
though.

One reason executives lack confidence to fatten paychecks: the structural shock therapy Abe
promised hasn’t materialized. Companies are still waiting to see what Abe can achieve in
revitalizing industry, boosting productivity, shaking up labour markets and supporting
entrepreneurship. Since Abenomics has been mostly about aggressive monetary easing, Japan
lacks the virtuous cycle needed to defeat deflation and give long-suffering salarymen a raise. It’s
important, too, to recognize that most of Japan’s growth is coming from the outside—from buoyant
demand from the US, China and even Europe. That explains why domestic consumption remains
moribund—and why Japan is last in the class. Abe’s grade: “D”.

With global growth buoyant, the year ahead offers an ideal window of opportunity for Asia’s four
biggest economies to raise their games. Will they? We’ll find out when it’s report card time again.

William Pesek, based in Tokyo, is a former columnist for Barron’s and Bloomberg and author of
Japanization: What the World Can Learn from Japan’s Lost Decades.

His Twitter handle is @williampesek
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Oli’s challenge

The appointment of K P Oli as Prime Minister on Thursday, three months after the completion of
Parliament elections, is expected to enable a stable government in Nepal. The Left alliance,
including Oli’s own party, the Communist Party of Nepal-United Marxist Leninist, and ally, the
CPN-Maoist Centre, had won a total of 174 seats in the 275-member Parliament. Oli’s elevation to
the PM’s office was delayed only because the Election Commission had waited for elections to the
upper house to conclude before declaring the final results. The Oli-led CPN-UML with 121 seats
finished short of a simple majority and is dependent on the Maoists to stay in office. Party leaders
had announced before the elections that the two parties would merge to form a united communist
party, which hasn’t happened yet. There are ideological and leadership issues that need to be
settled before the merger can take place. The stability of the government will depend on the two
parties working together.

Oli’s immediate challenge is the implementation of the Constitution, which is increasingly
contested by many groups. He will need to build and consolidate a consensus among various
sections of the society on key provisions including the republican character of the country and the
relations between the Centre and provinces. This is essential to contain the discontent among
those who disagree with the new Constitution, essential to rebuild Nepal. The political instability in
Nepal since the bloody civil war ended in 2006 had much to do with the failure of parties to
negotiate differences and arrive at a consensual middle path. Institutional promises like that of the
Truth and Reconciliation Commission to ensure justice to war victims have floundered because
major political parties differ on their objectives. Politicisation of the judiciary and widespread
corruption have triggered public unrest and mobilisation. Restoring public confidence in institutions
and rebuilding them could prove to be more challenging than winning elections.

Oli’s success in the November elections was credited to the anti-India rhetoric in his campaign. He
grew in stature during 2015-16, when he, then the PM, identified with the national sentiment,
which blamed New Delhi for the blockade on the India-Nepal border. As PM, he will now need to
build bridges with India. Geography, religion, political history and culture tie Nepal to India, which
no amount of Chinese aid can replace. Oli needs to balance Kathmandu’s ties with New Delhi and
Beijing instead of tilting to one side or playing one against the other. On its part, India seems keen
on engaging with the new government. External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj’s goodwill visit
earlier this month indicates its resolve to respect Nepal’s mandate. Oli, a practical politician,
should be able to read the signs.
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Solar alliance biggest win since Paris accord, says PM

Narendra Modi  

The biggest development on tackling climate change since the Paris Accord of 2015 has been the
International Solar Alliance, said Prime Minister Narendra Modi at the inaugural session of the
World Sustainable Development Summit. “India and France initiated the International Solar
Alliance.

It already has 121 members [countries] and is perhaps the single most important global
achievement since the Paris Agreement of 2015,” he told a crowd of students, Ministers and
delegates from 40 countries.

“While the world was discussing Inconvenient Truth [a reference to the 2006 documentary on
global warming] we translated it into Convenient Action,” he added. The International Solar
Alliance (ISA) that aims at increasing solar energy deployment in member countries, came into
legal, independent existence in December and is the first treaty-based international
intergovernmental organisation to be based out of India.

The ISA aims to mobilise more than $1,000 billion in investments by 2030 for “massive
deployment” of solar energy, pave the way for future technologies adapted to the needs of moving
to a fossil-free future and keep global temperatures from rising above 2°C by the end of the
century.

India’s target

India has committed itself to having 175,000 MW of renewed energy in the grid by 2022.

As part of the agreement, India will contribute $27 million (Rs. 175.5 crore approximately) to the
ISA for creating corpus, building infrastructure and recurring expenditure over five years from
2016-17 to 2020-21.

The ISA was launched on November 30, 2015 in Paris, on the sidelines of COP-21, the UN
climate conference.
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‘Dreamers’ in limbo as immigration Bills rejected

Speaking up:A file photo of a demonstrator at a rally in support of the Dream Act on Capitol Hill in
Washington.NYT  

The U.S. Senate blocked several immigration proposals on Thursday, including a bipartisan
compromise opposed by President Donald Trump, dashing hopes that Congress will soon decide
the fate of nearly two million migrants brought to the country illegally as children.

Mr. Trump had threatened to veto the bipartisan deal, which would shield the young immigrants
from deportation in exchange for $25 billion in border security, because it did not include the
restrictions on legal immigration he has sought.

The Senate’s Republican leadership had set aside this week to reach an agreement on putting 1.8
million so-called “Dreamers” on a pathway to citizenship, boosting border security, and potentially
tightening up existing regulations on immigration.

Lawmakers were heading home to their districts for 10 days to reassess, with just weeks to go
before a March 5 deadline, after which thousands could be at risk of deportation. All four proposals
put forward failed.
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India, Iran and a divided Middle East

The first presidential visit from Iran since 2003 comes at a complicated moment in Tehran. For the
Islamic Republic of Iran, it is the best of times and the worst of times. Iran’s regional influence has
never been as expansive as it is today. Yet, there is a huge push back against Tehran from some
of its Arab neighbours, Israel and the Trump Administration.

More problematic is the increasing internal and economic and political volatility as the Islamic
Republic celebrates its 40th anniversary. The Iranian currency rial is rapidly losing its value, hitting
a record low of 48,000 against the US dollar earlier this week. High inflation and large-scale
unemployment, as well as widespread corruption triggered protests in Iran’s cities around the new
year. Some of the slogans in the protests — “Not Gaza, not Lebanon, I give my life to Iran” —
questioned the costs of Tehran’s expansive internationalism at a time of internal economic pain.

There are also demands for social liberalisation, with the women protesting the law on the
compulsory wearing of the veil in public. While conservatives in Iran trashed these protests, the
office of President Hassan Rouhani released the reports of a survey that showed nearly 50 per
cent of the population opposes the mandatory hijab rule.

The faultines within the ruling elite are open and the contestation between different factions is
continuous. But supreme leader Ali Khamenei has the last word and towers over the elected
presidency and all other institutions. Forty years after the founding of the Islamic republic in 1979,
Iran’s internal divisions are getting sharper. President Rouhani has, in fact, called for a referendum
to heal domestic bleeding. Rouhani did not say what the referendum will be about, but a group of
liberal reformers quickly backed his suggestion by calling for a popular vote on the legitimacy of
the current political order.

While the focus of the engagement between Prime Minister Narendra Modi and Rouhani will
necessarily be on bilateral issues relating to trade, investment and connectivity, Iran’s domestic
politics and its involvement in the multiple conflicts in the Middle East must fully inform Delhi’s
engagement with Tehran.

Rouhani’s visit to Hyderabad this week was in part about showcasing Iran’s deep historical
connections with India. It also provided an occasion for Rouhani to deliver a sombre message on
overcoming sectarian conflict within Islam and promoting harmony between different religious
communities. This message is directed not just to the audiences in India but also those in the
Middle East.

That brings us to Delhi’s biggest current challenge in dealing with Tehran — the sharpening
conflict between Iran and Saudi Arabia. But Delhi’s public discourse on relations with Iran has for
long been framed it in terms of Tehran’s relations with Washington. That tells only one part of the
story, but masks others.

During the early decades of the Cold War, India stayed away from the Shah of Iran, a secular
modernising ruler, because he was too close to the United States. After all, the Shah put Iran into
the US’s regional Cold War alliances like the Central Treaty Organisation that also included
Pakistan and Turkey. Today, one of the main problem is the unending enmity between Iran and
the US.

Delhi was relieved when the US, under President Barack Obama, and Iran in 2015 concluded a
nuclear deal and opened up some space for international commercial cooperation with Tehran.
President Donald Trump and his Republican party’s hostility towards the deal has created fresh
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complications for India.

Although Delhi is looking for ways to sidestep the potential expansion of the US sanctions regime,
for example, with a reported rupee-rial arrangement, India’s problems with Iran’s regional rivalries
is not going to disappear. While the US-Iran nuclear deal was welcomed in Delhi, it was viewed
with great concern in some Arab capitals, especially Riyadh, Abu Dhabi, Amman and Cairo.

Many of them accused President Barack Obama of selling out its long-standing friends and
partners in pursuit of a deal with Iran. Even more important, Saudi Arabia has taken matters into
its own hands to confront Iran’s growing influence across the region. The conflicts in Iraq, Syria,
Bahrain, Lebanon and Yemen have provided a fertile ground for the playing out of the rivalry
between Tehran and Riyadh.

It is not for India to judge who is right or wrong, but to recognise the reality of regional conflicts in
the Middle East and limit their impact on India’s ability to secure its goals in the region. India would
certainly want to see a serious effort to reconcile the current tensions between Iran and its Arab
neighbours, where Delhi’s stakes have risen manifold in recent decades.

Realism tells us that Delhi does not have the power to mitigate the tensions between Iran and
Saudi Arabia. But Delhi can certainly encourage the emerging trends for political and social
moderation in the Middle East. India has positively viewed the recent calls from the political
leadership in Egypt, Saudi Arabia and the UAE for reclaiming Islam from violent extremists. India
should also welcome Rouhani’s emphasis on ending sectarian conflicts in the region and his
praise of India as a “living museum” of peaceful religious co-existence.

While Rouhani may not have the command of Iran’s politics, the moderate forces represented by
him are critical for the pursuit of three important Indian objectives in the Middle East. One is the
promotion of mutual political accommodation within the region; another is pressing for an end to
the export of destabilising ideologies from the region; and finally the construction of a coalition
against violent religious extremism that has inflicted so much suffering in the Middle East and the
Subcontinent.
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May pleads for post-Brexit security deal with EU

Theresa May  

British Prime Minister Theresa May pleaded on Saturday for an urgent deal with the EU on post-
Brexit security cooperation, warning that citizens’ lives were at stake.

In a speech at the Munich Security Conference, she acknowledged that no deal currently exists
between the EU and a third country “that captures the full depth and breadth of our existing
relationship”.

‘Cannot delay’

But she said there was no reason both sides could not come up with practical ways to create a
“deep and special partnership” on security.

“We cannot delay discussions on this,” Ms. May said. She also warned European partners not to
put politics above cooperation against crime and terrorism.

“This cannot be a time when any of us allow competition between partners, rigid institutional
restrictions or deep-seated ideology to inhibit our cooperation and jeopardise the security of our
citizens,” Ms. May told the audience.

She cautioned that if there was no special deal on security by the time Britain leaves the bloc in
March 2019, speedy extraditions under the European Arrest Warrant “would cease”.

And if the U.K. were no longer part of Europol, the EU’s law enforcement agency, information
sharing would be hampered — undermining the fight against terrorism, organised crime and
cyberattacks.
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Alliance divided: on Sri Lankan politics

Sri Lanka is in the throes of a political crisis after the two main parties in the ruling coalition
suffered a dramatic defeat in the recent local government elections. Fissures between the Sri
Lanka Freedom Party, led by President Maithripala Sirisena, and the United National Party, led by
Prime Minister Ranil Wickremesinghe, have deepened. The fragile ‘national unity’ government
they run together is beset by instability and uncertainty. The local council polls, won resoundingly
by the Sri Lanka People’s Front, which has the backing of former President Mahinda Rajapaksa,
have brought to the fore popular disenchantment with the ruling parties, particularly over
unemployment and rural distress caused by drought. Even prior to the elections, Mr. Sirisena
disagreed often with his Prime Minister over policy measures. In his campaign, he highlighted an
inquiry report that indicted some associates of Mr. Wickremesinghe in a mammoth scandal in the
sale of government bonds by Sri Lanka’s central bank. It was no surprise when the parties
contested separately, but neither of them foresaw the outcome, which could mark the return of Mr.
Rajapaksa as a major political force. After the results were out the alliance came under stress as
Mr. Sirisena wanted the Prime Minister to resign, but the latter has made it clear he will stay on.
Amidst efforts by each camp to form an alternative regime that would exclude the other, Mr.
Wickremesinghe has said the coalition stands. There is talk of a Cabinet reshuffle as a means of
settling their differences, but the durability of the alliance remains in doubt.

SLFP, UNP avert split, plan reshuffle

The coalition rides on the moral strength of the twin mandate of 2015: Mr. Sirisena’s victory in
the presidential election over Mr. Rajapaksa, and the alliance’s decisive win in the parliamentary
elections held later. It is imperative to Sri Lanka’s interest that the President and Prime Minister
remain faithful to the original mandate, which was for good governance and institutional reform.
Mr. Wickremesinghe says he is committed to it, and that he will take “corrective measures” on the
economic front. The fact that economic disillusionment had in the past led to social unrest, conflict
and extreme nationalism should not be forgotten. The alliance had obtained public support for its
reform agenda and for showing a path away from authoritarian trends and institutional decay. It
would be unfortunate if partisan interests are placed above the people’s aspirations. The two
leaders should seek to sink their differences and win back popular confidence. The coalition
should continue to pursue the process of framing a new and inclusive constitution. It should fulfil
its promises on reconciliation to the war-affected Tamils, whose backing proved crucial in their
march to power. One electoral setback should not result in the project of national reconciliation
falling victim to narrow political interests.
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For India, it should be neighbourhood first

As India’s salience in global matters grows — amply demonstrated recently by the presence of 10
leaders from the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) at India’s Republic Day
celebrations, the visit of Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu to India, and Prime Minister
Narendra Modi’s latest forays to the United Arab Emirates (UAE), Oman and Palestine — its
leaders also need to contemplate and reflect deeply on what is happening in India’s immediate
neighbourhood.

Far more than East, South-east Asia, or West Asia, it is India’s immediate neighbourhood that
directly impacts it geopolitically, geo-strategically and geoeconomically. Whatever be the ambit of
India’s reach elsewhere, India’s principal focus, hence, will need to be on this neighbourhood.

India can afford to live with demands such as the one made at the recently concluded ASEAN-
India Commemorative Summit, where it was urged to play a pro-active role in the Asia-Pacific
region, without needing to take hard decisions. It possibly also does not have to answer questions
as to whether ASEAN nations fully back India’s membership of the Quadrilateral (Australia, Japan,
the United States and India), even as most of them back China’s Belt and Road Initiative. India
can even afford to skirt the issue as to whether ASEAN-India relations are all embracing in nature
or limited only to specific aspects.

The balancing act, in India-ASEAN ties

In West Asia, India still possesses enough leeway to engage in skilful manoeuvre around
contentious issues without having to take a stand. India could, thus, successfully handle an Israeli
Prime Minister’s visit to India just prior to Mr. Modi’s visit to Palestine, and yet avoid a negative
fallout. It could also separate the technological “blush” of Mr. Netanyahu’s visit without having to
take a clear stand on the issue of Jerusalem. Likewise, Mr. Modi, during his Palestine visit could
conclude as many as six agreements and express the hope that Palestine would soon emerge as
a sovereign independent country in a peaceful manner without having to specifically refer to a
“united” and “viable” Palestine.

With the UAE and Oman, things have been easier. With the former, trade and economic ties as
also counter-terror aspects have been on a growth curve. With the latter, an established friend, the
option of closer naval co-operation and of reaching an agreement to give the Indian Navy access
to Duqm port did not prove difficult.

It is in South Asia where troubles are mounting, where India cannot succeed without looking at
some hard options. For instance, how to deal with a new government in Nepal (comprising the Left
Alliance of the CPN-UML led by Oli and the CPN-Maoist Centre led by Prachanda) with few
pretensions as to where its sympathies lie. India also needs to now contemplate the prospect of
prolonged unrest and possibly violence, both communal and terror-related, in neighbouring
Bangladesh, prior to scheduled elections in 2019. This follows the conviction by a special court in
Dhaka of Bangladesh Nationalist Party leader and three-time Prime Minister Khaleda Zia on
corruption charges. Dealing with both Nepal and Bangladesh will need more than fine gestures;
they will need far more closer monitoring.

Another and a more imminent challenge for India is to sort out the imbroglio in the Maldives which
is threatening to spill out of control. No amount of dissimulation will help. India cannot afford not to
be directly engaged in finding a proper solution.

Relations between India and the Maldives have undergone significant changes since the days of



crackIAS.com

crackIAS.com

former President Maumoon Abdul Gayoom. After the Maldivian Democratic Party, headed by
former President Mohamed Nasheed, came to power, for the first time anti-Indian forces within the
Maldives (including radical Islamist groups sponsored by Pakistan and Saudi Arabia) could muster
some support. It was also Mr. Nasheed’s initial overtures to China that set the stage for Maldivian-
China relations. Under the current President, Abdulla Yameen Abdul Gayoom, anti-Indian
tendencies have steadily increased and there has been a pronounced tilt in favour of China. The
free trade agreement that the Maldives signed recently with China has been the proverbial thin
end of the wedge, providing China with an excellent opportunity to enhance its influence and retain
de facto possession of the Southern Atolls in the Maldivian archipelago.

Straddling a strategic part of the Western Indian Ocean, the Maldives today occupies a crucial
position along the main shipping lanes in the Indian Ocean. The Southern Maldives has long
remained an object of interest to the major powers. With the U.S. taking a step back, China has
begun to display a great deal of interest in the area; this coincides with its current outreach into the
Indian Ocean Region as also its ongoing plans to take control of Gwadar port (Pakistan) and
establish a naval base in Djibouti in the Horn of Africa.

India cannot, hence, afford to remain idle and must come up with an answer soon enough that is
consistent with its strategic interests. A muscular reaction would be ill-advised, despite the
entreaties of Mr. Nasheed, as the international community is likely to react adversely to any
military adventure. China is, meanwhile, playing its cards carefully, calling for “home-grown
solutions” and “warning against any military intervention”. The critical need is to find a solution
early — one that takes into account India’s geostrategic and geopolitical interests in the region.
Else, it would have far-reaching consequences as far as India’s quest for regional power status is
concerned.

Two other issues, viz., Pakistan and Afghanistan, similarly demand our focussed attention, and
that India acts with a sense of responsibility expected of a regional superpower.

The virtual collapse of a Pakistan policy seems to affect Pakistan less and India more. The latter is
facing a daily haemorrhaging of human lives due to cross border firing and terrorist violence from
Pakistan. In spite of its internal political crisis, and U.S. President Donald Trump’s fusillade
threatening Pakistan with dire consequences if it failed to amend its ways, Pakistan shows no sign
of altering its anti-India trajectory. Democratic India can hardly afford to remain as blasé and let
things slide, without effectively trying to find ways and means to change a situation which is
certainly not to our advantage.

Equally vital for India is to try and find a way out of the Afghan morass. The daily massacre of
innocents, men, women and children, civilian officials and military personnel, experts from several
countries and diplomats, marks the start of the complete collapse of a system of governance.

Despite periodic optimistic forecasts of the Taliban being in retreat, terrorists under check, and that
the Afghan government is still in charge, Afghanistan’s position today is the worst ever since the
1970s. This January, the capital city of Kabul witnessed one of the worst ever incidents of violence
anywhere, in which over 100 civilians were killed following a series of terror strikes. This happened
despite the presence of foreign troops, elements of the Afghan military and also of the Afghan
police. Notwithstanding the omnipresent Pakistan hand in the violence in Afghanistan, this kind of
“engineered chaos” over a prolonged period of time effectively demonstrates that the Afghan state
has virtually disintegrated.

The collapse of the Afghan state does have severe consequences for India and nations in the
vicinity. As a regional power, India has significant stakes in Afghanistan. Apart from the human
cost and the fact that New Delhi has spent over $2 billion in providing humanitarian assistance to
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Afghanistan, India’s true stake lies in sustaining the future of the Afghan state. Its “shrivelling” or
“demise” and any premature end to the attempt to restore peace in Afghanistan will only revive
memories of the worst days of the Afghan jihad in the 1980s and 1990s, and India has every
reason to feel concerned about the fallout. Of no less consequence is the fact that if Afghanistan
were to cease to exist, its civilisational links with India would also evaporate. For a variety of
reasons, therefore, India cannot allow Afghanistan to collapse or cease to exist as a state in the
modern sense. This is something that demands India’s critical attention, and specially for a display
of its leadership skills.

For all these reasons, and apart from those currently at the helm of affairs in India, the leaderships
of parties and States across the spectrum must try and achieve a unanimity of purpose in regard
to our foreign policy priorities. Today, the focus needs to be on our immediate neighbourhood. The
outcome of the Israel-Palestine conflict, the turmoil in the East and South China Seas, or other
big-ticket issues across the world are important, but it is South Asia and the neighbourhood that
demands our concentrated attention. If India is not seen to be actively involved in ensuring that the
region is at peace and functions in conformity with its world view, any claims to leadership would
amount to little more than treading water.

M.K. Narayanan is a former National Security Adviser and a former Governor of West Bengal
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Building maritime capacity in South-East Asia

Asean (Association of Southeast Asian Nations) has been on a roll since January. In the span of
slightly over a month, the 10-member regional bloc participated in four major events: the
commemorative summit with India, Asean Defence Ministers’ Meeting Retreat, Asean Foreign
Ministers’ Retreat, and an informal defence ministers’ meeting with China.

Underlying all the bonhomie of these major events has been a constant worry about what future
lies ahead. The joint statements and press releases say it all. The region continues to face
strategic uncertainties arising from numerous security challenges. Asean is certainly more
preoccupied with the scourge of extremist violence and terrorism, especially following the Marawi
debacle. However, as Asean grapples with this insidious threat, it is also coping with the evidently
intensifying great power rivalries. The South China Sea problems look as if they have been
successfully managed for now. But Asean could not hide its anxiety. The latest chairman’s
statement from the Asean Foreign Ministers’ Retreat flagged concerns over the persistent
militarization activities in the disputed waters. The statement did not call out anyone in particular,
but most would have almost instinctively linked it to China.

Altogether, the challenges posed by terrorism and other non-traditional security issues, as well as
great power rivalries and the South China Sea disputes, present a less than rosy picture for
Asean, which seeks to preserve its driver’s seat in the regional security architecture. That said,
however, one cardinal norm that will not change, and may continue to serve Asean well, is the
idea of inclusivity—enmeshing all Asean and extra-regional players by giving each a veritable
stake in regional peace and stability.

This norm works well when it comes to maritime security capacity-building in South-East Asia.
Maintaining good order at sea—safeguarding the maritime commons and ensuring freedom of
navigation—is everyone’s responsibility, both coastal and user states. But as the Malacca Straits
patrols and the latest Sulu-Celebes Seas trilateral cooperative arrangements have demonstrated,
Asean governments regard policing the waters as first and foremost the primary responsibility of
coastal states. Extra-regional actors are welcome to offer fiscal, technical and training aid.

While the Philippines President Rodrigo Duterte not too long ago suggested roping China into the
Sulu-Celebes Seas patrols, it remains to be seen whether Asean will really open a Pandora’s box
and set a precedent for future extra-regional intervention. It is more possible to see greater Asean
participation in such intramural initiatives as those in the Sulu-Celebes Seas, before the bloc
decides to seek extra-regional direct involvement. But this preferred approach runs against yet
another, pragmatic challenge of persistent maritime security capacity shortfalls faced by some
Asean governments.

It is in this backdrop that one could see extra-regional powers play significant roles. The US is a
longstanding player, elevating its role with the recent freedom of navigation operations in the
South China Sea. In the near future, the US navy looks poised to continue shouldering this
thankless yet critically important task while others serve as essentially little more than
cheerleaders or silent bystanders. Nonetheless, before this situation changes, the various other
extra-regional players can still do more to build maritime security capacities in South-East Asia.

In this respect, Japan trails the US via a structured programme known as the Vientiane Vision.
Australia does not have an equivalent programme, despite maintaining a longstanding set of
maritime security partnerships with Asean countries. India has more room to grow its involvement.
Some, if not all, Asean governments have long viewed New Delhi as a counterweight to China.
Recall a few years ago when Vietnamese officials beseeched India to “rise faster”—a sentiment
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becoming more prevalent amid the current geopolitical uncertainties.

What New Delhi has in South-East Asia is what Beijing has only in the past decade started doing
and so far not yet accomplished in the Indian Ocean. It is the set of bilateral maritime security and
naval relations as well as the geographical familiarity and knowledge accumulated over many
decades by Indian maritime forces conducting regular deployments east of the Malacca Straits.
The established interoperability built up with Asean counterparts, such as through coordinated
naval patrols with Indonesia and Thailand, is priceless. But it is time for India to do more. For
example, creating more institutionalized patterns of joint training and exercises along the lines of
the Singapore-India Maritime Bilateral Exercise (SIMBEX), involving navies and coastguards. The
latest Sambandh Initiative, and Mobile Training Team programme are targeted at the smaller
Indian Ocean neighbours as part of the overall response to China’s increasing presence in the
region. It might be worthwhile extending these programmes to South-East Asia.

Where technical capacity is concerned, India’s extension of credit to Vietnam for acquiring new
patrol vessels is noteworthy, but a more structured programme aimed at South and South-East
Asia along the lines of Australia’s Pacific patrol boat programme, could be feasible. New Delhi
could also leverage its space technology strengths, especially remote-sensing capabilities for
maritime domain awareness. Technical tie-ups between the Indian Space Research Organization
and its Asean counterparts in the area of micro- and nano-satellites—for which such national
programmes already exist in South-East Asia—can be another way forward.

However, it is finally important to highlight that instead of disparate national approaches to assist
South-East Asia’s maritime security capacity-building, which could lead to duplication and overlap
of efforts, it may reap greater benefits for these extra-regional powers to coordinate with each
other in the absence of a joint framework. Despite criticisms directed at its relevance and efficacy,
the Quad may serve as such a platform, short of being a formal alliance, to facilitate such efforts.
A more robust “Act East” approach for India could well begin with initiating discussions within this
set-up.

Swee Lean Collin Koh is research fellow with the Maritime Security Programme, at the Institute of
Defence and Strategic Studies, based in Nanyang Technological University, Singapore.

This is part of the Young Asian Writers series, a Mint initiative to bring young voices from different
Asian countries to the fore.
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India-Israel relations: the Arab perspective

Marking 25 years of the establishment of diplomatic relations between Israel and India, the visit of
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu to India in January 2018 served as a milestone in the
bourgeoning friendship between these nations. During the visit, Netanyahu and Indian Prime
Minister Narendra Modi inaugurated iCreate—the International Centre for Entrepreneurship and
Technology—in Gujarat that will encourage scientific and technological exchanges between Israeli
and Indian technology companies. In a speech at the event, Netanyahu expressed the hope that
the partnerships between Israeli and Indian young professionals would flourish into ideas that
would “change the world.”

Netanyahu’s arguably successful visit received comprehensive coverage in the Arab media,
eliciting a wide array of ambivalent responses. The majority of coverage displayed frustration at
Israel’s infiltration into a formerly pro-Arab bastion of the Non-Aligned Movement and fear that
close Israeli-Indian relations would come at the expense of Arab interests. On the other hand,
some responses highlighted an appreciation that a small state like Israel had successfully
positioned itself as a strategic partner to a world power like India. Thus, for instance, Lebanese
reporter Haifa Zeiater remarked on Israel’s ability to compete with the US, France and Russia in
selling weapons to India.

An article by Makram Mohammed Ahmed, representing both approaches, was published in the
Egyptian daily Al-Ahram. According to him, while Arab-Indian relations have been on a gradual
decline, in recent years, Israeli-Indian relations have advanced significantly, as demonstrated by
aerospace, scientific and technological agreements. He was impressed by Israel’s ability to
identify, more than two decades ago, “India’s growing importance as a rising global power”, unlike
the Arab failure to recognize this trend.

Arab fascination with the achievements of the Israeli “start-up nation” is not a novel concept and at
times culminates in functional idealization. For several decades, more than a few Arab thinkers
have discussed the growing technological gap between Israel and its neighbours as accentuating
the need for reform in the Arab world. To them, Israeli achievements, such as launching satellites
and astronauts into space, winning Nobel prizes in physics and chemistry, and developing
technologies, should serve as a reminder to Arab states not to be left behind, and to allocate
resources toward scientific education and nurturing rational and critical thought.

The view of Israel as a hub for patents and inventions was also voiced by Naguib Mahfouz (1911-
2006), considered by many as Egypt’s greatest writer. In his writing, Mahfouz expressed his
admiration of Israeli academia. He was especially impressed by the rejuvenation of the Hebrew
language and its ability, unlike Arabic, to absorb foreign-universal terms that promoted a modern
scientific and technological discourse.

A similar example can be found in Egyptian publicist and TV host Khalid Muntasir, whose work
stressed the need for a scientific revolution in the Arab world as a prerequisite to joining modern
civilization. Muntasir argued that Israel’s scientific achievements are not a result of genetic
advantage, but of studious and concentrated effort to establish and promote top-notch research
institutions and academic centres.

The Technion—Israel Institute of Technology, one of Israel’s leading universities, is for Muntasir
the model for the revolutionary path that Arabs should take because, according to him, its slogan
“Science is the solution” is a reversal of the Muslim Brothers’ slogan, “Islam is the solution”.
Muntasir was impressed that the department of computer sciences at the Technion was founded
as early as the 1960s, and counts among its alumni executives in companies such as Yahoo and
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Google. In an article written after the 2011 Nobel Prize in chemistry was awarded to Dan
Shechtman from the Technion, he defined it as the qibla (the direction of prayer in Islam) for
scientists, which attracts chemists, physicists, engineers and computer scientists from all over the
world.

These opinions are part of a broader view that depicts a growing Arab understanding that Israel is
not necessarily an enemy, but, rather, a potential partner in achieving progress in the Middle East.
Ahmed chose to conclude his article on Netanyahu’s visit with a call to Egypt to elevate and
develop its relations with the Indian subcontinent “not in order to compete with Israel, but because
it was India”. Nevertheless, the ultimate goals of Israel, Egypt and the rest of the countries in the
region might be also the formation of bilateral, trilateral and multilateral collaborations over
mutually beneficial interests.

If India joins Arab-Israeli scientific and technological initiatives of this kind, it could assume a
pivotal role in formulating a new future for the Middle East, one which would shatter outdated
perceptions of a “zero sum game” and promote peace, prosperity and well-being in the region and
beyond. In this day and age, technological innovations are critical to every nation, but diplomatic
creativity and visionary leadership are the prerequisites for harnessing its full potential.

Ofir Winter is a research fellow at the Institute for National Security Studies (INSS), Tel Aviv
University, and the co-author of the book ‘Zionism In Arab Discourses’.

This is part of the Young Asian Writers series, a Mint initiative to bring young voices from different
Asian countries to the fore.
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The golden gateway

The agreement to lease a part of Iran’s Chabahar port, signed during the visit of President Hassan
Rouhani’s visit to Delhi last week, marks an important advance in India’s efforts to expand
connectivity with the neighbourhood and beyond. That transport corridors through Chabahar will
change the region’s geography has never been in doubt. With Pakistan blocking India’s overland
access to landlocked Afghanistan and Central Asia, Iran was Delhi’s natural alternative. But it has
taken a while to realise an idea that was first mooted when President Mohammed Khatami came
to Delhi as an honoured guest at India’s Republic Day celebrations in January 2003.

As China rapidly developed Gwadar port, barely 70 km east of Chabahar on Pakistan’s Makran
coast, India struggled to develop cooperation on connectivity with Iran during the UPA years.
Prime Minister Narendra Modi and Union Minister for Transport and Shipping Nitin Gadkari get
much credit for clearing the many bureaucratic obstacles in New Delhi and intensifying the political
dialogue with Tehran to clinch the deal on Chabahar.

The economic and strategic potential of Chabahar came into view when Iran facilitated the
shipment of wheat from India to Afghanistan through the port last December. As India prepares to
ramp up operations at Chabahar, it has promised to fast track the effort to build a railway line to
Zahedan where Iran’s frontiers meet with those of Pakistan and Afghanistan. Rouhani has
welcomed Indian commercial entities to invest in the Chabahar special economic zone that Iran
has been developing for many years.

Tehran, Delhi and Kabul signed a trilateral transit agreement during Modi’s visit to Iran in 2016.
Delhi and Tehran hope to integrate Chabahar into the larger International North South Corridor
(INSTC) that connects India to Central Asia, the Caucasus, Russia and Europe. No wonder Modi
called Chabahar India’s “golden gateway” to inner Asia. While Delhi celebrates the breakthrough
on connectivity with Tehran, it is not unaware of the many difficulties looming over the horizon.
The renewed tensions between the US and Iran under the Trump Administration and threat of
expanding sanctions cast a shadow over India’s plans for commercial cooperation with Iran.
During the Rouhani visit, Delhi rightly supported the full implementation of the US-Iran nuclear
deal that the Republican Congress and the Trump Administration are trying to undermine. Equally
problematic are Tehran’s multiple conflicts with its Sunni Arab neighbours and Israel that are now
closer than ever before to India.

Even in Afghanistan, where Delhi and Tehran have a long tradition of collaboration, there are
questions about Iran’s support for the Taliban. The Middle East has never been an easy place to
deal with. But like all other major powers, Delhi is beginning to learn the arts of realpolitik in the
Middle East.
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Next Door Nepal: Governing is negotiating

The return of K P Oli, chairman of the Communist Party of Nepal-Unified Marxist Leninist, as prime
minister was a foregone conclusion. On Thursday, President Bidhya Devi Bhandari administered
the oath of office and secrecy to Oli. But the appointment was overshadowed by the refusal of the
Communist Party of Nepal-Maoist Centre, CPN-UML’s pre-poll, to join the Oli cabinet.

The two communist parties had contested the election on a common manifesto and fielded
common candidates. There were rigorous unity meetings between Oli and the CPN-Maoist Centre
chief Pushpa Kamal Dahal, with both claiming that the merger of the parties would soon be
formalised. The unity formula arrived at by the joint task force had the consent of the two leaders:
It proposed that Dahal succeed Oli as prime minister after three years and the two leaders hold
the post of co-chairperson in the united party. But less than a couple of hours after the UML and
Maoist leaderships asked President Bhandari to invite Oli to form the government, the Maoists
said there were still some ideological and structural issues that had to be sorted out and that they
will wait for these issues to be resolved before joining the government.

Nepal’s politics has been largely power-driven, marred with frequent reconfiguration of alliances.
Power politics had relegated ideology to the backseat. But the fact that the two communist parties
contested elections as allies on the pledge that they will merge to form a united left party provided
hope that the quality and character of Nepal politics will change and that it will regain credibility
and win public trust.

The magnitude of the problems that Oli faces does not diminish the significance of his ascent to
office. The successful conduct of the poll under the new constitution is being seen as assurance
that the document, despite all its inadequacies, can be successfully implemented without the
country having to undertake another costly exercise. It has attracted a lot of interest in the
neighbourhood, with India and China competing to enhance their clout in the strategically
important Nepal.

China has reason to believe that Oli’s rise to office is the best guarantee to further its ambitious
and strategically important Belt and Road Initiative that Nepal is a signatory to. Prime Minister
Narendra Modi has tried to keep Oli in good humour and has made the right gestures to forgo past
bitterness, especially the experience of the 2015 blockade period that made Oli accept Beijing’s
bear hug. But Modi and Minister of External Affairs Sushma Swaraj have already congratulated
Oli, at least thrice, for the successful conduct of the poll putting the constitution under effective
implementation that somehow amounts to endorsing the Nepali constitution that the government of
India initially took “note of” but did not welcome.

Modi called Oli from Tripura on Wednesday night and dispatched ambassador Manjeev Singh Puri
to his residence a little before midnight with a congratulatory message and an invitation to visit
New Delhi at the earliest. Oli knows his victory in the election is largely the outcome of how he
dealt with India during the blockade. But he also needs to realise that blaming India for all things
gone wrong could be counterproductive this time. Managing the federal affairs, conceding to the
demands of the newly created provinces even if these seem unreasonable, putting the economy
on track, freeing civil administration and the supreme court from corruption and partisan control,
and stopping the plunder of state coffers are some major tasks cut out for Oli.

However, Oli, who technically heads a minority government, will need to appease the Maoists and
the various factions in the UML to ensure a long lease of life in office. He will have to prove
majority in the House within a month. If he fails, it will have a disastrous impact on the constitution.
Oli has already annoyed senior UML leader Madhav Kumar Nepal by upsetting the chief
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ministerial ambition of standing committee member, Astalakshmi Shakya in Province 3. If the
Maoists continue to stay out of the government, the planned left unity may not take place. No
amount of goodwill or support from the country’s neighbours can help him overcome these
problems.

Internal problems within the Maoists are also aggravating the already fraught relations with the
UML. There are at least five senior leaders — Ram Bahadur Thapa Badal, Janardan Sharma,
Krishna Bahadur

Mahara, Top Bahadur Rayamajhi and Barshaman Pun — aspire to be deputy PMs should the
party join the Oli government. The constitution caps the size of the council of ministers at 25 and
the Maoists are not entitled for more than 30 per cent of the berths. Many aspirants will have to left
out of the ministry.

The tussle within the Left alliance, lack of constructive cooperation among major political parties in
parliament, ambiguities in the constitution and the tarnished and partisan image of the supreme
court — all these may contribute to poor governance and fail the constitution. Oli’s appointment as
the prime minister, no doubt, honours the mandate of the people. However, there are enough
reasons to be sceptical about the promise it holds.
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New Zealand seeks clarity on India’s military ambitions

Lt. Gen. Tim Keating  

As India expands its influence in Southeast Asia and the Indian Ocean Region, New Zealand’s
Chief of Defence Force Lt. Gen. Tim Keating has sought clarity on a probable military component
to New Delhi’s ‘Act East’ policy.

In an exclusive interview to The Hindu , Lt. Gen. Keating, currently on a visit to India, said, “We
want to understand as India grows, how it intends to grow its influence militarily both regionally
and near region. What does ‘Act East’ mean? We can see that economically and politically. But
does that have a military element? From a military strategic point getting that understanding
whether there are common interests and how they can be managed is important for us.”

Role of the Quad

Lt. Gen. Keating also queried the objectives of the recently resurrected quadrilateral (Quad)
comprising India, Australia, Japan and the U.S. New Zealand has always balanced its relations
with the U.S. and China.

He observed that the Quad need not necessarily be a military agreement at this stage but four
large influential nations developing a common policy framework to various opportunities and
potential threats in the region.

Asked if New Zealand would be interested in joining the grouping at some point, Lt. Gen. Keating
said, “There is lot of clarity to be gained about what the Quad is. What does it mean to the four
individual nations…. I will be very interested to engage my Indian counterparts to see what Quad
means to them and put a question — do they see a role for New Zealand?”

Last year on the sidelines of the East Asia Summit in Manila, the Quad countries had discussed
reviving the decade-old grouping, seen by China as an attempt to contain it. The developments
follow China’s rapidly increasing military presence in the Indian Ocean and the expansion of dual
use facilities and infrastructure by Beijing under its Belt and Road Initiative (BRI).

Lt. Gen. Keating noted that while India and New Zealand are far away geographically, they had
common interests.

During his visit, Lt. Gen. Keating will hold discussions with senior members of the security
establishment including Defence Minister Nirmala Sitharaman, National Security Adviser Ajit
Doval, Army Chief Gen. Bipin Rawat and Chairman of the Chief of the Staff Committee Adm. Sunil
Lanba.

Lt. Gen. Keating said New Zealand would like to know how big countries like India and China
approached the rules-based global order.
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Old friends: on India-Iran bilateral ties

In purely bilateral terms, Iranian President Hassan Rouhani’s visit to India was pitch perfect in
content and optics. After his meeting with Prime Minister Narendra Modi, India and Iran signed
agreements and memorandums of understanding on a wide variety of issues. Among the
announcements was the decision to award India the contract to operate the Chabahar Shahid
Beheshti port terminal after the project is completed. While no announcement was made on the
Farzad-B gas field that India has expressed an interest in, the joint statement indicates that
positive deliberations may follow. There were discussions on enhancing trade and investment and
ease of doing business between India and Iran, including a double taxation avoidance agreement
and an expert group to recommend “trade remedy measures”. Just before Mr. Rouhani’s visit,
India announced it would allow Indian investment in Iran to be done in rupee terms. The
concession, which has so far been extended only to Bhutan and Nepal, allows money lying in
Indian banks as payment for imports from Iran, mostly oil, to be repatriated. Till now these funds
have been blocked because international banks and insurance companies refuse to facilitate trade
to Iran fearing further U.S. sanctions on Iranian entities. In turn, Iran is understood to have
reversed last year’s decision to slash the credit period for oil payments from India, and issue more
generous guidelines.

India, Iran ink nine pacts after ‘substantive’ talks between Modi and Rouhani

Mr. Modi and Mr. Rouhani also drew broad strokes highlighting the importance of bilateral ties
between the two countries, stressing the strategic imperative for their growth. Mr. Modi called the
talks “substantive and productive”, while thanking Mr. Rouhani for his leadership on regional
connectivity. Mr. Rouhani endorsed India’s bid for a permanent seat at the UN Security Council
with the veto, and praised India as a “living museum of religious diversity”. The joint statement
issued contained tough language on the “sanctuaries for terrorism”, an issue important to both
countries. But there is a broader global context to Mr. Rouhani’s visit and the red carpet rolled out
by the Modi government. The visit came amid uncertainty over the U.S.’s next move on Iran, given
the Trump administration’s line on the Iran nuclear deal. On the very day Mr. Modi and Mr.
Rouhani met, U.S. National Security Adviser H.R. McMaster asked countries to track their
investments in Iran as these might be supporting terrorism and “murder across the Middle East”. It
will be important to see what, if any, implications the Indian overtures would have on India’s ties
with the U.S. and its recently upgraded relations with Israel. However, it is crucial that India
maintain a steady course on its strategic interests with Iran, a key source of energy, and as Mr.
Modi put it, a “golden gateway” to Afghanistan and Central Asia.
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A Nepal-India win-win

Without doubt, like every nation-state, India seeks its own advantage in international relationships,
including within the South Asian region. But the repeated experience is that of New Delhi
generating animosities, with attitudes and actions that go against its own interests. This forces one
to ask from nearby Kathmandu, is there a structural issue with India’s foreign affairs oversight —
or is this question itself taboo?

Take the case of Nepal, a country where friendship with India comes naturally even more
than being a necessity, due to cultural, social and economic linkages over the open border. But,
perhaps because of global preoccupations, New Delhi seems to constantly under-estimate
Kathmandu’s fierce sense of self. The stratagem over the decades has been to try to influence
Kathmandu’s politicos, forgetting that they too survive within the milieu of Nepali politics.

The legacy of ‘big brother’ started with Jawaharlal Nehru — Nepal’s statesman B.P. Koirala in his
memoir has pinpointed the precise moment in 1950 during a meeting at Teen Murti Bhavan when
he realised that the fellow-revolutionary was now transformed as Prime Minister of India, inheriting
the geopolitical inclinations of the departed colonialist.

More recently, India became progressively interventionist as Nepal got mired in internal crisis
during and after the Maoist ‘people’s war’, and as the hill-plain polarisation escalated during the
constitution-writing. India has tended to speak loudly while wielding a big stick, based on a sense
of entitlement and exceptionalism. But evidently, Indian nationalism for all its vigour cannot
suppress nationalism across the frontier.

While there are of course numerous domestic factors, a key reason for political instability in Nepal
has been India’s overt and covert intercessions. This involvement explains in part why Nepal has
not had a Prime Minister in office for more than a year-and-a-half over two decades now.
Meanwhile, Indian analysts fail to appreciate how political stability in Nepal can deliver economic
bounty to the bordering Indian States on its three sides. And economists should study the Pew
Research Center figures showing Nepal as one of the larger sources of remittances to India, that
too to the poorest regions such as north Bihar, east Uttar Pradesh and Odisha.

India is understandably apprehensive as the Chinese geoeconomic juggernaut infiltrates the
Subcontinental countries, including Nepal. Rather than imperious warnings against consorting with
Beijing, however, better to leave each society to develop its own method on dealing with China. In
the case of Nepal, the arrival of the Qinghai-Tibet Railway at the northern border point in 2020 will
be a game-changer, and the Indian market too is set to benefit.

With Khadga Prasad Sharma Oli sworn in as Prime Minister on February 15, there is now
opportunity to start afresh on India-Nepal. It is true that India has never had as adversarial a Prime
Minister in Kathmandu as Mr. Oli, but this is mainly the result of New Delhi’s own short-
sightedness.

Mr. Oli has been a moderate (if loquacious) politician who does not bend easily to populist
pressures, but it fell on him during his previous term to stand up to the devastating Great
Blockade of 2015.

It became his job to rally a populace under humanitarian distress and seek connectivity northward
through a set of 10 agreements with Chinese President Xi Jinping in Beijing.

Tagging Mr. Oli as ‘anti-Indian’ is not sensible, for being ‘pro-Nepal’ does not ipso facto mean
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animosity towards India. And New Delhi may be surprised to find Mr. Oli more than willing to
reciprocate its overtures, providing reassurance that Kathmandu will never act against India’s
security interests, while insisting that in all areas Nepal will take its own decisions. Nepal’s
politicians are masters at realpolitik, and the art of balancing India vis-à-vis China is not outside of
Mr. Oli’s personal skill-set.

Sushma Swaraj to engage new Nepal government

Thankfully, it does look like India is seeking a recalibration, and no one is asking for a public
apology. The desire for rapprochement is seen in the three phone conversations Prime Minister
Narendra Modi has had with Mr. Oli since December, and the dispatch of Foreign Minister
Sushma Swaraj to Kathmandu before the new government was even formed.

Nepal’s topmost politicos, who never seem to retire, have got so used to revolving-door leadership
that they are finding it hard to stomach the five-year term that the new government will probably
get. On the other hand, the people’s expectation is that the longevity will ipso facto make for better
governance.

Mr. Oli’s ascendance to prime-ministership marks the final turn of the key in implementing the
Constitution of Nepal (2015), which was adopted despite India’s fervent lobbying. The
promulgation marks an end to the extended derailment of the last two decades, with numerous
tragedies from the Maoists ‘people’s war’ to the Great Blockade.

Nepal is now a federal and secular republic, experimenting with three levels of fully empowered
government — central, provincial and local. But there is confusion on the division of powers
between the tiers, and foot-dragging by the national bureaucracy and many powerful politicians,
besides an untested Constitutional Bench of the Supreme Court.

Mr. Oli inherits the share-the-spoils bhagbanda politics of the transitional years, which has left the
police, bureaucracy and judiciary politicised. The decay in each sphere cries out for reform, from
the private sector cartels that control the economy to corruption that has seeped to the village
terraces.

The central socio-political task is to ensure inclusion in governance, giving the Janjati ethnicities
as well as the Madhesi plains people and others a feeling of ownership of the state. While seeking
to restore Nepal’s position internationally, Mr. Oli has to implement the connectivity agreements he
signed with Beijing in 2015, while lifting the relationship with India above the patron-supplicant
status. He will have his hands full trying to raise employment through tourism, industry,
agroforestry and agriculture, ensuring energy self-sufficiency through hydro projects and rescuing
the post-earthquake reconstruction effort, which has been a scandal. With international assistance
in decline, investors have to be attracted by the promise of the rule of law and due process if
Nepal is not to remain the playground of carpetbaggers.

Speaking of the rule of law, the human rights community is worried that the ongoing truth and
reconciliation process might be used as a sham exercise to pardon wartime atrocities. With Nepal
recently elected to the UN Human Rights Council, there is opportunity to raise Nepal’s
international profile while finally putting the ‘people’s war’ behind us all.

Mr. Oli is fortunate that the new Constitution ensures extended tenure, by not allowing a no-
confidence vote for the first two years. Besides, he rides a strong public mandate, having led the
Left Alliance in its sweep of the local, provincial and national elections and forming governments at
each tier. The field is also clear because the parties representing the Hindutva ideology and the
deposed king, Gyanendra, were roundly defeated at all levels.
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Mr. Oli’s primary preoccupation will be managing the government’s relationship with the
opposition. The atmospherics between his Communist Party of Nepal (UML) and the Nepali
Congress (NC) are at their worst, the latter sullen and vulnerable after the trouncing at the polls.
He must reach out to build a working relationship with the NC and the Madhesbaadi plains-based
parties, also because hundreds of new laws need to be urgently drafted under the Constitution.

The Prime Minister’s immediate challenge, however, has to do with Pushpa Kamal Dahal
(‘Prachanda’), his Maoist partner in the Left Alliance. Mr. Dahal prefers to ignore the reality that his
party was rescued from decimation by the electoral bonding with the UML. The voters gave him a
respectable showing, hoping that the promised unification would subsume the Maoists within the
UML, helping finally to neutralise the former.

As this is being written, the two parties are preparing a unification document. Meanwhile,
bargaining for plum posts, Mr. Dahal is demanding an alopalo, rotating prime-ministership. This
would mean a jump back to bhagbanda politics, endangering both stability and growth,
dishonouring the electoral mandate.

Prime Minister Oli is tasked today to land Mr. Dahal where he can do no further harm to Nepal’s
state and society, and to reset the relationship with India at a new normal. On the latter, he seems
keen to take the olive branch held out by Mr. Modi, which can only result in a ‘win-win’ for Nepal
and India.

Kanak Mani Dixit, a writer and journalist based in Kathmandu, is founding editor of the magazine,
‘Himal Southasian’

Receive the best of The Hindu delivered to your inbox everyday!
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Maldives on a collision course with India

The Maldives looked set for a collision course with India on Tuesday, as the Majlis (Parliament)
cleared an extension of the current state of emergency by 30 days, defying India’s expectation
conveyed hours earlier.

According to an official statement from President Abdulla Yameen’s office, the Parliament’s
National Security Committee approved the extension with additional amendments, including one
stating that the emergency rule would apply only to those “alleged to have carried out illegal
activities”, and not to “law abiding residents of, or visitors”.

On February 5, Mr. Yameen declared a state of emergency for 15 days, citing threats to “national
security”. The move came after his government refused to implement a dramatic Supreme Court
ruling delivered on February 1, which ordered the release of nine jailed Opposition leaders,
including exiled former President Mohamed Nasheed, and the reinstatement of 12 expelled
legislators.

Releasing a statement earlier on Tuesday, the Ministry of External Affairs said: “It is our
expectation that the government of Maldives will not be seeking extension of the state of
emergency so that the political process in Maldives can resume with immediate effect.”

Illegal, says Nasheed

The Opposition has termed the move illegal. Speaking to The Hindu , Mr. Nasheed said the
government cannot legally extend the state of emergency because it does not have the 43
legislators in the Majlis that must vote in favour of it. “The Constitution states that 43 MPs must be
present during a vote on a matter of public compliance and a state of emergency is a matter of
public compliance.”

By implication, Mr. Nasheed said, the emergency, or any extension to it, is illegal. “It also means
that any actions taken by the government or security forces using emergency powers are illegal.
“President Yameen is ruling down the barrel of a gun. There is zero legitimacy to anything he is
doing,” said Mr. Nasheed, who had earlier sought Indian military intervention to resolve the
problem in Male.

However, in an official tweet on Tuesday evening, the President’s office said: “It is unconstitutional
to say that the state of emergency cannot be declared.”

‘Implement SC ruling’

While India is yet to indicate its strategy in responding to the ongoing political and constitutional
crisis in its neighbourhood, New Delhi on Tuesday reiterated its earlier position and urged the
Maldives to implement the SC ruling.

“It is important that Maldives quickly returns to the path of democracy and the rule of law so that
the aspirations of Maldivian people are met and the concerns of the international community are
assuaged,” it said in a statement.

The UN, the U.S., the U.K., the European Union, Australia and Canada, among others, earlier
asked Mr. Yameen to comply with the ruling and ensure that rule of law prevails. Many nations
have issued travel advisories directing citizens to avoid travelling to the Maldives.
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Karu Jayasuriya, Speaker of the Sri Lankan Parliament, and the Chairman of the Association of
SAARC Speakers and Parliamentarians, has also appealed to the Speaker of the Majlis to
“immediately take steps to restore normalcy and respect for the rule of law in the country through
dialogue”.
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Pulling together

It is rare for the results of a local election to threaten the survival of the central government. But
the fault lines in Sri Lanka’s National Unity Government at its birth in August 2015 were too deep,
and have become exposed at the first opportunity. President Maithripala Sirisena and Prime
Minister Ranil Wickremesinghe were voted to power within eight months of each other with a
mandate that rejected the authoritarianism, nepotism, corruption and cronyism of the Mahinda
Rajapaksa years.

The partnership of Sirisena and Wickremesinghe was meant to be the coming together of the two
main rival parties, the Sri Lanka Freedom Party, and the United National Party, at the helm of a
multi-party effort for the sake of good governance and a just post-conflict order. But the failures on
the economic front and apparent unwillingness to show zero-tolerance on corruption became all
too glaring.

As the President and Prime Minister drifted apart, Rajapaksa acted as the magnet for disgruntled
elements from the SLFP who began gravitating towards him. The UNP and the SLFP decided to
contest the February 10 election to 340 municipal, urban and divisional councils independently. All
three sides were looking at this as the semi-final for the 2020 parliamentary election.

An insecure Sirisena thought he could distance himself from incumbency and devoted his
campaign to running down the UNP, the party heading his own government. But he brought
himself no benefits either. Rajapaksa ended up sweeping the election through his proxy group, the
Sri Lanka Podujana Party, and is now trying to force an early parliamentary election.

It is unfortunate that after the results, President Sirisena jumped the gun to make it clear that he
did not want to work with Wickremesinghe anymore. Though both have now agreed to continue
the present arrangement, it would serve no purpose — not even their own political ambitions, as
the local election results have made all too clear — if their cohabitation became a platform for
mutual acrimony. It is in Sri Lanka’s best interests for both leaders to reaffirm their commitment to
the ideals for which they came together to form the National Unity government — governance with
accountability, transparency, and post-war reconciliation with justice and a settlement for Tamil
demands.

The turmoil in Sri Lanka adds to the churn in the Indian Ocean region, with an authoritarian regime
in the Maldives determined to hang on to power. Delhi’s geopolitical interests arguably lie in the
continuance of the present arrangement in Colombo and a change in Male. But trying to influence
political outcomes in other countries in pursuit of strategic objectives is fraught with risk. It would
be far better to inspire by example.
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The making of the Great Ocean of China

The political impasse in the smallest country in the Indian Ocean is drawing global attention to
India’s power in the region and its leadership role in the world.

If India does not act swiftly to ensure that the Maldivian people’s rights are protected and
democracy is restored in the country, China, which has sided with the current Maldivian ruler
Abdulla Yameen, is going to consolidate power in the region around India.

The Maldives has been on a downhill slope since the coup d’état in 2012, when former president
Mohamed Nasheed was forced to resign under duress; the country’s situation has deteriorated
steadily since Yameen took office in a highly contested election. Soon after taking office, he has
prosecuted every opposition leader and they are either in jail or exile.

For many Maldivians like me, the coup d’état still feels surreal. We watched parliamentarians
getting beaten on the streets and peaceful protesters being met with batons and pepper spray.
The death of Maldivian democracy stood in stark contrast to our euphoria after the hard-earned
end of a 30-year dictatorship. Yameen’s older half-brother, Maumoon Abdul Gayoom, who lost the
first multi-party election in 2008, was the only president many of us had known our entire lives.

For four years, we tasted freedom and rule of law.

Today, voices demanding freedom of assembly, freedom of speech, or calling to uphold the rule of
law are thrown behind bars. The door to jail cells is a revolving one, and there is a continuous flow
of political prisoners.

Not even members of Yameen’s own political party are safe if they are seen as a threat to his
power. Not too long ago, we saw a member of Parliament (MP) stabbed to death with a machete
on the stairwell of his home. When an investigative journalist, Ahmed Rilwan, started reporting on
the murder, he was abducted from his home and hasn’t been seen since. Shortly after, Rilwan’s
friend and political blogger Yameen Rasheed, who sought the truth of his friend’s disappearance,
was stabbed in the neck and chest multiple times in the stairwell of his apartment building. State-
sponsored attacks on citizens and a culture of impunity have taken over our country. Despite
being under constant threat, harassment and fear, Maldivians are still fighting for their rights every
day.

It’s clear that the current pressure from the international community, including our closest ally and
neighbour India, has not stopped Yameen’s blatant disregard for the rule of law so far. For
example, the international community condemned the current administration’s refusal to release
former president Nasheed, eight other political prisoners and reinstate 12 members of Parliament.
Instead of abiding by our Supreme Court ruling, Yameen’s government declared a state of
emergency, arresting and jailing two Supreme Court justices, three MPs, his half-brother, former
president Gayoom, and anyone whom he saw as a danger to his rule. 

We Maldivians share strong ethnic, linguistic, cultural and commercial ties with India but if our
human rights abuses are not enough to compel India into taking more concrete steps to stop
Yameen, their own security should be reason enough. 

The rapid deterioration of the situation in the Maldives since 2012 has extended far beyond the
shores of our islands because of our location, and it has brought India’s significance in the region
into question. The worth of this vast ocean to India cannot be exaggerated.
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The Maldives lies next to crucial shipping lanes, one of the major choke points for the world
maritime transit of oil which provides continuous energy supplies from the West to the Far East
through the Indian Ocean (equivalent to just under half of the world’s total oil supply). Also,
according to India’s ministry of shipping, about 95% of the country’s trade by volume and 70% by
value comes via the Indian Ocean. As China swiftly grows its military presence in the Indian
Ocean in the garb of anti-piracy operations, India must come up with a more coherent plan; at the
end of last year, it was forced to carry out a threat assessment due to the presence of Chinese
submarines in the Indian Ocean. 

The Maldives, since its independence in 1965, has had an “India first” policy and leaders of both
countries have held high-level exchanges on regional issues. But since Yameen took office, he
has aligned with China, which has defended his authoritarian rule. The Maldives now owes about
80% of its foreign debt to China, which has been spreading its wings rapidly in South Asia and has
been eyeing the atoll nation for its strategic location. China has already cosied up to Nepal by
helping the latter reduce its significant trade deficit; it has invested heavily in Sri Lanka and
Pakistan. China is strategically encircling India under the fancy name of the “Silk Road Project”. A
part of the road will also pass through Pakistan-occupied Kashmir and may eventually help further
Pakistani ambitions in Kashmir. 

Is India losing its grip in the region and becoming a non-actor in the mighty Indian Ocean? Are we
witnessing the making of the Great Ocean of China? If India loses its dominant power in Asia, it
will not be able to safeguard its security or protect its interests. 

Although ours may be the smallest country in the region, our economic and political value cannot
be overlooked. Let’s hope it’s not too late by the time India recognizes this.

Thilmeeza Hussain is a former deputy ambassador of the Maldives to the UN and a 2018 Aspen
Institute New Voices fellow.
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Cabinet approves India-Morocco Cooperation Agreement in  Railway Sector
Cabinet

Cabinet approves India-Morocco Cooperation Agreement in
 Railway Sector

Posted On: 20 FEB 2018 1:20PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by the Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has given its ex-post facto
approval to the Cooperation Agreement betweenIndia and the Moroccan National Railways Office
(ONCF) to develop long-term cooperation and partnership in different areas of railway sector.  The
Cooperation Agreement was signedon 14th December, 2017.

 

The Cooperation Agreement will enable technical cooperation in the following areas:-

 

a. Training and staff development;

b. Expert missions, exchange of experience and personnel; and

c. Mutual technical assistance, including exchanging of experts.

 

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 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.

 

The MoUs provide a platform for Indian Railways to interact and share the latest developments
and knowledge in the railway sector.  The MoUs facilitate exchange  of technical   experts, 
reports  and technical   documents,  training  and seminars/workshops focusing on specific
technology areas and other interactions for knowledge sharing.

 

***

AKT/VBA/SH
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Cabinet approves Agreement between India and Israel on Film Co-production
Cabinet

Cabinet approves Agreement between India and Israel on
Film Co-production

Posted On: 20 FEB 2018 1:19PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by the Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has given its ex-post facto
approval to an Agreement on Film Co-production between India and Israel signed during the visit
of Prime Minister of Israel Mr. Benjamin Netanyahu to India, in the presence of both the Prime
Ministers in Hyderabad House in New Delhi on 15th January, 2018.

 

Co-production of an Indian film with an international party means that Indian producer can access
international funds and can collaborate on the script, talent and distribution at international level.
Co-production of a film under this treaty will qualify it to be national production both in India and
Israel. This will also enable a common pool of creative, artistic, technical, financial and marketing
resources of the two countries. The co-produced films will also be eligible for their participation as
domestic productions in film festivals of both the countries and any other incentives which are
available for carrying out production and post-production work in any of the countries.

 

The signing of the Film co-production agreement will lead to mutual exchange of art and culture,
create goodwill and better understanding among the people of both the countries as well as
various aspects of film making. The Agreement will also help in generation of employment among
artistic, technical as well as non-technical personnel.

 

***

AKT/VBA/SH

(Release ID: 1521030) Visitor Counter : 0

Read this release in: Urdu , Gujarati , Tamil , Telugu
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The utter nonsense called ‘deft diplomacy’

There are few phrases that betray the intellectual lethargy of the Indian foreign policy
commentariat more than “deft diplomacy”. Sometimes the phrase used is “quiet diplomacy”, at
other times “backroom diplomacy” and, sometimes, even more creatively, “deft diplomatic
footwork”. The meaning is essentially the same.

One of the reasons these phrases are widely used is their versatility. For example, rather than
looking at deeper structural factors behind a foreign policy success, you can simply credit the
government’s “deft diplomatic touch”. On the other hand, you can also use “backroom diplomacy”
to take credit away from the government. If you don’t have an answer for how India will counter the
growing influence of China’s deep pockets in our neighbourhood, you can simply recommend the
government exercise some “deft diplomatic footwork”. You can say that “quiet diplomacy”can help
overcome the problems between India and Pakistan.

These phrases can also be used to resolve the grand foreign policy debate of India—should India
partner with the US or maintain a balance between the US and China? One can always say that
India can solve all of its problems with China through the magic wand called deft diplomacy, and
save itself from moving into the orbit of the unreliable Yankees.

Let us take the latest example which has triggered this article. It was argued that India has
maintained good bilateral relations with nations hostile to each other because of this thing called
“deft diplomacy”. The immediate case in point was India’s cooperation with Iran on the one hand
and its growing relations with Israel, the US and Saudi Arabia on the other. There are two main
reasons why India has been able to perform this tightrope walk and neither of them is deft
diplomacy.

First, India tends to avoid taking strong positions on any regional dispute in the Middle East. For
example, in the latest instance India refused to take a stand on the blockade imposed on Qatar by
Saudi Arabia, the UAE and Egypt, saying that it was an internal matter for the Gulf Cooperation
Council to resolve. To take another example, even as India develops its anti-terrorism cooperation
with Israel, it refuses to take a stand on Iran-backed militias that many blame for destabilization of
several countries in the region. India’s stands on the war in Syria and on the demands for a
homeland for Kurds are also not much to write about.

This is not an argument for India to change its positions on regional disputes in the Middle East.
What one needs to understand is that there are clear trade-offs involved. A global superpower like
the US has to inevitably make tough choices and hence it makes many more enemies than India
which tends to maintain neutrality. The moment India begins to take stronger positions, the
illusions of the success of its deft diplomacy will quickly evaporate.

Second, there are deeper structural factors at work which have enhanced India’s standing in the
Middle East. India recognized the state of Israel in 1950 but established diplomatic relations only
in 1992. A number of scholars have delved into the reasons why India did not normalize its
relations with Israel earlier. Let’s take one of them: India’s dependence on Arab countries for oil
imports and access to trade routes. In 1956, Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru was not happy with
Egyptian President Gamal Abdel Nasser’s decision to nationalize the Suez Canal but he went
ahead and supported it because the Indian leader realized the importance of keeping Cairo in
good humour to maintain India’s access to the Canal—a vital trade route. Similarly, in 1973 the
Organization of Arab Petroleum Exporting Countries’ (OAPEC’s) decision to cut back oil
production was supported by Prime Minister Indira Gandhi despite the fact that the consequent
increase in oil prices had a particularly debilitating effect on the Indian economy.
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India’s economic rise has now propelled it to the position of world’s third largest oil consumer after
the US and China. More and more countries outside the Middle East want to sell oil to India and
this helps increase New Delhi’s bargaining power. During the period of sanctions on Iran in the
run-up to the nuclear deal between Iran and P5+1 (the US, the UK, France, Russia, China and
Germany), India had to significantly reduce its oil imports from Iran. But this damaged Iran much
more than it did India despite the fact that Iranian oil was best suited for some of the leading Indian
refineries. It is, therefore, thanks to India’s economic growth and concomitant build-up of market
power that New Delhi does not allow an Arab or Iranian veto over its Israel policy. Deft diplomacy
has little role to play here.

A lot of what is left to understand by the use of phrases like “deft diplomacy” and “backroom
diplomacy” can better be explained by proper economic reasoning and strategic rationale. The use
of phrases like “deft diplomacy” creates an impression that a country can sustainably overcome
the limitations placed on it by economic and strategic realities. It cannot, the smartness of its
diplomats notwithstanding—other countries have smart diplomats too. It is time strategic affairs
commentators in India shed their sloth and deployed more persuasive arguments to back their
propositions.

The author tweets @d_extrovert
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‘Canada will not support separatists’

Capt. Singh handed over a list of nine Category ‘A’ Canada-based operatives alleged to be
involved in hate crimes in Punjab by financing and supplying weapons for terrorist activities, and
also engaged in trying to radicalise youth and children in Punjab.

At the meeting, in which Canadian Defence Minister Harjit Sajjan and Punjab Local Government
Minister Navjot Singh Sidhu were also present, Capt. Singh also raised the issue of Indo-
Canadians believed to be involved in targeted killings in Punjab, urging him to initiate stern action
against such elements.

Earlier amid tight security, Mr. Trudeau, along with his wife and children, visited the Golden
Temple. In the visitors’ book, Mr. Trudeau wrote: “What an honour to be well received at such a
beautiful, meaningful place. We are filled with grace and humility.”

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 2018-02-22

Bangladesh fears exodus of Bengalis from Assam

Bangladesh Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina.AFPAndrew Burton  

The ongoing process of compiling the National Register of Citizens in Assam may trigger an
exodus of Bengalis and create one more Rohingya-like refugee crisis for Bangladesh, senior
officials of Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina’s government said here on Wednesday.

Addressing visiting Indian journalists, they said the process in Assam is threatening India-
Bangladesh ties and will be exploited by anti-India elements and Islamic fundamentalists who are
challenging the Awami League rule.

“Citizenship issue will be another disappointment after the setback on the sharing of water of the
river Teesta. We believe India should think of its friendship with Bangladesh before going ahead
with the full implementation of the citizens register in Assam.

“If the process leads to deportation of a section of the Bengali population of Assam, it will trigger
another Rohingya-like refugee crisis,” said Iqbal Shobhan Chowdhury, media adviser to Prime
Minister Hasina.

Bangladeshi policymakers are unanimous that the failure to conclude the Teesta water sharing
agreement between New Delhi and Dhaka has been disappointing and the ongoing process in
Assam will complicate the situation further.

Prime Minister Hasina reflected this sentiment on Tuesday and said, “It’s sad that ‘Didimoni’ (West
Bengal Chief Minister Mamata Banerjee) does not want to give the share of Teesta’s water that
belongs to us.” These observations have gained significance as a section of the ruling Awami
League believes that India has not reciprocated Ms. Hasina’s support on counter-insurgency steps
in the northeastern states.
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As the borders begin to close

After the global financial crisis in 2008, the world has begun looking to developing nations to show
the way to high economic growth and development. Emerging economies, India and China for
example, have become increasingly involved in influencing global economic policies and voicing
their development concerns and priorities in various multilateral fora. These economies have
benefited from increasing globalisation and the growing movement of goods and people between
countries. Consequently, they are among the largest recipients of global remittances.

Twenty-three countries, led by India and followed by China, the Philippines, Mexico, Pakistan and
Nigeria, receive over 80% of global remittances. However, as a share of gross domestic product
(GDP), the top five recipients are smaller nations: Haiti, the Kyrgyz Republic, Liberia, Nepal and
Tajikistan. In these low- and middle-income countries, remittances have helped lift millions out of
poverty and unemployment and enhanced their standard of living and human development. In this
context, India’s case is no different. The positive impact of migration on economic growth and
development through increased remittances is well established. The experience of Kerala, which
receives remittances equalling 36.3% of its gross State domestic product, is testimony to this.

India has witnessed sharp remittance growth since 1991. Remittances, which were valued at $2.1
billion in 1991, touched $70.4 billion in 2014. Since then, the value of remittances to India has
seen a modest decline: $68.9 billion in 2015 and $62.7 billion in 2016. There was a slight
improvement last year — $65.4 billion. However, in a world that is now witnessing a fractious
debate on migration, considerable uncertainties about remittances remain.

India top remittance-receiving country in 2016: UN report

India receives about 56% of its remittances from migrants in West Asia, with the remainder from
mainly North America and Europe. Rapid changes in the economy and the sociopolitical climate in
West Asia have had an impact on remittances. Additionally, developments such as Brexit and the
Trump presidency in the U.S. have further complicated matters. Simply put, the more a rich nation
starts to rely on its own workforce and tightly controlled borders, the less a poorer nation can rely
on remittances for its development needs and to achieve the sustainable development goals.

While it was expected that remittances would recede after the recession in 2008, they barely did.
However, the Arab Spring in 2010 and subsequent counter-revolutionary moves by states had an
impact. The theme of nationalisation took over the Arab world. Along with declining oil prices and
sluggish regional economies, especially in the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) countries, the
regional governments decided to prioritise filling their workforce with their nationals.

Among the six GCC countries, only the United Arab Emirates and Oman continue to maintain their
erstwhile immigration policy. However, Oman began “Omanisation”, a policy aimed at replacing
expatriate workers with trained Omani personnel, back in 1988. The other four, Bahrain, Kuwait,
Qatar and Saudi Arabia, have tightened their immigration policies to appease increasingly restive
youth, many of whom were unemployed and participated in protests during the Arab uprisings. In
2011, the Saudi government enacted “Saudisation”, officially known as Saudi Nationalisation
Scheme or Nitaqat system in Arabic, with a view to reducing unemployment among Saudi
nationals, with incentives being announced for companies and enterprises performing in
accordance with this system.

Governments in West Asia have been trying to reduce unemployment and “demographically
engineer” the workforce whereby legal, social and political separations between nationals and
non-nationals would shift. There were gains in many ways. Kuwait, for example, between 2016
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and 2017, reduced unemployment from 16.5% to 1%. Saudi Arabia regularised five million
irregular workers and cracked down on illegal migrants. There were also attempts to increase
control over foreign workers, as opposed to sponsors, and curtail abuse by employers, though
these efforts were timid. It is evident that the younger natives of West Asia, who are increasingly
becoming educated, will replace migrants in the coming years, in turn leading to a reduction in
remittances, especially to the South Asian and Southeast Asian regions.

It is not unfair to say that without remittances, Kerala would have had to adopt an entirely different
economic growth path. Since the 1970s, the Gulf region has attracted millions of Malayalis, with
remittances amounting to over 36% of the State’s GDP. Kerala is unique in this sense that no
other large State in India depends so much on remittances. This also makes the southern State
the perfect setting to study the phenomenon of migration.

The Kerala Migration Surveys, conducted by the Centre for Development Studies, have studied
migration from Kerala since 1998. In 2016, for the first time in 20 years, the Malayali migrant
community got smaller by 10% to 2.2 million. This was on account of nationalisation policies and
because decades of migration had made Malayalis educated and skilled enough to aim for more
specialised professions. Unskilled and semi-skilled migrants from Kerala were not only replaced
by migrants from other Asian countries such as the Philippines and Nepal, but also by other Indian
migrants from Bihar, Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh. This 10% decrease in migration is expected to
result in a similar decrease in remittances to the State.

Remittances to Kerala exceeded 71,000 crore in 2014. A migrant supports three to four family
members back home and a a third of the population directly benefits through migration. Another
third benefits indirectly through multiplier effects. Remittance flows to Kerala saw a sharp rise of
over 40% between 2011-2014. Of late, this trend has reversed. If the State does not identify
alternative means of employment and revenue generation for its labour force as well as returned
emigrants, it will turn out to be problematic. Return emigrants account for 1.2 million of Kerala’s
population. The State thus faces the huge challenge of reintegrating and rehabilitating them into
the society and the economy. This demands innovative policies targeted at skilling, reskilling and
educating both prospective and returned emigrants.

This is not to say that lower migration and remittances will be a disaster for the State. If the
government adopts measures to utilise local resources and create jobs, it might end up in a better
position overall. This is because migration comes with a lot of social costs. A migrant worker might
make more money, but (s)he also leaves a family behind. Women, children and the elderly who
are left behind deal with issues such as loneliness, anxiety, depression and inadequate care.

As mentioned earlier, another chunk of remittances is from North America and Europe. Europe is
also the largest remittance-sending region in the world, surpassing even West Asia. The recent
refugee crisis, the largest since World War II, has unsettled European economies, fuelling
xenophobic and anti-immigration sentiments. Brexit and the presidency of Donald Trump in the
U.S. are also expected to have a drastic impact on migration and the flow of remittances. Data
from the U.K. show a large exodus of other Europeans. The popular effect of Mr. Trump’s stronger
immigration policies and the temporary ban on immigrants from certain Muslim majority nations
are conspicuous in the results of domestic elections and a surge in markets.

It seems obvious that migration and remittances will take on a more prominent role in internal and
international politics. While the latter part of the last century was commanded by liberal ideas on
migration and open borders, the near future seems to be influenced by populist, right-wing ideas.
This negative reaction to migration among developed countries is likely to spread. Therefore, it is
imperative that developing nations that have relied on remittances formulate strategies to
compensate for the restricted flow of remittances that is expected in the near future. India must
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remember that with the rapid and large-scale economic and cultural changes in West Asia, Europe
or the U.S., the future of emigration and remittances remains uncertain. The Kerala Migration
Survey 2018 and the proposed India Migration Survey 2020 will explore these issues and evolve
adequate policy responses.

S. Irudaya Rajan is Professor, Centre for Development Studies, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala
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The Israel factor in Syria

The massive air raids that Israel carried out in Syria earlier this month against “Iranian targets” and
the subsequent downing of an Israeli jet by Syrian fire showed how deeply and dangerously Israel
is involved in the civil war in its neighbouring country. On the face of it, the whole story appears to
be strange. In Syria, the civil war is complex. On the one hand, there is the regime of President
Bashar al-Assad, backed by Hezbollah, Iran and Russia. On the other, a wide range of militias,
from al-Qaeda and Islamic State jihadists to Free Syrian Army rebels, is fighting the regime. What
has Israel got to do with a civil war between a hostile regime and a group of unpredictable
dangerous militia groups?

The many conflicts in Syria

In the initial years of the civil war, Israel’s policy choices seemed to have been driven by the same
calculation. The Assad regime and Israel have never been friendly. In the 1967 war, Israel
captured the Golan Heights from Syria and continues to occupy the region. More than a decade
later, Syria intervened in Lebanon. It then provided help to militants, mainly Hezbollah, who were
resisting an Israeli occupation of the country. Syria and Israel do not have formal diplomatic ties.
Despite this, there was no direct military confrontation between the two countries. In fact, despite
the hostility, Israel’s border with Syria has been its calmest frontier for years. When the crisis
broke in Syria in 2011, Israel was a fence sitter. It didn’t want the stable secular dictatorship in its
neighbourhood to be replaced by a bunch of militants. But as the Syrian civil war evolved into a
regional conflict over the years, Israel’s preferences and strategic calculations changed too.

When the Syrian regime’s position got weakened in the conflict, Hezbollah, the Lebanese Shia
militant group backed by Iran, sent thousands of its soldiers to the battlefield to defend the Assad
government. Iran also sent Shia militants, who were recruited from different countries, to Syria.
Besides the government army, these militias fought the war on the ground on behalf of the regime.
Israel was alarmed by the growing role of Hezbollah and other Iran-sponsored militias in Syria.
Since the early 1980s, Hezbollah has remained a thorn in Israel’s regional strategy. In 2000, Israel
withdrew from southern Lebanon, ending 18 years of occupation, mainly due to Hezbollah’s
guerrilla resistance. In 2006, Israel bombed Lebanon again to destroy Hezbollah’s weapons
infrastructure, but even after a month-long campaign, it failed to achieve its stated goals.
Hezbollah has heavy military presence along southern Lebanon (or across Israel’s northern
border).

Syria stunned by Hezbollah murder: WikiLeaks

The Syrian war allowed Hezbollah to coordinate with its Iranian patrons directly in the battlefield.
Iran has also reportedly transferred short-range missiles and other sophisticated weapons to
Hezbollah via Syria. Israel responded to this through a two-pronged strategy. First, it established
contact with anti-regime rebels in southern Syria, closer to the Golan. Initially Israel offered
medical aid and other humanitarian assistance to the rebels, which later acquired military and
logistical dimensions. The plan was to carve out a buffer between the Golan Heights that Israel
controls and the Syrian Golan. Israel didn’t want Hezbollah or other Iranian proxies to take control
of the border region. According to analyst Elizabeth Tsurkov, who wrote a detailed report on
Israel’s activities in southern Syria, Tel Aviv now offers support to seven different rebel groups in
the region, including Liwaa Forsan Jolan, Firqat Ahrar Nawa, and a section of the Free Syrian
Army. Besides providing money, weapons and intelligence, Israel also supported the advances by
these groups on the ground with air cover. One such incident was the Israeli bombing of regime
positions in southern Syria in April 2017 after local rebel groups came under heavy attacks by
regime-backed troops.
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The second strategy was to retain the freedom to strike Hezbollah positions inside Syria. When
Russia intervened in Syria, Israel negotiated for this freedom with Moscow. Since Russia’s
intervention in Syria in September 2015, Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu has travelled
to Russia to meet President Vladimir Putin at least five times. Both nations developed a
deconfliction mechanism that allowed Israeli planes to attack Hezbollah targets inside Syria
without clashing with Russia, which is practically controlling most of the Syrian skies. This
agreement worked perfectly for Israel. Last year alone, Israel said it struck suspected weapons
shipments to Hezbollah around 100 times.

But despite these on-and-off interventions, Israel has failed to build any substantial leverage in
Syria’s conflict zones. True, it has built influence among rebel groups in southern Syria. But
developments in Syria over the past two years have scuttled Israel’s strategic plans. The Israelis
may have initially thought that the Russian intervention could reduce the Syrian regime’s
dependence on Iran, which is Tel Aviv’s primary concern. But the Russians played on both sides.
Their only strategic target was to rescue the regime. They neither stopped the Israelis from
attacking Hezbollah targets inside Syria nor did they stop the Iranians from expanding their
footprint in the country. Later, when the regime stabilised its rule, thanks to the Russian
intervention, Iran’s influence also grew. Iran now has various military facilities across Syria’s
regime-held territories.

In southern Syria, Israel had built a network of rebels. But even in this area, its position has
weakened over the past year. Jordan, which had offered support to the rebels in the early years of
the civil war, changed its policy in the wake of heavy refugee flow. Last year, the Trump
administration shut down the CIA’s military operation command in Amman that was coordinating
with Syrian rebels, leaving the rebels, particularly those in the south, entirely dependent on Israel.
Besides, the regime forces are making advances towards the south. They have already
established some posts near Quneitra in northern Golan. Late last year, the regime regained a
foothold on the de facto border with Israel by capturing Beit Jinn from the rebels. In effect, Israel
not only failed to contain the spread of Iranian influence in Syria, but is also under pressure to halt
the advances of regime forces towards the south.

It was against this background that Israel strengthened its bombing campaign in Syria this month.
Prime Minister Netanyahu has also warned Iran “not to test our resolve.” But beyond rhetoric, as
the past incidents suggest, Israel’s capacity to shape reality in Syria is limited. In seven years, Iran
has built a huge network in Syria and emboldened Hezbollah. This cannot be eliminated by
occasional aerial raids. A full-scale intervention is risky as long as Russia directly backs the
regime. And if the regime forces capture Idlib and the Damascus suburbs, which is only a matter
of time, they will shift their focus to the Israel-backed rebels in the south, dragging Tel Aviv deeper
into the conflict.

stanly.johny@thehindu.co.in
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The game of chicken in the Arabian Sea

The ongoing crisis in the Maldives has acquired a particularly serious dimension over the past
week. In that time, several reports have emerged suggesting China may be directly backing
Abdulla Yameen’s decision to impose—and extend—the emergency in the small island state.
These reports suggest that China has implicitly promised support to Yameen in the event that
India moves to forcibly change the political status quo there. Several outlets have reported
Chinese naval activity in the eastern Indian Ocean earlier this month, ostensibly to signal to India
that the People’s Republic will not remain a disinterested spectator in the ongoing imbroglio in the
Maldives. They suggest a chronology that is deeply disturbing, and potentially of serious
consequence to the troubled India-China relationship. Coming, as it does, six months since the
end of the Doklam standoff, any potential Chinese show of force in the Indian Ocean also stands
to upturn India’s position as the pre-eminent power in that maritime space, as well as undo the
diplomatic gains from India’s resoluteness during that crisis.

This much is known as a fact: Earlier this month, a Chinese naval surface action group (SAG) of
three ships entered the eastern Indian Ocean through the Sunda Straits—thousands of nautical
miles away from the waters of South Asian littorals—and having made their presence known,
exited the area into the South China Sea. One of these ships was a Type 071 transport vessel
which is used to land troops for an amphibious assault—of the kind one would need to land
Chinese marines in event of an Indian military intervention in the Maldives, for example. The last
time this Yuzhao-class ship made its presence known in the waters of the Indian Ocean was in
early 2014, again entering those waters through the Sunda Straits. The 2014 People’s Liberation
Army Navy (PLAN) exercise caused an international furore, with a US government report noting
that the SAG was meant to signal to India that China could, at will, enter and exit a maritime
theatre long considered its exclusive preserve. Notably, since then, China has desisted from
deploying the amphibian in operational exercises in the eastern Indian Ocean.

The question then is about the timing and intent of the SAG deployment this time around. To wit,
was this simply a pre-planned PLAN exercise, as some have suggested? Or was it related to the
ongoing crisis in the Maldives? While there is no definitive way of answering this question, several
facts suggest that this was indeed the latter. To begin with, the timing: it is quite possible that
Yameen’s decision to impose the emergency in the Maldives was based on his impression that the
tides were not favourable to him, and that the Mohamed Nasheed-led opposition was about to
depose him, potentially with Indian support (do recall that the Maldives has been in New Delhi’s
radar since Yameen ramrodded a China-Maldives free trade agreement through the parliament a
few months ago). In that case, it is likely that he would have consulted Beijing on the future course
of action. In turn, China may have deduced that the opportune moment for an Indian intervention
in the Maldives—following the Operation Cactus playbook of 1988—would have been right around
the time Yameen would set his counter-plan into motion. In order to stall an Operation Cactus
redux, Beijing would have had to signal India that it has the muscle to push Indian forces out of the
Maldives if it so chooses.

The alternative—that the SAG deployment earlier this month was a benign exercise—does not
hold water, for the simple fact that absent any potential Indian show of force in the region, Beijing
does not have the appetite to provoke it months after the Doklam standoff. Between the US
President Donald Trump’s increasingly bellicose stance towards China—witness the new US
military strategy that bluntly describes China as a military threat—and Chinese President Xi
Jinping’s ambitious international outreach to hard-sell the Belt and Road Initiative, Chinese
strategic calculus would suggest that Beijing would overtly signal its military might only when its
immediate interests are directly threatened. In case of Yameen’s Maldives, China had the right
incentive to do so.



crackIAS.com

crackIAS.com

But why would China choose to signal that it is not averse to a power-play with India over the
Maldives from thousands of miles away? Would it not have been more effective for it to, say,
directly dock a flotilla off the coast of Maldives? Again, the answer comes from studying Chinese
naval behaviour over the past few years carefully. China has pioneered what Western experts call
“grey zone coercion”: a strategy by which China seeks to meet its strategic objective without
crossing its adversary’s threshold for conventional military retaliation. By choosing to message its
resolve to India from a distance, Beijing ensured that India would not be provoked militarily and yet
be compelled to take into account the strategic signal emanating from the east.

What then are India’s options? First, New Delhi must continue to keep up a robust presence in the
Arabian Sea, to let Beijing know that regardless of the PLAN’s show of strength, India is
unprepared to cede its primacy in its maritime neighbourhood. The Indian Navy must also be
allowed to expand its presence operations in the South China Sea, long considered a Chinese
preserve. China’s vulnerabilities in its near-seas must be taken advantage of by Indian naval
planners. To counter PLAN power-projection in the Indian Ocean, the Indian Navy would need to
raise the tempo of operations in littoral-South-East Asia, where Beijing cannot prove a territorial
violation and yet feel the pinch of a perceived violation in its sphere of maritime influence.

Most importantly, India must have an alternative plan ready for the Maldives, just in case naval
posturing does not beget an optimal solution. This does not have to involve boots on the ground.
The Indian Navy must be prepared for a sustained presence around the island state, even as New
Delhi ratchets up the diplomatic heat to resolve the political impasse. In the game of brinkmanship
afoot in the Indian Ocean littorals, India must not be the first one to blink.

Abhijit Singh and Abhijnan Rej are, respectively, senior fellow and fellow at the Observer
Research Foundation, New Delhi.
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Revised Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement (DTAA) between India and Kenya notified;
Ministry of Finance

Revised Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement (DTAA)
between India and Kenya notified;

Revised DTAA to improve transparency in tax matters, help
curb tax evasion and tax avoidance, remove double taxation
and will stimulate the flow of investment, technology and
services between both the countries.

Posted On: 22 FEB 2018 4:18PM by PIB Delhi

The Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement (DTAA) between India and Kenya was signed and
notified in 1985.  Subsequently, the DTAA was renegotiated and a revised DTAA was signed
between both countries on 11th July, 2016.  The revised DTAA has been notified in the Official
Gazette on 19th February, 2018.

 

Some of the key features of the revised DTAA are highlighted as under:

 

In order to promote cross border flow of investments and technology, the revised DTAA
provides for reduction in withholding tax rates from 15% to 10% on dividends, from 15% to
10% on interest, from 20% to 10% on royalties and from 17.5% to 10% on fees for
management, professional and technical services.

i.

The revised DTAA provides for a new Article on Limitation of Benefits to allow treaty benefits
to bonafide residents of both countries, to combat treaty abuse by third country residents and
to allow application of domestic law to prevent tax avoidance or evasion.

ii.

The Article on Exchange of Information has been updated to the latest international standard
to provide for exchange of information, including banking information for tax purposes, to the
widest possible extent.

iii.

A new Article on Assistance in Collection of Taxes has also been provided in the revised
treaty which will enable assistance in collection of tax revenue claims between both
countries.

iv.

 

The revised DTAA will improve transparency in tax matters, help curb tax evasion and tax
avoidance, remove double taxation and will stimulate the flow of investment, technology and
services between India and Kenya.

 

                                                             ************
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India, Canada hold strategic dialogue

Sushma Swaraj  

Ahead of Friday’s India-Canada bilateral summit, External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj and
Canadian Foreign Minister Chrystia Freeland held a strategic dialogue here on Thursday covering
a wide range of bilateral issues.

In a tweet, External Affairs Ministry spokesperson Raveesh Kumar tweeted that the two leaders
“had wide ranging discussions on strengthening relations in trade and investment, security and
cyber security, energy, people-to-people contacts and other relevant bilateral and regional issues.”

Ms. Freeland arrived here on Wednesday evening ahead of the bilateral summit between Prime
Minister Narendra Modi and his Canadian counterpart Justin Trudeau.

Thursday’s meeting was held amid wide speculation of Mr. Modi and his government cold-
shouldering Mr. Trudeau during his eight-day state visit to India that started on February 17.

Frosty ties

Ties between New Delhi and Ottawa have been frosty in recent times as Canada is being seen as
offering a platform to separatists demanding an independent Khalistan.

The visiting dignitary and his family have visited Agra, Ahmedabad, Mumbai and Amritsar but Mr.
Modi has not yet issued any welcome statement or tweet.
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India’s choice in the Maldives

The Maldives is known the world over as a tranquil and luxurious travel destination. But the
country is now being roiled by a political crisis so severe that international advisories are
cautioning against travel there.

The rule of law in the Maldives has been deteriorating steadily ever since President Abdulla
Yameen came to power in 2013. The situation escalated sharply earlier this month, when Yameen
refused to comply with the Supreme Court’s unanimous order quashing the convictions, which he
had engineered, of nine opposition figures—including the exiled former president, Mohamed
Nasheed—on terrorism charges. Instead of freeing those whose sentences were nullified, Yameen
declared a state of emergency and jailed two of the Supreme Court’s five judges, including the
chief justice.

To be sure, authoritarianism is not new to the Maldives. Nasheed is the only democratically
elected, non-autocratic president the country has had since it gained independence from Britain in
1965. His tenure lasted just over three years, until, in 2012, he was forced at gunpoint to resign.

But the Maldives’ sordid politics is having an increasingly far-reaching impact, not least because it
is closely linked to radical Islam. On the day Nasheed was overthrown, Islamists ransacked the
Maldives’ main museum, smashing priceless Buddhist and Hindu statues and erasing all evidence
of the country’s pre-Islamic roots. On a per capita basis, the Maldives has sent the highest number
of foreign fighters to support terrorist groups in Syria and Iraq.

Moreover, the Maldives sits astride critical shipping lanes in the Indian Ocean, making it vital to
security in the region. As a result, the country’s deteriorating political conditions are increasingly
capturing the international community’s attention. Democratic powers, from the US to India, are
calling upon the UN to intervene, while China, seeking to advance its own interests in the Indian
Ocean, is defending the graft-tainted Yameen.

The increasingly close relationship between China and the Maldives represents a shift from the
past, when India was the country’s primary regional partner.

But, in recent years, China has been eroding India’s influence in the Maldives, as part of its effort
to build its “string of pearls”: a chain of military installations and economic projects aimed at
projecting Chinese power in the Indian Ocean. Just as China recently secured the Sri Lankan port
of Hambantota on a 99-year lease, it has, according to Nasheed, quietly acquired 17 islands in the
heavily indebted Maldives for investment purposes.

But, betraying its strategic objectives, China has also sent warships to visit the Maldives. If China,
which has stepped up military pressure on India along their Himalayan frontier, turned one of the
Maldivian islands into a naval base, it would effectively open a maritime front against India—a
milestone in China’s strategic encirclement of its neighbour.

The Maldivian crisis thus is a defining moment for India. Will India intervene militarily, or will it
allow Yameen to continue to enable China to pursue its strategic objectives in the region?

There is some precedent for an Indian military intervention in the Maldives. In 1988, India snuffed
out a coup attempt against the autocratic Maumoon Abdul Gayoom engineered by a Maldivian
businessman with the aid of armed mercenaries, especially Sri Lankan Tamil separatists. Thanks
to India’s swift military action, Gayoom would hold on to power for another two decades.
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Yet when the country’s first and only democratically elected president beseeched India in 2012 to
rescue him from the Islamist forces laying siege to his office, India looked the other way. India’s
government felt betrayed by Nasheed’s own burgeoning relationship with China. Not only had
Nasheed awarded China its first infrastructure contracts; just three months before his ouster, he
had inaugurated the new Chinese embassy in the capital, Malé, on the same day that India’s then
prime minister, Manmohan Singh, arrived for a regional summit.

Today, an Indian intervention could be dicey, not least because no legitimate authority is inviting
India to send in forces. Indian paratroopers could gain effective control of Malé within a few hours.
But what would the endgame be? Amid rising Islamist influence and shifting political allegiances
among the handful of powerful families that dominate the Maldives’ economy and politics, finding
reliable allies committed to—much less capable of—protecting democratic freedoms would prove
a daunting challenge.

Moreover, even if Yameen were ousted and the country held a democratic election, it is unlikely
that China’s influence could be contained. As the experiences of Bangladesh, Myanmar, Nepal
and Sri Lanka illustrate, China has outmanoeuvred India diplomatically, even when dealing with
democratically elected governments.

India, with its proximity and historical ties to the Maldives, may seem to hold a strong hand. But it
has a lot to lose if it aggravates an already volatile political situation in its maritime backyard by
intervening militarily.

India’s best option is to hold out a credible threat of military action, while imposing, together with
other democratic powers, economic sanctions that undercut support for Yameen among the
Maldivian elite, many of whom own the luxury resorts that now have far too many empty rooms.
With them on side, perhaps the international community would be able to ensure that the
presidential election scheduled for later this year is fair and inclusive—and supervised by the UN.
That is the only way to end the crisis, and restore peace to an Indian Ocean paradise.
©2018/Project Syndicate

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

Comments are welcome at views@livemint.com
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Talk like a South Asian

The Maldives imbroglio has become a fable for international politics. Politics, especially
international politics, often appears to be an eerie combination of slapstick and farce. One sees an
exhibition of egos, of the sheer pomposity of power barely hidden behind sanctimonious words like
national interest and security. Whenever Chinese one-upmanship finesses India in the
neighbourhood, we fall back on exercises in pedantry, unaware that India cuts a sorry figure in the
local political scene. Our obsession with Pakistan and China makes us indifferent to other
countries in the neighbourhood. South Asia as place, as a bubbling culture of diversity, gets
converted to space or at the most to turf or territory. The future of India as a South Asian
imagination becomes dim as India turns hysterical over China’s entry into the Maldives. Yet three
things are obvious. We have no sense of the Maldives. We treat their politicians as vassals who
have become rebels. We are almost orientalist in our attitudes to islands like the Maldives,
Mauritius, treating them as lesser orders of political reality. It is as if the annexation of Sikkim is
our chosen model for South Asian politics.

One thing is clear. Not much can be expected within the current framework of policy, where
categories like security operate in a Pavlovian style and India acts only when it sees a Pakistani or
Chinese move. The current frameworks and mentalities add little to policy. India needs to see
South Asia as a new imaginary if the idea of India and Indian foreign policy is to succeed.

Let the chips fall where they may

South Asia is a tapestry of myriad ecologies from islands to mountains, a confluence of
civilisations, religions and regions. India is today the dominant power, but beyond a sense of
hegemony, it plays bully and Mr. Simplicissimus. One needs to add the power of these diverse
imaginations to an emerging hybridity called India. Consider a few examples. During the recent
Cyclone Ockhi, a priest told me, we are fisherman, we think from sea to land but we are run by a
land-locked regime. An understanding of island geographies could broaden into ecological
imagination, create new imaginaries to unlock India’s land-locked mindset. An island imaginary
adds as much to our imagination and alters our attitude to marginal people on our coastlines.

Watching South Asia, one senses India lacks of a sense of neighbourhood and region as a
component of our imagination. Take Kathmandu. The similarities between India and Nepal are
immense, and yet India lacks any comprehension of Nepal’s fierce sense of itself. By playing big
brother, India repeatedly displays a lack of sense of the diversities around which need a new
sense of unity. By acting as a bully or an un-empathetic headmaster wielding the stick, India
reveals an absence of its South Asian self. It issues warnings to the Maldives or Nepal,
threatening them not to be seduced by the Chinese imperative, but it does little to sustain the
reciprocity and autonomy of the relationship. A change in tactics is not enough; one needs a sense
of strategy, a paradigmatic argument for a new South Asia which adds to the creativity of Indian
democracy.

Reflecting on this context, one is reminded of a South African proverb which says one must invent
a stranger to renew oneself. The stranger is the other that renews the self, reveals the unities and
reciprocities behind difference. In the South Asian context, India must adapt these words of
wisdom by inventing and reinventing the neighbour every day. It has to invent a South Asia which
is civilisational, reciprocal, local in its diversity. Merely thinking as a nation state reveals the
procrustean nature of the Indian mind, making it a victim of 19th century mindsets.

Even experiments which could have been promising have lost their creative power. One of the
most exciting of these regional ideas was the creation of the South Asian University (SAU), with
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a faculty from all South Asian countries. While we have the faculty, what we lack is a South Asian
theory of culture and knowledge which should anchor this imagination. SAU looks like any other
university, part of the embassy set in South Delhi. It needs a manifesto which makes South Asia
central to its imagination. Such a manifesto must transform ecology and culture into a theory of
South Asian diversity and difference. The borderland, the frontier, the island, the riverine
communities have to anchor a local imagination which diversifies South Asia as a region. Out of
ecology should emerge a creative sense of regionalism as a new style of ecological politics rather
than treating the region as a lesser order of politics in a global regime.

Crisis in Male

Second, the availability of eccentricity as dissent, alternatives, minorities has to be reworked
constitutionally so the focus is not on trite obsessions with India-Pakistan but a genuine
exploration of voices and theories. One has to weave ideas of Swadeshi and Swaraj into foreign
policy, where South Asia creates the availability of vernaculars. SAU as a dialogue of ecologies,
religions, vernaculars located in a civilisational frame can add to the ideas of knowledge, sustain
memories and defeated cultures without getting bogged in the modern sentimentality called
development. South Asia as a concept to be sustainable and creative has to be life-giving.

Diversity becomes the next axis of the South Asia imagination. Between its demographic density
and its ethnic diversity, South Asia offers an experiment in religious dialogue, an exercise in the
cultivation of informal economies, a surge for human rights where culture and livelihoods become
central. The creativity of civil society and social movements marks the dynamism of these regions.
In fact, South Asia is going to become a site for the growing battle between human rights/cultural
diversity and the fundamentalist imagination.

Why is the pact on Rohingya important?

South Asia, with its motley collection of minorities, has to rethink the question of the border and
border crossings which are so crucial to the survival of these groups. One is thinking not only of
the Rohingya, but the Rohingya as a paradigm for border crossings. We need an open idea of
hospitality and the nation so ethnic imaginations do not merely become destabilising but provide
new vernaculars of the imagination in terms of inventive notions of citizenship, livelihood and
regionalism. One has to allow for tribal, ethnic, nomadic and pastoral groups moving freely without
being hounded by the panopticon called the boundary.

One has to be clear it is not the immediacy and constant intrusiveness of China or the bellicosity of
Pakistan which can trigger a new South Asian identity and imagination. Security is too narrow and
provincial a base either for the sustenance of diversity or for the promotion of peace. The so-called
imbroglio of the Maldives must be a warning signal to persuade civil society groups like human
rights activists, media, university academics to articulate a new idea of South Asian identity and
democracy, to revive the neighbourhood as an imagination, when globalism is turning colourless.
We need a movement from muscular diplomacy, which we are poor at, to a diplomacy of diversity
for the South Asian imagination and drama to be reinvented again. Democracy in India cannot
exist without the extension of the democratic imagination to the region. South Asia as an
imaginary becomes text and the pretext for such an experiment. An India with a new South Asian
identity triggers a new imagination beyond the dullness of security and nation state.

Shiv Visvanathan is a member of Compost Heap, a group of activists and academics exploring
alternative imaginations and futures
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India’s soft power push: just following a fad?

It is often said that what gets measured gets managed. It is probably with this dictum in mind that
the ministry of external affairs (MEA) has decided to develop a “soft power matrix” to measure the
effectiveness of India’s soft power outreach. The development of such a matrix was also
recommended by the Parliamentary standing committee on external affairs in a 2016 report. While
the idea sounds interesting, two questions immediately come to mind: a) Can soft power be
measured? and b) can soft power be managed?

Coined by Joseph Nye, an American political scientist, soft power is defined as the ability of an
actor to change the behaviour of another actor to achieve a favourable end through attraction
rather than coercion. As per Nye, “A country’s soft power can come from three resources: its
culture (in places where it is attractive to others), its political values (when it lives up to them at
home and abroad), and its foreign policies (when they are seen as legitimate and having moral
authority).”

The Narendra Modi government has been particularly serious about the soft power push. From
gifts exchanged with heads of state and government to the international day of yoga, to courting
the diaspora through mega events on foreign soil and an increased emphasis on India’s
democratic credentials, Modi has played his cards well. The idea of developing the soft power
matrix must be seen in this context. The aforementioned standing committee report had also
recommended increased budgetary allocations to the Indian Council for Cultural Relations (ICCR),
the nodal government agency responsible for India’s soft power projection. Are these measures
justified?

Critics of the concept of soft power point out that unlike hard power, it cannot be measured. Nye
disagrees. The MEA’s effort is going to be an important test case in this regard. But even Nye is
not so convinced that government initiatives can help in accumulation of soft power. In fact, a
concerted government effort is more likely to be seen as repulsive propaganda. After all, if India’s
calling cards are democracy, openness and liberalism, then the moral virtues should be visible by
themselves and not require government-led propaganda.

The case of China’s Confucius Institutes is the best example. In less than 15 years, the Chinese
government has set up Confucius Institutes in about 140 countries. These institutes are generally
set up in partnership with a local university in the host country and they train millions of students in
Chinese language, culture and society. They help the university attract Chinese students—a big
source of revenue. But there are clear no-go areas in the China study programmes in these
institutes: The prospects of a seminar on pro-democracy agitations in China or the Tiananmen
Square massacre or the suppression of human rights in Tibet and Xinjiang are remote. China also
uses its students as leverage to stifle academic freedom in the universities abroad; many such
incidents are now being reported in countries like Australia and the US. It is no surprise, then, that
Pew surveys note that there has hardly been an uptick in the favourable view of China in other
countries.

The ICCR is definitely not in the business of covert influence operations. But its success in
promoting the India brand has been underwhelming. In a developing country with multiple
competing demands for scarce resources, it is not easy to build a case for dramatically increasing
the funds for ICCR. And this is one of the criticisms of the soft power approach: If soft power
doesn’t come free, does it come at the expense of hard power? With India lagging behind its key
adversary, China, on military modernization, does it make sense to prioritize the promotion of
Indian values in Chile? Moreover, private initiatives are doing a far better job of India’s soft power
push than ICCR. For instance, the success of movies like Dangal and Secret Superstar in China,
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and the popularity of traditional Indian clothes designed by Sabyasachi Mukherjee outside India,
have shown that India’s approach has to be very different from China’s.

The realists don’t tire of pointing out that soft power cannot be a substitute for hard power. Soft
power helps only if the country has built up its conventional sources of economic and military
power. British historian Niall Ferguson captured a widespread sentiment when he said that “the
trouble with soft power is that it’s, well, soft. All over the Islamic world, kids enjoy (or would like to
enjoy) bottles of Coke, Big Macs, CDs by Britney Spears and DVDs starring Tom Cruise. Do any
of these things make them love the United States more? Strangely not.”

And the final point: India hasn’t clearly articulated its grand strategy. At best, one hears that one of
the primary objectives of Indian foreign policy is to shape the creation and sustenance of a
multipolar world and a multipolar Asia. This conception—steeped in the principles of balance of
power—is as good as the theory of realism would suggest. Soft power isn’t exactly in consonance
with this line of thinking. Soft power should not be sought just because it is the latest fad, it should
be part of the “grand strategy matrix” of a nation state. The MEA needs to educate citizens on this
front.

Should India spend more money on ICCR? Tell us at views@livemint.com.
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Leaders break ground on Afghan section of TAPI

Turkmenistan, Afghanistan, Pakistan and India on Friday ceremonially broke ground on the
Afghan section of an ambitious, multi-billion dollar gas pipeline expected to help ease energy
deficits in South Asia.

Afghan President Ashraf Ghani and Turkmen counterpart Gurbanguly Berdymukhamedov joined
Pakistani premier Shahid Khaqan Abbasi and India’s Minister of State for External Affairs M. J.
Akbar for the ceremony at gas-rich Turkmenistan’s border with Afghanistan.

Speaking at the ceremony, Mr. Ghani said the pipeline would “unite [the] countries”. “There were
pessimistic voices, but now we are witnessing the construction of the TAPI gas pipeline,” he said,
using the acronym for the conduit which takes its name from the four countries.

The quartet aims to complete the 1,840 km pipeline and begin pumping natural gas from
Turkmenistan’s giant Galkynysh gas field by the beginning of 2020.

While the pipeline will traverse war-wracked Afghanistan, raising security concerns, the bulk of the
33 billion cubic metres of gas to be pumped annually through the conduit will be purchased by
Pakistan and India.

Mr. Berdymukhamedov, whose country currently depends heavily on China as a market for its
natural gas exports, called diversification of gas deliveries an “important part of the politics” of the
isolated Central Asian country.

India’s stand

India’s commitment to the pipeline has previously been questioned over its relationship with
Pakistan and easy-access to liquified natural gas markets seen as potential stumbling blocks.

But Mr. Akbar hailed the project as “a symbol of our goals” and “a new page in cooperation”
between the four countries.
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Adopting a ‘wait and watch’ approach

Iranian President Hassan Rouhani’s visit this month was a subdued affair compared to Prime
Minister Narendra Modi’s visit to Tehran last May. The reason is the differing preoccupations in
both countries. The future of the Iran- P5+1-European Union (EU) nuclear deal (Joint
Comprehensive Plan of Action, or JCPOA), concluded in 2015, has a Damocles’ sword hanging
over it, given U.S. President Donald Trump’s visceral opposition to it. In addition, Iran is focussed
on developments in Syria and Yemen. For India, dealing with China’s growing footprint in the Indo-
Pacific and challenges in its immediate SAARC neighbourhood assume priority. Yet, there is a
geographical dynamic that creates its compulsions for both countries.

It was geography that created the 2,000 years of cultural and civilisational connect that Mr. Modi
had sought to highlight during his visit last year. During the 1950-60s, differences persisted on
account of the Shah’s pro-U.S. tilt, and after the 1979 revolution, it was the pro-Pakistan tilt. It was
only during the late 1990s and the early years of the last decade that both countries achieved a
degree of strategic convergence. India and Iran (together with Russia) cooperated in supporting
the Northern Alliance in Afghanistan against the expanding role of the Pakistan-backed Taliban.

In 2003, President Mohammad Khatami was the chief guest at the Republic Day when the New
Delhi Declaration was signed, flagging the role of Chabahar port in providing connectivity to
Afghanistan and further into Central Asia. Then the times changed: The U.S. declared Iran as part
of the ‘axis of evil’, as President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad accelerated Iran’s nuclear enrichment
programme leading to progressively more sanctions, and India’s economic engagement with Iran
was impacted. Simultaneously, India was pursuing its nuclear deal with the U.S. which was
concluded in 2008. During this period, India’s vote against Iran in the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA) generated unhappiness in Tehran. This is why it has taken 15 years for another
Iranian presidential visit.

With Mr. Trump, Iran’s uncertainties are increasing. The JCPOA, spearheaded by the Obama
administration, eased sanctions, helping India increase its oil imports from Iran and reactivate
work at Chabahar. In January, President Trump renewed the 120-day sanctions waiver but
announced that this was the last time he was extending it. Therefore, when the current waiver
ends on May 12, U.S. sanctions on Iran will snap back unless a new agreement is reached. This is
highly unlikely.

Speaking at a public event on February 17 in New Delhi, Mr. Rouhani declared that Iran had
faithfully complied with the JCPOA (a fact certified by the IAEA), and a violation by the U.S. would
be a repudiation of the sanctity of negotiated outcomes. He also warned that if it violated the
JCPOA, the U.S. would “regret” it.

The JCPOA is not a bilateral deal between Iran and the U.S.; other parties are China, France,
Germany, Russia, the U.K., and the EU. Further, the JCPOA was unanimously supported by the
United Nations Security Council (Resolution 2231) enabling Security Council sanctions to be lifted.
The problem is that the U.S. has imposed multiple and often overlapping sanctions on Iran
pertaining not only to nuclear activities but also to missile testing, human rights, and terrorism. To
give effect to Resolution 2231, it was obliged to lift secondary nuclear sanctions so that other
countries could resume commercial activities with Iran. The threat of the U.S. snapback means
that third country companies may now attract U.S. sanctions. This uncertainty has been adversely
impacting the sanctions relief since Mr. Trump’s election.

Old friends: on India-Iran bilateral ties
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The unrest that erupted in December in Mashhad and that spread to many cities in Iran claiming
more than 20 lives was a reaction to rising prices amidst stories of growing corruption. Part of the
reason for the economic grievances is the slower than promised sanctions relief, which would
imply that Mr. Rouhani is in no position to offer any further concessions. Russia, China, and the
European countries have indicated their full support for the JCPOA. However, in the absence of
economic countermeasures, which is a lever that only the EU and China have, Mr. Trump is
unlikely to be deterred.

Backing Mr. Trump in his anti-Iran sentiment are his allies, Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu and Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman. Both blame Iran for aggressive
behaviour — the former with regard to the growing influence of Iran and Hezbollah in Syria and the
latter for the prolonged war in Yemen which was initiated as a quick operation in 2015 by the
Crown Prince to restore President A.M. Hadi. While many European countries may also like to
constrain Iran’s missile and regional activities, the fact is that the JCPOA is exclusively about
restraints on Iran’s nuclear activities. According to them, only successful implementation of the
JCPOA over a period of time can create the political space for additional negotiations; destroying
the JCPOA is hardly the way to build upon it.

Meanwhile, Iran has also increased its role in Iraq, and activated links with the Taliban in
Afghanistan, adding to the U.S.’s growing impatience and unhappiness. With these developments,
it is hardly surprising that Mr. Modi’s characteristic ‘diplohugs’ were missing and the outcome has
been modest, even compared to last year. India conveyed its support for the full and effective
implementation of the JCPOA, the need for strengthening consultations on Afghanistan, and
enhancing regional connectivity by building on the Chabahar. Nine MoUs were signed relating to
avoidance of double taxation, visa simplification, cooperation in diverse fields including agriculture,
traditional systems of medicine, health and medicine, postal cooperation, trade remedial
measures, and a lease contract for an interim period of 18 months for Phase 1 of Chabahar. The
last is a move forward after the inauguration of the first phase of the Chabahar port in December
by Mr. Rouhani. Earlier in October, Iran had allowed a wheat shipment of 15,000 tonnes for
Afghanistan through Chahbahar.

India, Iran ink nine pacts after ‘substantive’ talks between Modi and Rouhani

However, there has been little forward movement on the big projects that were highlighted when
Mr. Modi visited Tehran last year. The negotiations on the Farzad-B gas field remain stuck, with
both sides blaming the other for shifting the goalposts. Understanding on it was reached during the
sanction period but remained on paper because of Iranian unhappiness over India’s stand in the
IAEA. These were reopened after sanctions relief kicked in post-JCPOA when more countries
showed interest.

There was talk about an aluminium smelter plant and a urea plant to build up Indian investments in
the Chabahar free trade zone which in turn would catalyse port activity and justify railway
connectivity out of Chabahar. The railway link has been mentioned in the context of connectivity to
Afghanistan but the economic rationale for the $2 billion investment has been missing. One
positive thing is the exploration of a rupee-rial arrangement which could provide an alternative
channel for economic and commercial transactions in case U.S. sanctions do kick in, making
dollar denominated transactions impossible. However, the sanctity of this will need to be tested
before private parties on both sides begin to use it. So far, trade between the two countries has
hovered around $10 billion, with two-thirds of it accounted for in terms of oil imports from Iran.

It is clear, therefore, that both countries approached the visit with modest expectations. The near-
term developments in its neighbourhood are a priority for Tehran even as Mr. Modi tries to find a
balance with his stated preference to develop closer ties with both the U.S. and Israel. The



crackIAS.com
cr

ac
kIA

S.co
m

uncertainties surrounding the JCPOA provide the justification for adopting a ‘wait and watch’
approach.

Rakesh Sood is a former diplomat who served as Ambassador to Nepal and is currently a
Distinguished Fellow at the Observer Research Foundation, Delhi
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‘World must now take note of Xi’

President Xi Jinping is on his way to become the pre-eminent leader of China after the removal of
the two-term restriction on his post.

Analysts in Delhi believe that the world will have to pay “very close” attention to what Mr. Xi thinks
as he is likely to be the president of China for an indefinite period.

“Removal of the two-term restriction means that President Xi Jinping is now the pre-eminent
leader of China, and the world will have to take his ambitions into consideration,” said Ashok
Kantha, former Indian Ambassador to China and the head of the Institute of Chinese Studies in
Delhi.

Indefinite term

The removal of the two-term limit means President Xi, who is serving his second consecutive five-
year term, will now be leading China for one more decade, or perhaps remain in the post for his
entire lifetime.

“By removing the two-term limit, China has given an indefinite term to President Xi. It obviously
gives unprecedented power to him,” said professor B.R. Deepak of Jawaharlal Nehru University.

This development is on expected lines, Professor Alka Acharya of JNU said explaining that the
move would be passed down to the lowest level of Communist Party units in China so that the
party and the state structure is prepared to carry out this change. “It was a long time in the making
and President Xi is unlikely to face any resistance apart from that put up by some sections of the
intelligentsia. The fact that this announcement came on the state media just a day prior to an
important meeting of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China means that Mr. Xi
wants to take the legislature along in ensuring a third term,” Professor Acharya said.

The removal of the two-term limit obviously gives unprecedented power to himB.R.
DeepakJNU professor
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Navy to host MILAN from March 6 to 13

The Indian Navy will host the multi-national MILAN series of exercises at Port Blair in the
Andaman and Nicobar islands from March 6 to 13.

“Besides fostering co-operation through naval exercises and professional interactions, MILAN
provides an excellent opportunity to the participating navies to come together in a spirit of
collaboration and mutual understanding to nurture stronger ties,” the Navy said in a statement on
Sunday.

MILAN is a congregation of littoral navies conducted biennially by the Indian Navy under the aegis
of the Andaman and Nicobar Command.

It began in 1995 with the participation of four littoral navies and has steadily grown in size and
complexity, encompassing participation of maritime forces from not just the Bay of Bengal and
South East Asia but the larger Indian Ocean Region.

With the underlying theme of ‘Friendship Across the Seas,’ MILAN 2018 will witness a diverse mix
of professional exercises and seminars, social events and sporting fixtures, the Navy’s statement
said.

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 2018-02-26

A relationship adrift: on India-Canada ties

 

The red flags had gone up long before Canadian Prime Minister Justin Trudeau arrived for an
eight-day state visit to India. For some time now, New Delhi has been sending messages of
protest to Ottawa — especially after his Liberal Party shepherded a resolution in the Ontario
provincial legislature calling the 1984 anti-Sikh violence “genocide”; he went on to attend a rally in
Toronto organised by Khalistani groups. More recently, Mr. Trudeau’s office and the Ministry of
External Affairs differed over the details of the visit. While New Delhi would have preferred a
shorter, more business-like itinerary beginning with the official engagement in Delhi, Ottawa opted
for a five-city tour, with a bilateral meeting with Prime Minister Narendra Modi on the
penultimate day. New Delhi would have also liked the delegation to exclude Canadian ministers
suspected of sympathising with extremist Sikh groups in Canada, especially as they had already
been in India controversially in the past few months — but Ottawa was adamant they be included.
Finally, the government wanted Mr. Trudeau to reach out to Punjab Chief Minister Amarinder
Singh well ahead of the visit, as the latter had been denied a trip to Canada in 2016 and was
understandably offended. But till his arrival, Mr. Trudeau’s office did not confirm a meeting with the
Chief Minister. As a result, the controversies that followed the Canadian Prime Minister through
the visit had gathered their own momentum. The responsibility lies on both sides, on Ottawa for its
tone-deafness to Indian sensitivities, and on New Delhi for failing to press its concerns or have the
visit discreetly put off until the differences were resolved. Mr. Modi’s decision to stick to protocol,
and not welcome Mr. Trudeau as effusively as he has tended to do for many foreign visitors, was a
signal.

The final straw in a visit steadily turning icy was the appearance of Jaspal Atwal at an official
reception, which had an embarrassed Mr. Trudeau left explaining how a man who attempted to
assassinate an Indian minister in 1986 had slipped into his entourage. In turn, the Indian
government was left scrambling for answers on how Mr. Atwal was even allowed into the country.
The real casualty amidst all the controversies was the India-Canada bilateral relationship, which
has turned frosty after a decade of excellent progress. In this period, the two sides had forged
close cooperation on energy and trade, including a civil nuclear cooperation agreement and a
commitment from Canadian pension funds to invest in India. India and Canada have much in
common as two pluralistic, diverse democracies with very strong people-to-people ties: there is an
Indian diaspora of 1.3 million in Canada, besides 100,000 Indian students. The handling of Mr.
Trudeau’s visit by both Ottawa and New Delhi doesn’t do justice to these ties; both countries must
work to repair the rupture.
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Justin Trudeau’s discovery of India

 

Through his week-long state visit, Canadian Prime Minister Justin Trudeau tried hard to expand
his understanding of India and foster closer India-Canada relations. Controversies about the
Khalistan issue and an unusual programme could make it easy to portray this visit as a “disaster”,
“fiasco” or “bad trip”. But, doing so is neither fair nor accurate, judging by the immediate outcomes.

At age 11, Mr. Trudeau first visited India in 1983, accompanying his father, Canadian Prime
Minister Pierre Trudeau. On his India mission last week, Justin Trudeau received valuable help
from his family. From the moment their plane landed in Delhi on February 17, with the Trudeau
couple and their three beautiful children giving a perfect ‘Namaste, India’ shot, until their
departure, the Indian public saw more of them than any other foreign VIPs in recent years.
Enhancement of awareness among Indians about Canada through creative public diplomacy is no
small achievement.

The Trudeaus wore ethnic Indian costumes with grace and rare ease. Many liked it, others did not.
But, the motivation of Canada’s first family was good. By doing this, they proclaimed their love for
India, and showed respect for its diversity and recognition of the significant role the Indian
diaspora plays in Canada’s economy and public life.

Central controversy

The Canadian delegation should have avoided the controversy concerning the Khalistan
movement, but it was self-inflicted. It stemmed from the ruling Liberal Party’s soft approach on
extremist and separatist activities in Canada. In its quest for votes of sections of the Sikh
community in Canada, India’s basic interests were surprisingly given short shrift by the Liberals.
The silver lining now is that Mr. Trudeau returns home amply enlightened and chastened about
India’s red lines. Deeper friendship is possible when Canada reins in anti-India elements.

From the Indian viewpoint, the most important agreement signed during the visit is the “Framework
for Cooperation between India and Canada on Countering Terrorism and Violent Extremism”. It
commits the two nations to combating this phenomenon in all its “forms and manifestations”, and
to facilitate “effective cooperation” on security, finance, justice, law enforcement and operations.
Through further interaction, New Delhi is certain to ensure and monitor closely that Ottawa
delivers on this commitment. Progress in this realm will spur positivity in other domains of mutual
cooperation. It was reassuring that Mr. Trudeau reiterated his support for a united India.

Regional, bilateral issues

A close commonality of views emerged on several regional issues. The two Prime Ministers called
for dismantling the infrastructure of support to terrorism “from across borders of Afghanistan”, a
clear reference to Pakistan. The Maldives government was urged “to ensure early resumption of
the political process.” On Myanmar, the need for voluntary, safe and sustainable return of the
Rohingya refugees was stressed.

More importantly, Canada and India showed a common perspective on freedom of navigation and
over-flight “throughout the Indo-Pacific region” and respect for international law, including the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea. Canada implicitly shared India’s reservations
on China’s mega Belt and Road Initiative. The two sides agreed on their analysis of the situation in
the Korean Peninsula. They considered peacekeeping as “an effective response to global
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challenges”. Finally, Mr. Trudeau extended strong support for India’s membership of the Nuclear
Suppliers Group.

Bilateral cooperation, progressing fairly well on a wide spectrum, is likely to blossom further,
thanks to the joint initiatives agreed during the visit. A business leader saw India-Canada
cooperation anchored on five Es: economy, energy, education, entertainment industry linkages,
and empowerment of women. While trade is rather limited (about $6 billion in 2016), investment in
both directions has been increasing steadily. Mr. Trudeau announced that understandings reached
last week would result in additional investment of over $1 billion. Progress on two government-
level agreements, one on investment and the other on trade was minimal as expected, but the two
leaders directed officials to intensify their negotiations.

India’s need for continued uranium exports from Canada and for state-of-art technologies relating
to clean energy and renewables came through vividly in discussions. The decision to expand the
scope of Ministerial Energy Dialogue is noteworthy. Besides, a new Canada-India Track 1.5
Dialogue on Innovation, Growth and Prosperity was launched. This aims to establish contours of
convergence through sustained research and brainstorming among experts, officials and business
people.

The way ahead

As a capital, technology and innovation-rich economy and an open, inclusive and multi-cultural
society, Canada is highly relevant to India. It is sharpening its role as a Pacific Ocean power.
India’s commitment to peace and prosperity in the Indo-Pacific should deepen geopolitical affinity.
Thus mutual interests are likely to impel the two nations to strengthen their strategic partnership.
However, for this vision to turn into reality, the Canadian leadership needs to demonstrate greater
sensitivity to India’s core concerns than what Mr. Trudeau could muster last week.

Rajiv Bhatia, a former diplomat, is Distinguished Fellow at Gateway House
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The Trudeau Reset

Prime Minister Justin Trudeau’s extended sojourn in India that seemed to be unfolding as a
diplomatic disaster concluded by raising hopes for a positive reset of bilateral relations. The credit
for this entirely unexpected political turn goes to both Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s
determination to stay engaged and the Canadian PM’s delayed but welcome acknowledgement of
the threat that Sikh extremism has come to pose for bilateral relations. The concentrated location
of the large Sikh diaspora, numbering nearly half a million, had long given the community
considerable salience in Canada’s electoral politics. Since the mid-1980s, a small minority of
extremists and anti-India elements have been relentless in their efforts to deploy the political
weight of the Sikh community against Delhi. Much of the Canadian political class was eager to
acquiesce. But Trudeau, who became PM in 2015, took the pandering to extremists to a whole
new level.

Delhi, however, did not let its anger come in the way of reason that underlined the importance of
building a strategic partnership with Ottawa, one of the world’s important political and economic
actors. When Trudeau landed in India, few were willing to bet that Delhi could make him see, let
alone appreciate, its concerns about Khalistani separatism and terrorism being nurtured on
Canadian soil. After all, Trudeau was initially unwilling to meet Amarinder Singh, the elected Chief
Minister of Punjab, in order to please the Khalistanis at home. His eventual decision to meet the
Chief Minister was overshadowed by the fact that a convicted Sikh terrorist was present at the
receptions for the visiting PM in Mumbai and Delhi.

As a huge backlash in India and Canada compelled him to rethink, Trudeau made amends when
he met Modi. The bilateral “framework for cooperation” on “countering terrorism and violent
extremism”, unveiled after the talks between the two PMs, seemed to bury the careful ambiguities
on Khalistani separatism and Indian sovereignty that Trudeau had cultivated. Besides a ringing
endorsement of India’s territorial integrity, the Canadian side expressed its commitment to
“neutralise” various terrorist organisations, including Babbar Khalsa International and International
Sikh Youth Federation. In confronting the Khalistan question squarely, Trudeau has promised to
remove the big bone stuck in the throat of India’s relations with Canada. Sceptics would want to
keep their fingers crossed on Trudeau’s ability to implement that promise when he gets home. But
India must stay patient and persistent, while cheering Trudeau’s declared intentions. Delhi must
continue to offer a good mix of incentives and disincentives for Trudeau — and Ottawa’s political
class as a whole — to do the right thing on Sikh extremism and realise the full potential of the
India-Canada partnership.
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Next Door Nepal: Breakthrough and challenge

At long last, K P Oli, chairman of the Communist Party of Nepal (United Marxist-Leninist), has
taken over as prime minister, the 11th in as many years. President Bidhya Devi Bhandari was
visibly considerate towards Oli, her long-time boss in the party: Not only did she administer the
oath of office and secrecy even before he was elected leader of the CPN-UML parliamentary
party, she also nominated three “expert” members, minutes after they were recommended by the
new PM to the upper house of parliament. She had ignored the names recommended by the
outgoing prime minister, Sher Bahadur Deuba of the Nepali Congress, more than two weeks
earlier.

A delegation led by Jitjung Basnet, chairman of the youth front of the Nepali Congress, launched a
sarcastic protest against the president by presenting her with a copy of the constitution. Bhandari
is Oli’s favourite for a second term, for which election is due in a month’s time. But whether she
will retain the position of the head of state depends on how Oli manages the factions within his
party.

As a precondition for the left unification and creation of the Communist Party of Nepal, the UML
and Maoists have agreed that the post of president and the deputy speaker will go to the UML,
while those of the vice president and speaker will come to the Maoists. Similarly, the new cabinet
will have seven members from the Maoist side and 11 from the UML, with the former pocketing at
least two important ministries — home and foreign affairs.

However, despite the unification of the UML and Maoists, and the government formation having
moved forward substantially, the latter’s durability is under doubt. The crucial issue of the political
principle or ideology that will be acceptable to the two parties that stood on opposite sides of the
decade-long insurgency led by the Maoists that ended in April 2006, has yet to be settled.

In the meantime, Dahal will do his best to influence the government to have the war-time human
rights abuse cases against him and his party comrades withdrawn. This will make the Truth and
Reconciliation Commission investigating such cases worthless, which will clearly flout the letter
and spirit of the constitution as well as the peace process. This is a compromise without which Oli
cannot survive for long So, the future of the government will be dictated by how much the Maoists,
the junior partner in the cabinet, assert themselves over the constitution.

However, the formation of a legitimate government in Nepal under the new constitution in itself is
being seen as a major breakthrough and key international stakeholders, including immediate
neighbours, have gone the extra mile to appease Oli. Guo Yezhou, vice minister and member of
the Communist Party of China, who was in Nepal when Oli took office, asserted that Nepal’s
strategic significance has increased and that political parties should join hands to provide political
stability. Clearly, China, happy with a friendly regime’s takeover, is also worried about political
fragmentation. This despite the fact that it does not have to worry much given India’s diminishing
clout.

Oli, in his first interview after becoming prime minister to the South China Morning Post, said he
would award the $2.5 billion-contract for the Budhi Gandaki hydro project to the Chinese company,
Ghezouvaba, that the previous government had annulled. He also said that he would take forward
the trade and transit agreement that he had signed with China in April 2016, as the then PM.

Oli also seems to be contemplating terminating Gorkha recruitment in the Indian Army. Nepal
under Oli no doubt, is as shaky as any of the previous 11 governments since 2006. However, Oli
is unlikely to tilt towards India, notwithstanding the olive branch Prime Minister Narendra Modi has
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extended since the election results.
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Global trends: disruptive, dangerous and disorderly

After a year of denial in 2017, global trends at the beginning of 2018—evident in the World
Economic Forum’s annual “The Global Risks Report 2018” and the deliberations at the high-level
annual Munich Security Conference—reflect that the new year promises to be even more
disruptive, dangerous and disorderly. This is clearly visible in three global trends related to peace
and security.

First, there are growing intra-state conflicts, which range from urban violence to terrorism, the
takeover of ungoverned spaces by extremist groups, secessionist movements, and civil wars.
These have erupted on every continent and have mostly been conducted with small arms and light
weapons, though some conflicts have also witnessed the use of chemical and biological weapons.
In most of these conflicts, innocent civilians have become hapless targets.

Second, there are increasing inter-state conflicts and proxy wars, between regional actors as well
as global powers, including some nuclear-armed states. Prominent among these are messy
military entanglements in and around Syria involving Russia, the US, Iran, Israel and Turkey, with
the potential for serious escalation. Similarly, Iran and Saudi Arabia are pitted against each other
in Yemen, while China is challenging all the littoral powers in the South China Sea. These
contestations are over territorial, ideological, and normative disputes, including varying
interpretations of international norms and laws. Coupled with modernization programmes and
doctrines that might allow for use of nuclear weapons, the nature of the emerging pattern of inter-
state conflict is contributing to global and nuclear disorder. Indeed, the latest Nuclear Posture
Review (NPR) released by the US has led many to worry that the long “nuclear peace” might give
way to nuclear war.

Third, there is a slew of old and new transnational threats that no single nation can manage on its
own. These range from pandemics (such as the recent Ebola and Zika outbreaks), natural
disasters (tsunamis and earthquakes) and climate change, to global criminal networks,
international extremist organizations, cyber attacks, and global proliferation networks. Indeed, the
latest report of the UN on North Korea revealed that despite strict sanctions, Pyongyang was able
to earn nearly $200 million through an elaborate proliferation network that ran through China,
Europe, Russia, and Malaysia.

These formidable peace and security trends are exacerbated by several emerging characteristics
that are contributing to global disorder.

First is the emergence of uber-national, populist leaders and governments who, while putting their
own nations first, are challenging globalization broadly writ. This has led some of them to opt out
of international agreements and treaties that they had signed up to. Moreover, many of these
leaders and nations are either outrightly rejecting multilateralism (and plurilateralism) or are, at the
very least, questioning international processes, norms and institutions.

Second is the emergence of a disorderly multipolar world. While the world is moving towards
political, economic, technological and normative multipolarity, the ability to project power globally
(and to ensure global security) still remains the domain of one, perhaps, two powers—the US and,
increasingly, China. This means that while countries like India can shape the emerging rules of
global governance, they do not have the ability to enforce them. Unless emerging powers can
contribute to security, multipolarity will remain problematic.

Third, a similar multipolarity is apparent in decision-making of most domestic, regional and global
rules. This is on account of the emergence of many stakeholders—beyond the traditional state—in
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the decision-making process at the national, regional and global levels. These stakeholders,
including civil society, private sector, rich foundations and individuals and cities, pose problems
but also hold solutions to the global disorder.

Fourth, the rapid pace of technology evolution and diffusion, with the ability to empower
individuals, small groups and even weak states, has the potential of creating asymmetrical
competition. Coupled with the earlier characteristics of nationalism, multipolarity, and multi-
stakeholders, there is almost an insurmountable gap between emerging technological capabilities
and the ability to create norms and institutions to manage or govern them.

Finally, while propaganda was always a key disruptive instrument in previous global orders, the
advent of 24x7 global social media coupled with fact-less news or “fake news”, armies of trolls,
and the ability to influence millions across borders instantaneously poses new threats. This is
highlighted by the revelations of Russia’s interference in the 2016 US elections.

These trends indicate that a more dangerous phase of global disorder has begun. History shows
that in such scenarios, global order has been restored via two different pathways. The first is
through visionary leadership on the part of statesmen willing to invest political and diplomatic
capital to restore the order. This depends on the willingness of key leaders and nations to
compromise and cooperate. The second path is one of confrontation, which seeks to enhance the
power of one nation at the cost of others. This approach is not keen on compromise and often
seeks a military solution. It is often the preferred option of weak populist leaders with strong
armies. The global trends in 2018 reflect that the second pathway is more likely to be followed.

W.P.S Sidhu is professor at New York University’s Centre for Global Affairs and non-resident
senior fellow at the Brookings Institution.

Comments are welcome at views@livemint.com
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Controversies during Trudeau visit must not affect the broader bilateral relationship

International heartthrob, Canadian Prime Minister Justin Trudeau, succeeded in having the most
controversial State visit to India of any foreign leader in the past five years. The visits of traditional
Indian rivals like Pakistan and China have been much more troubled, but at least that is expected.
Canadians like to see themselves as being an ethical grade above the rest. Mr Trudeau has
projected himself as the poster boy of this national image. However, postmodern values do not
necessarily sell well in countries like India whose attitudes towards security, identity and
nationalism are more traditional.

The history of Indo-Canadian relations has been troubled. Ottawa was among the most vociferous
opponents of India’s nuclear programme, a stance it was only to change when the US ended
sanctions against India a decade ago. Canada has a large Indian minority but that has generated
its own problems. Studies have shown diaspora groups often hold on to distorted views of their
original homes. This is evident in Canada’s Sikh diaspora and the extremists’ numbers are enough
to have political leverage. The liberal arm of the Canadian political system has preferred to treat
the issue of Khalistani extremism as a consequence of Indian State repression. This fits their
worldview and is also part of their electoral calculations.

These are all problems that can be handled if care is taken to ensure official relations are
firewalled from these other issues. Mr Trudeau failed to do so during his visit, though the inclusion
of Khalistani groups in the counterterrorism framework did repair some of the damage done. It
seems clear, however, that the broader bilateral relationship will continue to grow.

The Narendra Modi government has realised that second-tier economies are increasingly
important to India’s rise. Canada is a perfect example. A country with a $2 trillion economy, India
has a lot to contribute in terms of investment, technology and resources.

Capital flows from Canada to India in all forms is now close to $20 billion, five times official direct
investment figures. It remains among the most open countries when it comes to immigration at a
time when so many others are closing their doors. It may be the first Western country where South
Asians will emerge as the largest minority.

Canada may also be fated to become a major civilian nuclear partner. A Canadian firm now owns
the nuclear power firm, Westinghouse, which India has been wooing for some years. There is
irony in this given how much New Delhi and Ottawa used to spar on nuclear matters. It is also a
reminder about how nothing is permanent in the affairs of the world and how all bilateral relations
should be treated with care.
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India, China hold talks ahead of SCO summit

Preparing the way: Foreign Secretary Vijay Gokhale with Chinese Foreign Minister Wang Yi in
Beijing on Friday.PTIPTI  

Foreign Secretary Vijay Gokhale has held across-the-board talks with top Chinese officials on
advancing ties between India and China, which have encountered several points of friction.

Mr. Gokhale’s visit is also seen as part of preparations for talks between Prime Minister Narendra
Modi and President Xi Jinping at the June summit of the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation
(SCO) in the Chinese coastal city of Qingdao. The Foreign Secretary met Politburo member and
State Councilor Yang Jiechi, China’s top foreign policy official, as well as Foreign Minister Wang Yi
and Vice-Foreign Minister Mr. Kong Xuanyou.

Last year, Prime Minister Modi and President Xi met in Xiamen on the sidelines of the BRICS
summit in September to revive ties that had been hit by the Doklam border crisis. As a follow-up to
these talks, Mr. Yi and Mr. Yang visited New Delhi in December.

“During the consultations, the two sides reviewed recent developments in bilateral relations,
including high-level exchanges, and discussed the agenda for bilateral engagement in the coming
months,” an Indian Embassy press statement said.

India’s concerns regarding China’s growing influence in the Indian Ocean have been rising, and
have peaked after the pro-China President of Maldives Abdulla Yameen declared a state of
Emergency on February 5 in the island nation.

Without making any specific reference to the Maldives, the statement said the “two sides also
exchanged views on regional and international issues of common interest”.

Building convergence

The statement noted the necessity of building on “convergences” between the two countries. It
stressed that Beijing and New Delhi should “address differences on the basis of mutual respect
and sensitivity to each other’s concerns, interests and aspirations”.

In the past, Indian officials have pointed to the China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC), which
passes through Pakistan-occupied Kashmir (PoK) as an infringement of India’s sovereignty.

China’s decision to come in the way of a UN ban on Masood Azhar, head of the Pakistan-based
terror group Jaish-e-Mohammad (JEM), and Beijing’s objections to India’s entry into the Nuclear
Suppliers Group emerged as additional points of abrasion in ties.
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From Turkmenistan with natural gas

A two-member delegation from India, led by Minister of State for External Affairs M.J. Akbar,
attended the ceremonies in Turkmenistan and Afghanistan on Friday for the launch of a pivotal
trans-border gas pipeline. The $22.5-billion project will transport natural gas from the resource-rich
Turkmenistan to India via Afghanistan and Pakistan, and seeks to promote regional integration
and stability.

Mr. Akbar, along with Afghan President Ashraf Ghani and Pakistani Prime Minister Shahid Khaqan
Abbasi, was welcomed by Turkmen President Gurbanguly Berdymukhammedov for the first
inaugural at Salem Chashma in Turkmenistan. Later, all four leaders travelled to the western
Afghan Province of Herat to commemorate the success of the project. “It’s a moment of great
pride for Afghanistan,” Jalil Jami, an official from the office of the Mayor of Herat, told this writer.

The event organised by the local government involved welcoming the guests with a grandiose
display of art and culture. Streets were lined with flags of the four nations, and artists and
performers wowed the attendees with local dance and music. “Even the security situation was
under control and well-managed,” Mr. Jami said.

Backing from Taliban

Interestingly, the TAPI (Turkmenistan-Afghanistan-Pakistan-India) project has received support
from the Taliban. In a statement made in 2016, the group’s spokesperson offered “protection” to all
projects of national interest, including the TAPI. The Taliban reiterated this position in a statement
issued on Thursday, taking some credit for initiating the project in the late 1990s.

“It is a national project that can help everyone in the region and perhaps that’s why the Taliban
has shown support,” reasoned Mr. Jami. While construction on the Turkmen phase of the project
began in 2015, this year will see the development of the Afghan phase, perhaps the most sensitive
part, which is expected to be completed in 2019. For Afghanistan, the project holds tremendous
potential in terms of economic growth and stability. Afghans stand to gain about $500 million
annually in transit fees, apart from jobs.The Afghan stretch of the pipeline is about 800 km.

Orzala Nemat, director of the Afghanistan Research and Evaluation Unit, remains cautiously
optimistic about the impact the project can have on improving not just economics, but also
security. “This region, especially Afghanistan, has been in turmoil for a long time and there has
been a political failure in curbing the bloodshed,” Ms. Nemat observed. The project might not put
an end to insurgency, but it could help Afghanistan move away from aid dependency, she added.
“With better jobs, improved capacity, a good economy and equitable distribution of resources, we
could hope for a semblance of stability.”

In a press conference broadcast from Herat, leaders from the four states greeted the Afghan
ground-breaking of the pipeline, which will transfer 33 billion cu. m of Turkmen natural gas
annually for 30 years. “Galkynysh, the world’s second-biggest gas field, will feed the TAPI,” Mr.
Berdymukhamedov said, adding that apart from the economic benefits, the project will be an
important step forward in the political dynamics of the region.

“Indeed, this project will help bring India and Pakistan closer. It is a triumph for Afghanistan to be
able to be part of a project that could help bring peace and stability in the region,” said Mr. Jami.

The $22.5 billion project will transport natural gas from the resource-rich Turkmenistan to
India via Afghanistan and Pakistan and seek to promote regional integration and stability
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India Canada relations remain frozen in time

In November 2012, then Canadian prime minister Stephen Harper made an official six-day visit to
India, accompanied by his wife. He was welcomed at the airport by former Indian minister of state
for human resource development Shashi Tharoor. Harper’s itinerary included Agra, Bengaluru,
Chandigarh and New Delhi with stops at symbolic sites like the Taj Mahal, Keshgarh Sahib
Gurudwara in Anandpur and Someshwara Temple in Bengaluru where Harper and his wife
garlanded each other with Mysuru jasmine buds, observing thereafter “we have married again”.
Between meetings with business and government leaders where the former Canadian prime
minister pushed for greater bilateral trade and investment, Harper was admonished by the United
Progressive Alliance (UPA) government over alleged support from Canadian Sikhs for the
establishment of Khalistan. Harper voiced his unequivocal support of “a united India” alongside his
contingent that had several ministers of Sikh origin. 

Comparing Harper’s visit to that of his successor Justin Trudeau, who has just wrapped his
maiden visit as prime minister, one feels a sense of déjà vu. Notwithstanding Trudeau’s
personality enlivened through his wardrobe and dancing skills and the mind-boggling
incompetence of Canadian officials in extending an invitation to convicted attempted murderer
Jaspal Atwal, both visits have been generally comparable in the intent and agenda of the
Canadian delegation, the objectives they sought to achieve, largely trade and investment, and the
albatross of Sikh separatism that dominated media coverage and public chatter, snuffing out
debate on issues where progress can be made like energy, climate change, trade in agricultural
commodities and global issues like UN peacekeeping. Unfortunately, the Khalistan issue prevents
most analysts from asking necessary questions on the state of the bilateral relationship and
whether sufficient space exists for cooperation on pressing issues. 

India-Canada relations are strategically thin. Canada has little to offer in terms of assisting India
with core strategic objectives that include China, Pakistan, the subcontinent, maritime security in
the Indian Ocean rim and beyond. Worse, Canada does not appear interested in engaging on
such issues. Some progress was made on civil nuclear trade under Harper but there has been
little mention of the issue since. Limited cooperation exists on energy despite Canada’s noted
strengths in the area. For all the talk of boosting bilateral investment and trade, businesses in both
countries have been sluggish to heed the call. Geography and differences in industrial structures
do not necessarily help. 

Under Trudeau, trade philosophies diverge with Ottawa’s focus on including issues like indigenous
rights and cultural exceptions in trade agreements. But as tempting as it is to blame both
governments for not easing existing constraints, it is unclear whether better access to each other’s
markets will redound to elevate the broader trading relationship.

Lack of a strategic core and the proclivity of all Canadian political parties to associate with pro-
Khalistan elements allows bilateral relations to be easily captured and hijacked by the thorny
diaspora issue. To be sure, deeper bilateral engagement on critical issues will not render Sikh
separatism any less important for India. But it might not consume the energy of the diplomatic
corps and rock the relationship every few years. 

Now, the ball is in Ottawa’s court. If anything, a silver lining from Trudeau’s visit is that the Atwal
affair has laid bare the open links between the Liberal Party and members of various groups
advocating for Khalistan. Reassurances from Canadian prime ministers regarding India’s territorial
integrity ring hollow when rhetoric is not backed by actions. Canadian citizens certainly have the
right to voice their support for Khalistan but Canadian politicians have a choice when it comes to
associating with or endorsing their views. This effort will be hard since Trudeau’s liberals have a
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crafty opponent to their left—Jagmeet Singh, whose political rise is grounded on righting the
wrongs committed against Sikhs in 1984.

Khalistan aside, the final joint statement does indicate that both countries appear keen to expand
strategic cooperation on several issues. Negotiations will “intensify” to finalize a Comprehensive
Economic Partnership Agreement and a Bilateral Foreign Investment Promotion and Protection
Agreement. Both leaders agreed to expand the scope of the Canada-India Ministerial Energy
Dialogue with a particular focus on electricity, energy efficiency and renewables. Efforts will
continue on the civil nuclear front. Trudeau affirmed Canada’s support for India’s entry into the
Nuclear Suppliers Group. Both countries agreed to expand security cooperation by
institutionalizing strategic dialogues at the national security adviser (NSA) and foreign minister
levels. Under the Global Skills Strategy, both prime ministers agreed to facilitate the movement of
highly skilled individuals from India to Canada. With sustained engagement on these fronts, both
Canada and India could augment their importance and value to each other. 

Trudeau’s visit has been pilloried in both countries. One can, of course, take umbrage with the
range of Indian clothes worn by Trudeau and his family and Trudeau’s bhangra moves at Canada
house. Certain excesses could have been prevented had Canadian officials paid more attention to
the sensitivities involved. Nonetheless, it is a hallmark of the times we live in that we venerate
tweets and hugs more than policy and history. Seen with perspective and context, Trudeau
doubled down on the very issues Harper focused on. What sullied the visit was epic ineptitude
driven by his party’s perennially lax attitudes towards Canadian Sikhs sympathetic to the
Khalistani cause. Going ahead, Ottawa has to emphasize the strategic aspects of the relationship
while steering clear of groups which imperil the latter. 

Karthik Nachiappan is working on a book on Canada-India relations in the 20th century.
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Xi unlimited: on Xi Jinping's presidential term

 

The Chinese Communist Party’s proposal to abolish term limits on the presidency, and thereby
allow Xi Jinping to stay on in power beyond 2023 when his second term ends, is not completely
unexpected. When he was re-elected party chief and President for a second term in October, no
one was projected as a potential successor. This was a break with tradition and triggered
speculation about him remaining President beyond the second term. Mr. Xi is arguably the most
powerful leader of China since Mao Zedong. At the 19th Party Congress in October, “Xi Jinping
Thought on Socialism with Chinese Characteristics for a New Era” was written into the party
charter, setting him apart from his recent predecessors. He does not just control the main pillars of
the Chinese state — the party, the government and the military. In 2016, the party accorded him
special stature by making him the “Core Leader”. Just as Deng Xiaoping oversaw China’s
economic rise, Mr. Xi has raised its profile in global geopolitics. He has pursued a more assertive
foreign policy in China’s neighbourhood and launched massive infrastructure programmes across
the world as part of the Belt and Road Initiative. But despite the power amassed, long-term
projects launched and his own apparent ambitions, the constitution was seen as a limit to his stint
in power. With the latest proposal on removing the term limit, which is certain to be endorsed by
parliament, Mr. Xi may find greater room for manoeuvre in speeding up the next generation of
economic reforms.

‘World must now take note of Xi’

The timing of the announcement itself, however, has taken many by surprise. Mr. Xi was about to
begin his second term as President next month, and so has five years to introduce the
constitutional changes needed. But with a proposal moved to amend the constitution a week
ahead of a People’s Congress convention, Mr. Xi has made it clear he does not want to leave
anything to chance while consolidating his position. At present there is no rival power centre within
the Communist Party to challenge Mr. Xi. But the centralisation of so much power in one
individual, which is the antithesis of China’s professed commitment to ‘collective leadership’, may
well impact the power dynamics, given the succession battles of the past. The party introduced the
term limit in the post-Deng era principally to bring in order and stability at a time when China was
becoming an economic powerhouse. Two of Mr. Xi’s immediate predecessors stepped down after
their second term, having groomed the next generation of leaders, including Mr. Xi. By breaking
with this pattern, Mr. Xi risks taking China back to the days of personality cults, internal power
struggles and possibly chaotic successions.

Receive the best of The Hindu delivered to your inbox everyday!
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The draft of Assam’s National Register of Citizens is a first step, but it opens up concerns
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New dynamic in the north west

Two developments last week pointed to the new directions in which the north-western
Subcontinent could evolve. One is the fresh international agreement to put Pakistan on notice with
regard to financing terror groups. The other is the ground-breaking ceremony for the construction
of the trans-border natural gas pipeline in Afghanistan. The decisions of the United Nations
Financial Action Task Force (FATF) are about using the threat of economic punishment to move
Pakistan away from funding terrorists operating against Afghanistan and India. The Turkmenistan-
Afghanistan-Pakistan-India (TAPI) pipeline is premised on the hope that economic self interest
could eventually bring the region together. Success is certainly not assured on either front.

But they are significant for one simple reason — defying the conventional wisdom. Consider, for
example, the range of traditional assumptions on the international community’s will and capability
to coerce Pakistan. For one, it has been widely held that the US can never really nudge Pakistan
away from using terror to dominate Afghanistan and destabilise India. When US President Donald
Trump announced his intention to do exactly that last summer, it was greeted with scepticism in
Delhi, disbelief in Washington and disdain in Rawalpindi. In Delhi, the expert community insisted
that America does not have the stamina to stay the course on compelling Pakistan.

In Washington, the foreign policy establishment saw this as one more silly idea from the White
House. For the traditionalists in the beltway, the Pakistan army was too nuclear to displease and
too important a regional partner for America to alienate. That none of Trump’s recent
predecessors were willing or able to push Rawalpindi beyond a point on terror was incontrovertible
proof that Trump was being utterly unrealistic.

That nothing will change in the US-Pak equation was also the conviction in Rawalpindi, where the
Pakistan army is headquartered. Rawalpindi judged that the new lot in the White House would
figure out that the game in Afghanistan is already lost for the US and that Trump, like Obama, will
have to head for the exits in Afghanistan.

If Trump surprised the world by announcing a major cut in military assistance to Pakistan in
January this year, Pakistan seemed to brush off the threat. Rawalpindi’s confident response was
marked by ramping up terror attacks against the government in Afghanistan.

Instead of backing off, Trump has gone a step further — to mobilise the international community to
squeeze Pakistan’s terror strategy by choking its finances. Here again, the general consensus was
that Pakistan had immunity thanks to its all-weather partnership with China. If Pakistan was
confident that China will not let India and the West hang it out to dry on the question of terror
finance, it was surprised by the FATF decisions in Paris last week. To be sure, it is entirely
possible that China’s support for the decision to put Pakistan on a grey list is only an exception
rather than a basic change in Beijing’s policy. But reports that China’s move followed a deal with
India and the US that would let Beijing gain a larger role at the FATF in the future are interesting.
Delhi has every reason to cheer any prospect of change in Beijing’s position and continue to press
for China’s cooperation in countering the sources of terror in the region.

China’s support is not only critical for weaning Pakistan away from its addiction to terror, but also
in putting together the right incentives for Rawalpindi to accept its responsibility to facilitate
regional economic cooperation. That is where the TAPI pipeline comes in. It is also a project that
has gone against the grain of regional politics.

On its part, Pakistan had generally resisted all economic cooperation with India, either bilaterally
or regionally, and held it hostage to the resolution of the Kashmir question. It has been even more
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neuralgic about engaging India on anything to do with Afghanistan. But through the last decade
and more, Pakistan has sat down with its two neighbours and Turkmenistan to advance the
project. To see the Indian minister of state for external affairs, M J Akbar, share the podium with
the presidents of Turkmenistan and Afghanistan and the prime minister of Pakistan in Herat last
week is interesting but not entirely surprising.

It is not just Pakistan. Even the Taliban has apparently promised not to attack the TAPI pipeline
that it described as a “national project”. Ironically, the idea of building the TAPI at a cost of nearly
$10 billion has received little international support. No banker appears willing to risk large amounts
of capital in a sub-region marked unending terror and its negative impact on the political relations
involving Kabul, Rawalpindi and Delhi.

This is where Beijing could chip in. Could it take the TAPI pipeline under the wings of China’s
massive Belt and Road Initiative? Might India, which objected to the China-Pakistan Economic
Corridor running through Pakistan-occupied Kashmir citing sovereignty concerns, be less hostile
to Beijing’s support for the TAPI? After all, the TAPI does not go through Kashmir.

The new dynamic in the region offers two important guidelines for Indian policy. First, the past is
not necessarily a guide to the future. After all structural changes over time are inevitable. Second,
India has the resources and agency to alter the strategic condition of its north west. Delhi must
continue to bet on them.
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Xi’s party

China’s rise as an economic power over the last four decades owes to the foundations laid by
Deng Xiaoping. In addition to opening up his country’s economy and embracing aspiration — “to
get rich is not a crime”, Deng told his people — he also laid down structures that have helped the
Communist Party of China (CPC), and by extension China’s polity, to establish its considerable
presence in a globalised world. That legacy has been eroded somewhat by widespread corruption
and a perceived decadence among the ruling elite in China. The CPC, which began the process of
returning to a more individual-centric authoritarianism during the 19th Party Congress in October
last year, is continuing on that path. On Sunday, the party’s central committee recommended that
the two-term limit for China’s president and vice-president be removed — in effect, Xi Jinping
could lead the country indefinitely. The country’s parliament, constituted by CPC loyalists, will
likely rubber-stamp the decision.

A series of measures by the CPC has made it clear that Xi Jinping is among the party’s most
important leaders, perhaps second only to Mao Zedong. At the 19th Party Congress, Xi’s
“Thoughts on Socialism with Chinese Characteristics in the New Era” was included in the country’s
constitution and earlier last year, he was given the status of “Core Leader” — only Mao and Deng
have been honoured this way. The reported rationale for abolishing the term limit is that “the
current structure of the party and state institutions was not good enough to meet the requirements
for various tasks in the ‘New Era’.” This overt consolidation of power behind Xi is, of course, a
show of strength and a signal that the aggressive postures he has taken, both in domestic and
foreign policy, are unlikely to change. With an anti-corruption drive as his shield, Xi has removed
from politics CPC leaders once thought to be very powerful. The “great firewall of China” and
systems of censorship and surveillance like the “Social Credit System” are also part of Xi’s “new
era”. His desire to have China take up a more aggressive role in world affairs, particularly in Asia,
is also a cause for worry.

But Xi’s consolidation of power is also symptomatic of a structural weakness. By setting term limits
under Deng, the CPC tried to send out the message that China’s politics, though not liberal or
democratic, was nonetheless governed by structures. The edifice that was built by Mao, the
argument went, did not need great leaders to flourish. For India, which had to deal with an
aggressive China in Doklam, and manoeuvre against its rising influence in South Asia, the lack of
checks and balances on Xi Jinping is a worrying sign.
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