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Kevin Rudd

In the last year, the single most pointless wound inflicted by the US on Asia, not to mention itself,
was its abandonment of the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP). In one fell swoop, the once great
free-trading nation that was the United States of America died, leaving the global trading system
utterly rudderless.

With America’s spurning of the TPP, not only was progress toward further trade liberalization
reversed; the global free-trade system itself, including its common rules and arbitration
mechanisms for resolving disputes, came into question.

You don’t have to be a Marxist to understand that economics has a profound and probably even
decisive impact on politics, both national and international. And, indeed, the geopolitical and geo-
economic implications of Trump’s move are just beginning to be felt across the Pacific.

With China’s economic footprint across the Asia-Pacific region already large, countries in the
region are now increasingly concluding that the US is consigning itself to growing economic
irrelevance in Asia. US financial institutions will, of course, remain important, as will Silicon Valley,
as a source of extraordinary innovation. But the pattern of trade, the direction of investment, and,
increasingly, the nature of intra-regional capital flows, are painting a vastly different picture for the
future than the one that has dominated post-war Asia.

The abandonment of the TPP—a key campaign promise that Donald Trump fulfilled almost
immediately upon taking office—reflects the collective failure on the part of the American political
class in the 2016 presidential election. Continuing that failure, America’s leadership has not
followed up on the decision with much of anything.

At home, the Trump administration has engaged in much chest-thumping about “America First.”
Abroad, it has begun to tout an ill-defined concept of “a free and open Indo-Pacific,” which displays
all the hallmarks of a slogan in search of substance. What economic reality will hang beneath this
shingle, we know not. If the idea is a series of individual bilateral free trade agreements, any
seasoned observer of US trade diplomacy can tell you that we are looking at a decade’s worth of
negotiations that, ultimately, will probably yield very little.

For their part, Asia-Pacific countries have begun to look to two unlikely sources for leadership on
trade liberalization: Japan and China.

Japan has sought to pull the TPP’s remains out of the ashes by creating the TPP 11, which
includes all of the original negotiating states, except the US, which would be permitted to rejoin
later. The core tenets of this agreement were signed, despite reservations from Canada, at the
November Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (Apec) summit in Da Nang, Vietnam (a meeting
that Trump himself also attended), highlighting Asia-Pacific countries’ view that they are no longer
chained to US leadership. The so-called Comprehensive and Progressive Agreement for Trans-
Pacific Partnership represents a significant advance in terms of trade and investment liberalization
across the 11 signatory countries. As for the US, we can only hope that a future administration,
whether Republican or Democrat, will see its way clear to acceding to an agreement that
Japanese economic leadership has sought to keep alive. But, given the evidence, that may be
farfetched.

The other surprising source of trade leadership in the Asia-Pacific region is China. Some years
ago, the country began championing a Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP).
While this will not represent a high-ambition arrangement, it will represent some advancement
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from the status quo. It embraces 16 states, including China, India, Japan, and South Korea, but
excludes the US.

India, the third largest economy in Asia, could also have a critical role to play in furthering pan-
regional trade liberalization. But Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s government has yet to direct its
political capital toward becoming a member of Apec, let alone advance a trade-liberalization
agenda of its own. This needs to change, but the forces of mercantilism are alive and well in Delhi.

The net result of these developments, with the US having eschewed both the TPP and RCEP, has
been a further diminution of American power in the Asia-Pacific region. In fact, the US is
increasingly emerging as an incomplete superpower. It remains a formidable military actor, with
unique power projection capabilities that extend far beyond its aircraft carrier battle groups to
include an array of other capa\bilities that are as yet unmatched by other countries in the Asia-
Pacific region. But its relevance to the region’s future—in terms of employment, trade, and
investment growth, as well as sustainable development—is declining fast.

Some in Washington, DC, seem to think that the US can sustain this pattern for decades to come.
But many of us are sceptical. Unless and until the US chooses comprehensive economic re-
engagement with the region, its significance to the overall future of Asia, the world’s most
economically dynamic region, will continue to fade.

Precisely how other regional powers—China, Japan, India, and South Korea (Asia’s four leading
economies)—will respond to this decline remains to be seen. But the truth confronting those who
observe the region closely is that South-East Asia has already begun to move meaningfully toward
China’s strategic orbit.

Ultimately, the policies of an administration committed to putting America first are likely, in Asia at
least, to result in America being put last. Project Syndicate

Kevin Rudd, former Prime Minister of Australia, is president of the Asia Society Policy Institute in
New York and chair of the Independent Commission on Multilateralism.

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

www.indianexpress.com 2018-01-02

Jerusalem vote, despite Bibi’s visit, linked to activism on India’s UNSC seat

Two votes at the United Nations in the second half of December 2017 have galvanized public
opinion. On December 18, 14 out of the 15 members of the UN Security Council (UNSC) voted
against any decisions or actions of the United States which would “change the character, status
and or demographic composition of Jerusalem”. The US vetoed the UNSC resolution which had
been tabled by Egypt, a non-permanent member of the UNSC and a major US military ally.

On December 21, at the request of the Arab Group and the Organization of Islamic Cooperation,
the tenth United Nations General Assembly (UNGA) special session was reconvened to consider
the issue and voted 128 to 9 to oppose any attempt by the United States to alter the status of
Jerusalem. India was among the 128 countries voting for the resolution.

India’s position on the UNGA Jerusalem vote should be seen in the context of three converging
interests of India’s foreign policy, notwithstanding the impending visit of Israeli prime minister
Benjamin (bibi) Netanyahu to India this month.

The first is India’s institutional interest in using the UNGA platform to push for its foreign policy
objectives. India’s recent experience of the persuasive power of the UNGA to overcome the
opposition in the UNSC to the candidature of Justice Dalveer Bhandari to the ICJ illustrates this
well. India’s use of the UNGA platform has a long history. In February 1946, India was the first
country to inscribe on the UNGA agenda the issue of racial discrimination in South Africa. This
initiative evolved into the anti-apartheid movement, and finally succeeded in catalyzing the
emergence of a multi-racial South Africa, whose delegation to the UNGA in 1994 was led by
President Nelson Mandela.

In the context of issues relevant to modern Israel, India was one of the three countries co-
sponsoring the UNGA resolution adopted in 1946 to mandate the negotiation of the Genocide
Convention, adopted in 1948. Raphael Lemkin, the driving force behind this legal instrument, has
recorded his appreciation of the leadership shown by India in the UNGA on this issue. Similarly,
India was the chair of the Ad-Hoc Committee of the UNGA in 1979 which recommended the
negotiation and adoption of UN counter-terror legal instruments, including the Comprehensive
Convention on International Terrorism. These recommendations flowed out of the UNGA’s first
resolution on countering terrorism, adopted in 1972 following the terrorist attack on Israel’s
contingent at the Munich Olympics.
The vote on the Jerusalem resolution is in keeping with India’s activism in the UNGA, with the
larger objective of persuading the UNGA to adopt a resolution by two-thirds majority vote to
amend the provisions of the UN Charter and reform the UNSC. India’s objective of permanent
membership of the UNSC would become viable once such a UNGA resolution is adopted,
enabling it to seek election to one of the new permanent seats.

The second issue relates to India’s policy on West Asia, especially Jerusalem. After the military
occupation of East Jerusalem by Israel in the Six Day War of 1967, both the UNGA and the UNSC
affirmed that Israel’s “acquisition of territory by war” is inadmissible, and called for the withdrawal
of Israeli armed forces from occupied territories, including East Jerusalem. UNSC resolution 476,
adopted in 1980, reiterated the illegality of any move to alter the status of Jerusalem, and called
on all countries “that have established diplomatic missions at Jerusalem to withdraw such
missions from the Holy City”. The United States abstained, but did not veto this resolution. India,
with its own experience of the violation of its territorial integrity by Pakistan’s military actions in
Jammu and Kashmir, has endorsed the position of the UNGA and UNSC on Jerusalem. Its vote in
the UNGA reflects the consistency of India’s policy on this issue.
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A third foreign policy interest for India flows out of its “Think West” policy. The focus for India in
West Asia is grounded in India’s “views and interests, (and) not determined by any third country”,
to quote India’s official spokesman. These views and interests have been incrementally visible in
India’s recent engagement with its Arab strategic partners. West Asian crude oil and natural gas
account for almost 60% of India’s energy imports annually.

The World Bank estimated that in 2015, about 7 million Indian nationals working in the three Gulf
countries of Saudi Arabia, UAE and Qatar (countries visited by Prime Minister Modi during 2015-
2016) remitted US$28.2 billion to India’s household economy. On December 5, the UAE
Ambassador to India announced that the US$75 billion UAE sovereign fund for India had been
operationalized, with US$1 billion already transferred to India’s National Infrastructure and
Investment Fund. Such statistics underline the critical role that investments, trade and remittances
play in the current drive to transform India, and the role of West Asian countries in this context.
They also help explain India’s position on the Jerusalem resolution in the UNGA, which was
introduced by Yemen on behalf of the Arab Group.

India’s vote on the Jerusalem resolution should be seen in the context of how Israel’s other
strategic partners have voted in the UNGA. This illustrates that India’s position was not isolated, or
divergent from other countries friendly with Israel or the United States. The 128 countries which
voted for the resolution included the major exporters to Israel (China, Switzerland, Germany,
Belgium and Italy), 21 out of NATO’s 28-member countries, as well as Russia. From the Asian
region, China, Japan, South Korea, Indonesia and Singapore supported the resolution, as did
Bahrain, which hosts the headquarters of the US 5th Fleet, and Qatar, which hosts 10,000 US
troops at its Al Udeid Air Base, the forward operating base of the US Central Command for actions
in Syria, Iraq and Afghanistan. Brazil, South Africa, Nigeria and a host of developing countries
voted for the resolution. The Jerusalem resolution sends a strong signal to Israel at a time it is
campaigning for a non-permanent seat in the UNSC, elections for which are to be held in the
UNGA in June 2018.

Asoke Mukerji was India’s Permanent Representative to the United Nations from 2013-2015.
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U.S. drastically cut aid to Pakistan in the Obama years

U.S. President Donald Trump’s New Year tweet is indicative that his administration is not satisfied
by Pakistan’s response on terror. A month ago, U.S. Secretary of Defence James Mattis had told
Pakistan during a visit that it “must redouble its efforts to confront militants and terrorists operating
within the country”, according to a Pentagon statement.

There was significant scaling down of U.S. assistance to Pakistan in the later years of the Barack
Obama administration. From $2.177 billion in 2014, it came down to $1.604 in 2015 and $1.118
billion in 2016. In 2017, it was $526 million.

The U.S. has also made disbursement of Pentagon’s Coalition Support Funds (CSF) conditional.

CSF pertains to reimbursement to Pakistan for its logistical and operational support for U.S.-led
military operations.

In 2015, $300 million of the CSF was tied to a certification requirement that Pakistan was taking
adequate action against the Haqqani network. That component increased in the following years —
in 2016 it was $350 million out of $900 million and, in 2017, it was $400 million out of $900 million.

The Obama administration did not certify in Pakistan’s favour in 2015 and 2016. A decision by the
Trump administration for 2017 is pending. In August 2017, the administration kept $255 million in
military assistance to Islamabad in suspension as it demanded specific action against terrorists.

The defence budget for 2018 reduced the CSF allocation to $700 million and tied half of it to action
against the Haqqani Network. A recent congressional move to include Lashkar-e-Taiba also in the
same category of certification requirement was dropped after the Pentagon resisted it.

Unveiling his strategy for Afghanistan in August 2018, Mr. Trump had censured Pakistan and
named India as a partner. “We can no longer be silent about Pakistan’s safe havens for terrorist
organisations, the Taliban, and other groups...” he had said.

Mr. Trump’s Twitter post on Monday followed a New York Times report last week that the
administration is planning to deny money given under the State Department’s Foreign Military
Financing.
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Seize the Asian century: why India and China must take the lead

Eighteen years ago, as the millennium drew to a close, the annual ministerial meeting of the World
Trade Organisation in Seattle in the U.S. was derailed by the fury of thousands of street protestors
denouncing the forces of globalisation and the governments which represented them. Last month,
at the dusk of 2017, a ministerial meeting of the WTO in Buenos Aires, Argentina ended in a
whimper with the U.S. leading a general apathy towards free trade and globalisation. Perhaps
2017 will be remembered as the year when the liberal economic consensus on free markets and
globalisation was finally buried in its homelands, the U.S. and U.K. One wonders though what the
street protesters of Seattle make of the cast of characters administering the last rites to the
“Washington Consensus”. Not Fidel Castro or Hugo Chavez or even Lula da Silva but instead a
Republican President of the U.S., who also happens to be a billionaire, and a powerful faction of
the Conservative Party of the U.K. For the global Left, the “victory” must be bittersweet.

For ordinary citizens of the world, the ideological and policy shifts in the advanced economies,
particularly post-Trump America and post-Brexit Britain, are likely to be more bitter than sweet.
Consider the view from emerging economies. No other period in human history has seen as many
people lifted out of absolute poverty as in the three decades since the mid-1980s. That is largely
because the world’s two most populous nations, China and India, made rapid strides in terms of
economic growth in this period.

China, which embraced openness and internal reform more vigorously than India, has been the
bigger beneficiary. India, with its limited openness and gradual internal reform process, registered
lower growth than China but higher growth rates than any other point in its history. It would be
cynical to say that the forces of globalisation and free markets have only enriched a minority in
these countries. The fact is that more than half a billion people have been lifted out of poverty in a
single generation by the very forces that are now being buried in the countries of their origin.

This is not to argue that there were no flaws in the system. The role of Wall Street and global
finance in bringing disrepute to the system is well known. That is what precipitated the 2008
financial crisis which sowed the seeds for a backlash. But curiously, politics has chosen to target
free trade and free (only relatively) movement of labour, soft targets compared to the powerful
world of finance. There is a grave danger for both emerging economies and advanced economies
with this form of backlash.

In the advanced economies, it is convenient to blame free trade for job losses in manufacturing,
without commenting on the huge benefits such trade has brought for consumers who are clearly
better off as a result of cheaper products and services. It is easy to target immigrants without
acknowledging the huge value-add they bring to the host economies. Think of the number of
foreign-born persons in top positions in American or British academia or in Silicon Valley. Without
them, the U.S. (even the U.K.) would not be so wealthy. Any sustained backlash against free trade
and immigration will ultimately hurt the economic and geo-political interests of the U.S. and the
U.K.

Still, the advanced economies may be wealthy enough to delay the day of reckoning. For countries
like India and several other emerging and developing economies, a closed world means missed
opportunities and a longer journey out of poverty for those who continue to remain poor. They
have the most important stake in ensuring that the world doesn’t return to wealth-destroying
autarky.

However, before batting for openness abroad, emerging economies need to put their houses in
order. For many emerging economies, particularly China and India, the backlash against free
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markets isn’t likely to stem from external considerations (free trade or free movement of labour),
but from a free market system at home that has been vitiated by crony capitalism. It isn’t surprising
that the leaders of both China and India, President Xi Jinping and Prime Minister Narendra Modi,
have devoted a considerable amount of political capital to combat corruption and root out
entrenched vested interests. It isn’t an easy task and it won’t happen overnight but the battle
against corruption and cronyism is a critical element in retaining the legitimacy of an open market
economy which has delivered more prosperity than any alternative system in the last hundred
years. In India, the battle against graft has to be accompanied by an attempt to improve state
capacity, because there are certain critical functions which only the state can perform.

Reform at home must be accompanied by a willingness to open up to the rest of the world. China
has been aggressive about exports and about attracting foreign investment but has been more
protectionist about imports (particularly services and agricultural goods) and its state-owned
enterprises. India has never quite embraced an export-oriented development strategy. Somehow
the point that the domestic market is large enough has won the argument even when it is apparent
that the global market is several times that size. Just the global market for merchandise trade is
$18 trillion, almost nine times the size of India’s total GDP. India needs to capture a much larger
share of that market than its present 1.6% share. India also needs to capture a greater share of
foreign investment. But for that to happen, it needs to give up its traditionally defensive posture on
trade in particular. The opportunity has never been better as China’s wages rise and it reorients its
economic strategy from primarily an export-led growth to a more consumption-driven economy.

India and China hold the key to the emerging global political economy. Joining the U.S. and other
advanced economies in closing up will only lead to slower growth. The challenge for India and
China, as the two fastest growing major economies, is to engage with each other and with other
willing partner nations, particularly in the East Asia and the Pacific region (including advanced
economies like Japan and Australia), to maintain openness and embrace globalisation. The
Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP) is one forum where this engagement can
happen. India can engage on free trade and free investment in other groups like the BBIN
(Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Nepal) and BIMSTEC (Bangladesh, India, Myanmar, Sri Lanka,
Nepal, Thailand, Bhutan) and via these groups with the entire ASEAN region.

The scenario is set for an Asian century. But for it to materialise India, China and the rest of the
region need to look beyond rivalry and defensiveness to explore the possibilities of economic
integration as the West, so dominant for the last two hundred years, marginalises and isolates
itself. That is the promise of 2018 and beyond.

Dhiraj Nayyar is Officer on Special Duty and Head, Economics, Finance and Commerce, NITI
Aayog, Government of India. The views expressed are personal

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

Please enter a valid email address.

The Gujarat result has held the mirror to both the BJP and the Congress and magnified their
weaknesses
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Raja Mandala: Where geography is destiny

A series of developments in the Subcontinent at the end of 2017 cast a pall of gloom over Delhi’s
foreign policy discourse. The lament was about India losing to China in its own neighbourhood.
After all, China has just signed a free trade agreement with the Maldives, has won a long-term
lease with Sri Lanka for the Hambantota port, and seen the “pro-China” parties win the elections in
Nepal.

These may be immediate political setbacks for Delhi. But they do not in any way change the
geography that binds — for good or bad — India to its neighbours. Instead of mourning China’s
rising profile in the Subcontinent, Delhi should reflect on its past failures to respect the logic of
geography in the neighbourhood and find ways to correct them.

Delhi’s foreign policy discourse must stop seeing the competition with China in the Subcontinent
as a limited overs cricket game with one winning and the other losing at the end of play. Even if
Delhi “loses” most of the presumed “encounters” with Beijing in the near term, there is no way
China can eliminate, let alone neutralise, India’s weight in the Subcontinent.

Consider China’s example in East Asia. When the People’s Republic was born in 1949, few of its
neighbours were willing to extend diplomatic recognition. Many of them aligned their economies
with those of the US and Japan rather than with China. But once China opened up its economy in
the late 1970s and embarked on regional integration, the consequences of China’s size came into
play. Today it is the largest trading partner for all the nations on its periphery. Whatever the
political problems China’s neighbours might have with Beijing, few are willing to forego the
economic opportunities it presents.

Therein lies the first lesson for India. Although Delhi inherited an integrated commercial space
from the Raj, independent India’s socialist orientation meant a steady loss of regional economic
perspective, declining emphasis on trade with the neighbours and a steady neglect of connectivity
with them. Although three successive prime ministers — Atal Bihari Vajpayee, Manmohan Singh
and Narendra Modi — have talked of regional economic integration, they have found it hard to get
it going.

Delhi’s economic ministries have little strategic sense of the neighbourhood. For them Bhutan is
as alien as Bolivia. Consider the most recent example of demonetisation, when Delhi paid little
attention to the consequences for Nepal and Bhutan that are so closely tied to the Indian
economy. On the economic front, then, Delhi is losing to itself rather than to Beijing.

The problem is similar on the security front. After it launched itself in 1949, the PRC found many of
its neighbours locked in military alliances with America. The US military sat on all the islands
facing China. Today, Beijing’s growing economic influence in the neighbourhood coupled with
expanding military strength, are making it harder by the day for the US to sustain its forward
military presence in China’s frontyard.

China’s proximity then trumps the massive military power differential between Beijing and
Washington. Similarly, India’s proximity makes it hard for China to ever contain Delhi in the
Subcontinent. To be sure, China might one day in the near future get a military base in Karachi or
Gwadar. But the idea that China can “encircle” India in South Asia remains far-fetched. However, it
has gained some credence, because India’s civilian defence leadership has long stopped thinking
about an integrated defence of the region.

If China has reclaimed its geographical primacy in East Asia through sensible policies, so can
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India in South Asia. Size and geography allow Delhi and Beijing to dominate their neighbourhoods.
It is never easy for outside powers to dominate the periphery of another. At the same time, it is
always difficult for the regional hegemon to have a good neighbourhood policy.

For the smaller neighbours, it is always a fine balance between seeking some strategic autonomy
by inviting external powers and provoking a military or political intervention by the hegemon.
Ukraine, for example, lost Crimea to Russia when Moscow thought Kiev had gone too far towards
the West. America and Europe have no desire to fight Russia on its periphery and there is no way
Ukraine can now get back Crimea.

Political leaders among India’s smaller neighbours do know this and many of them would not want
to cross the somewhat fuzzy red lines when it comes to military alignment with China. Similarly,
India knows there are limits to its strategic partnerships with China’s neighbours in East Asia.

The hegemon also knows that it can’t always dictate policies to its smaller neighbours. China can
put some pressure on North Korea, but it can’t control the leadership in Pyongyang. India has the
same experience in Nepal and Maldives. Delhi, like Beijing, knows frequent interventions in the
internal affairs of the neighbours have costs. The question is always about judging when it is
prudent to intervene.

Proximity at once generates intimacy and hostility between a hegemon and its neighbours. India’s
problem is not about competing with China in South Asia, but managing its messy
interdependence with the neighbours with some strategic vision and a lot of tactical finesse.
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Israel passes new law on Jerusalem

Israel’s Parliament passed a law on Tuesday requiring a super-majority to relinquish control over
any part of Jerusalem, a move that could hamstring the city’s division in any future peace deal.

The amendment bars the government from ceding Israeli sovereignty over any part of Jerusalem
without approval of at least 80 of the legislature’s 120 members. But the law itself can be
overturned with a simple majority, making it largely symbolic.

The law also permits the government to remove outlying Palestinian neighbourhoods from the city,
a move promoted by hardliners to preserve Jerusalem’s Jewish majority. They would be turned
into separate municipalities under Israeli control. The Knesset approved the legislation in a 64-52
vote early on Tuesday, with Opposition politicians saying it would make it even harder to make
peace with the Palestinians.

Israel claims all of Jerusalem as its capital. The Palestinians want east Jerusalem to be the capital
of their future state. Tensions rose after U.S. President Donald Trump declared Jerusalem to be
Israel’s capital last month.

‘War on Palestinians’

Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas called the legislation “tantamount to declaring war on the
Palestinian people”.

“This vote clearly indicates that the Israeli side has officially declared the end of the so-called
political process and has already begun to impose dictatorial and de facto policies,” Mr. Abbas’s
office.

The amendment came just days after the ruling Likud party’s central committee called for the
annexation of West Bank settlements.
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Sushma to go on tri-nation tour

Sushma Swaraj  

Beginning the groundwork for the ASEAN-India Commemorative Summit later this month, External
Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj will visit Thailand, Indonesia and Singapore from January 4 to 8.
The three-nation visit is likely to cover India’s annual plans for the region and include the launch of
the Regional Pravasi Bharatiya Divas for the ASEAN countries.

“On all three legs of her visit, the External Affairs Minister will share with her interlocutors relevant
information about the forthcoming ASEAN-India Commemorative Summit, which marks 25 years
since the establishment of dialogue partnership between India and ASEAN,” said a statement from
the External Affairs Ministry announcing the January 25 summit in New Delhi, which is likely to be
attended by the heads of governments of all the 10 ASEAN member states.

The visit to Thailand on January 4 and 5 is significant as that nation will assume charge of India-
ASEAN relations in mid-2018.

Ms. Swaraj will discuss defence, political and economic issues with her counterpart, Don
Pramudwinai, in Bangkok.

Pravasi Bharatiya Divas

The visiting Minister will inaugurate the Regional Pravasi Bharatiya Divas of ASEAN countries in
Singapore on January 7 on the theme “Ancient route, new journey: diaspora in the dynamic
ASEAN-India partnership”.

“The Regional PBD is a large-scale event covering a wide range of sectors such as political
relations, culture, connectivity, start-ups and science & technology. PIO delegations from all
ASEAN countries, including Ministers, eminent personalities, business and socio-economic
leaders, are participating in the event,” the Ministry said.

In Indonesia, Ms. Swaraj and her counterpart, Retno Marsudi, will jointly inaugurate the second
meeting of the ASEAN-India Network of Think Tanks.

Ms. Swaraj is expected to discuss the modalities of the ASEAN-India Commemorative Summit
with Lim Jock Hoi, the new Secretary-General of ASEAN, on January 5 and 6.

She will preside over the fifth meeting of the India-Indonesia Joint Commission.

Following the summit, the visiting leaders are expected to attend the Republic Day parade in the
capital.
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No repeat of Doklam-type standoff with India, says China

Always alert:A file photo of Army personnel guarding the Indo-China border in Bumla in Arunachal
Pradesh.AP  

China on Wednesday ruled out a Doklam-type standoff with India in Arunachal Pradesh.

Asked to comment on Indian media reports that late last month its soldiers rolled building
machines up to 200 meters into Arunachal Pradesh, and they were confronted by Indian soldiers,
Foreign Ministry spokesperson Geng Shuang said, “First, I need to point out that China’s position
on the China-India boundary issue is consistent and clear, and we have never recognised the so-
called ‘Arunachal Pradesh’”.

“Second, I am not aware of the details you mentioned. China and India have established a mature
management mechanism for border-related issues, and the two sides can handle various border
affairs through relevant mechanism.”

Mr. Geng pointed out that upholding peace and tranquility in China-India border areas serves the
common interests of both sides. Asked whether India and China could be staring at another
Doklam-type standoff, as the reported incident coincided with the 20th round of border talks, Mr.
Geng said he did not visualise such a situation.

“With the concerted efforts of both sides, the incident that took place in Donglang (Doklam) last
year has been peacefully resolved. Besides, at the end of last year, the two sides held the 20th
round of special representatives’ meeting on the boundary issue and sent out positive message to
the outside world.”
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Nod for Myanmar border pact

Days before the ASEAN-India Commemorative Summit, India on Wednesday cleared the
agreement on land border crossing with Myanmar. The decision was taken at the Union Cabinet
meeting chaired by Prime Minister Narendra Modi.

“The agreement will facilitate regulation and harmonisation of already existing free movement
rights for people ordinarily residing in the border areas of both countries. It will also facilitate
movement of people ordinarily residing in the border areas of other countries. It will also facilitate
movement of people on the basis of valid passports and visas which will enhance economic and
social interaction between the countries,” a statement said.
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Cabinet approves MoUs with Italy, Israel in energy sector

The Union Cabinet on Wednesday approved the signing of an MoU with Israel in the field of oil
and gas, and was also apprised of another MoU signed with Italy on renewable energy. “The MoU
is expected to provide impetus to India-Israel ties in the energy sector,” the government said in a
release. The MoU between India and Italy was signed on October 30, 2017 in New Delhi.
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China-Japan ties could see a revamp in 2018

The ‘quad’ group of India, Japan, Australia and the U.S. in the Indo-Pacific may soon have a
gaping hole as Tokyo and Beijing appear set to revamp ties in 2018.

A Japan-China-South Korea leaders’ summit is planned in Japan early this year, followed by
Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe’s official visit to China, the Nikkei Asian Review reported.
The two events will open the door for Mr. Xi’s first official visit to Japan.

Considerable groundwork has already been done to reset ties. Last week, Toshihiro Nikai, the
‘number 2’ in Japan’s ruling Liberal Democratic Party, met Chinese President Xi Jinping and
invited him to visit Tokyo, the Kyodo news agency reported.

In a rare address to the Communist Party of China (CPC) Party School, Mr. Nikai underscored that
that the two countries must forge a future-oriented, cooperative relationship.

Significantly, he backed joint forays by Beijing and Tokyo on infrastructure projects, in tune with
Mr. Xi’s Belt and Road Initiative.

The Chinese side has also showed enthusiasm for a Beijing-Tokyo re-engagement in 2018.

The state-run China Daily paraphrased remarks by Song Tao, head of the International
Department of the CPC Central Committee, that Mr. Nikai’s call on the Chinese President shows
the great importance that Mr. Xi has attached to China-Japan ties.

Mr. Xi’s decision not to speak at the December 13 ceremony of the Nanjing massacre is also
being read in sections of the Japanese media as a signal of China’s intent to build bridges with Mr.
Abe’s government.
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Money talks: on U.S.-Pakistan ties

That the U.S. will continue to withhold $255 million in Foreign Military Financing to Pakistan this
year suggests it is prepared to downgrade its ties with Pakistan further in an effort to hold it to
account on terrorism. U.S. Ambassador to the UN Nikki Haley cited Pakistan’s “double game” of
cooperating with the U.S. and harbouring terrorists who attack its troops in Afghanistan. Mr.
Trump’s own tweet, a day earlier, on January 1, was less temperate in its wording. He accused
Pakistan of “lies and deceit” and of treating the U.S. leadership as “fools”. Pakistan has reacted,
but without the same heat in its words. After a National Security Council meeting of top generals
and ministers convened by Prime Minister Shahid Khaqan Abbasi, it issued a statement
expressing “disappointment” over the U.S. statements, and referring to Pakistan’s record in
fighting terrorism and providing support to the U.S. effort in Afghanistan. One reason is that the
U.S. decision to hold back the $255 million was not unexpected. In May last year, the Trump
administration had decided to cut the annual outlay for 2018 from $255 million to $100 million. In
August, it notified Congress it would withhold the current tranche due for 2016 as well, while a
decision on 2017 was still pending. Second, while the overall downslide in ties with the U.S. will be
a major worry for Pakistan, the cancellation of funds may not be that alarming. American
assistance to Pakistan is at its lowest levels since 2001. Third, Pakistan’s confidence that it has an
alternative in China has grown, with Beijing’s pledge of more than $100 billion in loans for the
China-Pakistan Economic Corridor infrastructure, power projects, and so on. The question, then, is
whether the U.S. will consider stronger measures, such as stopping all funding, sanctions, or
cancelling Pakistan’s ‘major non-NATO ally’ status.

From India’s point of view, any attempt to hold Pakistan’s feet to the fire on its support to terror
groups is a positive development. It is particularly important that the U.S. follow through on its
ultimatums in this respect. However, all American statements so far focus on Pakistan’s support to
terror groups that threaten Afghanistan, and more particularly, the U.S. troops in Afghanistan.
Therefore, action against the groups that threaten India is unlikely to be an immediate priority.
New Delhi must also be mindful of the impact of a more fractured U.S.-Pakistan relationship on
regional security. Above all, the U.S.-Pakistan relationship, like that between India and the U.S.
and India and Pakistan, is a long-standing bilateral one. While welcoming all moves to address
India’s core concerns on terror, New Delhi must ensure it doesn’t get ensnared or triangulated in
the equation between Washington and Islamabad.
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A new plateau: on India and China's bilateral ties

Prime Minister Narendra Modi and Chinese President Xi Jinping shake hands as they pose for a
photo on September 5, 2017 during a meeting on the sidelines of the BRICS Summit in Xiamen in
southeastern China’s Fujian Province.   | Photo Credit: AP

In more ways than one, 2017 marked a turning point in India-China relations. If it began with India
taking a strong stance against China’s ambitious Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), it ended with
China tightening its grip on South Asia. And in between was the Doklam stand-off which
underscored the challenges in this bilateral relationship in ways that few would have anticipated in
recent years.

Beijing is peeved at what it sees as New Delhi’s intransigence on the BRI as India is perhaps the
only major power frontally challenging China’s attempt to redraw the global economic landscape.
And this challenge is framed around a principle which China holds very dear: the foundational
principle of “sovereignty”. After all, the basis of the India-China partnership at one point was
premised on them being the so-called “sovereignty hawks” in the global order. This was reiterated
in platforms such as the Russia-India-China trilateral and the BRICS (Brazil, Russia, India, China
and South Africa).

India used this to counter the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor, an important element of the BRI,
even at the cost of getting regionally and globally isolated when it decided not to attend the BRI
summit in May 2017. India said: “No country can accept a project that ignores its core concerns on
sovereignty and territorial integrity.” Foreign Secretary S. Jaishankar articulated this position at the
2017 Raisina Dialogue: “China is very sensitive about its sovereignty. The economic corridor
passes through an illegal territory, an area that we call Pakistan-occupied Kashmir. You can
imagine India’s reaction at the fact that such a project has been initiated without consulting us.”
Prime Minister Narendra Modi too reinforced this point.

India was clear that China cannot expect to evolve a India-China global partnership on the basis of
sovereignty-related concerns vis-à-vis the West and at the same time disregard Indian concerns
on sovereignty with impunity at the bilateral level. China got the message and, in some ways, the
result was the over 70-day-long stand-off at the India-Bhutan-China tri-junction.Tensions
continued to rise till an understanding was reached pertaining to disengagement.

Despite this resolution, the underlying reality of India-China relations continues to be as
complicated as ever. As the year came to an end, China’s engagement in India’s neighbourhood
seemed to be growing with the Left Alliance winning in Nepal and the signing of a Free Trade
Agreement between China and the Maldives. China’s relationship with Pakistan has become
stronger with Beijing now openly batting for Islamabad, whether it is in scuttling Indian attempts to
get Pakistan-based terror outfits banned by the United Nations Security Council or preventing
India from joining the Nuclear Suppliers Group.

India is pushing back in the wider Indo-Pacific. In November, on the margins of the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) summit in Manila, India participated in the first formal official-
level discussions of the ‘Quad’, the quadrilateral formation that also includes Japan, the U.S., and
Australia. The idea has had a second coming. India’s ‘Act East Policy’ too has been in full gear
with all 10 heads of state/ government of the ASEAN participating in this month’s Republic Day
celebrations.

As the two nations look to repair the damage done to their bilateral ties over the last few years,
mere rhetoric of the past is unlikely to work. They need to find common ground to work seriously



crackIAS.com

crackIAS.com

so that some tangible outcomes can be achieved. New realities confront New Delhi and Beijing.
For India, China’s rise as a great power in its own vicinity presents a challenge that it has not
encountered in the past. Beijing, for its part, is facing a New Delhi which, unlike before, is willing to
challenge China. The Doklam crisis was as much about China asserting itself vis-à-vis India as it
was about New Delhi’s determination not to cede any more ground to China.

Old formulations and principles seem to have outlived their usefulness. Otherwise, as China
continues to strengthen its forces in Doklam and India seems determined to resist it, another
Doklam-like episode may be just around the corner.

Harsh V. Pant is Distinguished Fellow at Observer Research Foundation, New Delhi and
Professor at King’s College London
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Why India must keep a close watch on the Iran unrest

There has been some heady talk of an “Iranian Spring” following the rare protests in several cities
across Iran, but it would probably be closer to the truth to say the demonstrations have triggered
uncertainty about stability in the country and the region. The protests, initially fuelled by the Iranian
government’s failure to fight corruption as well as disappointment that the landmark 2015 nuclear
deal did not lead to better economic conditions, began in a small way on December 28 at
Mashhad, Iran’s second largest city, considered a bastion of Supreme Leader Ayatollah Ali
Khamenei. Events since then have shown that things could easily spiral out of control: 21 people
have died as the protests spread to more than 50 cities and towns. More than 450 protestors were
detained in Tehran alone, and hundreds of others across the country.

Many of the protestors were young people – 60% of Iran’s population of 81 million is under 30,
more educated than past generations and avid users of social media – who have been grappling
with unemployment and the impacts of sluggish economic growth. There were chants of “death to
the dictator”, a reference to Khamenei, as the protests assumed a political tone over the weekend,
and some have questioned why Tehran was spending millions of dollars to back factions fighting
in Syria and Yemen at a time of economic hardship within the country.

Those talking of an “Iranian Spring” and backing the protestors, such as US President Donald
Trump, are probably hoping the demonstrations will lead to the rise of more moderate forces or
weaken the regime in Tehran so that it has less time to interfere in countries across West Asia.
The reality is that the protests could lead to more unrest, especially if the clergy decides to use
state forces to crack down.

India will be keeping a close watch on the developments in Iran for a variety of reasons. Though
New Delhi curtailed oil imports from Tehran following a row over the allocation of the Farzad-B gas
field to a Russian company,Iran was the largest supplier of crude to India last year. Though India
is looking at diversifying its energy sources, Iran will continue to be a key supplier in the near
future. Then there is Iran’s role in Afghanistan, where it is believed to be working in concert with
Russia to strengthen links with the Taliban to counter US influence. Iran is also key to the
development of a transit corridor centred round the Chabahar port that India hopes to use to
circumvent Pakistan. If there is a wave of unrest in Iran, the ripples will also be felt in India.
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An uprising, its geopolitics

Protests in Iran have surprised everyone including the elected government and its unelected
masters in clerical robes or rivals in the Iranian Revolutionary Guards Corps (IRGC) uniform.
Though protests began on December 28 in Mashhad, the holiest (it is the resting place of Imam
Reza, the only one of the 10 Imams of Shias buried in Iran) and second-largest city of Iran, the
events have been in the making ever since Donald Trump took office as US President.

President Hassan Rouhani was first elected president in 2013 on a plank to bring a civil rights
charter, restore economic growth and improve relations with the western countries.

US President Barrack Obama was then grappling with the aftermath of the Arab Spring, the civil
war in Syria and eventually the fall of Mosul and declaration of the Caliphate in June 2014.
Countering the Bashar al-Assad regime by encouraging Gulf rulers to bankroll disparate Sunni
groups in Syria had only worsened the chaos, from which sprang the ISIS. To counter this mutated
radical Islamist force, the US committed air assets and some military advisers but was unwilling to
deploy ground troops. Obama concluded that to counter ISIS, Iran needed to be unshackled as it
was the only force with the will and ability to deliver. The 2015 Iran-P5 nuclear deal was the
condition precedent to that arrangement. The price was to re-balance relations with traditional
allies Saudi Arabia and the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC).

The deal, as Saudis and Emiratis correctly read it, emboldened Iran to gather Shia allies in a
crescent extending west from Iran to the Mediterranean, resurrecting the footprint of the great
Persian Achaemenid (550-330BC) empire. Iran, with the Russians joining in to grab an opportunity
to regain influence in West Asia, stabilised the Assad regime, decimated ISIS, helped liberate
Mosul and now confronts Saudis and their allies in Yemen. Iranian ascendancy has made Israel
nervous, as it perceives an existential threat from Iranian ally Hezbollah in Lebanon. The danger
always was that once Iran was entrenched in West Asia, it was unlikely to exit. After all, Iran was
the first regional hegemon two-and-a-half millennia ago. Obama, thus, was keeping many banking
sanctions operational on the pretext that they related not to Iran’s nuclear programme but to
Iranian support to terrorist groups like Hezbollah.

President Rouhani managed the internal consensus for the nuclear deal by convincing the
Supreme Leader Ali Khamenei that with sanctions gone, foreign investment and technology will
flow ameliorating the economic mess left behind by his predecessor Ahmadinejad. That never
happened, as the residual US sanctions still scared investors, as perhaps did signals from the
cash-rich GCC members.

President Donald Trump got elected, snarling at Iran and the nuclear deal — which the other
signatories feel Iran is not breaching — put Rouhani between the people no longer willing to wait
and the conservatives led by the IRGC chiding him for being befooled. The behaviour of North
Korea, defiant and pugilistic, just because it has nuclear devices would also be viewed internally
as what Iran could have done if it had not abandoned its enrichment programme.

Unlike the street protests in 2009 — unrelated but a precursor to the Arab Spring — triggered by
the controversial win of Ahmadinejad, the present protests were started by a conservative Rouhani
rival, Ebrahim Raisi, who incited people over high food prices in Mashhad. It is possible that
conservatives were attempting to weaken Rouhani or create a pretext for a crackdown because
some weeks earlier, the government loosened headgear rules for women. But what they did not
expect was that the public ire will even envelop the country’s Supreme Leader.

Because the crowds are leaderless, and the IRGC and its affiliate, the Basij, have adequate
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experience and muscle, the protest will likely be put down quickly. Supreme Leader Khamenei
attributed the protests to foreign money, intelligence and foreign forces. President Rouhani made
a calibrated appeal saying people have the right to protest but violence must be avoided.

President Trump continued his twitter diatribe calling Obama “foolish” in returning money to the
“brutal and corrupt” government of Iran. It is said that revolutions erupt when the hope of a better
future is dashed. Low oil prices, security expenditure in IRGC operations abroad and sanctions
seem to have driven the Iranian people to the brink. Iran, incidentally, unlike most Islamic nations,
has a history of street protests and a tradition of “Bast” where refuge could be taken in designated
mosques or post 1848, in foreign legations by people protesting against their rulers. In 1906,
British Legation gave refuge to 12,000-16,000 people, finally resulting in the Qajar ruler permitting
a constitution and National Assembly.

It is difficult to predict how power is rebalanced between the Supreme Leader, President Rouhani
and outside players like IRGC. But Iran holds tangible assets in West Asia and in Afghanistan,
where Russia and Iran are keeping channels open to the Taliban because of their shared fear of
ISIS replanting there after its Syria-Iraq debacle. The new “Great Game”, has just begun. Prime
Minister Narendra Modi who is re-visiting UAE next month, must realise that a Shia-Sunni divide,
exacerbated by Trump, will be difficult to bridge.
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U.S. move against Pak. ‘welcome first step’

S. Jaishankar  

New Delhi and Washington have been in close touch over the decision, and Foreign Secretary S.
Jaishankar met U.S. Ambassador to India Kenneth Juster early on Friday, hours after the U.S.
administration, , as part of its “South Asia strategy”, announced that it would suspend all security
assistance to Pakistan unless it acts against terror groups targeting Afghanistan.

“It is a welcome first step. [We] hope it will get Rawalpindi [Pakistan’s military] thinking,” a senior
official told The Hindu , though the government issued no formal reaction to the development.

India had issued statements welcoming the U.S.’s South Asia strategy announced by President
Donald Trump in August, and its new National Security Strategy issued in December, both of
which called upon Pakistan to take action against terror safe havens that target U.S. troops in
Afghanistan, or face consequences. The External Affairs Ministry’s decision not to issue any
statement on Friday, however, was attributed to several reasons.

First, the U.S. announcement did not come as a surprise, as it came three months after the Trump
administration notified the U.S. Congress that it would not disburse the 2016 tranche of its Foreign
Military Funding (FMF) of $255 million. On January 1, the U.S. President made it clear that the
action was imminent after he accused Pakistan of “lies and deceit” on the issue and threatened
that the U.S. would continue to fund Pakistan “No More!”

Second, while officials hailed the move, it does not at present include any specific words for
groups such as the Lashkar-e-Taiba and Jaish-e-Mohammad that target India. Asked specifically if
the U.S. action related to the release of LeT chief Hafiz Saeed from house arrest, State
Department spokesperson Heather Nauert said on Thursday that while the U.S. had expressed
concern over the release, “To my knowledge, that has nothing to do with that”. As a result, it is
understood India would rather not speak about what is essentially a bilateral action between U.S.
and Pakistan, even as it strengthens its own counter-terrorism cooperation with the US. Last
month’s India-U.S. counter-terrorism designations dialogue was one such new effort.

Finally, experts say there is scepticism about whether the U.S. action will effect the desired
reaction from Pakistan, if it relates only to the funding of about $255 million and possible $900
more in Coalition Support Funding, without further action.

Zia’s words

In 1981, President Zia-ul-Haq had famously referred to a U.S. offer of $250 million for Afghan
refugees as “peanuts”, said a former Ambassador to Afghanistan and Secretary in the Ministry,
Amar Sinha. “If the figure was peanuts nearly four decades ago, think of what it would mean
today.”

According to Mr. Sinha and other former diplomats, the U.S. move to cut aid to Pakistan on the
issue of its support to terror has been made in the 1970s, 1990s, and more recently by the Obama
administration in 2011 as well. “Mr. Trump has shown he is different in many ways,” said Arvind
Gupta, former Deputy NSA and Director of think-tank Vivekananda International Foundation. “But
follow-up action from the U.S. will have to be seen as well. The U.S.’s dependence on Pakistan for
assistance in its operations in Afghanistan has not completely ended yet.”

[We] hope it will get Rawalpindi [Pakistan’s military] thinking
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A strategy for the sea

“But India is not performing!” was the remark of a panelist at a recent conference of the CSCAP
(Council for Security Cooperation in the Asia-Pacific) held in Thailand. He was responding to a
query about ASEAN’s subtle resistance to the concept of “Indo-Pacific”, and preference for “Asia-
Pacific”, which, by definition, seems to exclude India. The scholar went on to add; “First, you had a
‘Look East’ and then an ‘Act East’ policy, but to us it seems that you are simply ‘At ease’!”

Valid or not, such views need to be addressed by our foreign policy establishment, because we
are at a defining moment in the Indo-ASEAN relationship. Not only was 2017 the golden jubilee
year of ASEAN’s founding, it also happens to mark 25 years of Indo-ASEAN engagement, and 15
years of summit-level meetings. Most importantly, 10 ASEAN leaders will be the guests of honour
at India’s 2018 Republic Day celebrations, and their confabulations could decide the future course
of this relationship.

The CSCAP is the Track II organ of ASEAN’s security-related bodies, such as the ASEAN
Regional Forum, East Asia Summit and the ASEAN Defence Minister Plus Forum. India was
accorded CSCAP membership in 2000 and participates in periodic conferences that act as a
forum for regional scholars and experts to exchange views and often provide useful policy option
inputs for Track I.

In keeping with Asian cultural norms, a unique modus operandi, known as “the ASEAN way”, has
emerged over the years. By the continuous employment of consensus and compromise, ASEAN
has largely managed to avoid overt shows of disagreement, and rarely is any nation seen to “lose
face”. While the “ASEAN way” has ensured an appearance of cohesion, some detractors blame it
for having engendered a false sense of complacency and for sidestepping hard security issues.
The 2012 ASEAN Summit saw emerging fissures, with the Philippines, Cambodia and Laos
breaking ranks, under Chinese pressure, on South China Sea issues.

There is also criticism that having painstakingly built a set of multilateral processes in the security
arena, ASEAN has failed to develop proactive agendas that would take the grouping beyond trade
and commerce, towards collegiate diplomacy and collective conflict management.

In addition to the acerbic comment about India, the December 2017 CSCAP General Conference,
that included representatives of the US, China, Russia, Japan and India, saw numerous tell-tale
signs of barely suppressed tensions. In an unusual departure from the “ASEAN way”, the keynote
speaker, a former ASEAN minister, offered his blunt view that an “emerging China” had
transmuted into an “erupting China”, an alarming phenomenon that, he felt, called for multi-lateral
efforts to “bring under control”. Subsequent speakers repeatedly expressed the fervent hope that a
“rules-based order” would be resolutely upheld to ensure the peaceful rise of China.

In his response the following day, a former Chinese diplomat delivered a strong riposte,
expressing displeasure that such “uncomplimentary and unwarranted” remarks should have come
from the representative of a friendly nation. Other Chinese speakers unambiguously declared that
rules were not immutable, and that changed circumstances definitely demanded the drawing up of
new rules. They left little doubt, amongst the gathering, that China would avail the earliest
opportunity to create a new “rules-based order”, framing international laws and rules that not only
provide retrospective endorsement of its conduct, but also facilitate its vision of the new “China
Dream”.

For over six decades, peace, stability and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific had been underwritten by
a pax Americana, sustained by US naval presence. This utopia having been shattered by China’s
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assertive behaviour, neither the US “pivot to Asia” nor the subsequent “rebalance” has served to
restore regional equilibrium. China’s creation of artificial islands in the South China Sea and their
militarisation are now a fait accompli unlikely to be reversed. This blatant disregard of UN Laws of
the Seas as well as the international justice system has brought into sharp relief President
Trump’s withdrawal from internationalism, triggering regional fears about the impending imposition
of a pax Sinica on the region.

Having stood up to China, on Doklam as well as OBOR, India’s supporters in ASEAN visualise it
as a rising economic and military entity worth having on their side. Others argue that India has, so
far, brought little to the ASEAN table, and point to its diplomatic stasis, that stands in stark contrast
to Chinese activism on the Rohingya and North Korean issues.

Some hard questions need to be asked here. One, why, for all our noble intentions, have we, for
25 long years, been unable to identify tangible avenues of cooperation with our eastern
neighbourhood? Two, have we allowed the geo-physical Malacca Strait barrier to overwhelm us
mentally and thwart Indo-ASEAN integration? And most importantly, has PM Modi’s “Act-East”
vision been allowed to lose steam due to sub-continental and domestic distractions, as well as an
understaffed and overstretched diplomatic corps?

However, there are “low-hanging fruit” to be plucked, if we look seawards. India’s domain of
maritime interest — now stretching right across the Indo-Pacific — offers a cornucopia of
opportunities quite apart from the nascent “quadrilateral”. In 2015, PM Modi had defined his vision
of “Sagar” as “a future for the Indian Ocean that ensures security and growth for all in the region”.
This vision needs to be unshackled from its Indian Ocean moorings and adapted for an all-round
maritime outreach. Sustaining “good order at sea” is a vital enterprise that demands collaborative
multi-lateral action. Safety of shipping, anti-piracy operations, search-and-rescue and disaster
relief are responsibilities — so far outsourced to the Americans and Europeans — which Indo-
Pacific navies must jointly shoulder.

Without relying on the crutch of US endorsements about its status as a “global power”, India must
envision broader horizons for itself. The initiation of an “Indo-Pacific Maritime Partnership” that
seeks mutually-beneficial maritime security cooperation with ASEAN nations will put it in a
leadership role. But slogans need to be backed up by strategies — and India has yet to craft a
National Maritime Strategy.
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Game for talks: on the resumption of dialogue between the two Koreas

The prospect of a thaw in relations between North and South Korea, which resume talks after two
years, holds out the hope of denuclearisation on the Peninsula. Lending the move diplomatic heft
is the U.S.’s consent to South Korean President Moon Jae-in’s proposal to delay the controversial
joint military exercises between the two allies. These annual operations have traditionally caused
consternation in Pyongyang. The significance of the U.S. decision can also be seen in the context
of Beijing’s suggestion for a freeze on joint military exercises between Washington and Seoul in
exchange for a halt to Pyongyang’s nuclear programme. The demand acquired added impetus
ever since Seoul launched the U.S.-backed Terminal High Altitude Area Defence (THAAD)
system, raising fears that its radars could snoop on Chinese security infrastructure. But the idea
never received serious consideration from the U.S., as forcing Kim Jong-un, the North Korean
autocrat, to completely give up the programme was the singular focus of President Donald
Trump’s approach. As for Mr. Kim, he sees recognition of his country as a nuclear power as a
vantage point from where he could negotiate a roll-back of crippling international sanctions and a
possible reconciliation with Washington.

The immediate trigger to the revival of dialogue is the Winter Olympics in PyeongChang in South
Korea next month. North Korea’s latest ballistic missile launches and nuclear explosions have
raised global alarm over the region’s safety for travel and tourism, not to mention security during
the Games. Memories of the downing by North Korea of a civilian aircraft ahead of the 1988 Seoul
Olympics have prompted understandable caution by the host nation. Seoul has apparently
determined that the most effective means of allaying those apprehensions is to confirm the
participation of North Korean athletes. The deferment of the joint military exercises with the U.S.
lends further credibility to Mr. Moon’s overtures to the North, as much as it assuages Chinese
concerns. Beijing had imposed an unofficial blockade on South Korean trade, tourism and
entertainment following the THAAD missile installation last year. But it was quick to appreciate the
needless economic and diplomatic cost of that approach, even if it did not alter its stance on the
missile programme. Cumulatively, these developments should boost public patronage in the entire
region for the Winter Olympics. Mr. Moon, a former human rights lawyer, has been a staunch
advocate of a negotiated resolution of the North Korean nuclear stand-off. A votary of reunification
on the Peninsula, he may be expected to seize the momentum generated by these events to
foster cooperation with the North. There will no doubt be many obstacles on that ambitious path.
But a détente between neighbours is a possibility few leaders can ignore.

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

Please enter a valid email address.

A scientific national plan to expand good green cover is absolutely essential

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

www.indianexpress.com 2018-01-06

Unsentimental ties

Since the end of the Cold War, the West and especially America viewed Russia with unbelievable
condescension. Nearly three decades after the fall of the Berlin Wall, America and Europe are now
calling Russia a political and military threat. This transformation of the Western perceptions of
Russia, which congealed in 2017, have everything do with President Vladimir Putin. He has
surprised the West by putting Russia right back at the centre of great power politics.

Through his eight-year tenure, US president Barack Obama dismissed Russia as a “regional
power”. When the Republican presidential candidates Senator John McCain (2008) and Governor
Mitt Romney (2012) talked of Russia as a security threat, the Democratic Party’s foreign policy
establishment rolled on the floor laughing.

In an ironic twist, Donald Trump, who won the White House on a Republican ticket, thinks it is
necessary and possible to get along with Putin’s Russia. Washington’s permanent establishment
has little interest in that proposition. It accuses Putin of interfering in the presidential election and
tilting it in Trump’s favour. Few would have expected in 2016 that Russia would be at the front and
centre of America’s internal disputations in 2017.

Washington’s foreign policy community is replacing unreasonable disdain for Russia with irrational
hostility. Meanwhile, the Europeans are struggling to come to terms with Russia’s annexation of
Crimea, continuing intervention in eastern Ukraine and political meddling elsewhere on Russia’s
periphery. Putin’s military modernisation, a robust nuclear doctrine and a penchant for coercive
diplomacy are giving sleepless nights to Russia’s European neighbours.

Beyond Europe, Russia has joined China in reshaping the geopolitics of Eurasia. It has re-
emerged as a critical player in the Middle East. Note its successful military intervention to shore up
the regime of Bashar al Assad. In partnership with Beijing, Moscow also created regional
institutions like the SCO, challenging Western primacy in international institutions. If the West
thought Russia was inconsequential, Moscow has demonstrated the capability to disrupt Western
plans with an asymmetric strategy.

When the Soviet Union broke up in 1991, Delhi was among the few capitals that mourned. India’s
foreign policy community prayed for the miracle of Russian resurrection. Delhi did its best to keep
the relationship with Russia going. It resolved outstanding financial issues, renegotiated the peace
and friendship treaty and went along with many of Russia’s global initiatives. Having long wished
for Moscow’s return to the centre stage, Delhi’s discomfort with an assertive Russia became
increasingly visible in 2017. Russia’s tightening embrace of China and its flirting with the Taliban
and the Pakistan army are generating unease. Instead of lamenting, Delhi must reimagine India’s
relations with Russia in 2018 and beyond on the basis of clear-eyed realism. Three elements must
constitute this pragmatic engagement.

First, having long-wished and campaigned for a multipolar world, Delhi must learn to live with it. A
world of many powers is far more unstable than the Cold War duopoly and the unipolar moment.
Realignment, dealignment and multi-alignment are the features of the contemporary world. India,
on its part, has sought to hold onto Russia while rapidly expanding its ties with the US. Russia,
which drew closer to India in the 1960s to counter China, now hangs on to a tenuous trilateralism
with Delhi and Beijing. But here is the inescapable reality: India is trying to balance China by
turning to America and Japan. Russia is trying to balance the West by aligning with China. India
can’t expect a veto over Russia’s China policy, nor it can cede one to Moscow on India’s ties with
the US. India’s bilateral ties with Russia must necessarily be defined by these boundary conditions
in the near term.
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The second is to appreciate Russia’s long-term strategy towards the West. While Russia appears
to revel in tweaking America’s nose, a permanent fight with the US and Europe is not Putin’s end-
goal. Defiance can be exhilarating for a while, but it is of no long-term solace for Putin to find
Russia isolated from the West. What Putin wants is an honourable accommodation with the West
that Russians feel was denied after the collapse of the Soviet Union. Although Putin has drawn
Russia closer to China, he has no desire to play a permanent second fiddle. Moscow, which
helped Mao’s Beijing in the 1950s and fought with it in the 1960s and 1970s, has no illusions
about a rising China. In a world of changing distribution of power, Russia is aware that it can’t
reinvent a duopoly with America. Putin wants to make Russia a “swing state” in the global balance
of power marked by the rise of China and the uncertain evolution of America.

Third, if Russia is conscious of its limitations, Delhi’s strategic community seems hesitant to
acknowledge India’s strengths. Consider the fact that India’s GDP today, at $2.4 trillion, is nearly
twice that of Russia. Many in Delhi’s foreign policy establishment, who grew up thinking of Russia
as a warm blanket in a cold and uncertain world, are unprepared for a relationship that is more in
tune with the changed circumstances in which India is emerging as a power in its own right.

Russia’s relative weight may have diminished, but it has a long tradition of great power diplomacy.
It has military capabilities and the political will to use force that together can shape global and
regional balances. As middle powers, there is much that Delhi and Moscow can do with each
other.

In the new circumstances, Delhi and Moscow must move towards a practical relationship that
focuses on give and take wherever possible. The two sides must also carefully manage the
inevitable differences that arise. For the foreign policy conservatives in Delhi, this sounds
“transactional”. But in the dynamic world that confronts India and Russia, “transactional” is any day
better than “sentimental”.
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Palestinians willing to give the ‘one-state’ idea another chance

Our land too:A Palestinian protester in Ramallah demonstrates against U.S. President Donald
Trump’s recognition of Jerusalem as Israel’s capital.Getty imagesChris McGrath  

As momentum ebbs for a two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, both sides are taking
another look at the one-state idea. But that solution has long been problematic for both sides.

For the Israelis, absorbing three million West Bank Palestinians means either giving up on
democracy or accepting the end of the Jewish state. The Palestinians, unwilling to live under
apartheid-like conditions or military occupation, have also seen two states as their best hope.

Now, for the first time since it declared its support for a Palestinian state side-by-side with Israel in
1988, the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) is seriously debating whether to embrace
fallback options, including the pursuit of a single state.

“It’s dominating the discussion,” said Mustafa Barghouti, a physician who sits on the PLO’s central
council, which is to take up possible changes to the national movement’s strategy later this month.

Equal rights and power

Palestinian supporters envision one state with equal rights for Palestinians and Jews. Palestinians
would have proportionate political power and, given demographic trends, would before long be a
majority, spelling the end of the Zionist project.

That outcome is unacceptable to the Israeli right-wing, which is pressing to annex the land on the
occupied West Bank where Jewish settlers have built communities while consigning Palestinians
to the areas where they live now.

Israeli proponents of these ideas freely acknowledge that the Palestinian areas would be
considerably less than a state, at least to start: Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu has even
called it a “state-minus”. Eventually, they say, the Palestinians could achieve statehood in a
confederation with Jordan or Egypt, as part of Israel, or perhaps even independently — but not
soon.

Both sides have long officially supported the idea of a two-state solution to the conflict while
accusing the other of harbouring designs on the whole territory. But U.S. President Donald
Trump’s Jerusalem declaration last month changed the calculus.

Saeb Erekat, the veteran Palestinian negotiator, said that Mr. Trump’s declaration was the death
knell for the two-state solution and that Palestinians should shift their focus to “one state with
equal rights”.

His position has since gained traction among the Palestinian leadership. Under that idea, the
Palestinian movement would shift to a struggle for equal civil rights, including the freedoms of
movement, assembly and speech, and the right to vote in national elections. “Which could mean a
Palestinian could be the Prime Minister,” Mr. Barghouti said.

To its Palestinian supporters, the one-state idea is bitter consolation after decades of striving for
statehood under the Oslo peace accords, which many believe has achieved little aside from
providing cover, and buying time, for Israel to expand settlements.
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Media campaign

Several efforts are under way. A decade-old group called the Popular Movement for One
Democratic State, led by Radi Jarai, a former Fatah leader, is planning a media campaign to
explain the idea to West Bank residents.

“They think it means Palestinians will take the Israeli ID and live under an apartheid regime,” he
said. “But our idea is to have one democratic state, with no privilege for the Jews or for any other
ethnic or religious group.”

To the Israeli Right, abandoning the two-state goal is a good thing, a long-term threat averted. But
the it has not fully explained how its single state overcomes the demographic conundrum.

“I would never give citizenship to the masses of the Arab population in Judea and Samaria,” said
Yoav Kisch, a Member of Parliament from Mr. Netanyahu’s party.

What these two sharply different one-state visions share is a conviction that a two-state solution is
out of reach.

To be sure, the PLO is not giving up entirely on a two-state solution. It is still pursuing other
diplomatic avenues. On Friday, for example, Mr. Erekat called on Arab League member states to
act on past commitments to cut ties with any country that recognises Jerusalem as Israel’s
capital.NY Times
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PLO should de-recognise Israel: Hamas

Hamas and Islamic Jihad in Gaza on Friday called on the Palestine Liberation Organisation (PLO)
to withdraw its recognition of Israel. Hazem Qassem, a Hamas spokesmen in Gaza, said that the
PLO “should immediately withdraw its recognition of the Israeli entity”, reports Xinhua.

He also called on the Palestinian National Authority to stop security coordination with Israel. “The
arms of resistance are a red line that can never be overcome, dropped or to be discussed,” Mr.
Qassem was quoted as saying.

The PLO recognised Israel and signed Oslo peace agreements in 1993, where Israel recognised
the PLO as the representative of the Palestinians.
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India-U.K. MoU on illegal migrants

Minister of State for Home Kiren Rijiju will lead a delegation to the U.K. this week. The team is
expected to ask Westminster to “spell out” its position in court on businessman Vijay Mallya’s
extradition. Mr. Modi’s visit to the U.K. coincides with the hearing in Mr. Mallya’s case when the
court takes up the “admissibility of evidence.”

A senior Home Ministry official said, “Till now U.K has assured us of all possible help in the
extradition requests placed by India, but we would like to know the stand they are going to take in
court in Mallya’s case.”

A senior official said the MoU will streamline the return of illegal migrants to India.
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No plan to build naval base at Gwadar

China on Tuesday counselled the “outside world” not to speculate on Beijing’s reported intent to
open a naval base at Gwadar, the starting point of the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC).

“I am not aware of what you mentioned,” the Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesperson Lu Kang
said, when asked to comment on reports that that China would establish a naval base at Gwadar,
to supplement its already existing Indian Ocean facility at Djibouti.

Beijing’s denial

“As you know the building of CPEC is an important part of the Belt and Road initiative and China
and the Pakistan are also making efforts to build the CPEC which is in the common interest of the
countries along the route,” Mr. Lu observed. He added: “So, I don’t need think it is necessary for
the outside world to make too much guesses in this regard.”

In Pakistan, the Pakistan Today daily said that Beijing and Islamabad have no plans to build a
Chinese naval base in coastal areas of Pakistan, and the matter has never been discussed
between the two countries.

It quoted a senior official at the Pakistan’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs as saying that neither has
China made any such request nor is there any such plan being discussed between the two sides.

“It looks that such rumours are being spread just to sabotage the successful completion of early
harvest projects under the game-changing China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC). But
Islamabad and Beijing are well aware of the enemy designs, and we will not let anyone sabotage
the project’s success,” the official was quoted as saying.

Special security division

The official mentioned that the security of the Chinese nationals working on the CPEC projects, as
well as of the Chinese shipments going into the Arabian Sea, would solely be a responsibility of
Pakistani law enforcement agencies, and, for the same purpose, a designated division — Strategic
Security Division —had been established.

“Pakistan Navy is well equipped to handle the security of Chinese shipments...” the source said,
adding that this was the reason that the capacity-building process of Pakistan Navy was being
given a priority.
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No proposal to reinterpret H-1B-linked clause, says USCIS

Fears that up to 7,50,000 Indian Americans could be forced to leave the U.S. as the result of
possible changes in H-1B visa policy were dispelled this week.

“Even if it were (considering changes to section 104-c), such a change would not likely result in
these H-1B visa holders having to leave the United States because employers could request
extensions in one-year increments under section 106(a)-(b) of AC-21 instead,” Jonathan
Withington, chief of media relations for the U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services, told The
Hindu .

The ‘AC-21’ or the ‘American Competitiveness in the Twenty First Century Act’, in its section on
three-year extensions, uses the word ‘may’ which could allow some discretion by the executive.
However, there is a separate section that allows a one-year extension in which the executive has
no discretion. It says that the administration ‘shall’ grant such extensions. The agency said as
much on Monday, but also added that there has not been a move at all to reinterpret the clause
related to three-year extensions.

However, the USCIS also clarified that it is reviewing the programme, and will come up with
changes later this year.

Possible changes

“The agency is considering a number of policy and regulatory changes... including a thorough
review of employment-based visa programmes,” said Mr. Withington.

But the administration can change through executive action only those aspects of the H-1B
programme that were effected through executive actions. The work permit for spouses of H-1B
visa holders and the lottery system that selects beneficiaries are governed by executive decisions.
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PIOs make ‘mini-world Parliament’

Diaspora connect:Prime Minister Narendra Modi with External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj and
Minister of State M.J. Akbar at the PIO-parliamentarian meet in New Delhi on Tuesday.PTI  

India on Tuesday reached out to lawmakers of Indian origin spread across the world seeking
support for its emerging status as a global power.

Speaking at the “First PIO Parliamentarian Conference”, External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj
urged the legislators and political figures to consider what kind of contribution they could make for
India’s global ambition.

“This conference will be a mix of two dimensions on your present situation and past struggle, and
what you can do to promote the emerging India in the global scene,” she said.

Global leaders

Introducing the theme of the event, Ms. Swaraj reminded the guests of the contribution of former
Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee in starting the annual Pravasi Bharatiya Divas, and
appreciated the political awareness of the people of Indian origin in various countries.

“A total of 141 lawmakers confirmed their attendance and 134 leaders have made to this event
today despite massive weather disturbance [in the West],” Ms. Swaraj said.

The PIO Parliamentarian forum was planned last year during a conversation with Prime Minister
Narendra Modi to connect the lawmakers of Indian origin with their ancestral land, the Minister
said.

Cultural link

Inaugurating the conference and highlighting the cultural link with the diaspora, Mr. Modi said,
“Your ancestors had to leave India under various circumstances and that is why when you return
to an Indian airport, you are reminded of your ties with this country. You have a desire to return to
India and I understand your feelings very well. On the one hand, you have preserved Indian
culture. On the other hand your people have excelled in sports, arts, cinema in the global
platforms and have contributed to your adopted country’s welfare,” Mr. Modi said in Hindi.

He mentioned the presence of former Guyanese President Bharat Jagdeo, and noted that from
Mauritius to Guyana, there were several Indian-origin individuals who had become leaders of their
countries. “We have a mini-world Parliament in front of us today,” Mr. Modi said.

“For enhancing our pride and dignity, you all deserve our appreciation,” he said noting that India
was experiencing aspirational and societal changes.

He noted that there was an “irreversible change” sweeping India, and urged the leaders to come
forward to join hands.

Ms. Swaraj made special mention of the Indian community in Mauritius which had emerged as the
leading player in the island nation. “Gandhiji inspired people in Mauritius to get education and
increase political awareness and that is why after a few generations, they have achieved political
leadership,” she said congratulating the girmitiyas living abroad for their success.
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Delhi, Male set to reboot bilateral ties

Abdulla Yameen  

In a sign of a possible thaw in India-Maldives ties, Maldivian Foreign Minister Mohamed Asim will
arrive in Delhi on Wednesday to meet Prime Minister Narendra Modi and External Affairs Minister
Sushma Swaraj on Thursday. The visit was announced by the External Affairs Ministry and the
Maldives government on Tuesday.

“This is part of an effort to increase the visibility in bilateral ties,” Maldives’ High Commissioner to
India Ahmed Mohamed told The Hindu .

“While there is no specific agenda for the visit, we expect close bilateral consultations,” he said
adding that there would be discussions on the MoUs that were signed during President Abdulla
Yameen’s visit to Delhi in April 2016.

Mr. Asim’s visit is the first high-level visit between the two countries in nearly a year, since Minister
of State for External Affairs M.J. Akbar visited in February 2017, and the first since the Maldives
and China signed a Free Trade Agreement (FTA) in November 2017.

Shortly thereafter, India had indicated its displeasure at the speed with which the FTA was passed
in the Maldivian parliament, followed by President Yameen’s state visit to Beijing. “It is our
expectation that as a close and friendly neighbour, Maldives will be sensitive to our concerns, in
keeping with its India First policy,” External Affairs Ministry spokesperson Raveesh Kumar had
said at the time.

Modi visit?

Mr. Asim will also officiate as President Yameen’s special envoy, according to the Ministry, raising
speculation that he would formally invite Prime Minister Narendra Modi to the Maldives.

Male is the only SAARC capital Mr. Modi has not visited since he took office, having cancelled a
planned visit in March 2015 over the Yameen government’s crackdown on political protests,
putting a strain on bilateral ties.

Meanwhile, an official invitation last year by New Delhi to former President Mohammed Nasheed,
who faces a jail term in the Maldives, had further widened the perceived rift.

However, High Commissioner Mohamed declined to comment on whether Mr. Modi was likely to
travel to the Maldives in the near future. He also denied reports of any strain in ties, saying that
other bilateral engagements continued, including consular talks between the two countries in
October last year. Counter-terrorism exercises between armed forces called “EKUVERIN” had
been held in Karnataka in December.

FTA dialogue

On the issue of the Free Trade Agreement negotiations, Mr. Mohamed admitted that “no serious
negotiations” had taken place between India and the Maldives yet, but that his government “would
like to have an FTA in place” at the earliest.

The FTA was only one of a series of issues between New Delhi and the Maldives in the past few
months, however. In December, the Yameen government passed strictures against local
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councillors, who met High Commissioner of India Akhilesh Mishra, and restricted local officials
from meeting diplomats.

An editorial in a government-friendly newspaper, the Vaguthu , criticising the Modi government’s
“pro-Hindutva” policies had also caused concern in New Delhi. The editorial, which was
condemned by the Opposition, was subsequently withdrawn, but Mr. Nasheed had also alleged
that President Yameen’s actions were spoiling ties with India.

“President Yameen’s reckless foreign policy is destroying our relationship with India. The Maldives
must be sensitive to India’s security and safety,” he said in a tweet last month.
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The Iranian crisis is not yet over

When revolutionary regimes stagnate, confusion and chaos reign, and both are palpably true of
the Islamic Republic of Iran today. Amid a deep economic, political and now social crisis, many on
the ground in Iran and even more observing from abroad don’t know what to think or to do. The
recent protests which spread around Iran in the waning days of 2017 and early 2018 represented
the largest public display of discontent in Iran since the 2009 Green Movement.

Unlike the 2009 Green Movement, which was largely a product of the urban middle class youth in
Tehran, the recent unrest in Iran seems to reflect the economic grievances of the lower and
working classes, alienated from institutional politics and suffering heavily from the consequences
of an unjust and unequal management of the Iranian economy. As a result, these protests have
been largely driven by disaffected young people in rural areas, towns and small cities who seized
a pretext to express their frustrations with economic woes that are caused by Iran’s foreign policy,
as the country has been largely involved in both the Syrian conflict and turmoil in Yemen.

However, more than two weeks ago, the hard-liners who encouraged the rioters to direct their
economic frustrations against the reformist government of President Hassan Rouhani had no idea
that a small regional expression of dissent would take on a life of its own and turn into a general
uprising. The protests, therefore, turned not only into a reaction over rampant inflation, continuous
corruption and rising prices, but also focused on the crisis of legitimacy of the Islamic regime in
Iran, totally misunderstood by a generation of Iranians who were too young to remember the
revolution of 1979.

The growing generational gap between the Islamic state and the Iranian youth, particularly young
women, has never been wider. In the ‘last 25 years Iran has been on a course of major political
and societal evolution, as the increasingly young population has become more educated, secular
and rebellious’.

An ‘explosive mix of a growing population — which led to a youth bulge — combined with
urbanisation, an increasing unemployment rate and the rapid expansion of university education,
produced new sociological actors in Iran who were essentially young and educated (and mostly
women, in fact) but with no political, economic or social future. As a result, a generational gap
divided Iranian society between moneymaking and powerful conservatives and young rebels
without a cause. Iran became a society divided between rich supporters of the regime and poor
rebels with no ideology and no political leaders. On one side are those who use power to make
money, and on the other side are those who disobey the social and political order’.

A large segment of the youth in Iran have access to ‘satellite television and the Internet and see
how their counterparts in the rest of the world, particularly in the West, are living, and they long for
the same lifestyle’. Recent events indicate the impact of a long-term demographic problem which
has no short term remedies and which foretells certain unavoidable truths for the Iranian regime —
that undeniably, a young and restless population can only be contained and repressed for so long.
For the past 40 years the Islamic regime has continuously searched for an ‘appropriate approach
to cope with the challenge of governance while contending with a perpetual struggle for power
between competing tendencies and grave regional and international challenges’. Political
fragmentation within Iran has never been more evident, and the clerical elite have never been
challenged more clearly, both at the domestic and international level.

As recent riots in cities around Iran reveal, despite the subjects having been systematically
arrested or killed by the authorities, the tension between discontented youth and the regime will
continue. It happens that Iranians remain unsurprisingly unreconciled to theocracy. Moreover,
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even when protests in Iran start over economic issues, as in the past few weeks, it seems that
people are not just ‘demonstrating for better working conditions or pay, but insisting on wholesale
rejection of the system itself’. The widespread waves of protests that have swept Iran practically
every ten years suggest the gradual meltdown of the theocratic ideology in Iran.

Let us not forget that ‘Iran’s recent violent protests surged among the nation’s poor, presumed
bedrock supporters of the regime’, who have been disappointed by the limited economic and
social improvements of the nation. The Iranian government’s promises to revitalise the Iranian
economy after the re-election of Mr. Rouhani as President must be seen against the rise of youth
unemployment which stands today at more than 40%. Also, those young Iranians who supported
the nuclear deal of 2015 between the Rouhani cabinet and the Obama administration considered it
as an ‘opportunity for Iranian civic actors to enable and empower Iran’s civil society space’.

Almost ten years ago, what was known as the Green Movement of 2009 ‘changed the destiny of
the Iranian civil society. The unprecedented protests that followed the presidential elections
presented serious challenges to the moral status of the theological sovereignty and its legitimacy
in the world. The public anger and the ensuing infighting among the founding architects of the
revolution presented the most serious challenge to Iran’s clerical regime since it replaced the Shah
in 1979. Those among the reformists who believed that the system allowed scope for reform found
themselves face-to-face with a theological-political structure that used extreme violence to ensure
its legitimacy’.

Strangely, the reformists were totally absent in leading or participating in the recent unrest in Iran.
Iranian reformists, like former President Mohammad Khatami, could have provided leadership but
decided to stay out of the action. Some have attributed the reformists’ reluctance to their fear of
Iran turning into a new Syria, in other words, a war-torn country heading for “failed state” status
and threatening the region’s fragile stability. This is certainly not what Saudi Arabia, Israel and
Donald Trump’s America are looking for.

As a result, while the recent protests engulfed Iranian cities of all sizes and the country’s lower
class population, the reaction among political leaders around the globe has been far from united.
While Mr. Trump endorsed the protests in Iran, advocating change, the European leaders along
with Russia’s Vladimir Putin took a more cautious tone, pointing to the “unpredictable outcome” of
the Arab Spring. Even Saudi Arabia, Iran’s arch-enemy in the region, stayed unusually quiet.

One way or another, both inside and outside Iran, observers are worried about the future. All this
as Iran might be leading to a new period of political repression and economic hardship, while its
population continues to grow, with few new jobs, and more international isolation. It looks like the
Iranian crisis is not yet over.

Ramin Jahanbegloo is Director, Mahatma Gandhi Centre for Peace, Jindal Global University,
Sonipat
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Weathering the H-1B challenge

Free trade and liberal immigration policies are, broadly, economic positives on a macro scale. But
political developments in Western polities over the past year or two show that ignoring the
localized downsides they can potentially have is not a winning strategy. US President Donald
Trump rode that particular resentment to victory in 2016, and he has continued to follow that script.
In April 2017, he signed the “Buy American and Hire American” executive order. Since the order,
various proposals have been made, or notified, that would make hiring H-1B workers difficult for
companies. The latest one—ending grant of extensions to H-1B visa-holders who were waiting for
permanent residency—was clarified on Monday as being withdrawn. But more trouble might be
lurking in the future.

The direction of recent policy, or at least the rhetoric, is intended to make life difficult for future
immigrants, with proposals like: reserving 20% of the H-1B visas for small firms, which necessarily
reduces the number of visas that Indian multinationals can apply for; raising the minimum salary to
reduce the opportunity cost of hiring an American; rules deciding whether family members can
seek work and if the worker can indefinitely stay in the country while waiting for the green card.

India has been the largest beneficiary of the old system, illustrated by the disproportionate number
of visas—126,692, new and renewed—that were issued to Indians in 2016. And over 60% of the
revenue of the $150-billion-plus Indian IT industry is from exports to the US. It follows that India
will be among the major losers if the US decides to tighten the screws. This would make a
significant dent on the bottom-line and cost-competitiveness of these companies. According to
data published by the United States Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS), an increase in
the salary threshold from $60,000, decided in 1998, to $100,000 will increase the wage bill for
Infosys Ltd, Tata Consultancy Services Ltd, Wipro Ltd and Tech Mahindra Ltd by at least $1.7
billion.

In response, Indian firms have already picked up hiring in the US. TCS’ applications for work visas
reduced by 30% in FY16, compared to FY15. Infosys also promised in May 2017 to hire 10,000
Americans and Wipro and HCL Technologies Ltd already have local workers that make up 50%
and 65% of the workforce, respectively. In order to improve its cost competitiveness, Infosys,
Wipro and TCS have been using their proprietary Artificial Intelligence (AI) platforms to increase
productivity. In 2016-17, both Infosys and Wipro said these automation tools helped each of the
firms record productivity worth work done by 12,000 engineers.

But challenges remain. Due to the rise of e-commerce, mobile computing and penetration of the
internet, demand in the industry has shifted from traditional products—application creation and
management—towards new technologies. Companies like International Business Machines and
Accenture are winning a majority of the digital deals due to their capabilities in services like big
data analytics and cloud computing. Forty per cent of Accenture’s revenue comes from the digital
segment, which it has built up by acquiring more than a dozen companies in 2016. On the other
hand, Indian companies have been lax in responding to the challenge, favouring organic growth to
acquisitions. That’s why only 14% of Indian companies’ revenue come from their business in
digital services and they’re losing out on a growing market.

New Delhi will, no doubt, continue pushing for freer movement of its skilled professionals across
borders. It has been lobbying at the World Trade Organization (WTO) for multiple-entry visas on
cross-border movement of services, relieving professionals on short stints from social security
contributions, insurance visas, etc., as a part of the Trade Facilitation Agreement for Services. But
judging by the opposition to this agenda—whether at the WTO or on a bilateral level—banking on
success here would be naive.
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Immigration restrictions and the threat to the traditional IT services niche that India occupies from
automation, Artificial Intelligence and machine learning mean that change is on the horizon. The
necessary transformation of the IT sector in response goes beyond evolving new business models
and services. Re-skilling tens of thousands of employees to keep pace will be essential. So will be
seizing the opportunity amid the upheaval. Tightening immigration controls in the US will mean
more skilled homegrown professionals looking for opportunities in the Indian market—not only for
employment but also in the start-up space. How governments and the Central and state level, as
well as the IT industry, are able to harness and enable that manpower will go some way towards
determining if they can weather the rise of populism in the US well or not.

How can the IT sector overcome the challenges of immigration restrictions and rising automation?
Tell us at views@livemint.com

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

www.pib.nic.in 2018-01-10

1st PIO-Parliamentarian Conference held in New Delhi
Ministry of Parliamentary Affairs

1st PIO-Parliamentarian Conference held in New Delhi

Shri Ananthkumar calls the Conference a mini World
Parliament of People of Indian origin, an ideal platform for
PIOs to partner in the development of India

Posted On: 09 JAN 2018 5:30PM by PIB Delhi

The 1st PIO-Parliamentarian Conference was inaugurated by Prime Minister of India, Shri
Narendra Modi here today. Welcoming the delegates to the Conference, the Prime Minister said
that while many people may have left India over the course of hundreds of years, India continues
to have a place in their minds and hearts. The Prime Minister said that PIOs (Persons of India
Origin) are like permanent ambassadors of India and partners for India's development, who have
an important position in the Action Agenda till 2020, drafted by the NITI Aayog.

Addressing the 2nd Plenary Session on ‘Resurgent India-Role of PIO Parliamentarians’, Shri
Ananthkumar, Union Minister for Chemicals & Fertilizers and Parliamentary Affairs said that, “I am
honoured to be here on the momentous occasion of the 1st PIO-Parliamentarian Conference and
extend a warm welcome to all of you.”

At the outset, the Minister congratulated Union Minister for External Affairs (MEA), Smt. Sushma
Swaraj for hosting this important and historic conference, where a Rainbow of Parliamentarians of
Indian Origin from over 20 Democracies of the World gathered to share Parliamentary best
practices and mutually enrich each other with their experiences.

Shri Ananthkumar stated that under the dynamic leadership of Shri Narendra Modi, India and the
Indian Diaspora has found greater recognition and popularity among the Comity of Nations. This is
evident from the unprecedented response received by the Prime Minister in every country that he
has visited. Occasions such as this conference provide us with an opportunity to further strengthen
and diversify our engagement with diaspora, the Minister added.

Elaborating the contributions of PIOs in different countries around the world, Shri Ananthkumar
said that people of Indian origin have contributed considerably to the economy and social
upliftment of the countries in which they lived. The Minister conveyed his sincere appreciation at
how languages like Hindi, Bhojpuri, folklore such as Ramayana, literature from India, traditional
cuisine etc. have not only survived but are flourishing in these countries. This was possible and
achieved only because Indian migrants in these countries were determined to preserve their
traditions, norms and customs. “All of you here are members of our extended family and bound by
ties of history, emotional attachment, cultural affinities and kinship”, the Minister added.

Shri Ananthkumar called the gathering as a mini World Parliament of People of Indian origin. He
congratulated the External Affairs Minister for laying a strong platform today by organizing todays
summit on PIO Parliamentarians. Further, he stated that PIOs have achieved great heights in
Politics and Governance in various countries and also become Heads of State which is a matter of
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great pride and happiness for 1.25 billion Indians here.

The Minister invited the august gathering of PIOs to partner in the development of their Motherland
India. Flagship schemes of Government of India such as Skill India, Start up India, Stand up India,
Make in India etc. provide a great opportunity for PIOs to partner in India’s resurgence as a global
power, Shri Ananthkumar stated

The session also witnessed distinguished PIO Parliamentarians placing their experiences before
the gathering and how they are still very much connected to their roots in India through the
Principles of Peace and Harmony that they have imbibed from their ancestors. Other dignitaries
who addressed the gathering included Shri M. Thambidurai, Deputy Speaker Lok Sabha and Shri
D.K. Mulay, Secretary MEA.
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Trump’s outburst deepens Sino-Pak. ties

Already its “iron brother”, China now appears set for an even tighter embrace of Pakistan,
following a possible slide in ties between Islamabad and Washington.

An op-ed in the state-run tabloid The Global Times posted late on Sunday noted that China should
pay more attention to the potency of its economic assistance to Pakistan “as ties are set to get
closer amid hostility from the U.S.”.

Beijing the clear winner

An article in the Hong Kong based South China Morning Post (SCMP) had earlier noted “there is
one clear winner from Donald Trump’s tweet tantrums this week: China, which suddenly finds its
leverage over Pakistan multiplying as a result of the U.S. President’s mood swings”.

The rise in anti-American sentiments in Pakistan appears to be conflating with the perception of
China as a more reliable ally. This is notwithstanding the recent differences between Beijing and
Islamabad regarding some of the financial aspects of a hydropower project under the omnibus
$57-billion China- Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC).

Soon after Mr. Trump’s tweet, Pakistan’s Central Bank swiftly announced that it would use the
Chinese Yuan to settle bilateral trade and investment with China.

“The central bank’s decision is significant given Islamabad had been resisting this demand from
China. But one tweet from Trump managed to achieve what months of intense pressure and
lobbying from Beijing could not,” the SCMP article observed. Mr. Trump’s tweet also played into
the hands of the religious-Right, now harbouring political ambitions in Pakistan’s elections later
this year.

The Hafiz Saeed-led Jamaat-ud-Dawah (JuD) demanded the expulsion of the U.S. Ambassador
during street protests in Lahore.

The Global Times article signalled that Pakistan would be justified in defining a new geopolitical
calculus that covers China and Russia. “In these circumstances, it makes perfect sense for
Pakistan to shift its foreign policy focus toward China and Russia,” it observed.

China, it said, will continue its economic support to Pakistan, which is its prime partner. China
sees Pakistan as a prime partner “under the Belt and Road initiative, with land and sea projects
worth billions of dollars (known as the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor) under construction,” it
observed.
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Tuting row resolved, says Army chief

Keeping watch:A file photo of Army personnel at the Bum La pass in Arunachal Pradesh.AFP  

India and China held a Border Personnel Meeting (BPM) last week to resolve the incident of road
building by Chinese civilians at Tuting in Arunachal Pradesh.

“The Tuting issue has been resolved. A border meeting was held two days back,” the Chief of the
Army Staff, Gen. Bipin Rawat, said on Monday.

He was speaking to presspersons on the sidelines of an Army-industry seminar on indigenisation.

In December last week, a group of Chinese civilians were noticed undertaking track alignment
activity about one kilometre inside the Line of Actual Control (LAC) in Tuting.

On December 28, a joint team of the Army and the Indo-Tibetan Border Police (ITBP) stopped
them and sent them back during which some civil construction equipment, including two
excavators, were left behind. Officials had said that there was no face-off at the site.

There are five BPM points along the LAC — Bum La and Kibithu in Arunachal Pradesh, Daulat
Beg Oldi and Chushul in Ladakh and Nathu La in Sikkim.

Troops withdrawn

In a separate development, China has withdrawn a large part of its troops deployed near the
Doklam tri-junction in the Chumbi Valley. “There is a major reduction in the Chinese troop
strength,” Gen. Rawat said in response to questions.

Last year, the two Armies were engaged in a 73-day standoff at Doklam after Indian soldiers
prevented the Chinese from building a road in the disputed territory. After prolonged diplomatic
negotiations, the two sides announced disengagement on August 28. China, which does not have
forces close to the LAC, had deployed additional soldiers near Doklam on its side which were not
withdrawn even after the end of the standoff and their annual exercises in Chumbi.
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Dark clouds across Asia

What awaits the Asia-Pacific in 2018? Prospects appear, if anything, bleaker than was the case in
2017. More disorder, coming with increasing signs of a breakdown in inter and intra-state
relations, is perhaps on the horizon. The Asian region is nowhere near achieving the kind of
equilibrium that the Concert of Europe brought to 19th century Europe.

The region is today an area of intense geostrategic and geo-economic competition. China is the
rising economic and military power in Asia today — the second most important economic power
after the U.S. and having the second or third most powerful military. In seeking dominance over
Asia, however, it not only has to contend with a strong military and economic U.S. presence in the
region, but it also cannot afford to ignore the competition from Japan and India. In mid-2017 in
Doklam, India had demonstrated that it was more than capable of standing up to China’s bullying
tactics.

Much of the speculation about the extent of China’s rise is based on the common presumption that
the U.S. under President Donald Trump had surrendered its global leadership role. The reluctance
of the U.S. to embark on ‘new wars’, especially in Asia, does not, however, undermine its
geopolitical, geostrategic and geo-economic pre-eminence. It is not China’s rise, but the
breakdown of the institution of the state, as is evident in Afghanistan and Syria, that poses far
more pressing problems for Asia.

Undoubtedly, East Asia will remain a troubled region for much of 2018, with the leadership of
North Korea intent on playing increasingly dangerous games and engaging in nuclear sabre-
rattling. It is unpredictable at this point whether this would lead to a major destabilisation of the
region, with far-reaching consequences for Asia and the world.

The future of the rest of the Asia in 2018 is again dependent on how the strategic triangle of state
relations between China, Pakistan and India plays out, as also the extent to which events in West
Asia deteriorate. The situation has become more complicated as China and Pakistan have further
strengthened their axis, which is inimically disposed towards India. Fragmentation of already
difficult relationships does not hold out much hope for any improvement in 2018.

As it is, options for an improvement in relations in 2018 between China and India appear limited.
The 19th Congress of the Chinese Communist Party (October 2017) essentially highlighted
China’s quest for global leadership and the means to achieve it, including making China’s military
‘world class’, one capable of ‘winning wars’. It contained few hints that signified a possible thaw in
India-China relations.

In 2017, India-China relations had steadily deteriorated. China is clearly peeved that India refuses
to participate in its Belt and Road Initiative that straddles Asia and Europe. The stand-off at
Doklam in mid-2017 was possibly intended by China to be a ‘shot across India’s bow’, to send a
message to India. More such situations will, in all likelihood, be repeated in 2018.

China can also be expected in 2018 to resort to other pressure tactics against India. Backing
Pakistani intransigence in ‘needling’ India is certain to be one. Additionally, China can be expected
to intensify its moves to displace India as the major partner in relations with many of India’s
neighbours — 2017 had already seen China moving in this direction vis-à-vis Nepal, the Maldives,
Sri Lanka, Bangladesh and Myanmar. As it is, China has succeeded to some extent in denting
India’s long-standing relationship with Russia, having established a strategic congruence with that
country.
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India would again need to be on its guard in 2018 as China consolidates its takeover of Gwadar
(Pakistan) and Hambantota (Sri Lanka) ports. Together with China’s establishment of a base in
Djibouti (on the Horn of Africa), India could find itself at the receiving end of China’s ‘Wei-Qi
tactics’.

As India grows closer to the U.S. in 2018, the India-China equation could further worsen. The most
recent National Security Strategy of the U.S. refers to China as a ‘rival’, while welcoming India’s
emergence as a ‘strategic and defence partner’. This is certain to ratchet up the rivalry between
India and China in the Asia-Pacific region, likely to be further compounded by India’s association
with the Quadrilateral (of U.S., India, Japan and Australia).

Again, 2018 holds out little prospect of an improvement in India-Pakistan relations. The last year
ended with a serious ceasefire violation along the Line of Control in the Rajouri Sector, in which
army men, including a Major, were killed. In 2017 there was an over 200% increase in ceasefire
violations, with infiltration touching a four-year high.

This year began with a major terrorist attack by Jaish-e-Mohammad (JeM) elements on a Central
Reserve Police Force (CRPF) camp in Avantipur (Pulwama district) in which five CRPF men were
killed. The treatment meted out to the family of Kulbhushan Jadhav (currently incarcerated in a
Pakistani prison) and the fake news that followed their visit provides an index of Pakistan’s cold,
calculated and consistent hostility towards India. The South Asian Association for Regional
Cooperation (SAARC) continues to remain in cold storage. Pakistan has also not refrained from
persisting with its proxies like the Lashkar-e-Taiba and the JeM in its war with India.

In its neighbourhood, India must be prepared during 2018 for a further deterioration of the situation
in already disturbed Afghanistan. The Afghan state is in real danger of imploding, and this situation
could worsen. The latest attack by Mr. Trump on Pakistan’s duplicity in dealing with terrorism
could well result in Pakistan adopting a still more perverse and disruptive role here, and providing
further encouragement to the Afghan Taliban and the Haqqani network.

The current peace talks may well collapse as a result. Any possibility of exerting greater military
pressure by the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and allied forces may prove futile.

The situation in West Asia in 2018 could well turn out to be far grimmer than in 2017. West Asia is
at the crossroads today. The entire region is in turmoil. Syria has almost ceased to be a state. The
war here entails major powers like the U.S. and Russia, proxies for certain West Asian countries, a
medley of non-state actors, apart from terrorist outfits such as the Islamic State (IS) and al-Qaeda.

Intrinsic to the Syrian and West Asian imbroglio is the ongoing war within Islam featuring, at one
level, intense rivalry between Sunni Saudi Arabia and Shiite Iran, and at another, the spectre of a
split down the line between the Arab and the non-Arab and the Sunni and Shiite worlds.

In addition, there are other forces aggravating an already complicated situation, viz. the war in
Yemen, the disruption within the Gulf Cooperation Council, the nascent upheavals in Saudi Arabia
and Iran, and the spectre of de-stabilisation that hovers over much of the region. None of these
issues is likely to find resolution in 2018, and could suck in more states of the region.

If the U.S. were to follow through with its announcement to recognise Jerusalem as Israel’s capital,
it might well ignite new tensions across the entire Arab world. This will further inflame radical
Islamist ideas and tendencies across the region, paving the way for a new round of conflict.

This year could also see a resurgence in terrorism. Both the IS and al-Qaeda seem to have
acquired a new salience lately. The collapse of the so-called Islamic Caliphate and its territorial
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demise has hardly weakened the terror potential of the IS. In much the same manner as the
Afghan jihad in 1980s and 1990s exacerbated insurgencies across parts of the world, retreating IS
members returning to their homeland could provide a new narrative of terrorism in 2018. Existing
cells across many parts of the world could well be re-vitalised as a result. The wave of attacks
seen recently in Afghanistan can be attributed to this vanguard of retreating IS fighters.

Given such a scenario, it is difficult to be optimistic about a better 2018.

M.K. Narayanan is a former National Security Advisor and a former Governor of West Bengal
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Status quo in H-1B visas will bring cheer to Indian techies

The Trump administration’s decision to not follow through with a proposed change in the H-1B
regime has brought cheer to between 500,000 and 750,000 Indians, mostly technology workers,
and their families in the US. It has also come as a relief to the Indian government which had
expressed concern when news of the plan broke.

A H-1B visa holder can spend up to six years (two terms of three years) in the US, but H1 B visa
holders whose papers are being processed for a Green Card (or residency) can stay on in the
country. Many Indian technology workers and their families had built their lives around the visa.
Home, work, life, school – everything revolved around the US for these Indians. The Trump
administration proposed changing the rule to ensure that H-1B visa holders could not stay on in
the country while their residency application was being processed. That plan has now been
dropped, it said on Monday.

Indian technology workers power many US technology companies. Many of them are Indians who
have become US citizens; and some are Green Card holders. Both have enough people who once
held a H-1B visa. Then there are the current H1 B visa holders themselves. The contribution of
such workers to the US economy, and especially the technology industry in that country, is
significant. Large Indian software companies, most of whose customers are in the US, also
employ H-1B visa holders to power their operations in that country, although their dependence on
such workers has reduced in recent years. It is possible that the change, if the US had insisted on
effecting it, would have affected all these companies, the competitiveness of the US tech industry,
and the US economy itself. It would also, to some extent, have affected the Indian economy.

While there has been some misuse, the H-1B visa regime has, in general, been what
management consultants like to call a win-win. It has benefited the technology workers
themselves, but it has also benefited local (US) companies, the industry, and the economy. Still,
there’s no telling what the current US administration – President Donald Trump won on a
protectionist, anti-immigration, US-jobs-for-Americans platform – will do. Even as they celebrate
the US’ change of mind, this is likely to weigh on the minds of Indian technology workers currently
in the US on a H-1B visa. Many will probably continue to weigh their options – some were said to
be considering Canada (once referred to by a wonk as “everybody’s Plan B”). Meanwhile, India,
which is keen to accelerate the growth of its own technology industry, would do well to see
whether there is anything it can do to attract these, and other technology workers.
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India’s relationship with Pakistan could get worse before it gets better

India and Pakistan have held no substantive talks for close to a decade even as their relations
have been buffeted by one storm after another, including a string of cross-border terror attacks
that put paid to efforts by Prime Minister Narendra Modi and his former Pakistani counterpart
Nawaz Sharif to restore a semblance of normalcy to ties. The affair of Kulbhushan Jadhav,
sentenced to death by a Pakistani military court for alleged involvement in espionage, has the
potential to add to the chill that currently characterises relations, especially if there is any
precipitate action by Islamabad.

Experts and diplomats on both sides have suggested several times that efforts at a breakthrough
will have a greater chance of success if New Delhi and Islamabad make a conscious effort to keep
dialogue separate from domestic politics. But Pakistani politicians will soon begin preparing
prepare for a crucial vote, one that is expected to see Sharif’s PML-N party emerge victorious but
considerably weaker than in the 2013 election. In such circumstances, hardly any Pakistani
politician is likely to make a public pitch for better relations with India. It remains to be seen
whether Shehbaz Sharif, being projected as the PML-N’s prime ministerial candidate and who is
known to be closer to the military than Nawaz Sharif, will be as committed as his elder brother to
the peace process. Soon after the Pakistani polls, expected by June, Indian politicians will begin
preparing for next year’s general election, thereby considerably narrowing the window of
opportunity for any talks.

There are several other factors that influence any dialogue or any effort to put relations on an even
keel, and which have not been adequately addressed. For decades, India has been loath to hold
any kind of talks with the Pakistani military establishment, which has its imprint all over the
country’s security and foreign policies. The civilian set-up in Pakistan remains weak despite two
successful elections while the military has moved from coups to quietly pulling the levers from the
background, sometimes through political proxies and sometimes in concert with the increasingly
powerful judiciary. India has never come to grips with this conundrum.

The Indian government has also had a perplexing approach towards Pakistan – talking tough in
public while maintaining secret contacts, the latest being the meeting of National Security Advisers
in Thailand. Such a course may satisfy its domestic constituency but could make any attempt at
détente harder to sell.

Then there are the jihadi groups in Pakistan that remain fully capable to carry out another Mumbai-
like attack, the consequences of which would be devastating. Things could get a lot worse before
they get better.
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Cabinet approves MoU between India and Canada for cooperation in the field of Science &
Technology
Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and Canada for
cooperation in the field of Science & Technology

Posted On: 10 JAN 2018 1:13PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has approved a Memorandum of
Understanding (MoU) with Canada for cooperation in the field of Science & Technology.  The MoU
will provide a mechanism and help to foster scientific cooperation between R&D and academic
institutions of India and Canada.

 

Salient features:

 

•€€€€€€€€ An innovative model of R&D cooperation between India and Canada will be
implemented under a MoU concluded by the Department of Science and Technology with
the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council (NSERC) of Canada.

•€€€€€€€€ Under this MoU, the India-Canada Centre for Innovative Multidisciplinary
Partnership to Accelerate Community Transformation and Sustainability (IC-IMPACTS)
programme will be supported to promote India-Canada multidisciplinary research
partnerships.

•€€€€€€€€ The R&D projects will be aimed at accelerating social transformation by
providing solutions through application of science and technology.

•€€€€€€€€ The participants will include researchers from scientific organizations,
academia and R&D laboratories from India and Canada.

•€€€€€€€€ Identified areas of mutual cooperation include safe and sustainable
infrastructure and integrated water management.

•€€€€€€€€ This will help to develop institutional networking and support the
establishment of connections between scientific organizations, scientists and specialists of
India and Canada.

 

Background:

 

The MoU was concluded in pursuance to the inter-governmental Agreement for Scientific and
Technological Cooperation between the India and Canada concluded in November 2005.
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Cabinet approves MoU between India and Israel on Cooperation in the Oil and Gas Sector
Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and Israel on
Cooperation in the Oil and Gas Sector

Posted On: 03 JAN 2018 2:43PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has approved the signing of the
Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between India and Israel on cooperation in the Oil and Gas
Sector.

The MoU is expected to provide impetus to India - Israel ties in the energy sector. The cooperation
envisaged under the agreement will facilitate promotion of investments in each other's countries,
technology transfer, R&D, conducting joint studies, capacity building of human resources and
collaboration in the area of Start-ups.

AKT/VBA/SH

(Release ID: 1515192) Visitor Counter : 1569

Read this release in: Kannada

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

www.pib.nic.in 2018-01-10

Cabinet approves Agreement between India and Myanmar on Land Border Crossing
Cabinet

Cabinet approves Agreement between India and Myanmar on
Land Border Crossing

Posted On: 03 JAN 2018 2:41PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by the Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has approved the
Agreement between India and Myanmar on Land Border Crossing.

The Agreement will facilitate regulation and harmonization of already existing free movement
rights for people ordinarily residing in the border areas of both countries. It will also facilitate
movement of people on the basis of valid passports and visas which will enhance economic and
social interaction between the two countries.

The Agreement is an enabling arrangement for movement of people across India-Myanmar
border. It is expected to provide connectivity and enhance interaction of the people of North
Eastern States of India with the people of Myanmar.

The Agreement would give a boost to the economy of the North East and allow us to leverage our
geographical connections with Myanmar to boost trade and people to people ties.

The Agreement will safeguard the traditional rights of the largely tribal communities residing along
the border which are accustomed to free movement across the land border.
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Cabinet approves MoU between India and Belgium on Cooperation in the field of ICT&E
Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and Belgium on
Cooperation in the field of ICT&E

Posted On: 03 JAN 2018 2:40PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has been apprised of the
Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between India and Belgium on Cooperation in the field of 
Information Communication Technology and Electronics (ICT&E).  The MoU was signed during
the State Visit of King Philippe of the Belgium to India on November 7, 2017.

The MoU intends cooperation between India and Belgium including sharing of best practices in the
area of ICT&E policy; Digital agenda technology and research with special emphasis on
developing ICT&E manufacturing and services; e-Governance and e-Public Service Delivery,
participation in conferences, study visits and exchange of experts, cyber security and to resolve
issues of data adequacy, market access, trade and services.

 

Background:

Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology (MeitY) is collaborating with number of
countries for fostering bilateral and multilateral ICT cooperation. ICT, in the present knowledge
era, has the potential to play an important role in fostering economic growth, as well as in other
dimensions of economic and social development of a country. MeitY has entered into
MoUs/Agreements with counterpart organizations/agencies of various countries to promote close
cooperation and exchange of information in the area of ICT. To further enhance cooperation with
various countries, particularly in view of the new initiatives taken by Government of India like
"Digital India", "Make in India" etc., there is an increased need for exploring business opportunities
and attracting investment in the technology sector which are of interest.

India and Belgium enjoy close and friendly ties. Belgium is India's second largest trade partner
with the European Union (EU). Belgium has expertise in the Communication Technology sector
especially in the field of e-Governance and electronic ID card and Tax on web etc. During Prime
Minister's visit to Brussels in March 2016 to attend the EU Summit and bilateral dialogue with
Belgium, it was proposed to sign an MOU in IT and Electronics sector between India and Belgium.
Thereafter, Minister for Electronics and Information Technology (ME&IT) had a meeting (on
February 7, 2017 in New Delhi) with the delegation led by H.E. Mr. Alexander De Croo, Deputy
Prime Minister and Minister for Development Cooperation, Digital Agenda, Telecom and Postal
Services of Belgium on areas of mutual interest. During the meeting, both sides affirmed their
commitment to work together for digital empowerment of people on Digital India and Digital
Belgium.
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Cabinet approves MoU between India and ‘Transport for London’,
Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and ‘Transport for
London’,

United Kingdom to improve Public Transport in India.

Posted On: 03 JAN 2018 2:38PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by the Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has approved the signing
and implementation of the Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between Ministry of Road
Transport & Highways and ‘Transport for London’, a statutory body established under the Greater
London Authority Act, 1999 (UK) to improve Public Transport in India.

The MoU will help to improve the overall public transport system in the country, improve
passenger services and promote the use of high capacity buses in India. It will go a long way in
strengthening ties and promoting bilateral relations between India and United Kingdom.

The MoU will help in strengthening the integrated public transport for all. This will help people from
poorer strata of the society to have access to a quality public transport system.
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China to fund base in Afghanistan

China will fund the construction of an Afghan counterterrorism base in Badakhshan province to
block cross-border infiltration of ethnic Uyghur militants.

Fergana News Agency (FNA) has quoted Gen. Dawlat Waziri of the Afghan Defence Ministry as
saying that China will provide financial support to build the base, whose precise location inside
Badakhshan, in northern Afghanistan, is yet to the determined.

Gen. Waziri said the Chinese side would cover all material and technical expenses for this base —
weaponry, uniforms for soldiers, military equipment and everything else necessary for its
functioning. The decision to build the facility was taken during last month’s visit to China by Afghan
Defence Minister Tariq Shah Bahrami.

Pragmatic cooperation

During his visit, Mr. Bahrami met his Chinese counterpart Chang Wanquan, and Xu Qiliang, Vice-
Chairman of China’s Central Military Commission.

According to China Military Online, a website affiliated with the People’s Liberation Army, Gen. Xu
said during his meeting with Mr. Barhami that China was willing to “strengthen pragmatic
cooperation in areas of military exchange and anti-terrorism, and safeguard the security of the two
countries and the region, making contributions to the development of China-Afghanistan strategic
partnership of cooperation”.

FNA said Mr. Bahrami and his Chinese counterpart Gen. Chang Wanquan agreed that their
counterterrorism focus should not only be confined to Badakhshan, but Afghanistan’s entire
northern region.

Afghan analysts said the largest group of Uyghur militants already resides in Badakhshan, from
where they can rapidly shift to China. The Afghan Defence Minister’s visit follows the first meeting
of the foreign ministers of China, Pakistan and Afghanistan last month. “China has been able to
establish itself as an honest broker in the eyes of the Afghans,” a source said.
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On H-1B visa rules: Visa heartache

The United States’ H-1B visa has for decades been a source of nail-biting tension in India. The
latest case in point was a scare that President Donald Trump’s administration was toying with the
idea of new regulations that would restrict extension of the visa by those awaiting a green card.
Leaving aside technical reasons why such regulations may not take off, the contentious history of
the H-1B visa should have given pause to alarmist claims between 500,000 and 750,000 Indians
in the U.S. would have to “self-deport”. The majority of the 65,000 H-1B regular-cap visas and
20,000 H-1B advanced-degree visas made available each year are scooped up by Indian
nationals, many assimilated into the backbone of the U.S. tech industry. Nevertheless, given the
number of times that protectionist rhetoric has identified this visa category as a soft target, and the
relatively high frequency of spikes in political pressure to protect American jobs, one would expect
a more nuanced reaction than unbridled panic. In the past, even during the Obama administration,
the bipartisan Comprehensive Immigration Reform plan called for the tightening of qualifying
conditions for the H-1B visa. As recently as 2017, four bills were tabled in the U.S. Congress
mooting new proposals to clamp down on H-1B visas. None came to fruition. The last salvo was
Mr. Trump’s executive order in April, which was accompanied by much fist-banging but ultimately
only called for modest changes, mainly a multi-agency study on what reforms are required.

The apparently endless cycles of heartache over the H-1B visa stem from a fundamental reality:
that the visa itself is designed to be a non-immigrant entry ticket into the U.S. economy, but over
time it has metamorphosed into a virtual pathway to permanent residency and citizenship,
particularly in the case of Indian nationals. The most important reason for this is that most of these
“speciality occupation” workers — primarily experts in fields such as IT, finance, accounting, and
STEM subjects — fill a real void in the U.S. labour force. It is not only Indian tech firms whose
employees get awarded H-1B visas, but it is to a great extent a visa that Silicon Valley giants such
as Microsoft, Intel, Amazon, Facebook and Qualcomm rely on for their staffing needs. Thus, there
is a self-limiting dimension to any reform that purports to slash H-1B allocations, so that no
President or lawmaker would want to be seen as causing economic pain to the companies on
whose coat-tails the U.S.’s reputation as a global tech leader rides. Indian policymakers, who
appear to be aware of this subtle truth, should focus their efforts on quiet back-channel lobbying,
and eschew knee-jerk reactions every time the “Buy American, Hire American” rhetoric echoes in
Washington.

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

Please enter a valid email address.

Pakistan is worried less by U.S. withdrawal of aid than the overall downslide in ties
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Is China bribing its way to superpower status?

In a throwback to the golden days of the Middle Kingdom when foreign rulers brought with them
tributes for the Chinese emperor, French President Emmanuel Macron on his recent visit
presented Chinese President Xi Jinping with an eight-year-old gelding. Macron hopes that a charm
offensive directed at Xi can help his task of reinvigorating the French economy and industries.
Airbus, for instance, is betting its future on large orders from China. The French president has, so
far, only offered up a horse and has expressed his admiration for Chinese civilization. David
Cameron, the former British prime minister—who was announced last month to be taking over a
leadership role in a joint UK-China investment fund—went further.

Before Macron, it was Cameron who championed the rise of China, and closer UK-China and
Europe-China ties. Among other deals, Cameron approved massive Chinese investments in a
nuclear power project at Hinkley Point in Somerset. Controversial on both security and commercial
grounds, the deal was deemed not to be in Britain’s interests by many critics. Theresa May,
Cameron’s successor, even shelved the project temporarily after taking charge. So, is there a
smoking gun to link the Hinkley Point deal with Cameron’s latest job? Not really. But it was
reported (goo.gl/ufg2Zn) that the former British prime minister lobbied for this fund to be set up on
behalf of Peter Gummer, an old associate of Cameron and donor of the Conservative
Party—enough to raise eyebrows.

As the news of Cameron taking over a fund meant to project Chinese influence across Europe and
Asia came out, many were quick to draw parallels with Gerhard Schröder, former German
chancellor. After losing his office in 2005, Schröeder bagged a job with Gazprom, the Russian
energy giant. During his tenure, Schröder had staunchly backed the contentious Nord Stream
pipeline that was a joint project of Gazprom with two German companies.

These instances might be from developed European countries—but leaders of smaller, poorer
countries are much more vulnerable to the ambitions of a country with deep pockets like China.
After being thrown out of power, leaders in a number of countries have been investigated for
accepting bribes from Chinese companies. The former president of Sri Lanka, Mahinda
Rajapaksa, has been accused of accepting bribes from China Harbour Engineering Company, a
subsidiary of state-owned China Communications Construction Company. Rajapaksa’s tenure saw
several high-profile Chinese investments in Sri Lanka. Many of those, including an airport and a
seaport in Hambantota—the home base of Rajapaksa—have proven to be commercial non-
starters. In Nigeria, just three days before exiting office, former president Goodluck Jonathan
approved an out-of-court settlement—now being probed by US agencies—between Addax
Petroleum (owned by Chinese oil giant Sinopec) and the Nigerian National Petroleum Corp.,
saving the former millions of dollars.

In 2012, the husband of former Philippine president Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo was arrested on
charges of accepting bribes to push a deal between the Philippine government and the Chinese
telecom company ZTE. Mohammad Nasheed, the leader-in-exile of Maldivian opposition, has
accused President Abdulla Yameen of corruption in leasing out islands to foreign countries. India,
too, was concerned about the Yameen government leasing out the Feydhoo Finolhu island to a
Chinese company at a throwaway price without competitive bidding. Known for his proximity to
China, Yameen again surprised New Delhi in November last year by passing a free trade
agreement with China through the Maldivian parliament in an emergency session called at short
notice with most of the opposition members unavailable to attend.

As China pushes its ambitious trillion-dollar Belt and Road Initiative, such sweetheart deals can be
expected in greater numbers. India’s smaller neighbours are especially vulnerable, but New Delhi
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can do little as it cannot match Beijing’s largesse. India can indeed partner with other countries like
Japan and the US to take up infrastructure projects in these countries. But even so, it is difficult to
match Chinese state-controlled firms with excess capacity and a bounty of cash to throw at
projects and leaders. It is not, in any case, a replacement for the citizens of the host countries
realizing that Chinese money unaccompanied by domestic institutional reforms and local capacity
development cannot make them rich. Conversely, it can exacerbate local political economy
problems by encouraging venality and corruption.

As economist William Easterly has argued, foreign aid discourages the development of the right
market institutions that would be required for higher investment flows unmediated by corrupt
political practices. China’s support is not even in the form of aid, but through more distortionary
high-interest loans. Often, the labour and the input materials in these projects are also sourced
from China. Moreover, the investment flow is dictated by political rather than market choices. The
result is a host country saddled with white elephants not generating enough capital to pay back the
loans. Sri Lanka has already seen these fears come true.

Other countries too make strategic use of foreign aid. The US, most prominently, deploys aid
(goo.gl/MSfeh9) to win votes in the UN. Israel does this (goo.gl/oTzyM2) as well. But the scale at
which China is using its capital for securing political influence is unprecedented—and the
consequences could be deeply felt across the globe.

Will Chinese loans help poor countries build infrastructure and prosper? Tell us at
views@livemint.com
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China’s Silk Road hits hurdles

Bumpy ride:A policeman stands guard at a project site of China’s Belt and Road Initiative in
Haripur, Pakistan.APAqeel Ahmed  

China’s plan for a modern Silk Road of railways, ports and other facilities linking Asia with Europe
hit a $14 billion pothole in Pakistan.

Pakistan’s relations with Beijing are so close that officials call China their “Iron Brother”. Despite
that, plans for the Diamer-Bhasha Dam were thrown into turmoil in November when the chairman
of Pakistan’s water authority said Beijing wanted an ownership stake in the hydropower project.
He rejected that as against Pakistani interests.

China issued a denial but the official withdrew the dam from among dozens of projects being
jointly developed by the two countries.

From Pakistan to Tanzania to Hungary, projects under President Xi Jinping’s signature ‘Belt and
Road Initiative’ are being cancelled, renegotiated or delayed due to disputes about costs or
complaints that host countries get too little out of the projects.

In some areas, Beijing is suffering a political backlash due to fears of domination by Asia’s biggest
economy.

Belt and Road, announced by Mr. Xi in 2013, is a loosely defined umbrella for Chinese-built or -
financed projects across 65 countries from the South Pacific through Asia to Africa and Europe.
Other governments welcomed the initiative in a region the Asian Development Bank says needs
more than $26 trillion of infrastructure investment by 2030 to keep economies growing. Nations
including Japan have given or lent billions of dollars for development, but China’s venture is bigger
and the only source of money for many projects.

Derailed projects

Among projects that have been derailed or disrupted, authorities in Nepal cancelled plans in
November for Chinese companies to build a $2.5 billion dam after they concluded contracts for the
Budhi Gandaki Hydro Electric Project violated rules requiring multiple bidders.

Consulting firm BMI Research has compiled a database of $1.8 trillion of infrastructure
investments across Asia and Africa that include Chinese money or other involvement.
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Beijing wary of Indian presence in S. China Sea

China on Thursday objected to Vietnam’s invitation to India to invest in oil and natural gas sector
in the disputed South China Sea, saying it is firmly opposed to infringement of its rights using
development of bilateral ties as an “excuse”.

Vietnam’s Ambassador to India Ton Sinh Thanh on Tuesday had told an Indian news channel that
his country would welcome Indian investments in the South China Sea.

Responding to remarks, Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman Lu Kang said: “China does not
object to the development of normal bilateral relations of relevant countries in our neighbourhood...
“But China firmly oppose relevant party to use it as an excuse to infringe upon China’s legitimate
rights and interests in the South China Sea and impair regional peace and stability,” Mr. Lu said.

Defence cooperation

Mr. Thanh had also said defence cooperation is one of the important and effective areas of
cooperation between India and Vietnam and India can be helpful in expanding Vietnam’s defence
capabilities.

China has been opposing Oil and Natural Gas Corporation exploring oil in wells claimed by
Vietnam in the South China Sea for years.
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EU backs under-fire Iran N-deal

United call:Belgian Foreign Minister Didier Reynders, right, welcomes his Iranian counterpart
Javad Zarif in Brussels.AFPJOHN THYS  

European Union powers on Thursday urged U.S. President Donald Trump to endorse a key
nuclear agreement with Iran saying the deal is essential for international security.

The Foreign Ministers of Britain, France and Germany threw their weight behind the pact limiting
Iran’s nuclear ambitions and insisted that the Islamic Republic is respecting it.

“There is no indication today that could call into doubt Iranian respect of the agreement,” French
Foreign Minister Jean-Yves Le Drian told reporters in Brussels, after a meeting between the
Europeans and their Iranian counterpart Javad Zarif.

Mr. Le Drian called on all parties to uphold the agreement, noting that “our American allies should
respect it as well. There is no particular reason for any rupture”.

Under the accord, Iran slowed its nuclear programme in exchange for an easing of international
economic sanctions. Mr. Trump is expected to decide by Friday whether to extend the sanctions
relief or re-impose the restrictions his predecessor, President Barack Obama, suspended two
years ago. British Foreign Secretary Boris Johnson also noted that no one has put forward a plan
that might be as effective in curbing Iran’s nuclear ambitions.

No better solution

“It’s incumbent on those who oppose the (deal) really to come up with that better solution, because
we haven’t seen it so far,” he said.

Officials from major world powers and Iran meet roughly every three to four months to assess
implementation of the deal, which is monitored by the world’s nuclear watchdog, the International
Atomic Energy Agency.

The pact is underpinned on the U.S. side by a presidential waiver of nuclear-related sanctions on
Iran’s central bank. U.S. officials and others familiar with the administration’s deliberations told the
Associated Press that Mr. Trump is likely to back the accord for now but that he may pair his
decision with new, targeted sanctions on Iranian businesses and people.

The restrictions could hit some firms and individuals whose sanctions were previously scrapped.
This might test Tehran’s willingness to abide by its side of the bargain. EU foreign policy chief
Federica Mogherini, who hosted Thursday’s meeting, said that “unity is essential to preserve a
deal that is working, that is making the world safer, that is preventing a nuclear arms race in the
region.”
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India, U.K. hold trade talks in Brexit’s shadow, eye FTA

Suresh Prabhu  

Commerce and Industry Minister Suresh Prabhu held talks with his British counterpart,
International Trade Secretary Liam Fox on Thursday, as the two countries look for opportunities to
boost trade and investment, including via a potential Free Trade Agreement, as Britain prepares to
leave the European Union.

As part of its efforts to strengthen trade, Britain’s export credit agency U.K. Export Finance has
doubled financial support for British firms that export to India.

£4.5 billion support

The UKEF has now made £4.5 billion available to British companies exporting to India and Indian
firms buying British goods and services.

While Britain is unable to hold formal trade talks with countries outside the EU till it leaves the
union (at the end of March 2019), the 12th meeting of the U.K.-India Joint Economic and Trade
Committee (JETCO), being held this week provides an opportunity for the countries to build on the
U.K.-India trade working group established last year.

Liam Fox, a vocal campaigner for Brexit, said expanding bilateral trade and investment with India,
and breaking down trade barriers, would be central to the task of Britain preparing for its
independent trade policy.

“It’s in our shared interest to boost prosperity, generate jobs, develop skills, and enhance the
competitiveness of both our countries,” Mr. Fox said.

Mr. Prabhu is on a four-day visit to London, as part of which he is set to attend JETCO. His visit
comes ahead of the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in April, which Prime Minister
Narendra Modi is expected to attend.
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India must seize the chance: U.S.

Glad tidings:U.S. Ambassador to India Kenneth I. Juster speaking in New Delhi on Thursday.PTI  

India is a “leading power” in the Indo-Pacific and should gear up to become an alternative
manufacturing destination to China to attract U.S. business, said U.S. ambassador to India
Kenneth Juster.

In his first public address since taking over as the new envoy, Mr. Juster also made a pitch for
India and the U.S. to negotiate a Free Trade Agreement.

“A number of U.S. companies have reported increasing difficulties conducting business in the
largest market in the region — China. Accordingly, some companies are downgrading their
operations there, while others are looking with great interest at alternative markets. India can seize
the strategic opportunity — through trade and investment — to become an alternative hub for U.S.
business in the Indo-Pacific region,” he told an audience in New Delhi.

Mr. Juster, who most recently served as assistant adviser to U.S. President Donald Trump on
economic issues, also expressed the need for India to expand market access and intellectual
property rights, both of which are the subject of U.S.-India litigation at the World Trade
Organisation.

“We are concerned about persistent trade deficits, including the one we have with India. We
welcome steps by India to continue its reform agenda, expand market access, and further
enhance the protection of intellectual property. And we want to work with India to expeditiously
resolve trade and investment disputes,” Mr. Juster said.

He said India and the U.S. can work together in Afghanistan, partner with Japan and Australia in
the Indo-Pacific, coordinate their humanitarian assistance, as well as cooperate on connectivity
projects in South Asia.

He said Mr. Trump’s recent decision to suspend security aid to Pakistan came because Islamabad
“has not done all it can to eliminate terrorist sanctuaries in Pakistan that are contributing to unrest
in Afghanistan.” However, he declined to comment on a specific question from The Hindu about
whether groups that target India like the Lashkar-e-Taiba and Jaish-e-Mohammed would be
viewed with equal concern.

“Pakistan is also important to the situation in Afghanistan. I don’t think we are going to get stability
and security in Afghanistan if Pakistan does not contribute positively to that,” Mr. Juster replied,
saying that the Trump administration would not tolerate “safe havens for terrorists anywhere” or
“cross-border terrorism.”

He placed defence and counter-terrorism cooperation as the first pillar of the India-U.S.
relationship, while calling economic relations, energy and environment, science and health, and
regional cooperation as the other pillars.
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‘India’s vote at UN not an issue’

A file photo of Prime Minister Narendra Modi with Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu in
Israel.AFP  

Not disheartened by India’s vote against Israel at the UN General Assembly on the issue of
Jerusalem, Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu has expressed hope that bilateral ties would
receive a further boost during his milestone visit to the country.

India in December voted in favour of the UN General Assembly resolution, condemning the U.S.
for its decision to recognise Jerusalem as the capital of Israel.

Mr. Netanyahu, who would be leaving for India on January 14, said: “Well I would have preferred a
different vote to be frank but I don’t think it materially changes the tremendous flowering of
relations between India and Israel.”

Prime Minister Narendra Modi had also visited the Jewish state in July, becoming the first Indian
premier to do so.

“I think everybody can see that. Prime Minister Modi’s visit was a very important milestone in that.
My visit to India is the other one,” Mr. Netanyahu said addressing the Government Press Office’s
annual end-of-year reception for the foreign press corps on Wednesday.

When asked about the impact of India’s recent decision to cancel a half a billion dollars defence
deal related to development of Spike Anti-Tank Guided Missile, the Israeli leader said, “I think you
are going to see an expansion of economic and other ties regardless of this or that deal”.

Pointing towards the tremendous strengthening of ties on all fronts, Mr. Netanyahu expressed
optimism saying, “overtime I hope I will see a reflection of that more often in the voting of India in
international forums.

“It does not nullify the fact that with India, with other countries in Latin America and Africa there is
a tremendous increase of relations on all fronts,” the Israeli Prime Minister noted.

“It just takes longer on the international front,” he stressed.
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India confirms NSAs met in Bangkok

The National Security Advisers (NSAs) of India and Pakistan met on December 26 in Bangkok, the
Ministry of External Affairs (MEA) confirmed on Thursday.

Commenting on the meeting, MEA spokesperson Raveesh Kumar said it was part of the
mechanism to hold Pakistan accountable for the terrorism that emanates from its territory.

“We raised the issue of cross-border terrorism in those talks because our main issue is how to
ensure the safety of our region from the scourge of cross-border terrorism. We have said earlier
that talks and terror can not go together but ‘talks on terror’ can definitely go ahead,” said Mr.
Kumar, acknowledging that the NSA-level parleys are part of the ‘operational level talks’ that take
place between India and Pakistan, despite the breakdown in the Comprehensive Bilateral
Dialogue (CBD) that was launched in December 2015.

The ‘talks on terror’ model to engage Pakistan is a change in the position that India had taken
following the attack on the Pathankot airbase when New Delhi had cancelled the CBD.

The dialogue was launched by External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj during her visit to
Islamabad on December 9, 2015.
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Independent trajectory for India-Israel ties

When Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu visits India this month, he has one person to be
thankful to more than anyone else. And that is late former Indian PM Narasimha Rao who took the
bold and momentous decision in 1992 to cross the Rubicon, establishing diplomatic relations with
Israel. Narasimha Rao was responding to global shifts and his opening to Israel was part of
several policy changes that included economic liberalization and the “Look East” policy.

Under PM Atal Bihari Vajpayee, bilateral relations acquired greater heft, leading to expansion of
bilateral trade and burgeoning acquisition by India of Israeli civilian and defence technology
products. India-Israel bilateral trade has crossed $5 billion and India’s acquisition of Israeli defence
products is valued at over $1 billion annually. Around one-third of Israel’s defence production is
bought by India. The Indian market is more important for Israel since the US stopped Israel from
selling high technology defence products to China.

Destiny and the cycle of history have brought India and Israel closer today than ever before. Israel
has come a long way, leaving behind the complicated history of its creation and the turbulent
years that followed which saw three Arab-Israeli wars. India too has discarded the baggage of
history and the apprehension of vote-bank sensitive Indian politicians seems to have receded, as
national interests of India and Israel have steadily converged over the decades.

India-Israel ties are now fully out of the closet. Just over seven months earlier, PM Narendra Modi
undertook the historic first visit by an Indian PM to Israel, marking the growing maturity in bilateral
ties. There have been several high-level visits. Among them, the visit of Israeli President Reuven
Rivlin to India in November 2016, President Pranab Mukherjee’s visit to Israel in October 2015 and
visits by external affairs minister Sushma Swaraj and home minister Rajnath Singh. With the
blossoming of bilateral ties, there has been an increase in the frequency of high-level visits
between the two countries, after PM Modi’s government took office.

The warmth was missing in the aftermath of Israel’s creation. Even the great scientist Albert
Einstein failed to persuade Jawaharlal Nehru to recognize Israel in 1948. Nehru demurred and
diverted the argument to “realpolitik”. Nehru was guided by Maulana Abul Kalam Azad, who was
his close adviser on issues relating to Muslims. India was then grappling with the consequences of
Partition and deference to Muslim sentiments trumped the fact that the UN Commission on
Palestine had voted to partition the old League of Nations Palestine Mandate territory. India, a
member of the UN Commission, had voted against the partition of Palestine into two independent
nations of Israel and Palestine. The UK, which had responsibility for the territory, had abdicated its
responsibility to the UN, the successor organization of the failed League of Nations after World
War II.

In more recent years, India-Israel ties have expanded steadily, encompassing sensitive areas like
high technology products, defence equipment, security, intelligence, agriculture, water
management, pharmaceuticals, information technology etc. Joint production and development of
key defence items has emerged as an important domain of cooperation. Israel is today the third-
largest source of key defence equipment for India. Israel has doggedly pursued its courting of
India over the years, particularly at times when India needed critical defence supplies during
conflicts with Pakistan, when other sources of supplies were not available quickly. Netanyahu’s
visit will follow the dropping of a proposal, valued at $500 million, to buy anti-tank Spike missiles.
While this decision will disappoint Israel, India has agreed to buy $100 million worth of Barak
missiles. The Barak has been used by the Indian Navy for over two decades.

While India-Israel ties have expanded, India has tried to keep these growing ties off the radar. The
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reasons remain the same—ties with Arab and Islamic countries. Today, however, bilateral ties are
no longer hostage to ties with other countries. Ties with Israel have broad bipartisan support in
Indian politics. Yet, India faces a dilemma when Israel cracks down on Palestinians. Israel’s iron-
fist approach to Palestinian violence and confiscation of their lands promotes sympathy in India
and anti-Israel feelings among Indian Muslims who are quick to demonstrate their sympathy for
Palestinians.

The burgeoning ties with Israel has not prevented India from reiterating its public support for the
state of Palestine and exhorting both sides to negotiate a peaceful settlement, based on a two-
state solution and secure borders. While this has remained the official position of every Indian
government, there is no hesitation in engaging with Israel publicly.

The recent UN vote on Jerusalem was another opportunity for India to reiterate India’s opposition
to US President Donald Trump’s surprising unilateral move to recognize Jerusalem as the official
capital of Israel. The UN vote overwhelmingly rejected Trump’s move.

The regional situation in West Asia has been marked by conflict, turmoil and strategic rivalry
between Iran and Saudi Arabia. Syria and Yemen have been destroyed by civil wars in which
proxies of Iraq, Iran, Russia, Saudi Arabia, and Turkey were involved. The rise of the Islamic State
(IS) led to an orgy of religious-inspired violence and brutality which has now been quelled. But IS
has not been completely liquidated and is re-grouping in various countries. Iran has been
convulsed by public demonstrators against the “Mullahcracy” that has retained an iron grip on
power since 1979. Saudi Arabia, under the new leadership of Muhammad bin Salman, has taken
bold steps to reform Saudi society and also challenged Iran’s influence in a competition with
distinct sectarian Sunni-Shia overtones. Strategic rivalry and great power competition has
destabilized West Asia.

This has made India’s policy choices easier, as Gulf countries gravitate towards Israel is search of
support against Iran. A divided West Asia helps India make independent policy choices that are
underpinned by growing economic bonds, India-Israel ties, position on Palestine, ties with Iran and
Saudi Arabia and other Gulf Cooperation Council countries, therefore, do not contradict each other
but bolster India’s independent relations with different countries of West Asia. India-Israel relations
are on course for further expansion under Modi and Netanyahu, who have developed the personal
chemistry needed to take it forward.

Pinak Ranjan Chakravarty is a distinguished fellow at the Delhi-based Observer Research
Foundation and a former secretary, ministry of external affairs, government of India; he has served
as deputy chief of mission at the Indian embassy in Tel Aviv, Israel.
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Towards stability in Nepal

A month after the Left Alliance secured a decisive victory in Nepal’s parliamentary elections, a
government is yet to be formed in Kathmandu. The Alliance was forged just before the elections
between the Communist Party of Nepal (Unified Marxist-Leninist) and the Communist Party of
Nepal (Maoist Centre). The transfer of power from the Nepali Congress to the UML-led coalition
was delayed initially due to procedural issues. The Upper House, or the National Assembly,
needed to be indirectly elected by the provincial assemblies. The parties had disagreed on the
means of this indirect election, with the NC advocating a proportional representation-single
transferable vote system, and the UML seeking a majority vote. After President Bidhya Devi
Bhandari ratified a long-pending ordinance that allowed elections based on the single transferable
vote in late December 2017, this issue appeared to have been resolved. But there are other
procedural issues to be sorted out. In consultation with the Left Alliance, the caretaker government
has to first appoint governors to the seven provinces. Then, the process of choosing their capitals,
in order to convene the Assemblies, can be completed. Tentative proposals on new capitals had
given rise to protests in several towns, and the main political parties are unwilling to take a clear
position on the issue. The caretaker NC government does not seem to be particularly keen on
resolving this, and a proposal has been floated to allow the provincial assemblies to convene in
Kathmandu first. In the absence of a consensus, this may be best.

The clear and decisive choice by the electorate in the polls has put the responsibility of
operationalising the intricate provincial model on the Left Alliance. Once the process of
nominations to the National Assembly is complete — with 33% of the overall representation in
Parliament reserved for women — the election of the Prime Minister will follow. It is a foregone
conclusion that UML leader K.P. Oli will be elected: the party got close to the majority mark on its
own in the first-past-the-post seats. Ten years since the end of the civil war and the convening of
the Constituent Assembly, the promise of economic development has been belied. This is one of
the reasons behind agitations called by democratic and republican forces seeking a new CA.
Nepal’s economy continues to be highly dependent on remittances from Nepali migrants as the
agrarian sector and industrial growth, especially in the hydro-energy sector, have stagnated. For
too long, political posturing and the game of thrones involving the major parties, the UML, the NC
and the Maoists, in Kathmandu have become pursuits in themselves. With the Left Alliance
promising a greater degree of cohesion and winning a clear victory, the sooner the process of
election of a new Prime Minister is accomplished, the faster Nepal can get on with the business of
governance.

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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The road still runs through Ramallah

Narendra Modi’s visit to Israel last year, the first by an Indian Prime Minister, stood out for his
decision not to visit the Palestinian territories. Two months before Mr. Modi’s visit, even Israeli
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s closest ally, U.S. President Donald Trump, had coupled his
visit to Jerusalem with a trip to Bethlehem to meet the Palestinian leadership. The decision, India
had said, came from a determination to “de-hyphenate” relations with Israel and Palestine. This
was underlined in the India-Israel joint statement, which didn’t refer to the two-state solution, didn’t
mention the status of Jerusalem, and didn’t even call for an early resumption of the Israel-
Palestine peace process.

Instead, the two countries focussed on burgeoning bilateral ties, most notably the defence and
strategic partnership. By one estimate, India accounts for 41% of Israel’s defence exports, and a
possible sale of Spike anti-tank missiles during Mr. Netanyahu’s visit to India will give this
steadfast relationship an added fillip. Counter-terrorism cooperation remains a cornerstone of
India-Israel cooperation and there will be a powerful joint remembrance ceremony during Mr.
Netanyahu’s visit to Mumbai’s Chabad House, one of the targets of the 26/11 attack. The biggest
growth areas in bilateral ties will also come from memorandums of understanding in agriculture
and water technology, given Israeli expertise in this area.

During Mr. Netanyahu’s visit to Ahmedabad, where he and Mr. Modi will undertake a roadshow
together, he will hand over two desalinisation vehicles that Mr. Modi saw in Haifa. Showing how
little he believed the political context matters to the bilateral relationship anymore, Mr. Netanyahu
said that neither China nor India conditioned their relationship with Israel on the basis of the
Palestinian peace process. “[Mr. Modi said], I need more water, clean water…where will I get it?
Ramallah?” Mr. Netanyahu had told a group of European officials a few days after Mr. Modi’s visit.

However, the decision to de-hyphenate doesn’t seem quite as set in stone as it had just a few
months ago. Expectations are that unlike in Jerusalem, Mr. Modi will raise the need to pursue the
two-state solution with Mr. Netanyahu directly during the India visit. Mr. Modi is also expected to
travel to Palestine in the next few months, and receive Jordanian King Abdullah II in New Delhi,
during which the need for the peace process will be highlighted.

At a Non-Aligned Ministerial in September, calling India’s support to the Palestinian cause a
“reference point” in its foreign policy, Foreign Minister Sushma Swaraj affirmed that India’s
“expanding relations” in the region will “only strengthen the Palestinian cause”, not weaken it. And
in a letter ahead of the UN International Solidarity Day with the Palestinian People in November,
Mr. Modi wrote that India’s vision for the creation of a separate Palestinian state remains, and
called for an “early resumption of dialogue”.

The biggest shift from what seemed to be a set trajectory for the Modi government, however,
came on the floor of the UN General Assembly (UNGA) on December 21, when India chose to
vote for a resolution criticising the U.S. for recognising Jerusalem as the Israeli capital, and also
called on Israel to end its “occupation that began in 1967”. The Foreign Ministry defended its
decision as consistent with past policy, but in fact the reverse is evident. In the past three years,
barring a vote at the UNGA in 2014, India has turned from its traditional pro-Palestinian stance, to
one of abstention. In 2015, India abstained on a UN Human Rights Council resolution criticising
Israel for an aerial bombing of Gaza that had left 2,200 people dead. It repeated its abstention in
2016. Also in 2016, at UNESCO in Paris, India changed its vote from voting ‘for’ to an abstention
on a resolution criticising Israel for encroachments at the Western Wall and near the Al-Aqsa
mosque in Jerusalem.
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Clearly, India could have easily made a case for abstaining on the UNGA resolution on Jerusalem
as well, especially given this recent record. The decision was taken despite strong lobbying from
Israel in the run-up to the vote, and despite Mr. Trump’s open threats to all those voting for the
resolution. Another possible tack came from Mr. Trump’s own statement when he announced his
decision to move the U.S. Embassy to Jerusalem, saying it was not a “final status” position,
including on the extent of “Israeli sovereignty in Jerusalem”. Bhutan has used that statement to
explain its breaking ranks with India at the vote, by choosing to abstain.

Meanwhile, the bogey of “domestic compulsions” used by several governments in the past, a
euphemism for objections from India’s Muslim minority on the Israel-Palestine issue, has long
since been called out: there has been no major ‘street’ reaction to or protest of any of India’s
overtures to Israel, or to the visits by the leaders thus far, and the Modi government had no cause
to worry about a public reaction to an abstention in this case.

As a result, India’s position can only be explained by a desire to reassert its leadership role on the
multilateral stage, and to regain its leverage on the Israel-Palestine issue, a re-hyphenation of
sorts. This is in keeping with the special place and moral position India has always assumed on
the peace process, and its support to a just solution. It is also a rejection of the false equivalence
often built between Palestine and Kashmir, or comparisons between de-hyphenating the India-
Pakistan relationship and the Israel-Palestine issue. De-hyphenating relations with Israel and
Palestine can only follow a peaceful resolution of the issue, which even Israel’s founding fathers
believed was the two-state solution. “The future of the Zionist project depends on [Israel’s]
embrace of the two-state solution,” former President Shimon Peres wrote in his memoirs. “The
danger, if Israel abandons this goal, is that the Palestinians will eventually accept a one-state
solution. Because of demographics, this would leave Israel with a choice: stay Jewish or stay
democratic.” It is this solution that Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin was assassinated for espousing,
and Mr. Peres died hoping for — but Israel’s current dispensation is moving away from this long-
standing consensus.

Weeks after winning on principle at the UNGA to have its candidate overwhelmingly elected to the
International Court for Justice, India could not have been seeing bowing to pressure or to the
diktats of ‘realpolitik’ on the Jerusalem vote at the same forum. More to the point, the government
appears to have affirmed that in calculating the national interest, it is necessary to value the role of
India’s leadership on the international stage as well. If there is a realpolitik calculation to be made,
it is that India’s influence in West Asia cannot be squandered away so casually, and advocating
the peace process with Mr. Netanyahu will be an important step. The road to India’s prosperity
may well run through Jerusalem, but the road to its leadership aspirations on the world stage
cannot bypass Ramallah either.

suhasini.h@thehindu.co.in
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New U.S. sanctions won’t hit Chabahar port project, says Iran

Abbas Akhoundi in New Delhi on Friday.Shiv Kumar Pushpakar  

Striking a defiant note over possible new sanctions against Tehran, Iran’s Transport Minister
Abbas Akhoundi has said the move will “isolate” the U.S., and rejected any worries that India’s
Chabahar project will be affected.

He has disclosed that Iranian President Hassan Rouhani will visit India to announce the final
agreement on the project.

“We have seen European companies say they will still come to Iran, and Russian and Chinese
companies are also still there. So I think that the U.S. would just be isolated if it does plan new
sanctions, and I don’t think we need to worry about an impact on Chabahar,” Mr. Akhoundi told
The Hindu in an interview during his visit here this week.

On Thursday, shortly ahead of a deadline for U.S. President Donald Trump to issue a waiver on
Iranian compliance on the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) nuclear agreement, U.S.
Treasury Secretary Steve Mnuchin told presspersons that he “expects new sanctions” against
Iran.

“We continue to look at [sanctions]. We’ve rolled them out, and I think you can expect there will be
more sanctions coming.”

Regardless of U.S. policy, the government has made it clear it will not change its commitment to
the Chabahar project and special economic zone, which is seen as a major connectivity project at
an estimated cost of $20 billion that will help India bypass transit hurdles posed by Pakistan, in
order to trade with Afghanistan and Central Asia.

Developing cold feet

However, U.S. allies such as Japan are understood to have expressed misgivings over investing
in Iran, officials privy to the negotiations have said.

“This is now a bit complicated and difficult ... If there are more sanctions in place, it will make it
more difficult for other countries to plan business operations [in Iran], and I think Japan would have
to reconsider this as well,” an official said, when asked specifically about Chabahar.

In 2016, before the U.S. elections, Japan had evinced interest in partnering with India on the port
project, which is part of a trilateral India-Iran-Afghanistan transit trade agreement.

In an interview to The Hindu , Japan’s Ambassador to India Kenji Hiramatsu had said that Japan is
“interested in connectivity projects and to make sure that this region is free and open and an
important port like Chabahar is good for regional connectivity ... I can’t tell when it will materialise,
but we have expressed our interest.”

However, more recent reports indicate Japan is moving with more caution on the project.

Another possible challenge could come from a recent Afghanistan-Pakistan-China trilateral
ministerial meeting in Beijing, where the possibility of Afghanistan joining the China-Pakistan
Economic Corridor (CPEC) that goes through Gwadar port to make it the Pakistan-Afghanistan-
China Economic Corridor (PACE) was discussed.
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Competitive scenario

Mr. Akhoundi dismissed the concerns over the trilateral. “We have very established networks and
we can compete with all corridors. Chabahar and Gwadar both have comparative advantages, but
at the end of the day competition will help us all,” he said.

According to the Iranian Minister, the Chabahar Shahid Beheshti port, where India is developing
several berths, is on track to be completed in 2018, while IRCON, the government’s railway
construction company, has finished a survey to build the proposed $1.2 billion railway line from
Chabahar to Zahedan on the Iran-Afghanistan border.

“We are ready to progress on the project, and we hope that President Rouhani will come to India
to give the go-ahead for it together with the Indian leadership. It just needs a final push from the
Indian side [on project proposal],” Mr. Akhoundi added.

It just needs a final push from the Indian side [on project proposal]

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 2018-01-13

MoU on illegal migrants

India has signed an MoU with the U.K. to enable the return of illegal Indian migrants within a
month of their detection by authorities abroad.

Minister of State Kiren Rijiju on Friday said the pact was signed by him and U.K. Minister of State
for Immigration Caroline Nokes in Britain on Wednesday.
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India makes push for U.K. immigration reform

A file photo of students attending an education exhibition organised by the British Council in
Chennai.  

Commerce and Industry Minister Suresh Prabhu and Minister of State for Home Affairs Kiren
Rijiju, both on visits to the U.K., have pressed the need for Britain to review immigration policies
relating to India, including on student visas and the extension of a visa system introduced for
Chinese visitors to the U.K.

The visit comes amid the official confirmation that Prime Minister Narendra Modi will attend the
Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting (CHOGM)in London in April.

The meetings came as India and Britain agreed to the terms of a memorandum of understanding
on the swift return of Indian illegal immigrants from the U.K. — an issue that has been repeatedly
raised by the British government and cited as an obstacle to immigration reform on the British
side.

The progress on this issue — the MoU will likely be signed during Mr. Modi’s visit — will be seen
as a gesture of goodwill on the Indian side and will strengthen their calls for change on the U.K.

Among the key asks raised by the Ministers is for the introduction of a two-year visa system for
business travellers. Britain introduced the system for Chinese visitors in 2016. Mr. Prabhu said he
raised issues both around the ease of getting visas and the costs which could prove prohibitive for
the services sector. Costs have been rising amid a toughening of the U.K. policy regime in this
area.

Mr. Rijiju raised issues relating to the two-year visa, as well as students and the treatment of
women on spousal visas. The last is a growing issue of concern, amid fears that women who had
accompanied partners on spousal visas would be deserted in India, had their visas been
cancelled.

Both Ministers expressed their satisfaction with the progress of talks on these issues. “Their
response was very positive,” Mr. Rijiju said on Friday. He added that another issue raised was the
need for visa-free travel for Indian diplomats in the U.K. Britain remained the only major European
country not to bring in this policy, he said.

Trade opportunities

During the course of his visit, Mr. Prabhu held a number of discussions, including taking part in the
12th India-U.K. Joint Economic and Trade Committee (JETCO) meeting, in which the
recommendations of the Joint Working Group on trade were discussed. With Britain unable to
commence formal discussions on a trade deal with India till it leaves the EU, the two countries
have begun informal talks on the scope of potential trade opportunities through this working group.

Mr. Prabhu welcomed the progress that had been made in this area, highlighting Britain’s more
than doubling of the export finance support to U.K. companies trading with India, and also
extending it to Indian buyers of goods and services. He also highlighted progress made on
cooperation on advanced manufacturing, SMEs, and energy.

He saidIndia would be working with Britain on cooperation around new technical innovation when
it came to the use of wind, tidal and solar energy, as well as the potential for British firms in this
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area to set up manufacturing facilities in industrial corridors in India.

The forthcoming CHOGM meeting also played a big part in discussions, as they sought to infuse
the Commonwealth with dynamism. “We must first create wealth otherwise what is common?” he
said, arguing there had to be a much greater push for intra-Commonwealth trade, which was
about new wealth and opportunities.

“India is the right candidate we must take leadership in doing that along with our host, the U.K.,”
he said. He also highlighted the importance of defending the multilateral trading system. “We now
want to take stock and revive the spirit of the WTO,” he said warning against the rise of
protectionism globally. “we strongly believe we need to promote trade to bring in economic
development.”
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The Baloch Cauldron

The trouble in the Balochistan Assembly will soon be interpreted by the Pakistan Muslim League-
Nawaz (PMLN) as a conspiracy to block the 2018 election, which it hopes to win. On January 2,
the 65-member Balochistan Assembly — where 53 members were ministers and supporting the
PMLN-led government — turned against Chief Minister Sanaullah Zehri and have brought a vote
of no-confidence against him. That means a new majority will choose a new chief minister, else
the assembly will be dissolved.

Suspicion will also be aroused by the action of PMLN’s home minister, Sarfraz Bugti, who played
his cards very close to the army deployed against Baloch rebels. He has resigned from his post
and joined other PMLN members wanting to get rid of the chief minister, who was touring abroad.
The complaint is typical of Balochistan: Development funds disappearing mysteriously and large
areas being left out of the loop of governance. Ominously, Balochistan’s veteran politician
Mehmood Khan Achakzai, who represents the Pakhtunkhwa Milli Awami Party (PkMAP), has
suggested that “the developments in Balochistan are part of a wider plot against the PMLN
government and Nawaz Sharif”.

The rebels against Zehri, most of them from his own party, say the main reason for their
disenchantment is the non-release of development funds and lopsided development in “only two
districts, including Khuzdar and Qila Abdullah”. They are also upset that “there is a plan to
construct 300 dams only in the Gulistan area of Qila Abdullah while other areas are being
ignored”. Zehri is the tribal chief of Jhalawan and was born in Khuzdar. Governor Mohammad
Khan Achakzai of PkMAP was born in Qila Abdullah. Is it the old “normal” of Balochistan? Or is it
rats leaving the sinking PMLN ship?

Pakistan is overwhelmingly tribal. There is a Pashtun tribal belt adjacent to Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa
and honour-based code of life influences the conduct of the Pashtun wherever they live in
Pakistan. In Sindh in the south, the countryside is ruled by feudal lords who don’t allow the writ of
the state in their vast landholdings. As opposed to the individualism of the Pashtun, the Sindhi
man suffers abject loss of honour under the wadero. The Baloch is a warrior who will lay down his
life for his sardar, the feudal leader who rules over most of the province.

The 65-member assembly in Quetta elected in 2008 bore the infamy of naming all its members as
ministers. It is alleged that they may have pocketed the province’s development budget. Keeping
that in mind, Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif decided to plump for the “secular-nationalists” from the
two parties in coalition in Quetta: The National Party and the PkMAP. Both were regarded as
separatist by the conservative elements in the country — the first as secessionist from the state
the second as secessionist from the province.

Just before the elections in February 2013, 113 Hazara Shia were killed and 180 injured in a bomb
blast in Quetta. After the election, Baloch insurgents destroyed the resthouse in Ziarat where the
founder of the nation, Muhammad Ali Jinnah, had once retired to recover from ill-health. Within the
week, Quetta saw the massacre of a dozen female medical students at the Bolan Medical College.
By the end of the month, another suicide attack in the Hazara Town area of the city accounted for
28 dead.

The Baloch are no doubt aggrieved over the poor economic development of their province. Their
leaders had disagreed with the accession of Balochistan to Pakistan after 1947, claiming that the
region had a special status under the British Raj. Over the years, Baloch nationalism seemed also
to be “resource-based”, as gas and minerals were discovered in the province.
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More than 60 per cent of the Balochi population wanted greater autonomy for the province in
2012. But they did not demand independence. Only 37 per cent did. Those who supported greater
provincial autonomy may have grasped that a separate Balochistan state, surrounded by hostile
neighbours and with two conflicting Baloch-Pashtun nationalisms within, was hardly viable.
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Sri Lanka Tri- Services delegation visits Kochi
Ministry of Defence

Sri Lanka Tri- Services delegation visits Kochi

Posted On: 12 JAN 2018 5:16PM by PIB Delhi

In order to strengthen the existing India-Sri Lanka bilateral ties, a nine-member Sri Lankan Tri-
Services delegation, headed by Mr Kapila Waidyaratne, PC, Secretary of Defence made a two-
day visit to the Southern Naval Command, (SNC) Kochi from 11 Jan 18.

During their stay at Kochi, the Sri Lankan delegation had discussions with Vice Admiral AR Karve,
AVSM, Flag Officer Commanding-in-Chief, SNC on matters of mutual interest to both countries,
including aspects related to training conducted by Indian Navy for Sri Lankan trainees at various
units of SNC. The Sri Lankan delegation also visited Water Survival Training Facility (a facility
which trains the aviation crew in survival techniques in case of an aircraft crash at sea), Flight and
Tactical Simulator (helicopter flight training simulator), Ship Handling Simulator and Joint
Operations Centre, Kochi.

Naval cooperation with Sri Lanka today covers a wide spectrum of activities, ranging from training
to operations, which includes Capability Building and Capacity Augmentation, coordinated
patrolling along the common maritime border, as well as port calls.

 The visit was undertaken on the sidelines of the 5th India Sri Lanka Annual Defence Dialogue
held at New Delhi from 8-9 Jan 18. The delegation departed Kochi on 12 Jan 18 for Colombo.

 

Koc/02/Jan18
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Press Statement by Prime Minister during Visit of Prime Minister of Israel to India (January 15,
2018)
Prime Minister's Office

Press Statement by Prime Minister during Visit of Prime
Minister of Israel to India (January 15, 2018)

Posted On: 15 JAN 2018 2:37PM by PIB Delhi

Your Excellency Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu,

Members of the media,

It is a great pleasure to welcome Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, on his first ever visit to
India.

, !

(My good friend, Welcome to India!)

Your visit, Prime Minister, is a long-anticipated moment in the journey of friendship between India
and Israel.

Your visit is also a fitting climax to the comemoration of 25 years of diplomatic relations between
India and Israel.

As our first honoured guest in 2018, your visit marks a special beginning to our New Year
calendar. It comes at an especially auspicious time as people all over India are rejoicing the arrival
of spring, renewal, hope and harvest. The festivals of Lohri, Bihu, MakarSankranti, and Pongal
celebrate the splendour of India’s diversity and unity.

Friends,

Last year in July, I carried the greetings and friendship of 1.25 billion Indians during my
momentous journey to Israel. In return, I was overwhelmed by the generous affection and warmth
of the Israeli people, led by my friend, Bibi.

In that visit, Prime Minister Netanyahu and I promised each other and our people to build a
strategic partnership: of hope and trust and progress of diverse and cutting-edge cooperation, and
of joint endeavours and shared successes Such a promise flows as much from the natural affinity
and friendship that have linked us for centuries as it does from the compelling win-win case for
engagement in almost all spheres .

And it is a measure of our shared ambition and commitment that six short months after that visit;
your extraordinary visit is taking place to India.

Today and yesterday, Prime Minister Netanyahu and I reviewed the progress in our relations and
renewed our conversation on the possibilities and the opportunities that beckon us and need to be
seized.
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Our discussions were wide-ranging and intensive. They were marked by the desire to do more.
Prime Minister, I have a reputation of being impatient in getting results.

If I may let out an open secret, I know that so are you.

Last year in Tel Aviv, you had expressed the intent to cut down bureaucratic red tape with a
machete and forge ahead with speed.

Prime Minister, I am happy to tell you that in India, we are well on our way to doing just that. We
have imparted our shared impatience to the implemntation of our earlier decisions.

The results are already visible on the ground. Our discussions today were marked by convergence
to accelerate our engagement and to scale up our partnership.

We will pursue this in three ways:

· First, we will strengthen the existing pillars of cooperation in areas that touch the lives of our
peoples. These are agriculture, science and technology, and security.

We exchanged views on scaling up the Centers of Excellence that have been a main-stay of
agricultural cooperation by bringing in advanced Israeli practices and technology.

In defence, I have invited Israeli companies to take advantage of the liberalized FDI regime to
make more in India with our companies.

· Second,
we are venturing into less explored areas of cooperation, such as oil& gas, cyber security, films,
and start-ups. You will find this reflected in the agreements that were just exchanged. Several of
these areas are indicative of our desire to diversify and broad-base engagement.

· And third,

we are committed to facilitating the flow of people and ideas between our geographies. It requires
policy facilitation, infrastructure and connectivity links and fostering constituencies of support
beyond Government.

We are working with Israel to make it easier for our people to work and visit each other’s countries,
including for longer work durations To bring people closer on both sides, an Indian Cultural Center
will soon open in Israel.

We have also decided to start an annual exchange of bilateral visits by 100 young people from
science-related educational streams.

Friends,

Thriving two-way trade and investment is an integral part of our vision for a strong partnership.
Prime Minister Netanyahu and I agreed on the need to do more in this direction. After the meeting
in Tel Aviv last year, we will interact for the second time with our CEOs under the bilateral Forum.

I welcome the large business component that Prime Minister Netanyahu has brought along with
him. Prime Minister Netanyahu and I also exchanged perspectives on the regional and global
situation.
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We reviewed our cooperation as a factor for stability and peace in our regions and the world.

Friends,

Yesterday, as his first stop after touching Indian soil, Prime Minister Netanyahu joined me at the
re-named Teen Murti Haifa Chowk to pay homage to the memory of the brave Indian soldiers who
laid down their lives a century ago in the Battle of Haifa in Israel.

We are both countries that have never forgotten our history and our heroes. And we deeply
appreciate this gesture by Prime Minister Netanyahu.

As we look to the future of this exciting partnership with Israel, I am filled with hope and optimism.
In Prime Minister Netanyahu, I have a counter-part who is equally committed to taking the India-
Israel relationship to soaring new heights.

Finally, I am delighted to have the chance to be with you, Prime Minister , in my home state,
Gujarat, day after.

There, we will have another opportunity to see the fulfillment of the promise, which our mutual
cooperation holds in diverse areas such as agriculture, technology, and innovation.

I wish Prime Minister Netanyahu, Mrs. Netanyahu and the delegation a memorable stay in India.

Thank you very much. Toda Rabah!

 

*******

AKT/SH/VK
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A fresh start

The visit by Mohamed Asim, foreign minister and special envoy of Maldivian president Abdulla
Yameen, to Delhi, may have cleared some of the bitterness between the two countries that
followed from Yameen’s dash to China last December to sign the Free Trade Agreement. Delhi
saw this as a betrayal of the Maldives’ publicly stated “India First” policy. It is not incidental that
even before the ink on the Maldives-China FTA was dry, the allegedly pro-Yameen ‘Vaguthu’
newspaper in the Maldives described India as its “biggest enemy” and suggested that Male should
find a new best friend in China.

The photograph of Narendra Modi and Asim shaking hands in Delhi framed a few home truths.
First, India cannot take its predominant power in South Asia for granted. Whether it is Nepal,
where the people recently elected the pro-Chinese and moderate Communist, K.P. Oli, to power,
or the Maldives, Delhi’s mandarins must abandon their perceived arrogance towards its smaller
neighbours.

Second, India needs to separate ground reality from its desires — whatever its discomfort with
Yameen, it has to learn to deal with him. Elections are due in the Maldives later this year and Delhi
must realistically assess the pros and cons, including its policy towards exiled former president
Mohamed Nasheed, before taking sides. And third, China is here to stay in the Maldives, as well
as across the rest of South Asia.

In fact, the China-Maldives pact is a perfect example. Not only will it pave the way for a tighter
embrace between Beijing and this tiny Indian Ocean nation, it will also open the Maldives to
Chinese goods and tourists in unprecedented numbers. Yameen had already promised Xi Jinping,
when he visited Male in 2015 — just like Oli had done, when he visited Beijing as PM in 2016 —
that their countries would be an integral link in China’s Belt and Road Initiative, through which Xi
seeks to globally project the power of the Middle Kingdom.

To be sure, the Maldives problem predates Modi. From the time that the UPA 2 refused to support
Nasheed in the 2013 elections, although he had convincingly won the first round, it’s been steadily
downhill. Still, Mohamed Asim’s visit is acknowledgement that both sides have no alternative but
to make amends. Maldives has to learn to deal with India’s proximity, and vice-versa.
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Terms of endearment

US Ambassador Kenneth Juster’s proposal, to have India and the US post “reciprocal military
liaison officers at each other’s combatant commands”, is of great import for both countries. In a
sense, it seems part of the trajectory of growing strategic ties ever since the BJP government
came to power in May 2014.

The two countries signed the foundational military agreement, Logistics Exchange Memorandum
of Agreement (LEMOA), two years ago, and the Barack Obama administration designated India a
Major Defence Partner, hardcoding it into an act of the US Congress. President Donald Trump has
followed suit, not only by making the right noises about India, but also by publicly admonishing and
penalising Pakistan this year. Ambassador Juster’s offer promises to take the element of military
cooperation between the two countries, as a component of the bilateral strategic relationship, to a
new level.

The US, currently, has arrangements for military liaison officers with some of its NATO allies and
close defence partners, including Australia, Canada, Japan, Republic of Korea, Philippines, New
Zealand and Great Britain. Posting liaison officers will mean formalising the robust partnerships
between the two militaries — the Pacific Command of the US defence forces could station these
officers in Indian military headquarters — placing India in the orbit of America’s closest allies.

While India is not averse to a strong partnership with any country, it has been and remains rightly
opposed to any military alliance which could impinge on its strategic flexibility. Dealing with an
assertive China, as evidenced by the large number of Chinese transgressions into Indian territory
in 2017, New Delhi needs space for geo-political maneuvre to secure its interests.

President Trump’s unpredictable pronouncements, his painting of stark oppositions of black and
white, have adversely affected perceptions of America’s reliability as a partner and should make
the Indian government more cautious. Moreover, India is yet to see any benefits of being
designated a Major Defence Partner, with no transfer of American defence technology for making
major military platforms in India actually taking place. It is perhaps for these reasons that India has
refused to discuss the possibility of signing the two other foundational military agreements with the
US.

As disclosed by the Army Chief, General Bipin Rawat, the proposal for posting liaison officers was
being discussed between the two governments but no decision has been taken yet. New Delhi
seeks greater clarity over the role and charter of these officers to understand the value and quality
of information that will be shared between the two militaries.

Even as the current US administration pushes New Delhi to buy more US military platforms —
Trump has made selling defence equipment a part of the official charter of US diplomats — India
sees little progress on economic issues closer to its heart, the H-1B visas for Indian citizens for
example. India and the US are also arrayed on opposite sides in the WTO negotiations. New Delhi
would be fully justified in seeking greater economic concessions from the Trump administration
before considering any military arrangements with the US.
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India says Israel has taken U.N. vote in its stride

Prime Minister Narendra Modi welcoming his Israeli counterpart, Benjamin Netanyahu, and his
wife, Sara, at the forecourt of the Rashtrapati Bhavan on Monday.V. Sudershan  

India’s recent vote at the United Nations General Assembly, opposing U.S. recognition of
Jerusalem as the Israeli capital, did not dent ties as the scope of the bilateral relations is “much
larger” and it could not be determined by just one issue, the External Affairs Ministry said here on
Monday.

Speaking to presspersons, Vijay Gokhale, Secretary in charge of Economic Relations in the
Ministry, said both sides viewed ties “holistically” and they sought an early resumption of peace
talks between Israel and the Palestinians.

“Our side expressed our position on both the status of Jerusalem and Palestine. Both sides
agreed that our relationship is much larger and our relationship is not determined by this [vote],”
Mr. Gokhale said.

The Palestine issue was discussed by the delegations led by Prime Ministers Modi and Netanyahu
and sources said the Israelis were aware that Mr. Modi was likely to visit the West Asian region
soon, which may include a trip to the Palestinian capital of Ramallah. Both sides also discussed
possibilities of resuming the stalled peace talks between the Israel and Palestine.

Peace discussions

“The two Prime Ministers discussed the developments pertaining to the Israeli-Palestinian peace
process. They reaffirmed their support for an early resumption of peace talks between Israelis and
Palestinians for arriving at a comprehensive negotiated solution on all outstanding issues, based
on mutual recognition and effective security arrangements, for establishing a just and durable
peace in the region,” a joint statement released after the bilateral meeting mention- ed.

The Hindu reported earlier that Israeli Ambassador Daniel Carmon had said the talks about India’s
vote at the General Assembly were continuing through bilateral “diplomatic channels”.

Official sources said the discussion on India’s traditional position was held in a frank manner and
both sides agreed that this one issue should not become an impediment given the widespread
convergence of a number of issues in the bilateral relations.

“Israelis understand that there are several factors that determine our position over Palestine,”
another official said.
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India assures Israeli firms of easier environment to do business

Even as Israel on Monday sought the relaunch of the negotiations on the proposed Free Trade
Agreement (FTA) with India to boost ties, New Delhi promised Israeli companies that it would
address their concerns and make it easier for them to do business here.

Speaking at the India-Israel Business Innovation Forum, organised by the industry body CII,
Ramesh Abhishek, Secretary, Department of Industrial Policy and Promotion, said: “I assure you
[that we will] resolve all problems and make things easier and better for Israeli companies to do
business in India.” He said the reform process would continue, so that India could attract
investments from countries including Israel. As part of it, he said, incubators and research parks
were being established, and Israeli companies could take advantage of them.

FTA talks

Ohad Cohen, Trade Commissioner and Director of Foreign Trade Administration, Israel’s Ministry
of Economy, said Israel’s focus, among others, was on exploring the possibility of restarting the
proposed India-Israel FTA talks (on goods) and the operationalisation of the joint research and
development fund created last year. The FTA talks had begun a decade ago and missed the 2014
deadline.

Shraga Brosh, president of the Manufacturers Association of Israel, said Israeli firms were looking
to expand cooperation in India in agriculture, smart cities, clean energy and water management.

Deepak Bagla, Managing Director and CEO, Invest India (the Indian government’s investment
promotion and facilitation agency), said that in the past six months, there had been a 16-fold
increase in enquiries from Israeli firms looking to invest in India.
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After the Spring: the seventh anniversary of the Jasmine Revolution

Tunisians have seized on commemorations of the Jasmine Revolution’s seventh anniversary to
oppose the government’s austerity measures. In a way, the continuing clamour in the North
African state is for a consolidation of the fragile gains from the 2011 revolution that set off the Arab
Spring. In the weeks-long demonstrations, at least one person has been killed and a few hundred
activists detained. The trigger for the unrest is the stringent terms attached to the government’s
recent budget — a precondition for the $2.9 billion loan from the IMF. Lower petrol subsidies and
higher taxes on cars and utilities are among the measures proposed to reduce the fiscal deficit,
currently at 6% of GDP, to 4.9% by the year-end. Further fuelling the anger are the 25% youth
unemployment rate, twice the national average, and persisting disparities among regions. Tourism
has been one of the sectors worst-hit by the political unrest of recent years and the 2015 terrorist
attacks. The government has promised $70 million in aid to support the poorer communities in a
bid to quell the protests. But as the opposition Popular Front has set its sights on the withdrawal of
the budget, there are few signs of the turmoil subsiding anytime soon.

The country-wide opposition and police action have, understandably, led to comparisons with
Tunisia’s 2011 popular uprising that spread across the Arab world. The relatively stable transition
witnessed in Tunis, in contrast with the authoritarian backlash in other countries, saw Tunisia
being hailed as a global model. Perhaps conscious of this, Prime Minister Youssef Chahed has
been cautious, confining his criticism to the violence behind the opposition rather than the
expression of dissent per se against the fiscal reforms. But he would have to show demonstrable
progress in implementing democratic reforms to restore confidence in the government’s ability to
deal with the discontentment. Of particular concern is a 2015 security law that has been revived
following the recent death of a police official. Civil society groups are apprehensive that the
measure is intended to grant immunity to the police and the military, as well as to penalise critics.
Another controversial law passed in September to grant amnesty to officials charged with
corruption allegedly committed during the nearly 25-year rule of Tunisia’s ousted dictator Zine El
Abidine Ben Ali is being challenged by some parliamentarians. In recent years, the IMF has
seemed more alive to the macroeconomic issues confronting developing countries, even as it has
administered the usual recipe of structural reforms. Tunis could do with international support to
prevent the country from slipping into the kind of chaos and uncertainty that has gripped the rest of
the region. European Union nations in particular have an interest in promoting political and
economic stability, in the light of migrant outflows from North Africa to the continent. Above all, the
leadership in Tunisia could do more to reclaim popular trust.
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Rohingya refugees to return in 2 years

Bangladesh and Myanmar have agreed to repatriate 650,000 Rohingya refugees, who fled
Myanmar’s crisis-hit Rakhine province, in two years, according to an agreement signed between
the two countries.

The countries held the first meeting of a joint working group on the issue in Naypyidaw on Monday
and Tuesday where the deal was signed, according to Bangladeshi officials.

Under the deal, Bangladesh would establish five transit camps from which returnees would be
received initially in two reception centres on the Myanmar side. Myanmar would shelter them in a
temporary accommodation at the Hla Pho Khung and expeditiously rebuild the houses for the
returnees to move in. According to the arrangement, Myanmar would consider resettling the
displaced people staying at the zero line on a priority basis and reiterated its commitment to the
stop outflow of its residents to Bangladesh.

The two countries also finalised the “form” for verification of the returnees. Modalities for
repatriation of orphans and children born out of unwarranted incidents have been incorporated in
the arrangement.

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



crackIAS.com
cr

ac
kIA

S.co
m

www.thehindu.com 2018-01-17

Israel’s Watergen, Tata Projects ally to offer water solutions

Watergen, an Israeli drinking water solutions firm, and Hyderabad-based Tata Projects have
agreed to an MoU that seeks to address India’s drinking water challenge and envisages domestic
manufacture of Watergen units.

Mutual entity

Creating a mutual entity to manage local operations and manufacture Watergen units in India,
something that will generate jobs and “fuel economic growth... as well as deploy water grid chain
across the country,” is a part of the MoU, Tata Projects said in a release. The MoU, signed in New
Delhi on Monday as part of Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s visit, will help solve
India’s drinking water challenge by providing safe, clean and cost-efficient drinking water, it said.

Observing that Watergen offered low-cost, energy efficient, clean and safe drinking “water from
the air”, Tata Projects said the firm’s large scale atmospheric water generators can produce up to
6,000 litres of water from air every day. The medium scale AWG unit produces up to 600 litres.

A pilot programme is to be conducted to utilise the mid-size GEN-350G unit. Watergen had set up
the unit in New Delhi’s Connaught Place last year. Watergen’s president Michael Mirilashvili had
detailed the firm’s plan to solve India’s water crisis within four to five years to Prime Minister
Narendra Modi at the Global Entrepreneurship Summit in Hyderabad last year. Since then, Indian
officials had been working with Watergen to realise this vision.

Tata Projects COO (Quality Service and Water Division) Tenny Cherian said, “As part of our water
business unit, which is run as a social business initiative, we are happy to bring this innovative
technology to India.”
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Business above politics

Two quick prime ministerial visits between India and Israel during the last few months complete
the normalisation of bilateral relations that began in 1992. This is a good moment for India to end
its excessive politicisation of the relations with Israel.

When he visited Israel nearly two decades ago, the then external affairs minister, Jaswant Singh,
had expressed public regret that Delhi’s Israel policy was a prisoner of India’s “vote-bank” politics.

Singh was, of course, making the familiar argument that India’s hesitations on Israel were about
the Congress’s political “appeasement” of the nation’s Muslim minority. Now many critics of the
BJP return the compliment by suggesting that Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s warmth towards
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu is about “injecting Hindutva” into India’s foreign policy.

Domestic politics can never be eliminated entirely from the conduct of any nation’s foreign policy.
But there is no escaping that internal considerations have had a debilitating affect on India’s
engagement with West Asia. The sources of this distorting influence are deep and go back to the
pre-independence period.

The collapse of the Ottoman Empire for example had a traumatic impact on the Subcontinent’s
Muslims at the beginning of the 20th century. As the leading force of the national movement, the
Indian National Congress struggled to cope with the consequences. The Partition made matters
worse. Pakistan’s claim to represent all the Muslims in the Subcontinent generated pressures of its
own in India’s regional policy engagement and led to an occasional disaster like the attempt to join
an organisation of Islamic countries in 1969.

Jawaharlal Nehru was quick to extend diplomatic recognition to Israel when it was founded in
1948. However, more than four decades elapsed before Delhi established full diplomatic ties with
Israel in 1992. Although India has stepped up cooperation with Israel since then, it remained
hesitant about political engagement at the highest level.

The only exception came when Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee hosted the Israeli premier,
Ariel Sharon, in 2003. With reciprocal visits of Modi and Netanyahu to mark the 25th anniversary
of establishing diplomatic relations now behind us, Delhi must focus on the economic dimension of
India’s engagement with Israel. On the political front, Delhi fortunately has good relations with all
the key regional actors in West Asia.

India’s unmet challenge in the region is about realising the full potential of commercial cooperation
with countries ranging from Israel to Iran and Turkey to the UAE. The slim economic pickings from
Netanyahu’s visit underline the urgent imperative of moving from the political to the commercial in
West Asia.
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The hesitations of history

“Swagat hai mere dost! Why did it take so long? We have been waiting for you for 70 years,”
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu told Narendra Modi when the latter visited Israel in July last
year. Netanyahu was right. It took 70 years after Independence for an Indian prime minister to set
foot on Israel, and 25 years after India became the last major country to establish full diplomatic
ties with that country in 1992.

On their part, Israelis have always shown enormous interest in this relationship. Ezer Weizman,
the then President of Israel, visited India in 1997. Ariel Sharon, as prime minister, came to India in
September 2003. Several ministerial-level visits began happening from both sides. Modi too
visited Israel in 2006 as chief minister of Gujarat. He introduced several Israeli technologies in
areas like water management and agriculture in Gujarat.

Finally, as PM, Modi didn’t disappoint the Israelis. He became the first Indian prime minister to visit
Israel, ending a seven-decade embargo. As prime ministers, Modi and Netanyahu met first at New
York in 2014. It is worth recalling that history.

Prime Minister Modi’s maiden United Nations speech happened on September 17, 2014. He was
scheduled to leave the US on September 29. Netanyahu was to speak on September 30. Under
normal circumstances, a meeting between the two would not have been possible. But the two
leaders had shown not only a strong desire to meet, but also a willingness to overrule their
respective diplomatic establishments, ever-ready with precedents and protocols. That finally led to
their meeting on September 28.

For Netanyahu, it meant advancing his US visit by 48 hours. He arrived in New York on that
afternoon. For Modi, it was a break from the established convention, that whenever the Indian
leadership meets with their Israeli counterparts, they should necessarily balance it with a meeting
with the Palestine authorities. President Mahmoud Abbas of Palestine had delivered his speech at
the UN on September 26 and returned. No meeting between him and Modi was possible. Going by
convention, the Indian foreign ministry had even informed the Israeli side that the Modi-Netanyahu
meeting wouldn’t be possible. It was PM Modi who overruled his mandarins and went ahead with
the meeting.

In fact, when this departure from the established convention was happening, none of us pushing
for it had any idea that it would result in a major policy shift, popularly known as de-hyphenation.

De-hyphenation doesn’t mean the exclusion of any country. On the contrary, it helps in
establishing ties with nations on strong bilateral foundations. Our ties with Palestine will be guided
by bilateral interests, not to be influenced by our relations with any third country, including Israel.
PM Modi will embark on a stand alone visit to Palestine too, at an appropriate time.

By saying “we are waiting for 70 years”, Netanyahu drove home a very profound point. India and
Israel have several things in common that should have made them natural friends. Both were
former British colonies. Both had to endure a civil war-like situation as soon as they became
independent — Israelis with Palestinians and Indians with Pakistanis. Both had risen as
democratic nations in an undemocratic neighbourhood. Also, both have been the perpetual victims
of Islamic terrorism. Yet, India adopted a hostile attitude towards Israel from the beginning. We
had voted against its entry into the UN in 1949, refused full diplomatic ties, and always supported
Palestine at the UN.

Nehru’s romantic foreign policy, of which anti-Zionism is an integral part, was largely responsible
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for this attitude. All that the Zionist movement, under Theodor Herzl, wanted was: “Let them give
us sovereignty over a piece of land on the earth’s surface, just sufficient for the needs of our
people.”

It is surprising that the Indian leadership, which was willingly granting a large piece of its territory
for the creation of Pakistan, would come to oppose this “collective longing” of the Jews, as Shimon
Peres calls it in his book No Room for Small Dreams. Even Mahatma Gandhi would insist:
“Palestine belongs to the Arabs in the same sense that England belongs to the English or France
to the French. It is wrong and inhuman to impose the Jews on the Arabs.”

Seventy years hence, history has done a U-turn. In Jerusalem, Modi by his side, Netanyahu
declared: “We are very excited by the prospects of greater and greater ties with India. We think the
sky’s the limit”, adding that “We are two old peoples, some of the oldest in the nations on earth but
we are also two democracies; we’re proud of our rich traditions but we’re also eager to seize the
future.”

India has a great future to seize. And great lessons to learn. Israel is a country that paid a heavy
price for its freedom, knows the value of it and hence guards it zealously. Amos Oz narrates in
Exodus how thousands of youths had sacrificed their lives fighting, with a meagre war ration of “a
piece of bread, a cup of tea, thrice a day”. Most importantly, in Israel, we are dealing with a nation
of eternal optimists. “If you come across an expert who says ‘impossible’, look for another expert,”
the founding father of the Jewish nation, David Ben-Gurion used to say.
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PM Modi, Israeli PM Netanyahu dedicate iCreate to the nation
Prime Minister's Office

PM Modi, Israeli PM Netanyahu dedicate iCreate to the nation

Posted On: 17 JAN 2018 4:41PM by PIB Delhi

Prime Minister Modi and Israeli Prime Minister Netanyahu today dedicated to the nation, the
iCREATE facility located on the outskirts of Ahmedabad. iCreate is an independent Centre created
with the objective of facilitating entrepreneurship through a blend of creativity, innovation,
engineering, product design and leveraging emerging technologies to deal with major issues such
as food security, water, connectivity, cybersecurity, IT and electronics, energy, bio-medical
equipment and devices etc. iCreate aims to develop an ecosystem in India to generate quality
entrepreneurs.

The two leaders visited various stalls that highlighted technologies and innovations across diverse
fields.

Addressing the gathering, the Prime Minister said that innovation has a key role to play in bringing
the people of India and Israel, closer to each other. He said the entire world has taken note of the
technological prowess and creativity of Israel.

He said the youth of India has energy and enthusiasm. What the youth needs is a bit of
encouragement and institutional support, he added.

The Prime Minister said that the Government is working to make the entire system innovation-
friendly, so that intent can generate ideas; ideas lead to innovation; and innovation helps create a
New India.

He said that the first pre-requisite of success is courage. He congratulated the courageous youth
who are engaged in innovative activities at iCreate.

Quoting Kalidasa, the Prime Minister touched upon the dilemma between convention and
innovation. He urged the youth of India to innovate to overcome the challenges facing the nation
today, and to improve the quality of life of the common man at lowest possible cost.

The Prime Minister spoke of cooperation between India and Israel for innovation in areas such as
food, water, health and energy. He said this cooperation between the two countries would write a
new chapter in the history of mankind in the 21st century. 
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Israel pushes for free trade

The Israeli government is pushing for a free trade agreement (FTA) with India to boost trade and
investments. Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, who was here to address the Israel-India
Business Summit, said lower tax rates and removal of excessive regulations would help the
private businesses to prosper.

“Free trade agreement is an important economic agreement in various areas and it helps in
reducing tariffs, non-tariff barriers.

“Our FTA negotiations with India are on and both the sides are moving fast. This is what we are
going to focus and this is the very clear message from the Israeli PM and PM Modi that how we
make it,” Ohad Cohen, Trade Commissioner of Israel, told business leaders of both countries.

Israel has FTA with the U.S., E.U., Turkey, Brazil, Canada and Mexico and many with Asian
countries.

The bilateral trade with Israel increased to $5 billion FY17 from $4.9 billion FY16.

Mr. Netanyahu met Indian business leaders over a power breakfast and discussed the potential of
business ties. “We gave oxygen to the private sector. What is oxygen? Oxygen is lower tax rate,
simple taxes, easy taxes. We did that by lowering our tax rates and there is no excessive
regulation. We have changed the face of Israel economy to business friendly. When I spoke to
Prime Minister Modi, I saw that he was doing exactly that. He is up to the task, he understands
innovation and the need to simplify,” he said.

Terming the India-Israel relationship as one “made in heaven”, he said that it rested on shared
values of love for humanity, democracy and freedom.

Addressing the India Israel Business Summit, he asked business leaders to focus on innovation
and invited Indian businesses to invest in Israel.

The breakfast meet was attended by Ajay Piramal, Rahul Bajaj, Adi Godrej, Harsh Goenka, Anand
Mahindra, Dilip Shanghvi, Ashok Hinduja, Atul Punj and Chanda Kochhar.
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Time for clarity: on Doklam stand-off

Five months after the government claimed the victory of “quiet diplomacy” to bring the 73-day
stand-off between Indian and Chinese troops at Doklam to an end, the contours of the actual
agreement and events that have followed remain a mystery. On August 28, the Centre had issued
a statement on a mutual decision for Indian and Chinese troops to disengage and withdraw from
the part of the Doklam plateau disputed between China and Bhutan that had been the scene of the
stand-off. A second statement from the Ministry of External Affairs the same day said the
verification of the disengagement by both sides from the “face-off” point, which included the
withdrawal of troops, road construction equipment and tents, was “almost complete”. However,
last week the Army chief, General Bipin Rawat, said Chinese troops are in parts of Doklam they
had hitherto not manned, and while the People’s Liberation Army infrastructure development was
“temporary” in nature, “tents remain, observation posts remain” in the disputed area. The MEA,
which had maintained that there was “no change” in the status quo, also appeared to shift position,
saying that New Delhi was using “established mechanisms” to resolve misunderstandings over the
Doklam issue. While discretion and quiet negotiations are useful, especially when sensitive
matters along the India-China Line of Actual Control are being discussed, such divergence in
public statements also fuels speculation that something deeper and more troubling exists on the
ground. The government must verify if satellite photographs showing much more permanent
infrastructure in north Doklam, not far from Indian posts, that are the subject of reports in the
media, are accurate and whether they pose a new threat to India.

Roiling matters further are the broader statements made in New Delhi last week. Speaking at the
MEA’s annual Raisina Dialogue, Foreign Secretary S. Jaishankar put China’s rise first on a list of
“major disruptors” in the region. General Rawat said that the “time has come” for India to “shift
focus” from its western border with Pakistan to its northern border with China. This is bound to
raise eyebrows given that the boundary with Pakistan has seen heavy shelling and rising military
and civilian casualties in the past year. Similarly, Beijing’s latest belligerent statements that all of
Doklam belongs to China and is under its “effective jurisdiction” could be indicators that the
agreement announced in August is unravelling. If so, a Doklam-style troop build-up in the future
must be avoided at all costs. It is imperative that the government proceed with caution in step and
consistency in statement, and drop the ambiguity it has embraced since the Doklam stand-off
began in June.
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Natural Partners

2018 has started with good news for Europe. Growth is picking up in the Eurozone.
Unemployment is at its lowest in the past nine years. This points in the direction of a promising
economic outlook for the European Union.
The challenges that the EU has faced recently have also been a driver for greater integration.
Much has been done over the last few years to consolidate the Eurozone, protect our borders,
fight against terrorism and build European defences. We need to protect our citizens, given a more
unstable global environment.

The Franco-German motor, as we call it, has always been instrumental in moving the EU forward.
On this very special day for France and Germany, when they celebrate the signing of the Elysée
Treaty, Chancellor Angela Merkel and President Emmanuel Macron have expressed renewed
ambitions for Europe to adapt it to today’s challenges in a rapidly-evolving world. One hundred
years after the end of the First World War and almost 70 years after the beginning of the Second
World War that shattered our nations, this is an obligation. We will also never forget the sacrifices
made by valorous Indian soldiers in these conflicts.

Many of these challenges are common to India, for they are those of a globalised world: Climate
change and terrorism know no borders. Fortunately, challenges are not the only commonality
between India and Europe; both share the same basic principles and values. Both believe in
multilateralism, cooperation and a rules-based international order rather than the unilateral use of
force and coercion. Both believe democracy, human rights and the rule of law to be the best
means to secure freedom and prosperity for our peoples. We are natural partners.

The partnership between the EU and India is as old as the EU itself. Today, the EU is India’s
largest trading partner and investor — and this will not change after Brexit. European companies
are actively involved in India, working hand-in-hand with Indian companies, contributing to shaping
a new India by creating employment, sharing technical know-how and opening research and
innovation centres in this country. Reciprocally, highly-qualified Indian workers have been
contributing to the European economy for decades. Indian investment flows towards Europe are
also strong. In these disruptive times, the EU remains open to Indian talent and enterprise.
Together, we are formulating innovative solutions for the 21st century in the fields of smart cities,
renewable energy and clean transportation.

What is lesser known, but no less important, is the growing significance of the EU-India security
partnership for today’s world. For France and Germany, India has been a trusted security partner
for many years. Based on this decades-old experience, we are convinced that the partnership
between India and the EU as a whole, has great potential as the EU has gradually but surely
emerged as a strategic actor on the global scene. Regular exchanges of views are already taking
place between Indian and European officials on a large number of foreign policy and security
issues. Let us take this partnership further and promote concrete cooperation in areas such as
counter-terrorism, the Indian Ocean and cybersecurity.

In 2018, let us take our security partnership to yet more ambitious levels.
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U.S. violated our sovereignty: China

Beijing asserts sovereignty over almost all of the South China Sea. A file photo of a section of the
region.AP  

Beijing on Saturday said it had dispatched a warship to drive away a U.S. missile destroyer which
had “violated” its sovereignty by sailing close to a shoal in the disputed South China Sea.

The USS Hopper sailed within 12 nautical miles of Huangyan Island on the night of January 17
without alerting Beijing, the Foreign Ministry said, referring to the shoal by its Chinese name.

‘Safety under threat’

Also known as Scarborough Shoal, the ring of reefs lies about 230 km (140 miles) from the
Philippines in the South China Sea, where Beijing’s claims are hotly contested by other nations.

The U.S. vessel “violated China’s sovereignty and security interests”, and put the safety of nearby
Chinese vessels “under grave threat”, Foreign Ministry spokesperson Lu Kang said.

China’s Defence Ministry said in a separate statement that a Chinese frigate “immediately took
actions to identify and verify the U.S. ship and drove it away by warning” it.

The USS Hopper recently entered the U.S. Navy’s 7th Fleet area of operations, where the ship is
on an “independent deployment”, according to a statement released earlier this month on the
Navy’s website.

Ship’s mission

Its mission in Asia involves “security cooperation, building partner capacity, and performing routine
operations within the area”.

News of the encounter follows Friday’s release of a new U.S. national defence strategy that says
America is facing “growing threats” from China and Russia.

China is a “strategic competitor using predatory economics to intimidate its neighbours while
militarizing features in the South China Sea”, the document says.

China’s Defence Ministry dismissed these claims on Saturday, saying “the situation in the South
China Sea has steadily stabilised,” in comments attributed to spokesperson Wu Qian.

But it added, “the United States has repeatedly sent warships illegally into the adjacent waters of
the South China Sea islands and reefs.”

Beijing asserts sovereignty over almost all of the resource-rich South China Sea despite rival
claims from Southeast Asian neighbours and has rapidly built reefs into artificial islands capable of
hosting military planes.

China seized Scarborough Shoal in 2012 after a brief standoff with the Philippine navy. The shoal
is also claimed by Taiwan.
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Signs of a geopolitical whirlwind: US-Pakistan ties and what it means for India

With a New Year tweet from his handle accusing Pakistan of “lies & deceit” in return for “33 billion
dollars in aid over the last 15 years”, U.S. President Donald Trump ‘appears’ to be radically
resetting his administration’s Pakistan policy, with implications for the rest of South Asia. To be
sure, this is unlikely to have the gravity or determination of the post-9/11 threat from the American
administration which at the time made it clear to Pakistan that if it didn’t cooperate with the U.S. in
the war on terror, it would bomb Pakistan “back to the stone age”. The threat did work for some
time.

A less worrisome interpretation of Mr. Trump’s outrage would be that it is a clever ploy to gain
more leverage in a region where the U.S. is seemingly losing ground. It is steadily losing its
Afghan war, losing ground to China in the region, and China is increasingly interested in politically
managing the potential outcomes of the Afghan war. And Islamabad so far is seen to have had the
best of both worlds — being China’s closest ally, while remaining a non-NATO ally of the U.S. In
that interpretation, Mr. Trump decided to end the party for Pakistan on January 1, till of course
Pakistan agrees to deliver on American concerns regarding China and Afghanistan. Yet, another
way of reading this would be that it’s an empty threat on which Mr. Trump’s officials will eventually
soft-pedal.

So how is Islamabad likely to deal with an apparently belligerent Trump administration? Will it fall
in line or decline to act against the Taliban and the Haqqani network, widely considered to be
Pakistan’s proxies in Afghanistan? Any tightening of the noose around the Taliban is likely to be
viewed by the Pakistan army as a strategic blunder, the implications of which would outlast the
irresolute U.S. commitment in Afghanistan. So the reasoning likely to be, why not wait out Mr.
Trump’s occasional rage?

The U.S. may also have ill-timed its outrage. Caving into U.S. demands would have grave
implications for the much-weakened civilian government in Islamabad, especially when all eyes
are on the general elections later this year. The government, then, is likely to brave Mr. Trump’s
wrath, or smooth-talk its way out. The response from Islamabad has so far been verbal, with
threats of suspending military and intelligence cooperation with Washington. However, it should be
noted that American aid and reimbursements (for expenses incurred by Pakistan in the war on
terror) have been declining over the past several years. If so, the impact of the U.S. withholding
aid may not be exceptionally damaging for Pakistan. That said, it would be instructive to watch
what role Beijing would play in this war of nerves between its strategic adversary and closest ally.

Notwithstanding how Pakistan responds to the U.S., the latter’s strong-arm policies have
implications for South Asia. For one, this would considerably diminish Pakistan’s ability to run with
the hare and hunt with the hounds: being China’s closest strategic partner while remaining a key
U.S. ally in the region even as China and the U.S. inch towards a Cold War of sorts. Pakistan has
been steadily moving towards China from the American camp: this will now be a far quicker shift.

Second, as a direct consequence of these moves and counter-moves, there would emerge a far
severe geopolitical competition in the region, the sharpest since the end of the Cold War. Southern
Asia’s regional geopolitics would be reshaped along several disconcerting fault-lines. The
emerging China-Pakistan-Russia axis is set to play a dominant role in the regional geopolitical
order. All three members of this axis have scores to settle with the U.S. The role of Iran — which
also has hostile relations with the U.S. even as it maintains a crucial strategic partnership with
New Delhi — in this grouping would be interesting to watch. And what would it mean for India-
Russia relations? Is it the beginning of the end of the special relationship between the two
countries, signs of which are already apparent? Moreover, the closer India gets to the U.S., the
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more each of these countries would display their discomfort towards India.

The emerging counter-pole is to be led by the U.S., with India and Japan on board, and the
increasingly cautious Western powers taking a rather subdued interest. However, given the rise of
China and the retreat of the U.S., current American allies are likely to hedge their bets. The one
U.S. ally that has immense influence in Pakistan is Saudi Arabia with which India also maintains a
close relationship. The question then is two-fold: Will the Americans choose to use Riyadh to put
pressure on Islamabad, and will the Saudis want to do that at a time when China-Saudi relations
are on the uptick? Many of these compelling scenarios will play out in various ways in the days
ahead.

Implications of the U.S.-Pakistan rift may not be as straightforward as they might seem. Even
though the American rhetoric against Pakistan is viewed highly favourably in India, the freezing of
U.S.-Pakistan relations could potentially have negative implications for the country, certainly in the
medium to long term. For one, this will mean the end of the indirect influence (through the U.S.)
that India has traditionally managed to exert on Pakistan, especially on terror-related issues.
Second, the ever-strong China-Pakistan ties, without the balancing effect of the U.S. in the region,
could push India further to the wall. Finally, what happens should there be an India-Pakistan crisis
like the Kargil conflict of 1999? For one, American ‘absence’ would embolden Chinese
manoeuvres against India, and more so, China will be a far less pro-India broker than Washington
ever was.

Reluctant India will be prodded to make a choice: either to remain unallied and safeguard its
strategic autonomy or walk with the U.S. While New Delhi’s best bet would be to deal with
Washington without closing its doors to Moscow or Beijing, such fine balancing would require a
great deal of diplomatic acumen, strategic foresight and long-term thinking. Moreover, choosing
sides while physically located in the middle of a geopolitical whirlwind is no easy task. Such a
crucial choice needs to factor in economic relations, defence partnerships, and most of all
geographic realities.

In any case, New Delhi should also closely consider the real intent behind Washington’s ire at
Islamabad: it’s the Pakistani Taliban and the Haqqani network the Americans are after, not so
much India-centric terror groups. When put under intense international pressure and American ire,
Pakistan has managed to weather the storm in the past. Whether it will be able to do so this time
is anyone’s guess. But one thing is clear; if Pakistan can deliver on these fronts, its relations with
the U.S. will improve. It is also important to note that even though the relations between the two
countries were deteriorating in the recent past, the out-of-the-blue statements from Mr. Trump may
not be adequately thought-out; hence the possibility that the U.S. establishment, with long-term
interests in Pakistan, might soft-peddle its President’s angry outbursts. Put differently, New Delhi
should view it as a clash between Pakistani and American geopolitical interests, and not get
involved itself. To its credit, then, the response from New Delhi has been guided by ‘cautious
optimism’.

A sharper geopolitical competition in the region could also adversely impact the overall sub-
systemic stability in the region: when hard-nosed geopolitics takes over, focus on infrastructure
development, market access, development of regional organisations, and regional conflict
resolution mechanisms is bound to suffer. And that’s precisely what India needs to carefully
consider; for unlike both China and the U.S., India is deeply invested in stability in South Asia.

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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On a new keel: Netanyahu's visit to India

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s visit to India this week was the final step in the
process of fully normalising the bilateral relationship. That process began in 1992 when India
established diplomatic ties with Israel, with major milestones in 2003 when Ariel Sharon became
the first Israeli Prime Minister to visit India, in 2015 when President Pranab Mukherjee visited
Israel, and in 2017 when Narendra Modi became the first Indian Prime Minister to visit Israel. With
Mr. Netanyahu’s six-day visit, the focus is now on the future, and their joint statement drew a 25-
year timeline in which to realise the potential of the strategic partnership. The close personal
equation between the two leaders was evident throughout the visit, with Mr. Modi hosting Mr. and
Ms. Netanyahu in Gujarat, where they flew kites and took part in a roadshow. Mr. Netanyahu also
made the traditional trip to the Taj Mahal, and a symbolic journey to Mumbai’s Chabad House, one
of the sites of the 26/11 terror attacks where Israeli citizens were among those killed. On business,
Mr. Modi welcomed Israeli partnership in Indian manufacturing, pointing to the winning
combination of an India that has “size and scale” and an Israel that has “sharpness and edge”. Mr.
Netanyahu’s case, made at a speech inaugurating the Foreign Ministry’s annual Raisina Dialogue,
was that the two countries have a “natural partnership” and a “natural friendship” that also caters
to their need for hard power.

With a relationship that is more open, India has also decided to have a more honest conversation
with Israel on the peace process. While the Modi-Netanyahu meeting in July 2017 had practically
brushed aside the Israel-Palestine peace process, the joint statement issued on Monday in New
Delhi “reaffirmed their support for an early resumption of peace talks between Israelis and
Palestinians”. This indicates that the two Prime Ministers had a deeper conversation on the issue
this time, including India’s vote at the UN against the decision of the United States to recognise
Jerusalem as Israel’s capital. Mr. Modi is expected to visit Ramallah as well as meet Jordan’s King
Abdullah II, who as the custodian of the holy sites in Jerusalem is leading peace efforts in the Arab
world, and is due in New Delhi shortly. This would take forward India’s commitment to assisting in
finding a just solution for the conflict. It will require using the leverage India has built over the
decades among Israelis and Palestinians in order to join global and regional powers in pushing
them back to the negotiating table. It will also involve challenging Mr. Netanyahu’s contention that
struck a jarring note in his otherwise successful visit. He said: “The weak don’t survive. The strong
survive. You make peace with the strong. You ally with the strong.” India must stick to its strategy
of strengthening ties with Israel without damaging its commitment to the West Asian peace
process, and build its friendships and alignments in a way that goes beyond an appraisal of
strengths and weaknesses.
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Less nationalism, more connectivity: ASEAN leader

Motto is integration:Chutintorn Sam Gongsakdi.V.V. Krishnan  

Connectivity projects can grow in the region only if there is a “political atmosphere”, and
“nationalist rhetoric” is reduced, Chutintorn Sam Gongsakdi, Thailand’s Ambassador to India and a
key official convening the ASEAN-India summit this week here, says in reference to the challenges
of free trade negotiations, border trade logistics and the infrastructure in the northeastern States.

“Connectivity is important, but we are also at a point across the region when nationalism and
populism are on the rise. To have connectivity work to its full potential, it is necessary to dial down
the nationalistic rhetoric,” Mr. Gongsakdi told The Hindu in an interview ahead of the summit,
which will see all 10 leaders of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations assemble in Delhi for
the 25-year commemorative summit on January 25 and as chief guests of the Republic Day
parade.

On Monday, an ASEAN-India Business and Investment Meet and Expo brought Trade and
Economy Ministers along with business delegations from ASEAN including Myanmar, Thailand,
Cambodia, Singapore, Indonesia, Laos, Vietnam, Malaysia, Brunei and the Philippines. Several
officials will travel to Assam and other northeastern States to inspect the possibilities for industry
and trade, which would connect to Southeast Asia through projects in the pipeline like the India-
Myanmar-Thailand trilateral highway and the Kaladan multi-modal transport corridor expected to
be completed in the next few years.

However, Mr. Gongsakdi warned that unless India and ASEAN work out their reservations on free
trade, including the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP) agreement, they
would not benefit from the infrastructure.

Looking at the long term

“Building of roads, that just needs engineering and money. But the other part, convincing all the
parties that there will be more costs is the difficult one. In the end, regional integration and
liberalisation can be good for your country, and make the leadership more popular, but people
need to have patience to see the long-term benefits,” he said.

India’s worry

Over the past few years, the RCEP negotiations have floundered largely over Indian concerns on
unfettered Chinese entry into Indian markets through free trade with the ASEAN countries.

Countries in the negotiations, which also include Australia, New Zealand, China, Japan and South
Korea, besides those of ASEAN and India, are now calling for a hard deadline to end talks by the
end of 2018.

The failure to forge an agreement could also cost bilateral trade between ASEAN countries and
India, which is at present $76 billion, well short of a projected $200 billion, and is likely to be a
major issue for discussion during the Summit on Thursday.

“We have to find a solution to India’s concerns about [the RCEP opening the door for] China trade
as well ... we have to stop the lip service to ASEAN India ties and actually negotiate this through,”
Mr. Gongsakdi said.
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Maritime security, terrorism and cybersecurity will be highlighted in the joint statement, along with
the “3Cs” of commerce, connectivity and culture, officials said.
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Locked down — on U.S. shutdown

Last week, the 19th federal government shutdown in U.S. history went into force. If previous
occasions are any indication, this shutdown will also lead to the furlough of many hundreds of
thousands of government workers, closure of national parks with a potential loss of hundreds of
millions of dollars in revenue, and a possible overall macroeconomic cost of several billions of
dollars in terms of productivity loss associated with the cessation of multiple public services. This
encore is entirely preventable and the seismic payment default can be traced back to one
inescapable reality in Washington: congressional dysfunction stemming from bitterly partisan
politicking. A federal shutdown occurs when lawmakers fail to agree on a spending bill, and cannot
even sign off on a stopgap funding measure that might keep the government machinery humming
for a few more months. In this case, the bill in question would have helped tide over a looming
fiscal gap at least until the middle of February. Yet that did not happen, because Republicans
refused to compromise on a hardline approach on immigration policy, specifically on Deferred
Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA), the Obama-era clemency policy for foreign-born children of
U.S.-based undocumented workers. That policy was ended in September 2017 when President
Donald Trump revoked his predecessor’s executive order to protect these children, the so-called
DREAMers, from deportation. This apparently rattled Democratic lawmakers to the point where
they were willing to make a stopgap budget deal, contingent on Congress agreeing to legislation to
shield nearly 700,000 of these law-abiding youngsters from removal.

With dark clouds on Capitol Hill overshadowing the first anniversary of Mr. Trump’s presidency, he
has reiterated his call for strong border security and a crackdown on “illegal immigrants”.
Interestingly, a recent CNN poll suggested 84% of Americans want DACA extended. But a
government shutdown is likely to cut both ways, hurting the prospects of those on both sides of the
aisle seeking re-election in the November 2018 mid-term election. Voters may well consider
Democrats to be obstructionist, or as putting undocumented workers ahead of national security.
And Republicans may lose votes for failing to keep the government working despite controlling the
Senate, House of Representatives and the White House. Regardless of who wins in that election,
the debate on immigration reform will continue. Too much is at stake for not only the nearly 11.3
million undocumented workers but also the nearly 1.5 million temporary foreign workers, among
whom are 500,000 to 700,000 H-1B visa holders, the majority of them from India. For, when
Congress finally transcends its partisan biases and legislates a comprehensive immigration reform
package, it will likely introduce a revised policy for each of the visa categories.
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Raja Mandala: Reviving an old friendship

The collective presence of the leaders from the 10-member Association of South East Asian
Nations makes this year’s Republic Day celebrations very special. Delhi’s invitation to them
signals India’s strong diplomatic commitment to boosting ties with the ASEAN. And the
acceptance of the invitation by the ASEAN leaders underlines the regional forum’s abiding
enthusiasm for India.

The special moment in India’s relations with South East Asia comes amidst the growing pressures
on the regional forum to safeguard its strategic coherence. A historic power shift in Asia marked by
China’s dramatic rise and widespread questions about the future of the US’s role in the region has
generated considerable geopolitical turbulence. India’s slow but certain emergence as a regional
power has raised expectations in the ASEAN that Delhi will contribute to the building of a stable
economic and political balance of power system in the region. Delhi must now rise to the occasion
and extend unflinching solidarity with the ASEAN that has been so instrumental in promoting
peace and prosperity in South East Asia over the last five decades.

The idea of solidarity with South East Asia was the theme at the very first Republic Day in 1950.
The special guest then was Sukarno, the charismatic leader of newly liberated Indonesia. Sukarno
was Jawharlal Nehru’s partner in Asia’s anti-colonial project and later in founding the Non-Aligned
Movement. In convening the first Asian Relations Conference in Delhi a few months before
Independence, Nehru underlined new India’s determination to promote Asian unity. Nehru was
clear that Delhi must play a critical role in building a new order in Asia.

One strand of that vision was early decolonisation of Asia. If the armies of undivided India helped
liberate South East Asia from Japanese occupation, Nehru led the region’s resistance to the return
of European powers to their former colonial possessions. Security cooperation with the newly
independent nations of the region emerged as one of the important elements of independent
India’s Asian policy. When Burma’s government led by U Nu was threatened by an insurrection led
by communists and ethnic rebels in 1949, Nehru organised diplomatic, financial and military
support for Rangoon. He also extended similar support for Jakarta in consolidating its internal
security.

Nehru also responded to requests from Burma and Indonesia for formal security cooperation
agreements by signing peace and friendship treaties with them in 1951. Rangoon and Jakarta also
signed a similar treaty between themselves. With Indonesia, India followed up with separate
agreements for military cooperation between their respective armies, navies and air forces. The
focus was on high-level military exchanges, cross-attachment of officers, training, supply of
equipment, and the grant of Indian loans to facilitate this.

In the 1950s, the three countries also became the most vocal proponents of Asian identity in the
early-1950s. As champions of non-alignment, India, Indonesia and Burma opposed the emerging
military blocs in the East and the West. But the leaders of the three countries understood the
importance of greater security cooperation among themselves. It was only later that the idea of
non-alignment acquired a doctrinaire turn in India and led to a form of military isolationism.

This interesting story about political and security cooperation between the three countries,
however, begins to fade in the 1960s as multiple differences cooled the special relations between
them. More broadly, India turned away from the region just as it began to integrate itself under the
banner of the ASEAN.

This policy was reversed only in the early 1990s, when India returned to the region with its “Look
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East Policy”. Along with economic integration and physical connectivity, security cooperation
became a part of India’s agenda in South East Asia. Eager to develop stronger defence and
security ties with India, the ASEAN welcomed Delhi into the various regional forums for security
cooperation including the East Asia Summit and the biennial defence ministers conclave. Although
India’s security engagement with the region has expanded significantly in recent years, it remains
tentative and way below potential. Addressing that must be one of the top priorities for the
discussion between Prime Minister Narendra Modi and the ASEAN leaders this week.

In the 1950s, Nehru saw the importance of India lending security support for South East Asia and
could respond quickly to the demands from the region. Although Delhi’s declaratory commitment
to security cooperation with the ASEAN has grown under the Look East and Act East policies, and
its military capabilities have become considerable, the Indian defence establishment has been
disappointing in its delivery. This has little do with the ASEAN, but the general absence of an
effective institutional framework in Delhi to conduct defence diplomacy with India’s international
partners. While correcting this structural fault in the Ministry of Defence might take a while, Delhi
could begin this week by announcing a new and specific framework for deepening the defence
partnership with the ASEAN.

For five decades, the ASEAN has provided the platform for promoting regional economic
integration, limiting great-power competition and avoiding regional conflict. As India reaffirms the
centrality of ASEAN for Asia’s peaceful future this week, Delhi must back its words with concrete
proposals for stronger defence and security cooperation with the region.
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Iran’s latest revolution won’t fade away

The latest protests in Iran may be largely crushed for now, but the characteristics of this particular
uprising suggest that, unlike the so-called Green Revolution of 2009, the unrest could continue
sporadically for years to come.

Although the rioters—largely workers and farmers from rural and religiously conservative villages
and towns—were not part of a unified or organized movement, they do have shared grievances
that fuelled the outrage, and this could be a game changer. Unlike past uprisings in Iran when
demonstrators’ outcries concerned lofty goals, such as democracy and free elections, these
protesters’ complaints are practical and urgent, because their lives are far more difficult than those
of Iranians in major cities.

For example, the unemployment rate in Tehran—historically the centre of political protest until
now—is 13%, according to Iran’s Interior Ministry. But in rural areas such as Bashagard and
Hormozgan provinces, the rate is above 45%, and in some cities it is reportedly up to 60%. In the
fiscal year that ended in March 2017, the government said it had created 650,000 jobs, but 1.5
million new jobs were needed to decrease unemployment.

The urban/rural divide makes this movement different from those in the recent past. First, the
people protesting are those the famous Iranian intellectual Ali Shariati, who died shortly before the
1979 Revolution, called the “oppressed”. His Islamic liberation theology was very influential in
inspiring Iranians to revolt against the Shah’s regime for the same reason they took to the streets
last month—the absence of an egalitarian society.

Second, in this recent protest, the urban middle class largely remained on the sidelines. Social
movements, whether tightly organized structures or loosely defined uprisings, emerge when a
group of people perceive injustice or experience mistreatment. In democratic countries, these
grievances are addressed in courtrooms or freely elected parliaments. But in countries such as
Iran, where the judiciary, the press and the parliament are all loyalists to the ruling elite, the
government spares no effort in crushing an emerging movement.

When the protesters are left with taking their outrage to the streets, the regime often declares their
demonstrations illegal. And, in the aftermath of the protests that the regime has declared
“crushed”, there are widespread reports that some of the demonstrators who were arrested
committed suicide in prison.

There have been three main waves of significant unrest since the 1979 Islamic Revolution. In
1999, students from Tehran University began demonstrating when the government closed a
reformist newspaper during a rare time when a free press was beginning to emerge. Although the
demonstrations spread to some cities, it was primarily student-led, and was crushed after six days.
One author of this article—Geneive—was on the streets with the protesters at that time. Their
main shortcoming was that they could not inspire older, working-class Iranians to join their
uprising.

The second round, between 2009 and 2010, came to be known as the Green Movement. The
leaders of this uprising managed to mobilize millions of demonstrators in Tehran and around the
country for more than a year. The protests began over the credible belief that the 2009 election of
President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad had been rigged. But the uprisings came to encompass more
profound issues, such as the lack of electoral transparency.

In both rounds, the movement was primarily comprised of educated, middle- and upper-class
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Iranians who demanded free and fair elections, a free press and an end to supreme clerical rule.
Some had resources and were able to flee the country to Europe to avoid arrest or simply to
resettle for a better life.

In this third wave, outraged protesters are taking their demands to the next level, even though they
have not managed to inspire the urban middle class to join them. While it might be true that the
protests were triggered by Iran’s economic crisis, chants such as “Death to the dictator” and
“Death to Hezbollah” show a broader-scale resentment about Iran’s ideologically motivated
policies. Instead of improving the economy, Iran is spending billions on its military expansionism in
the Middle East.

What we are witnessing in Iran now should not be viewed as an isolated outcry, but rather a work
in progress, a hybrid momentum that started in 1999 and led by students who later became
involved in the Green Movement. They are belatedly joining the current unrest, which is evolving
to include new social classes of people who were not at the centre of previous protests. As Karl
Marx argued, unrest led by the proletariat is a game changer.

Although this momentum has not been linear, neither were the Arab uprisings in 2011. The Iranian
demonstrators’ demands—food subsidies, jobs and lower prices—are perfectly attainable if the
regime re-allocates its resources from the military to the economy. The fact that it is highly unlikely
to do so, coupled with the demonstrators’ resentment, could inspire more protests in the near
future that may forge a broader alliance between the middle class and the working class. It is
unlikely that this simmering social movement will wait another decade to rear its head. Bloomberg
View

Geneive Abdo and Abdallah Hendawy are, respectively, a resident scholar at the Arabia
Foundation and a lecturer of sociology at George Mason University.

Comments are welcome at theirview@livemint.com
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Japan for greater ties with India in food processing

Kenji Hiramatsu  

Japanese Ambassador to India Kenji Hiramatsu on Tuesday said there was plenty of room to
expand India-Japan ties, especially in food processing, urban development, environment and
sanitation as well as medicine. However, he wanted the Indian government to address the
concerns of Japanese firms including on taxation, financial regulation and infrastructure.

Mr. Hiramatsu was addressing the joint meeting of the India-Japan Business Cooperation
Committee organised by industry bodies FICCI and the Japan Chamber of Commerce and
Industry. The Ambassador said in the area of urban development, Japan was helping India in
developing Chennai, Ahmedabad and Varanasi as smart cities.

Priority areas

He said the other priority areas for cooperation included water supply, sewage treatment, natural
disaster management techniques, internet of things, artificial intelligence, robotics, start-ups and
industrial corridors. Japanese firms have been pitching, among other things, for improved
infrastructure in India, uninterrupted power supply, reduction of Goods and Services Tax on hybrid
and electric cars, easing foreign currency norms, including on external commercial borrowings.

A FICCI report released on the occasion cited the areas of cooperation between India and Japan,
including high speed railways (linking Mumbai and Ahmedabad) and building Japanese Industrial
Townships.
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Inauguration of ASEAN India Business and Investment and Expo, Promoting Mutual Trade and
Investment, 22-23rd January, 2018
Ministry of Commerce & Industry

Inauguration of ASEAN India Business and Investment and
Expo, Promoting Mutual Trade and Investment, 22-23rd
January, 2018

Posted On: 23 JAN 2018 10:11AM by PIB Delhi

The ASEAN – India Business and Investment Meet and Expo was jointly inaugurated by Mr
Suresh Prabhu, Hon’ble Minister of Commerce and Industry, India with the ASEAN Ministers and
Gen. (Dr.) (Retd.) V K Singh, Hon’ble Minister of State for External Affairs, India. The Ministers
from ASEAN countries included H.E. Mr Lim Jock Seng, Hon’ble Minister at the Prime Minister’s
office and Second Minister of Foreign Affairs and Trade, Brunei, H.E. Mr Enggartiasto Lukita,
Hon’ble Minister of Trade, Indonesia, H.E. U Khin Maung Cho, Hon’ble Union Minister of Industry,
Myanmar, H.E. Mr Chhuon Dara, Hon’ble Secretary of State, Ministry of Commerce, Cambodia,
H.E. Ms Nora Kakilala Terado, Under Secretary, Department of Trade and Industry, Philippines,
H.E. Ms Chutima Bunyapraphasara, Hon’ble Deputy Minister of Commerce, Thailand, H.E. Mr
Cao Quoc Hung, Hon’ble Vice Minister of Industry and Trade, Vietnam. H.E. Mr Lim Jock Hoi,
Secretary General of ASEAN had also attended the event.

The inaugural plenary, on the theme of ‘Promoting Mutual Trade and Investment for Shared
Prosperity’ covered discussions on strengthening India’s economic relations with the countries in
the East with both sides aiming to scale up bilateral trade and investment in the region. The
session focused on trade facilitation measures taken to promote trade between India and ASEAN
countries in manufacturing sector, promoting SME ecosystem to enhance entrepreneurship
quotient in the region and startup culture to create new pipeline of ideas.

Mr Suresh Prabhu, Hon’ble Minister of Commerce and Industry, thanked the ASEAN ministers for
their presence stating that India and ASEAN share deep and strong relations. He stressed that
India is looking forward to further deepening our engagement with ASEAN, with all the special
commemorative events  lined up for the next few days, celebrating our Shared Values and
Common Destiny.  He further stated that this event will help to envision the next 25 years of India-
ASEAN relations, highlighting our various sectoral collaborations.

ASEAN India Expo showcases the best in trade and services in India and ASEAN region. Buyers
and exhibitors across the sectors such as Infrastructure, manufacturing, manufacturing &
engineering, ICT, healthcare, Tourism, Environment, Agriculture, Science & technology, Finance
and Banking, Logistics and Retail are participating in the Expo. The Expo has participation from
businesses and CEOs across ASEAN countries, ASEAN country Pavilions, Pavilions of Indian
States and Export Promotion Councils.

The sessions and discussions to be held on 23rd January 2018, the second day of the event will
focus on sectors of mutual interest particularly namely Services, Regional Value Chains and
Connectivity, Agriculture, Trade and Investment. The technical sessions will be presided by Mr
Ravi Shankar Prasad, Minister for Electronics and Information Technology and Law and Justice,
Smt. Harsimrat Kaur, Minister for Food Processing Industries and the Valedictory Session by Sh.
Arun Jaitley, Minister for Finance and Corporate Affairs.
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Doklam phase II will test India more than phase I

Doklam is back in the news. Last year, on 28 August, Indian and Chinese troops agreed to
disengage, ending a 73-day standoff. While India had got China to suspend the extension of its
road to the Jampheri Ridge, satellite images now show that China has considerably beefed up its
military presence in the region just to the north of the standoff site. In addition to several military
structures, some road construction machinery can also be spotted. This is not quite in line with the
recent remarks of army chief Bipin Rawat, who claimed that the number of Chinese troops and the
level of Chinese activity in the region had both decreased.

The ministry of external affairs (MEA) continues to maintain that there has been no alteration to
the status quo at the face-off site. Responding to queries, the official spokesperson of the MEA
added that India is keeping a “constant vigil on the developments” and that India and China “do
have and have used established mechanisms to resolve any misunderstandings”. It is clear that
the MEA is defining alteration to the status quo too narrowly. Even if there is no resumption of
Chinese activity at the face-off site, building of military infrastructure to the immediate north may
enable the alteration in status quo at quick notice when needed.

While the 28 August disengagement was carefully packaged so as not to project a winner and a
loser, it would not be wrong to say that it was a retreat for China. Chinese President Xi Jinping
must still be smarting from that setback. With the 19th party congress of the Chinese Communist
Party behind him, Xi is no longer held back by domestic constraints. The Chinese leadership
seems to have concluded that amends must be made for the shortfalls which resulted in the
Doklam setback. Notably, Chinese road construction has also been reported in Shaksgam Valley
in Pakistan-occupied Kashmir. And in December last year, a Chinese road construction team had
crossed over into India’s Arunachal Pradesh. Its march was thwarted by Indian forces, which
seized the construction equipment.

If China is correcting for its shortfalls, it is time for India to look back at what worked for it last year
and build on it. At the height of the Doklam standoff, when the rhetoric from China was shrill, India
was pursuing a three-pronged strategy. One, it maintained restraint in its public statements and
continued with behind-the-scenes diplomacy. Two, it stopped China’s road construction through
the crude means of physical denial. This was quite an effective strategy because—as explained by
Oriana Skylar Mastro and Arzan Tarapore—it left the onus of escalation on Beijing. This approach
was replicated in Arunachal Pradesh, as mentioned earlier. Three, India also had quietly stepped
up its military preparedness just in case the diplomacy and physical denial did not work. A village
near the face-off site was evacuated and mountain divisions of the army were moved to the border
regions. According to a report in The Hindu, we now also know that the Indian leadership had
inquired about the readiness of Arihant, India’s nuclear-powered ballistic missile submarine. This
indicates that the leadership was preparing itself for all kinds of eventualities even though it tried to
play down the seriousness of Doklam in public.

While the inquiry about Arihant’s readiness was private, this time around India has test-fired Agni
V, India’s nuclear-capable intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM). Agni V can reach all parts of
China. The timing of the test—last Thursday—has got observers wondering if it was meant as a
signal to China in light of the latter’s activities in Doklam.

India’s three-pronged strategy was very well crafted and had all the ingredients for success. But
India may need to do still better because China is stepping up its own infrastructure in the Doklam
region. India’s local terrain advantage notwithstanding, its border infrastructure is woefully short of
what would be required to sustain the forces should the Chinese choose to escalate. The pace of
defence modernization also leaves a lot to be desired.
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China as a long-term challenge is here to stay. The advantage of terrain in a particular region,
tactful diplomacy and a good strategy for a face-off or two may not be enough. A huge gulf exists
between the economic and military prowess of the two nations. Even though this gulf cannot just
be bridged tomorrow, India has no excuse not to begin today.

For China, the decision to escalate will not be easy. India can prove to be a hardy opponent and
make Beijing bleed considerably for small gains. But more than that, a military confrontation with
India will come at a huge reputational cost for Beijing. It may suddenly find a spurt in the ranks of
countries uncomfortable with the idea of a China-dominated world. Countervailing alliances may
begin to form to hedge against the rise of an aggressive China. However, New Delhi cannot take
comfort from that thought. Its current problems are too daunting for it to find time for brooding on
China’s future challenges.

What should be India’s response to China boosting its military presence in Doklam? Tell us at
views@livemint.com
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Bilateral visits set to deepen ties between Japan and China

China and Japan appear set for a long-term engagement, based on a two-track approach, where
Tokyo’s decision to build its military muscle can be leveraged to negotiate with Beijing from a
position of strength.

Japan’s long-term strategy to bond with Beijing on the basis of parity was apparent in Prime
Minister Shinzo Abe’s address to Parliament, which convened for a 150-day session on Monday.

The Nikkei Asian Review reported that Mr. Abe reiterated Japan’s readiness to push ahead with
his “Free and Open Indo-Pacific Strategy,” which pursues stability and prosperity on the basis of
an international rules-based order in the region.

The report highlighted that the Free and Open Indo-Pacific Strategy policy was “originally” seen as
aimed at addressing China’s maritime assertiveness, signalling a shift in stance.

It added: “But (Mr.) Abe also said Japan will cooperate with Beijing to meet growing demand for
building infrastructure in Asia, bearing in mind President Xi Jinping’s “One Belt, One Road” cross-
border infrastructure initiative”.

Flow of trade

Diplomatic sources told The Hindu that in Japanese perception, the Indo-Pacific doctrine was not
focused on China’s so-called “containment”. Instead it was an expression of anxiety regarding the
uninterrupted flow of trade along important regional sea lanes.

Mr. Abe said Japan and China were “inseparable” countries.

Mr. Abe expressed his resolve to have reciprocal visits between him and Chinese President Xi
Jinping “as soon as possible”.

The sources said the process of reciprocal visits could begin with Chinese Prime Minister Li
Keqiang’s visit to Japan for a trilateral meeting of China, Japan and South Korea. That could be
followed by a visit to China by Mr. Abe. Mr. Abe’s arrival in Beijing would set the stage for
President Xi’s return visit to Japan.
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Connectivity: India offers ASEAN $1 bn

India has offered a $1 billion Line of Credit to enhance physical and digital connectivity with
ASEAN nations, according to C. R. Chaudhary, Minister of State for Commerce and Industry. “..
physical and digital connectivity are poised to seamlessly integrate us into a greater Indo-ASEAN
community,” he said at an ASEAN India Business Council Forum event organised by the FICCI
and the Commerce Ministry.

He also said there was need for an early conclusion of a balanced Regional Comprehensive
Economic Partnership pact to boost trade and investment ties with the ASEAN countries.
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New Delhi brims with ‘Look East’ vibes

Aung San Suu Kyi with Narendra Modi, and Vietnam PM Nguyen Xuan Phuc arriving in New
Delhi.Sandeep Saxena & AFP  

Symbolism and ceremony will mark the 25th year commemorative summit of the ASEAN-India
dialogue partnership on Thursday, but officials say security issues in the Indo-Pacific will be the
focus of discussions among the 10 leaders of the Association of South East Asian Nations and
Prime Minister Narendra Modi.

“Maritime Cooperation & Security”, the theme during the Leaders’ Retreat, will find “prominent
mention” in the joint statements, said officials involved in the planning. It is understood that
Vietnam, which is tasked with drafting the statement, and India have both been keen on
cooperation on Freedom of Navigation, access to waterways and countering piracy on the high
seas as a key part of the Delhi Declaration, which would be seen as a strong message to China.

The 10 leaders of the ASEAN countries began arriving on Wednesday beginning with the Prime
Minister of Vietnam, Nguyen Phuc, and then followed by the Prime Ministers of Cambodia,
Singapore, Thailand, Malaysia and Laos, the President of the Philippines, Myanmar State
Councillor Aung San Suu Kyi, and the Sultan of Brunei, Darussalam. The last to arrive will be
Indonesian President Joko Widodo on Thursday, after which the leaders will be hosted at the
Rashtrapati Bhavan for lunch, followed by the traditional “Retreat” where leaders will meet
informally for two hours. They will then gather for the plenary session of the ASEAN-India summit,
opened by Mr. Modi, and this year’s ASEAN Chair, Singapore Prime Minister Lee Hsien Loong.
On Friday, they will officiate as joint chief guests at the Republic Day parade.

Three ‘C’s

The ASEAN-India joint statement, on the theme of “Shared Values and Common Destiny” will
focus on the “three Cs of connectivity, commerce and culture”, along with the issues of maritime
security, cybersecurity and cooperation on fighting terrorism, according to an official briefing ahead
of the summit. Sources said other areas of divergence, that will not be in the joint statement could
be taken up during the Retreat, where leaders will sit together informally in the majestic setting of
the Rashtrapati Bhavan.

Among them is the Rohingya issue, with the repatriation of refugees from Bangladesh being
delayed after many including the UN cited a lack of guarantees for their safety in Myanmar. India’s
High Commissioner to Bangladesh gave a statement supporting the process last week. However,
the ASEAN-India grouping may find the issue too sensitive to broach in any formal way with Aung
San Suu Kyi, an ASEAN envoy told The Hindu .

India’s difficulties with the 16-nation Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP) will
also be on the agenda for talks, as most ASEAN countries are keen to conclude the negotiations
by 2018-end.

While India is holding out over concerns of unfettered access to Chinese goods, and the lack of
access for Indian services, Prime Minister Modi’s address at the World Economic Forum in Davos
this week, where he lashed out at protectionism, is being seen as a sign the government maybe
more flexible.

Officials say India is keen to discuss its concerns over China’s Belt and Road Initiative. However,
this may not find as much traction.



crackIAS.com

crackIAS.com

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 2018-01-25

Another window

Athletes from North and South Korea will march under a unified flag at the opening ceremony of
the Winter Olympics when the 2018 edition gets under way in PyeongChang in February. In a
breakthrough, both countries are even to field a joint women’s hockey team, a goal that has
proved elusive in the past. But for all the symbolism and diplomatic show of unity, the games could
yet draw closer the two peoples divided by the deadly conflict dating back many decades to the
start of the Cold-War.

The PyeongChang events have opened a fresh window for Moon Jae-in, South Korea’s President
and a reputed human rights lawyer. Mr. Moon has prioritised regional stability no less than the
country’s long-standing alliance with the U.S. Seoul and Washington have already decided to
delay their annual joint military exercises, an act which Pyongyang sees as U.S. muscle-flexing,
until after the Winter Olympics. The development falls into an emerging pattern of emphasising
dialogue and rapprochement with North Korea’s leader, Kim Jong-un, despite the recent
escalation in regional tensions following Pyongyang’s nuclear adventurism.

Moreover, Mr. Moon has championed the reversal of the U.S.-backed installation of the Terminal
High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) system in South Korea, a controversial move the previous
government embarked upon. The rethink would address China’s concerns on the risks to its own
security infrastructure from THAAD radars, as much as it would serve to allay Pyongyang’s
apprehensions of a potential U.S. attack.

The resumption of bilateral negotiations last week after over two years is in itself significant. Yet,
the dialogue is unlikely to advance in any spectacular manner the détente between Seoul and
Pyongyang, in view of the obligations arising from the international sanctions regime.
Nevertheless, the two Koreas could achieve progress, especially in the area of humanitarian
support for families in both countries who have long endured the emotional pain of separation ever
since the 1953 ceasefire. Nearly three decades elapsed before the respective governments even
recognised the need to address the issue. But the formal family reunions that commenced in 1980
have been extremely irregular and helped barely a few hundred people on a given instance among
the thousands waiting for their turn. It would not be unreasonable to hope that the current thaw in
relations should lead to more regular humanitarian contacts.

For the generations that have grown up after the 1953 ceasefire, sporting ties such as the games
in February rekindle hope that the heavily patrolled De-Militarised Zone between the North and the
South could one day become history. The prospects of that new dawn are tied to the negotiation of
a peace treaty between the North and the South; a demand widely echoed in recent years.
Therein perhaps lies a way out of the nuclear stand-off.

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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The arc to Southeast Asia

 

This week India will host heads of state or government of all 10 nations of the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) for the Republic Day celebrations in a dramatic declaration of
intent by New Delhi to boost India’s ties with Southeast Asia. The year 2017 was an important
landmark as India and the ASEAN commemorated 25 years of their partnership, 15 years of
summit-level interaction, and five years of strategic partnership. The challenge now is to map out
next steps in the India-ASEAN partnership at this time of unprecedented geopolitical flux in the
wider Indo-Pacific.

There has been a sense of disillusionment on both sides about the present state of play in the
relationship. While the ASEAN member states have been disappointed that India continues to
punch below its weight in the region, New Delhi’s expectations regarding a more robust support for
its regional outreach too have not been met. India’s capacity to provide development assistance,
market access and security guarantees remains limited and ASEAN’s inclination to harness New
Delhi for regional stability remains circumscribed by its sensitivities to other powers. The interests
and expectations of the two sides remain far from aligned, preventing them from having candid
conversations and realistic assessments.

Though the Modi government’s ‘Act East’ policy is aimed at enhancing India’s strategic profile in
East and Southeast Asia, New Delhi’s main focus remains on South Asia and the Indian Ocean
region. There has been a shift in emphasis, of course, with India moving away from the South
Asian Association for Regional Cooperation (SAARC) to the Bay of Bengal Initiative for Multi-
Sectoral Technical and Economic Cooperation (BIMSTEC) and asserting its centrality in the
evolving geography of the Indo-Pacific. But it is no match for China’s regional profile which is
largely about viewing Southeast Asia as its backyard. India’s economic focus too is not in tune
with other regional powers which view ASEAN as an important market for exports and
investments. India’s export sector remains weak and the government’s focus has shifted to
boosting manufacturing domestically.

India’s interest in ASEAN as a multilateral forum remains lacklustre as it continues to privilege
bilateral partnerships to further its own interests. As New Delhi’s gaze shifts to the Bay of Bengal,
Myanmar and Thailand have emerged as key players in its southeastern outreach. The hope is to
use these nations as a bridge to ASEAN. The temptation to prioritise these countries over others
in ASEAN may also prevent others from looking at India as a regional stakeholder. New Delhi is
signalling, perhaps inadvertently, that it is more interested in becoming a member of various
regional organisations because of global power credentials even when its substantive engagement
with such platforms remains limited.

It is important for India and ASEAN to chart out a more operational, though modest, agenda for
future cooperation. The three Cs of commerce, connectivity and culture have been highlighted but
a more granular perspective is needed in terms of a forging a forward-looking approach. There is
no getting away from enhancing trade and economic linkages between India and ASEAN. They
also need to focus on areas such as digital technologies. India, as a fast emerging major player,
has significant comparative advantages. As Chinese giants begin to dominate the digital space in
Southeast Asia and concerns rise about their ability to own data, the Indian IT sector may take
some advantage of the seeming reluctance of ASEAN states to put all their eggs in the Chinese
basket. India as a facilitator of the ASEAN-wide digital economy would not only challenge China
but also emerge as an economic guarantor of its own.
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Instead of talking about ASEAN-wide connectivity projects, New Delhi now needs to focus on
more effective delivery of projects it is already committed to. In this context, prompt completion of
the India-Myanmar-Thailand Trilateral Highway, which will run from Moreh in Manipur to Mae Sot
in Thailand via Myanmar, is key. The plan is to extend this highway to Cambodia, Laos and
Vietnam in an attempt to project India’s role in the emerging transportation architecture. With
China having three times more commercial flights than India to Southeast Asia, improving air
connectivity between India and ASEAN countries should also be high on the agenda. Besides, the
Bay of Bengal can be used as an exploratory ground for the development of an India-ASEAN
maritime framework.

Finally, the cultural connect between the two needs strengthening. While India offers scholarships
to students from ASEAN states to study at Nalanda University, this initiative should be extended to
the IITs and the IIMs. Tourism too can be further encouraged between India and the ASEAN with
some creative branding by the two sides.

While India and the ASEAN have been very ambitious in articulating the potential of their
partnership, they have been much less effective in operationalising their ideas. The need now is to
focus on functional cooperation and make the idea of an India-ASEAN partnership more exciting.

Harsh V. Pant is Distinguished Fellow at Observer Research Foundation, New Delhi and
Professor at King’s College London
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Afghanistan, on a slow fuse

 

The attack by the Taliban gunmen at the Intercontinental Hotel in Kabul last weekend was a grim
reminder of the deteriorating security environment in Afghanistan. The siege at the hotel lasted
more than 12 hours and claimed 22 victims, including 14 foreigners, before the gunmen were
neutralised.

Days earlier, in an interview with CBS, Afghan President Ashraf Ghani had said that Afghanistan is
“under siege”, with “21 international terrorist groups operating in this country” and “factories
producing suicide bombers”. He acknowledged that without U.S. support, the Afghan national
army would not “last more than six months” and the government would collapse. This is a bleak
assessment indeed coming from an insider who has seen the situation unravelling.

Over the last 16 years, civilian casualties have mounted to 31,000, increasing progressively to
over 4,000 a year. The Afghan security forces are losing nearly 7,000 men a year, an attrition rate
difficult to sustain and twice the number of casualties that the international coalition forces suffered
from 2001 till 2014 when they ceased combat operations and embarked on Operation Resolute
Support to “advise, train and assist” the Afghan forces.

The U.S. has contributed significant blood and treasure, spending over a trillion dollars
(considerably more if long-term veterans’ care is included) and losing more than 2,400 lives in
pursuing the longest war in its history. Of this amount, about $120 billion has been spent on
reconstruction and development, more than the inflation-adjusted expenditure under the Marshall
Plan for rebuilding Western Europe after World War II. The rest of the international community has
also contributed. India is a significant partner, having spent over $2 billion on humanitarian
assistance, infrastructure building and human resource development, with an additional billion
dollars committed.

U.S. President Donald Trump is determined to bring about a change in American policy and while
authorising a limited increase in U.S. troop presence by 4,000 soldiers, has also been critical of
Pakistan. On January 1 he tweeted: “The United States has foolishly given Pakistan more than 33
billion dollars in aid over the last 15 years, and they have given us nothing but lies & deceit,
thinking of our leaders as fools. They give safe haven to the terrorists we hunt in Afghanistan, with
little help. No more!” The tweet has been followed by a suspension of all military assistance to
Pakistan. This has resulted in resentment in Pakistan but whether this will bring about a change in
its army’s behaviour remains to be seen.

Meanwhile, the legitimacy of the National Unity Government (NUG) consisting of Mr. Ghani as
President and Abdullah Abdullah as Chief Executive (a newly created position) is increasingly
under question. Cobbled together after the disputed 2014 election with political backing from the
Obama-Kerry team, the Chief Executive’s position was to be legitimised through a constitutional
amendment creating the post of Prime Minister, which has not happened. Without a clear division
of power and responsibility, relations between the President and his Chief Executive have
remained strained. With presidential elections due next year, it is clear that the NUG experiment
will not be repeated. It is hardly surprising that since end-2016, there are growing questions about
the legitimacy of the present arrangement.

Meanwhile parliamentary elections, which were originally due in 2015, are yet to be held. Electoral
reforms to ensure greater transparency have not been implemented. The decision to issue new
election cards based on biometric voter registration has remained stillborn. The seven-member
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Independent Election Commission (IEC) and the five-member Electoral Complaints Commission
were finally constituted in November 2016 after prolonged political wrangling between the
President and the Chief Executive but the chairman of the IEC was sacked recently. While July 7
has been announced as the date for Wolesi Jirga (lower house) elections, most Afghans are
certain that elections this year are highly unlikely.

Given that elections are funded by the international community and one election is likely to cost
$250 million, it is highly probable that the presidential and parliamentary elections will be clubbed
together in the middle of 2019, for reasons of economy. However, whether these elections can be
held at all will depend upon security. Currently, Taliban controls over 50 districts while another 120
districts are contested, leaving more than 200 districts where the Afghan government exercises
control. In other words, the current security situation will not permit elections to be held in nearly
45% of the territory of Afghanistan. This is enough to raise doubts about the legitimacy of any
electoral outcome. It is true that the Taliban cannot secure a military victory as long as the U.S. is
present, but it is equally true that their ability to disrupt peace, prevent reconstruction and hamper
elections continues to grow.

In December, Mr. Ghani announced that he had accepted the resignation of Balkh Governor Atta
Mohammad Noor. Mr. Atta issued a denial, refused to step down and declared that he would
arrest the new appointee Engineer Dawood if he entered the province. Mr. Atta is an influential
leader of the Jamiat-i-Islami and had been in his current position for 13 years, emerging as the
regional strong man. In earlier times, he had backed Dr. Abdullah but now he calls him ‘a snake’.
When Kabul announced that his signatures were invalid and no provincial payments including
salaries to officials would be forthcoming, Mr. Atta coolly declared that he would take control of the
customs revenues from the Hairatan land port on the Uzbek border. He has been addressing
public rallies questioning the authority of the government in Kabul.

The message has not been lost on other regional strong men. Vice President Abdul Rashid
Dostum, the Uzbek leader, in Turkey since last May, has supported Mr. Atta. Mr. Dostum was
forced into voluntary exile amid investigations into allegations that he had arranged for the
kidnapping of a political opponent who had then been raped and tortured by him and his guards.
Further west, Ismail Khan, a former minister in the Karzai cabinet and governor of Herat, can take
charge of the lucrative trade route with Iran. In Kandahar, police chief Abdul Razik, who has been
in his position since 2011, has resisted attempts to shift him. To his credit, he has delivered a
measure of security in Kandahar, in sharp contrast to neighbouring Helmand. He also controls the
Spin Boldak crossing into Balochistan. In doing so, he relies as much on his loyal Achakzai militia
as on the official police.

The last two years have witnessed a significant shift in Russia’s position. While it has denied U.S.
reports of having supplied weapons to the Taliban, Russia acknowledges that it has opened up
communication channels and is prepared to both provide a venue and facilitate peace talks. At the
recently concluded Raisina Dialogue in Delhi, Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs Igor Morgulov
described the Islamic State as the principal threat to Afghanistan and the region. He questioned as
to how its fighters had been brought into northern Afghanistan in unmarked helicopters when the
airspace is under U.S. control. The U.S. flatly rejects such insinuations and questioned Russian
and Iranian motives in weakening the Kabul government by giving recognition to the Taliban.

After the fall of the Taliban in 2001, there was an international consensus on rebuilding
Afghanistan and ensuring that it should not become a source of regional and global instability.
That consensus has eroded over the last 16 years. Further, the Afghans who had returned in large
numbers determined to reclaim their country and rebuild it are frustrated at the steady decline in
both security and governance. The newly created Afghan institutions are unable to address the
challenges without significant international support, both financial and material. However, with a
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breakdown in the international consensus, it may not be long before the slow fuse reaches ignition
point. And 2019 may well become the critical year.

Rakesh Sood is a former Ambassador to Afghanistan and currently Distinguished Fellow at the
Observer Research Foundation. E-mail: rakeshsood2001@yahoo.com
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Delhi Declaration calls for joint fight against terror

Head start:President Ram Nath Kovind, First Lady Savita, Vice-President M. Venkaiah Naidu and
Prime Minister Narendra Modi with the ASEAN Heads of State and their spouses at Rashtrapati
Bhavan in New Delhi on Thursday.PTIPTI  

Counter-terrorism, identity security, military cooperation, and bilateral financial support were
discussed in official level talks with leaders from ASEAN countries held on the sidelines of the
ASEAN-India Commemorative Summit held to celebrate the 25th anniversary of the establishment
of sectoral dialogue between two sides.

The ASEAN-India Commemorative Summit also came out with a comprehensive statement
targeting terrorism and agreed to uphold freedom in the maritime domain.

A common topic at all the discussions that Prime Minister Modi participated was counter-terrorism.

Disrupting radicalism

Focusing on the presence of the Islamic State and other forms of radicalism in the region, a joint
statement, titled Delhi Declaration, issued after the plenary session, supported a common
approach to counter terrorism and sought a “comprehensive approach to combat terrorism through
close cooperation by disrupting and countering terrorists, terrorist groups and networks, including
by countering cross border movement of terrorists and foreign terrorist fighters and misuse of
Internet including social media by terror entities.”

Out of all the countries of ASEAN region, Philippines had the most serious threat from the Islamic
State in the last few years and the bilateral discussion focused on this aspect.

“President Duterte conveyed his deepest appreciation for the $500,000 assistance that was
provided by India to resettle victims of the Marawi siege,” said Preeti Saran, Secretary in Charge
of Eastern Affairs, highlighting the support that Philippines received from India to counter the
Islamic State (IS) terrorists who had taken over the city of Marawi in Philippines where a battle
was waged by the Philippines’ military forces.

Working with Manila

A Joint Working Group meeting is likely to be held between the two countries to finalise details of
counter-terror cooperation between Delhi and Manila. Mr. Modi also held a discussion with
Vietnamese Prime Minister Nguyen Xuan Phuc.

“Defence and maritime cooperation in the Indo-Pacific region was discussed which involves
manufacturing of offshore vessels which has been contracted to Larsen and Toubro,” said Ms.
Saran explaining that both sides are likely to operationalise $100 million line of credit for the same.

The official also said that direct flights would soon connect India with Vietnam.

The issue of security identity cards for the citizens, on the line of the Aadhaar card of India also
came up during the bilateral discussion with Philippines. “A team from Philippines was here last
week to study the Aadhar card of India, said Ms. Saran.

The security scenario in the Rakhine province was also discussed between Prime Minister Modi
and Aung San Suu Kyi, the State Counsellor of Myanmar. Both sides discussed the housing
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project that India would build to rehabilitate the Rohingya.
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India-ASEAN ties can benefit region: China

Hua Chunying  

China on Thursday cautiously welcomed India’s invitation extended to the heads of ASEAN and
offered Beijing’s “constructive” participation for promoting the overall development of the region.

Rejecting a zero-sum approach, Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesperson Hua Chunying said
“China is open to all countries developing friendly relations.” She added: “So, we are okay with
India developing friendly and cooperative relations with ASEAN countries.”

Rejecting the notion that the New Delhi meeting was meant to send a message to Beijing of
India’s growing political clout in China’s backyard, Ms. Hua said: “We hope all countries can work
together for peace, stability and development of the region. We can all play a constructive role.”

China’s ties with ASEAN have been on the upswing with trade expected to reach $1 trillion by
2020. India’s trade with ASEAN in 2016-17 stood at $70 billion, Xinhua reported.

“China and India share a lot of common interests. China would like to enhance coordination and
cooperation with all countries including India to steer the economic globalisation towards
benefiting world economic growth and well-being of all countries,” Ms. Hua had earlier said.
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‘India-ASEAN to focus on freedom of navigation’

The statement on the maritime mechanism is significant as it is the first time that India has taken
up forming of a special maritime mechanism with all the ASEAN heads of states at a single
summit.

Maritime security and freedom of navigation featured prominently in the ‘Delhi Declaration,’ a joint
statement that was issued after the plenary session of the Commemorative Summit.

The declaration indicated at common concern regarding the South China Sea and reaffirmed the
“importance of maintaining and promoting peace, stability, maritime safety and security, freedom
of navigation and overflight in the region, and other lawful uses of the seas and unimpeded lawful
maritime commerce.”

Ms Saran also said that an agreement on maritime transport is under discussion as The Hindu had
reported earlier. “A maritime transport MoU is being discussed and hope it will be finalised (in due
course),” she said to the media.

The maritime domain has been in the centre of India’s Act East diplomacy which aims to firm up
India’s position in the ASEAN and Asia Pacific region.

In recent public statements, the government of PM Narendra Modi has expressed support to ‘rule
of law’ in the maritime sphere hinting at the growing military footprint of China in the South China
Sea. Welcoming the heads of states at the Rashtrapati Bhavan, President Ram Nath Kovind also
urged for upholding rule of law.
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ASEAN role is key for peace, says Kovind

India stands “shoulder-to- shoulder” with ASEAN in pursuit of a rules-based regional architecture
that is open, inclusive and equitable, President Ram Nath Kovind said on Thursday.

Mr. Kovind received the ASEAN heads of state and government at the Rashtrapati Bhavan and
hosted a lunch in their honour.

The President said that India’s ‘Act East policy’ reinforces its ancient links with Southeast Asia
through enhanced political, security, economic and cultural ties.

“In this context, India greatly values ASEAN’s role as a proponent of peace, stability and prosperity
in the region,” Mr. Kovind said. “We stand shoulder-to-shoulder with ASEAN in pursuit of a rules-
based regional architecture that is open, inclusive, balanced and equitable.”

The President said that India and ASEAN are bound by history and geography.

“Culture, commerce and connectivity — and ideas and thought — have woven us together in one
common fabric. Our partnership is based on our shared heritage and is built on the foundation of
strong people-to-people contacts, nurtured through the millennia,” he said. “We have 30 dialogue
mechanisms between India and ASEAN, including annual summits and seven ministerial meetings
in a wide range of sectors,” Mr. Kovind said.

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



crackIAS.com
cr

ac
kIA

S.co
m

www.indianexpress.com 2018-01-26

Eastern challenge

The presence of the 10 leaders of the Association of South East Asian Nations (ASEAN) at the
Republic Day celebrations this year is a testimony to the importance that Delhi attaches to
relations with the region and the warmth of ASEAN political elites towards India. But that should
not make anyone oblivious to the growing gap between the pace of change in the South East
Asian strategic environment and India’s capacity to respond. If Prime Minister Narendra Modi does
not raise Delhi’s game in the region, his much vaunted “Act East” policy could end up as further
confirmation of independent India’s underwhelming performance in Asia. From the very first Asian
Relations Conference in 1947 to the recent annual summits with ASEAN leaders, India’s delivery
has fallen well below his promise. If India’s claims for leadership of Asia were found wanting in the
1950s, Delhi turned its back on the region in the 1960s.

When India returned to Asia with its Look East Policy in the early 1990s, the region welcomed it
with open arms. Although much progress has been made since, India’s economic and political
tentativeness surprised the ASEAN. The election of Modi and his decision to replace the “Look
East policy” with the “Act East policy” has raised expectations of a more purposeful India in the
region. The rise of China and its muscular approach to territorial disputes in the South China Sea
has increased the region’s need for greater balance even as America’s Asian trajectory turned
uncertain under President Barack Obama. His successor, Donald Trump, has queered the pitch by
abandoning American leadership on economic globalisation. This has made the economic and
security partnership, especially in the maritime domain with India, all the more important for the
ASEAN.

For India, it is not a question of competing with China, which is not really possible given China’s
geographical advantages. The real challenge is meeting India’s own targets. On trade, it is
nowhere near reaching the goal of $200 billion by 2020 set five years ago. Connectivity projects
with the ASEAN, like the trilateral highway to Thailand via Myanmar, are years behind schedule.
Delhi has struggled to meet the demand for wider and deeper maritime and defence partnerships
in the region. All the three issues are at the top of the PM’s talks with ASEAN leaders. Meeting
India’s declared objectives at the summit will need a decisive push from the PM to overcome
bureaucratic and policy inertia.
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Out of the shadows of the Cold War

Last week at a conference in New Delhi, Admiral Harry Harris, the head of the US military’s Pacific
command, referred to China as a disruptive power in the Indo-Pacific and urged countries in the
region to build their capabilities and work together.

When the US looks to Asia, it no longer sees the peaceful rise of China, instead it sees an
economic and military rival that seeks to undermine the international liberal order that the US
helped establish after World War II. Washington now seeks like-minded democratic free-market
societies as allies and partners in upholding this rules-based order.

Indians believe in, and have long sought, acknowledgement by others of Indian primacy in the
Indian Ocean region. At a time when the Donald Trump administration is seeking partners, it
appears that New Delhi is finally ready to move beyond speeches and vision statements to play a
role in the greater Indo-Pacific region.

South Asia was and will remain India’s primary sphere of influence, with over 85% of the annual
development budget of India’s foreign ministry devoted to the immediate neighbourhood. New
Delhi has also learnt that maintaining a sphere of influence is not simply a function of telling others
what to do but being able to expend resources that deny space to competitors.

India’s experience in Afghanistan and growing Chinese presence in South Asia, especially through
the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), have made New Delhi more receptive to initiatives like the
Japan and Asian Development Bank co-sponsored Expanded Partnership for Quality
Infrastructure Initiative as an alternative to the BRI.

Under Narendra Modi’s leadership, India views Japan as not only an economic partner but also a
key strategic ally with whom it shares similar threats and challenges, namely the rise of China.
Building on ties with Prime Minister Shinzo Abe that were developed while Modi was chief minister
of Gujarat, India views Japan as the key partner for development of infrastructure both within India
and in its neighbourhood. In 2014, Japan offered $35 billion investment in infrastructure projects in
India, with a $17 billion bullet train project being announced in 2017.

India’s historical and civilizational ties with South-East Asia date back centuries, with the region
hosting a large Indian diaspora. However, it is only in the 1990s that India adopted its ‘Look East’
policy, aimed at building closer economic ties with the region, and only in the last decade that a
security dimension has been added to this relationship. Reflective of the new ‘Act East’ policy, for
the first time in seven decades, on 26 January, the top leaders of the 10-member Association of
Southeast Asian Nations (Asean) grouping will be the chief guests at the celebrations on the
occasion of India’s 69th Republic Day. India’s trade with the region stands at $76 billion, with India
a member of the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP).

Similarly, New Delhi has boosted relations with the Pacific Islands, again a region with which India
shares civilizational ties and a large Indian diaspora. Since 2014, there have been annual
conferences either in India or in the region itself and New Delhi has offered massive assistance,
including annual grants-in-aid to each of the 14 Pacific countries ranging from $125,000 to
$200,000. India has also set up a fund for adapting to climate change, capacity building of coastal
surveillance systems and technical training and educational fellowships.

India’s growing economic and security relationships and interest in the Indo-Pacific region are
aligned with its deepening partnership with the US. Two years after signing the US-India Joint
Strategic Vision of 2015, India is a member of the Quad (a strategic grouping of the US, India,
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Japan and Australia) and there is talk about making the grouping something more than an annual
talk shop.

From being “estranged” democracies during the Cold War, India and the US today share, in the
words of US secretary of state Rex Tillerson, a “growing strategic convergence”. From having
almost no military relations during the Cold War, India is today a ‘major defence partner’ of the US.
From $20 billion in bilateral trade in the year 2000, today that figure stands at $115 billion.

Ever since 1947, Indian leaders have sought recognition for India, on the basis of its civilizational
greatness, belief in India as an example to the world and the role it is destined to play on the
global stage. The Cold War and American preoccupations with other regions of the world and
Washington’s convoluted relationship with Pakistan prevented American leaders from
understanding what India wanted.

Today, however, the US views India as a potential regional security provider and seeks to build
India’s security capacity through commercial and defence cooperation between the two militaries.

When it views the Indo-Pacific, Washington sees India and the US as the two “bookends of
stability,” in the words of Tillerson, and “natural allies” that share a commitment to “upholding the
rule of law, freedom of navigation, universal values, and free trade”. The recent National Security
Strategy, 2017 also spoke of America seeking to support India’s “leadership role” in the Indo-
Pacific region.

What remains to be seen, however, is how Washington and New Delhi prepare the contours of
this partnership.

Aparna Pande is fellow and director of the Initiative on the Future of India and South Asia at the
Washington-based Hudson Institute.

Comments are welcome at theirview@livemint.com
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India, ASEAN target swift deal on RCEP

Small is big:The summit saw an agreement to promote growth for MSMEs through technology
transfer, capacity building, technical assistance and access to innovation.AFP  

With an aim to further trade ties, India and ASEAN on Friday agreed to target a swift conclusion to
the comprehensive and mutually beneficial Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership
(RCEP) in 2018.

Both sides also reaffirmed their commitment to enhance physical and digital connectivity in line
with the Master Plan on ASEAN Connectivity 2025 and the ASEAN ICT Masterplan (AIM) 2020 by
availing the $1-billion line of credit announced by India.

Highway project

India and ASEAN will also work towards encouraging early completion of the India-Myanmar-
Thailand Trilateral Highway Project and extend this trilateral highway to Cambodia, Lao PDR and
Vietnam, according to the Delhi Declaration of the ASEAN-India Commemorative Summit.

The summit was held here to mark the 25th anniversary of Association of Southeast Asian Nations
(ASEAN)-India Dialogue Relations.

It also emphasised the need to deepen cooperation in the area of aviation under the ASEAN-India
Aviation Cooperation Framework adopted at the 14th ASEAN Transport Ministers’ Meeting in
Manila, on November 6, 2008, including through the convening of air services consultations by the
ASEAN-India Working Group on Regional Air Services Arrangements and the establishment of air
transport cooperation on technical, economic and regulatory matters between ASEAN and India. It
was agreed to establish closer ASEAN-India air links to promote tourism, trade, and enhance
greater connectivity between 10-nation grouping ASEAN and India.

Both sides will work to “further strengthen ASEAN-India economic relations, including through the
full utilisation and effective implementation of the ASEAN-India Free Trade Area, and intensify
efforts in 2018 toward the swift conclusion of a modern, comprehensive, high quality, and mutually
beneficial Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP),” it said.

There were also agreements on cooperation for conservation and sustainable use of marine
resources in the Indian and Pacific Oceans and address threats to these resources including
illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing, loss of coastal ecosystems and the adverse impacts of
pollution, ocean acidification, marine debris.

Maritime cooperation

It also emphasised the need to promote maritime transport cooperation between ASEAN and
India, and encourage potential private sector participation in the development of seaports,
maritime logistics network and maritime services in order to create greater efficient linkages and
encourage ASEAN and India to continue discussions on these priority areas.

According to the declaration, promotion of stable and sustainable growth for Micro, Small and
Medium Enterprises (MSMEs), including through technology transfer, as well as enhancing
capacity building, technical assistance, access to innovation and opportunities to integrate into the
global and regional value chains were agreed upon.
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India and ASEAN countries will continue to collaborate in peaceful exploitation of outer space,
through the implementation of the ASEAN-India Space Cooperation Programme, including
launching of satellites, for sustainable exploitation of ground, sea, atmospheric and digital
resources for equitable development of the region, it said.

“We also look forward to the establishment of the ASEAN-India Trade and Investment Centre,” the
declaration said.
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Natural partners in the Asian century

 

As we complete two decades of the 21st century, a paradigm change in the global power structure
is taking shape. Technology and size are causing this change. The physical size of a nation did
not matter during the 19th and most of the 20th centuries. Britain, Germany, France and Japan
leveraged their Industrial Revolution advantage on technology for armaments to become world
powers despite their relatively small size. Europe thus became the global centre till the late 1950s.
Now, potential power is shifting to the two large nations of the Asian mainland, China and India,
which are nuclear weapons states and with fast-growing economies. Together they represent 60%
of the Asian mainland.

Asia already accounts for almost half of the world’s population, half of the world’s container traffic,
one-third of its bulk cargo and 40% of the world’s off-shore oil reserves. It is home to several fast-
growing new economies with GDP growth rates above 7% per year, i.e. a doubling of the GDP
every 10 years.

Asian defence spending ($439 billion) is also much more than Europe’s ($386 billion). In a few
years half of the world’s naval fleet and combat aircraft with extended range missiles, supported
by highly sophisticated communications networks, will soon be seen roaming in the Indo-Pacific
region.

Also, since the late 1990s, China and India have been rapidly emerging as influential power hubs.
Being two of the three most post populous and largest GDP nations, India and China, both
culturally akin, are socially structured on family values and associated social attitudes.

Potentially both are poised to fill the role of global powers. To achieve that potential, both require
hardware, software and the clear mindset for exercising this power. As of now, China is ahead of
India in reaching that level. We are concerned here with the question whether India can reach it.

India’s China policy thus needs a re-structuring based on a fresh perspective that is relevant for
the 21st century. This is because the global power matrix has undergone a paradigm change, from
an exclusively Atlantic shores-based concerns to emerging Indo-Pacific ocean strategic issues.
Thus India-China relations matter as never before.

The diminishing influence of Western powers in the region, and as of now the acknowledged rising
power of China are the new global reality. In terms of hardware capability and mindset, India is at
present only a regional power. Because of its present mindset, it is obsessed with the problem of
Pakistan-trained terrorists entering Indian territory rather than asserting higher priority on global
issues, and thus it is complicit in international attempts to hyphenate the two regional-minded
nations, India with Pakistan.

This is the Indian myopia, because India has the capacity and the opportunity to rise as a
‘responsible and influential global power’. As a collateral effect, this will easily fix Pakistan and its
terrorist propensity.

Since 1971, Pakistan has already broken into two, and there are still fissiparous internal
pressures. India therefore needs a new mindset: to look beyond Pakistan. Moreover, it depends
on whether India’s intellectual outlook matures enough to find acceptable accommodation with
China for a partnership in Asian peace.
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The U.S. has become a much friendlier nation for India, especially because the Soviet Union
unravelled, and India’s economy is growing fast to become an open, competitive market economy,
the third largest in PPP terms. But the U.S. also is hesitant to put boots on the ground to fight
terrorist establishments. Hence India can help the U.S. fill that growing void in return for the
sophisticated military hardware that it lacks.

The world already is dazzled by India’s prowess in information technology, the capability to
produce pharmaceuticals at low cost, and the high quality of its trained manpower capable of
innovation. But India does not exert this soft power advantage on the world scene commensurate
with this potential or its size in Asia.

We are still on the international stage in a “petitioner” mode on vital national and international
security issues — an unfortunate hangover from Nehru’s diplomacy of the 1950s. Unless we take
ourselves seriously, stop craving foreign certificates and acquire commensurate military hardware
by reaching spaces vacated by the U.S., others will not acknowledge our global status and comply
accordingly.

My prescription is thus short: the key for India today is to bond strategically with China. But this
requires dealing bilaterally on huge pending issues. After my recent visit to China, I believe there
is an unfortunate trust deficit that requires frank, hard-nosed bilateral discussion at a high political
level and not between bureaucrats. China recognises India’s potential and respects the same.

There is sufficient common ground to cement the relationship. The question for us is: do we want
to be strategic partners with China and accept sincerely the concomitant commitments, and trust
China to do the same? The answer lies in our relations with the U.S., and China’s relations with
Pakistan.

For that to happen, India has to completely reorient its strategic mindset. A change in strategic
conceptualisation is needed, that is, from the colonial hangover of junior partnership for the sake
of crumbs from the materialistic “Westward Ho” syndrome, to an Eastward ethos, concomitantly
from the present land-focussed thinking to Ocean-centric articulation.

The Indian Ocean has now emerged as the epicentre of global power play in the 21st century.
Gone are the outdated phrases like Asia-Pacific. Let us articulate and embrace the new concept of
Indo-Pacific alliances that accommodates Chinese perspectives on a reciprocity basis. Hence we
need to recognise this centrality and primacy of the Indian Ocean in India’s global economic and
military activism: the Indian Ocean is the epicentre of global power play in the 21st century. With
Indonesian partnership, India can monitor the Malacca Strait through which over 80% of the freight
traffic of China and East Asia passes.

My recent meetings with influential Chinese leaders and scholars convinces me more than ever
before that China recognises India’s potential to match Chinese reach and strategic goals.

Simplified, China would be more flexible in dealing with India if it is convinced of India’s
equidistance with the U.S. on China-U.S. disputes involving distant places such as Taiwan and
South China Sea islands. Of course, we will require that China respond with similar nonchalance
on Pakistan-India disputes.

As an important part of its diplomacy, India has thus to develop deeper cultural and civilisational
linkages with China and the rest of Asia. India has to realise that it can’t just be a spectator, or a
mere visible participant, or even a ‘pole’ in the so-called multi-polar world. China has
conceptualised and implemented the centrality of befriending all of India’s neighbours and has
brought them on board in its Belt and Road Initiative (BRI).
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In the Chinese Communist Party Congress in the early 2000s, Hu Jintao, then President of China,
had got adopted the goal of developing a “Harmonious Society”, of blending spiritual Confucianist
and Taoist values with aspirations for material progress. This is similar to the Hindu values of
placing on a pedestal intellect and sacrifice (gyana and tyaga). Since then China has proceeded
systematically to bring countries of Asia under its influence with imaginative proposals such as the
BRI and the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor. India has been reduced to merely reacting to
such proposals without any of her own to canvass as an alternative.

India, therefore, has to strive imaginatively to become a stakeholder in this new global power
paradigm: to give up its reticence and passive diplomacy and learn to exercise power without
being seen as a bully by our neighbours.

Under Prime Minister Narendra Modi we have at least conveyed to the world that we have arrived
and are interested in carving out India’s due place.

To some extent, China too has made that clear already by writing into CPEC and BRI documents,
since India objected, that the proposed road through Pakistan-occupied Kashmir would be subject
to the “final solution” of the so-called Jammu and Kashmir issue.

In brief then, India is now poised to form a global triangle with the U.S. and China, and therefore
the government must seize the opportunity, which requires a serious effort at reconciliation with
China in a give-and-take mode without sacrificing our national interest.

Subramanian Swamy is a Member of Parliament
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The ASEAN embrace

 

Prime Minister Narendra Modi used India’s Republic Day to host heads of state/government of the
10 members of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN). As India’s ‘Look East
Policy’, matures into an ‘Act East Policy’, a strong relationship with ASEAN is no longer a policy
option; rather it is an economic and strategic necessity.

While India-ASEAN trade value stood at $76.53 billion in 2014-15, China-ASEAN trade value
reached $452.2 billion in 2016, almost six times than that of India. Similarly, Indian investments
continue to remain marginal in the ASEAN region — it was around $224 million in 2015-2016 while
Chinese investment over the same period totalled over $3 billion. However, Indian investments in
ASEAN are likely to grow as there has been increased liberalisation and deregulation regarding
outward foreign investments. The Tata Group already has a strong presence in Myanmar and is
investing in the IT and agricultural sectors, which will create capacity and generate employment.

Infrastructure is a key area where there is much potential. The India-Myanmar-Thailand Trilateral
Highway and the Kaladan Multimodal Transit Transport Project will significantly boost connectivity
between India-Myanmar leading up to the rest of Southeast Asia. Enhanced connectivity between
the two countries will not only serve India but also neighbouring Bangladesh. A railway or highway
such as Bangkok-Yangon-Delhi has to pass through Bangladesh, making the country an
intermediate beneficiary. India, which is vying to become a regional leader in South Asia, can
score major points with its South Asian neighbours by connecting them to East Asia.

Uncertain regional geopolitics coupled with the rise of economies in the region will require Asian
governments to adapt to a newer political environment, economic realities, and a different
regulatory ecosystem. Businesses and governments will have to confront disruptions to traditional
employment structures and loss of jobs caused by digital technologies and the impending Fourth
Industrial Revolution. The region’s multifaceted challenges require dynamic and forward-looking
policymaking. To reiterate Mr. Modi’s point, engagement with ASEAN is not only confined to trade
and is becoming increasingly multi-dimensional.

India-ASEAN strategic cooperation gets trickier given China’s territorial claim on the resource-rich
South China Sea. The tug of war between China and India to dominate the Indian Ocean has
given rise to maritime rivalry. When it comes to the South China Sea, it is in India’s interest to
have freedom of navigation, unfettered access to common waters and respect for international
maritime law. India and the Singapore Navy conducted SIMBEX-17, a week-long bilateral military
exercise in the South China Sea in 2017. Given the prevailing regional power imbalance created
by a declining U.S. and an assertive China, India and ASEAN are well poised to become strategic
partners in ensuring regional peace and stability. Battling non-traditional risks such as terrorism,
human trafficking, cybercrime and piracy also provide opportunities for greater cooperation.

The presence of the Indian diaspora in almost all ASEAN nations has also helped strengthen ties.
Almost 1.6 million Indians call Malaysia their second home. The Indian film industry has a huge
fan base in Malaysia and Singapore. For example, of the editions of the International Indian Film
Academy Awards held so far, a few have been held in ASEAN countries. Southeast Asia is even
overtaking Europe as a filming location for Indian films.

With an assertive China driving the Belt and Road Initiative and U.S. disengagement in the region,
India has to navigate carefully especially when many nations, including those in ASEAN, are
looking for options that promote economic interests and protect territorial sovereignty. At such a
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critical juncture in East and South Asian geopolitics, the significance of ASEAN from an Indian
perspective can hardly be overemphasised. As Singapore’s elder-statesman, Lee Kuan Yew,
argued many years ago, India must be “part of the Southeast Asia’s balance of forces” and “a
counterweight to China” in the Indian Ocean.

The “Act East” policy needs to be acted upon with a sense of purpose and priority before India can
become a reliable and strategic partner of ASEAN.

Syed Munir Khasru is the Chairman of the Institute for Policy, Advocacy, & Governance (IPAG). E-
mail: munir.khasru@ipag.org
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ASEAN rising — on India-Southeast Asia cooperation

As leaders of the 10 countries of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations gathered in New
Delhi this week, India’s ties with ASEAN got a dose of both symbolism and substance. The
ASEAN-India Commemorative Summit, followed by their attendance at the Republic Day
parade as joint chief guests, underlined the new consensus on the need for Southeast Asia and
India to boost cooperation. First, as the demand for goods in Western economies comes down,
the region needs to look deeper within to grow markets and increase trade. Second, continuing
tensions between the “great powers” — between the U.S. and Russia, or the U.S. and China —
are forcing the unaligned countries of ASEAN and India to forge a common understanding.
China’s moves in particular, both its naval forays in the Indo-Pacific and its Belt and Road Initiative
connectivity project, have the potential to change equations in the region. Third, as Singapore’s
Prime Minister and the Chairman of ASEAN, Lee Hsien Loong, reminded the world in an editorial,
and Prime Minister Narendra Modi said in his speech at the summit, India’s cultural and trade ties
with Southeast Asia go back 2,000 years — and with Southeast Asia having come out of the
overhang of Cold War divisions, India and ASEAN have a unique opportunity to reap the potential
of their geographic proximity. The Delhi Declaration they signed articulated their urgent concerns
as ASEAN and India called for measures to deepen security, economic and socio-cultural
cooperation, and connectivity. These include joint mechanisms for maritime transport, trade and a
“code of conduct” for the South China Sea.

But it must not be forgotten that when ASEAN-India leaders last gathered together in New Delhi in
2012 to mark the 20th anniversary of the dialogue partnership, they had made a similar
commitment to trade and maritime security, and several promises are yet to be realised. With
trade with ASEAN at $76 billion, India ranks lower than not just the U.S. and China, but also South
Korea, Japan and Australia. The Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership negotiations
launched in 2012 have been held up, largely because of Indian concerns over unfettered access
to Chinese goods and ASEAN resistance to movement of Indian services and labour. The other
big unfulfilled promise is on connectivity, between ASEAN countries and India, as well as India’s
connectivity through its Northeast to Myanmar and beyond. Work on the extension of the India-
Myanmar-Thailand Trilateral Highway, the Kaladan multimodal highway, and Tamu-Kalay rail link
to Myanmar has lagged behind deadlines. Border trade posts and infrastructure in the Northeast
need much improvement to attract investment in the region. India and the ASEAN countries have
much to gain from each other — but heavy-lifting is required to integrate India into the ASEAN
equation. Else, shared history and culture and political leaderships in sync may only yield rousing
summitry.

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

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

www.indianexpress.com 2018-01-27

India rolls out the red carpet for ASEAN

The presence of all ten Heads of State from ASEAN countries in New Delhi on the occasion of the
69th Republic day of India as joint chief guests is an unprecedented event, significant in many
respects. Although the ostensible occasion is to commemorate the 25th anniversary of the India-
ASEAN engagement, geopolitics has played a big role in all of them coming together to the Indian
capital at the same time.

It shows the heft that New Delhi has gained over the last few years as a credible geo-strategic
partner of the ASEAN, and also reflects a reaction to the aggressive posture adopted by China in
the South China Sea. Riding on strong and robust economic and infrastructure capabilities, China
has proceeded to occupy disputed and unoccupied islands in an important ocean with key sea
lanes of communication over the past few years even as the ASEAN and the rest of the world
watched.

Follow Republic Day 2018 LIVE Updates

In fact, the scale and speed of the “China creep” in the South China Sea, their land reclamation,
militarisation and their population and administration by a determined Chinese state which took
place in the background of a reluctant engagement of the US in the Pacific has left the ASEAN
and its partners stunned and helpless. China has managed to divide the ASEAN by offering
lucrative economic incentives and liberal lines of credit to less developed countries like Laos and
Cambodia and using them to block consensus on conference outcomes stressing the centrality of
ASEAN, and a combined ASEAN stand opposing the militarisation and occupation of the disputed
islands in the South China Sea.

Even though the Chinese lost the case against the Philippines on its claims on the islands and its
activities in the South China Sea, the Philippines has not pressed ahead with its implementation in
view of a divided ASEAN. Asean today seeks support from all its strategic partners in the evolving
security architecture in the region, and in developing a Code of Conduct in the South China Sea.

While China looms large, India has a full agenda of cooperation of its own in mind . This agenda is
driven by the three Cs – Commerce , Connectivity and Culture. India’s trade figures with ASEAN
have been lacklustre – $71 billion last year compared to a whopping $450 billion trade which
China has with the ASEAN. India has signed an FTA on trade in goods and investment and
services with the 10-member group.

While the FTA on trade in goods is in place, two ASEAN countries are yet to ratify the FTA on
services and investment. If the FTA on services and investment enters into force in the near future
this could open up new vistas of cooperation.

In a related but significant development, on January 23 in Tokyo, 11 negotiating partners of the
Trans-Pacific Partnership, minus the USA, agreed to go ahead and sign this agreement which will
create a powerful trade bloc. Many ASEAN countries are part of this agreement, requiring higher
standards in trade and manufacturing.

India has not been part of TPP negotiations, but has been taking part in RCEP negotiations,
alongside all ten ASEAN countries, China, Australia, New Zealand, Japan and Republic of Korea.
In these negotiations, India has been unsuccessfully trying to gain concessions in services, and
has been accused of slowing down the negotiations. The TPP signature on March 11 could spur
Indian negotiators to rethink strategy on RCEP. Staying away from RCEP in the light of
developments on TPP could create difficulties for Indian exports.
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As far as Connectivity is concerned, Indian flagship projects with ASEAN like the Trilateral
highway and the Kaladan multimodal project which will help in the develoment of India’s North-
East States have suffered due to time lags. There are few takers for the $1 billion line of credit
announced by Prime Minister Modi in 2015 for physical and digital connectivity with ASEAN, but
India’s Quick Impact projects of lesser amounts have been a big success across the CMLV
countries and ASEAN.

India and ASEAN will do well to finalise a Maritime Cooperation pact which will result in joint
ventures in shipping and transhipment initiatives. Serious consideration must be given to connect
India’s eastern seaboard ports with Dawei in Myanmar as well as others in Thailand to cut down
on time and costs of delivery. Air connectivity needs to be improved with direct flights to Indonesia,
Laos, Cambodia and Philippines which are still reached from India via some other destination.

India has opened up its skies to ASEAN in18 Tier-2 cities, and ASEAN airlines like Air Asia could
exploit these routes successfully. Indian tourism to ASEAN has increased by leaps and bounds
but ASEAN tourists to India only account for 3% percent of the total tourists into India. India will do
well to strengthen infrastructure at the six important sites in Uttar Pradesh and Bihar for Buddhist
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tourism, create comfortable infrastructure and facilities and strengthen connectivity with Buddhist
tourist sites in Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra and Madhya Pradesh.

At the time of writing this piece, Prime Minister Modi has just proposed that India and Asean
celebrate 2019 as the year of tourism. He has also proposed use of digital capabilities of India for
connecting the rural areas in Asean.

India has done its part in the promotion of culture, people to people contacts, youth, think tanks,
and eminent persons. ASEAN can look at India at a destination of quality education, provided the
two sides can progress on mutual recognition of degrees for employment purposes and
awareness is spread in all countries – especially the CLMV countries – on education facilities and
opportunities in India.

This Summit has an important retreat segment on maritime cooperation and security. India will
stress its interest in the Indo-Pacific as an increasingly connected pathway where much of the
worlds trade passes, to be kept free from traditional and non-traditional threats to security to allow
for free movement of goods, people and ideas. India will stress emphasise the importance of
UNCLOS and international law, ASEAN’s central role and offer to actively participate in regional
security.

In this context, India would like to cooperate with ASEAN in developing a blue economy, coastal
surveillance, building offshore patrolling capabilities, hydrographic services, and information
sharing for increased maritime domain awareness. Maritime domain awareness, aided by the
India- aided telemetry stations in Vietnam and Indonesia, are crucial in protecting sea lanes of
communication, and to meet the demand of the growing convergence between India and ASEAN
in tracking the deployment of naval vessels and ships in the South China Sea.

Closer defence cooperation between India and Vietnam, Malaysia, Indonesia, Singapore,
Myanmar and Philippines have emerged as an important area in the light of growing Indian stakes
in the Straits of Malacca, Lombok and Sunda and the ASEAN desire of enhancing defensive
capabilities.

India and ASEAN will feel even more comfortable with each other after this Summit. India has
ensured that ASEAN walks in tandem in the journey of mutual development and prosperity.
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From Tokyo with love for global trade

Nowhere has the dramatic ascent of China to the helm of global affairs pinched more than in
Japan, a country that has long prided itself as the preeminent power in Asia. A large part of the
21st century China’s rise has to do with its indispensability to global trade. But Japan is a trading
heavyweight too, and with the United States charting an isolationist path under President Donald
Trump, Tokyo has taken up the global trade mantle with vigour and some success. This week, the
11 remaining members of a Trans-Pacific Partnership trade deal that Mr. Trump had pulled the
U.S. out of solved their differences at talks held in Tokyo. That the deal, renamed the
Comprehensive and Progressive Agreement for Trans-Pacific Partnership, or CPTPP, is going
ahead in the absence of the U.S. is a testament to Japan’s role in shepherding the tough
negotiations through some tumultuous times.

The members of the CPTPP include Australia, Brunei, Canada, Chile, Malaysia, Mexico, New
Zealand, Peru, Singapore, Vietnam and Japan. The accord will cover about 14% of global gross
domestic product (considerably less than the 40% it would have covered had the U.S. stayed on
board) and involve the livelihoods of about 500 million people. It’s estimated that the net benefit of
the CPTPP to all its members from the liberalisation of trade in goods and services will equal
about 0.3% of their combined GDP, or $37.3 billion, in the medium term.

But beyond the material benefits, the CPTPP is also a gauntlet to China. Tokyo wants to lead rule-
making on trade in the Asia-Pacific, rather than allowing China to set the agenda with alternatives
like the Beijing-backed, 16-nation Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP). By
setting a high bar on legal standards and leaving open the possibility of other Asian countries
joining the pact, the CPTPP has pipped the RCEP, which is still being negotiated, to the post.
Although the official line of both the RCEP and the CPTPP is that one’s success does not impinge
on the other, the fact that the CPTPP excludes China has trade officials in Tokyo looking smug.

“The decision for all 11 countries to participate is epoch-making for our country and the future of
the Asia-Pacific region,” said Toshimitsu Motegi, Japan’s Economy Minister, following CPTPP
talks in Tokyo last week. The Minister added that the agreement sent a signal to “parts of the
world” where there “may be a movement towards conservatism”, a pointed reference to the U.S.

The announcement of the CPTPP comes on the heels of another gigantic trade deal that Tokyo
recently concluded with the European Union. The EU-Japan free trade agreement is the world’s
biggest, covering more than a quarter of global economic output. Although it is still to be signed,
negotiators announced in December that the legal text had been finalised.

Global trading order

In the post-Second World War-era, Japan has benefited greatly from the U.S.-led and U.S.-
devised international trading order. As a major export-oriented economy, it maintains a huge stake
in shaping the future of this order, particularly now that it is suffering from a U.S.-shaped
leadership deficit. For a Japan that has struggled on occasion to find global relevance in the
shadow of China’s rise, this crisis has emerged as an opportunity to demonstrate its continued
muscle. The CPTPP is slated for signature on March 8 in Chile. The members have indicated that
they would welcome the U.S. back to the club in the event of a change of heart in the White
House.

The new Trans-Pacific Partnership, with 11 member-states including Japan, Canada and
Australia, will cover about 14% of global GDP and involve the livelihoods of about 500
million people
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Cambodia backs anti-terror efforts

Prime Minister Narendra Modi welcoming his Cambodian counterpart, Samdech Hun Sen, at the
Rashtrapati Bhavan on Saturday.V. Sudershan  

Prime Minister Narendra Modi and his Cambodian counterpart, Samdech Hun Sen, on Saturday
held talks to boost ties in key areas of defence, security and counter-terrorism. The two leaders
called for concerted global efforts to eliminate terrorism, including blocking sources of terror
financing and dismantling terrorist bases.

After the talks, the two countries inked four pacts, including the one to improve cooperation in the
prevention and investigation of crimes and legal assistance in criminal matters and another on a
line of credit from India to finance Cambodia’s Stung Sva Hab water resources development
project for $36.92 million.

Defence programmes

Expressing satisfaction at the current state of bilateral defence ties, including ship visits and
training programmes, the two leaders agreed to further enhance ties, including through exchanges
of senior-level defence personnel and capacity-building projects.

Both sides expressed a keen interest in enhancing cooperation in maritime domain, including
preservation of marine and coastal environment, anti-piracy cooperation, security of sea lanes of
communication to maintain peace and ensure safety and security of navigation in the Indo-Pacific
Region, and supported complete freedom of navigation and overflight and pacific resolution of
maritime issues based on international law.

Addressing a joint press event with Mr. Hun Sen, Mr Modi said India had also proposed a line of
credit in several key areas such as health, connectivity and digital connectivity.

‘Curse on humankind’

Describing terrorism as a “curse” on humankind which poses a “grave threat” to global peace,
security and stability, the leaders unequivocally condemned terrorism in all its forms and
manifestations, underscored that there was no justification whatsoever for acts of terrorism, and
recognised that terrorism could not be and should not be associated with any religion, nationality,
civilisation or ethnic groups, according to a joint statement.

Reaffirming their resolve to fight terrorism, the two leaders affirmed that those responsible for
committing, abetting, organising and supporting terrorist acts must be held accountable and be
punished.
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A long way to go

It is significant that the Delhi Declaration of India and 10 ASEAN countries last week mentioned,
for the first time, “cross-border movement of terrorists” and made a commitment to counter the
challenge through “close cooperation”. In an endorsement of the longstanding Indian view, these
leaders not only agreed on a comprehensive approach to counter “foreign terrorist fighters”, but
also supported efforts to target terror groups and sanctuaries.

While stressing that “there can be no justification for acts of terror on any grounds whatsoever,”
the Delhi Declaration on the 25th anniversary of the ASEAN-India partnership also said that they
would “deepen cooperation in combating terrorism in all its forms and manifestations, violent
extremism and radicalisation through information sharing, law enforcement cooperation and
capacity building under the existing ASEAN-led mechanisms”.

When the same group of countries had met five years ago there was no mention of terrorism. The
clear mention of cross-border movement of terrorists and foreign terrorist fighters is a marked
change, then, from the 2012 statement, which only had a commitment to foster greater security
cooperation.

For the past many decades, India has been a victim of cross-border terrorism emanating from
Pakistan, particularly in Jammu and Kashmir. Its efforts to garner international support to
diplomatically isolate Pakistan have borne fruit in recent years, particularly with the recent
statements issued by the Trump administration.

But other countries, whose support is critical, have not been as forthcoming in targeting Pakistan,
allowing Islamabad to get away with patronising — or at least turning a blind eye towards — India-
centric terror groups and leaders. This joint statement with ASEAN leaders could embolden New
Delhi’s efforts to list Jaish-e-Mohammad chief Maulana Masood Azhar as a global terrorist, and
pressure Pakistan to take action against Mumbai terror attack mastermind and Jamaat-ud-Dawa
founder Hafiz Saeed.

Notwithstanding the support from ASEAN countries, India is aware that Pakistan’s impunity flows
mainly from its close alliance with China. Beijing has constantly blocked all efforts by India to press
Pakistan at the UN under various UNSC resolutions on terrorism, and New Delhi has been unable
to find a way around it.

The ASEAN countries have a varied and complicated relationship with China, and are sensitive to
Chinese concerns. This is visible in the absence of any mention of Indo-Pacific or China’s Belt and
Road Initiative from the joint statement. It used to be said that Pakistan is able to unleash terrorism
against India because of the support it could garner from the US, Saudi Arabia and China. While
the US clearly stands in New Delhi’s favour, Saudi Arabia also seems to be sympathetic to Indian
concerns. It is on getting China around that India will have to work, if it wants to see concrete
action against Pakistan. The ASEAN statement is a good beginning but there is a long way still to
go.
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China’s increasing interference abroad

One of the surest signs of the emergence of a global superpower is its ability and willingness to
intervene in other states’ domestic politics. And while the West remains obsessed with Russian
shenanigans in shaping the domestic political milieu and discourse in the US and West European
democracies, it is China that seems to have stolen the march in this regard. In fact, 2017 will mark
the year when China’s manipulation of domestic politics in other states came out of the closet.

On the one hand, its role in the removal of Robert Mugabe in Zimbabwe underscored Beijing’s
growing clout in far-flung regions of the world. China was aware of the Zimbabwean army’s plans
to oust Mugabe, as General Constantino Chiwenga, head of Zimbabwe’s defence forces, had
visited Beijing just days before the army moved against Mugabe. At the other end of the spectrum,
the Australian debate on China’s growing role in domestic matters threw down the gauntlet to
Beijing. Australian prime minister Malcolm Turnbull has taken the lead in this regard, pointedly
attacking the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) for covertly interfering “with our media, our
universities and even the decisions of elected representatives right here in this building
(parliament)”.

With the aim of curbing such influence, his government has introduced changes to national
security legislation on foreign agents and banned foreign political donations. Australian media has
been awash with reports about organizations linked to the CCP monitoring the 140,000 Chinese
students in Australia and Beijing’s purported attempts to buy political influence through donations
to political parties. Foreign minister Julie Bishop has underlined the threat to freedom of speech in
Australian universities owing to Chinese students affiliated to the CCP. The Australian Security
Intelligence Organisation has warned of foreign influence posing “a threat to our sovereignty, the
integrity of our national institutions, and the exercise of our citizens’ rights”.

The scandal surrounding the Labor politician Sam Dastyari made this all too real for Australian
polity. Dastyari was forced to resign from politics earlier this year after it was revealed that he had
warned a Chinese counterpart his calls might be recorded by the Australian intelligence agency
and that he had tried to encourage his party’s leadership not to meet a Chinese pro-democracy
activist opposed to Beijing’s rule in Hong Kong in 2015.

With bilateral trade worth $155 billion in 2016, China is Australia’s largest trading partner and
Canberra has been very reluctant to annoy it in the past, treading rather cautiously on regional
geopolitical issues. It was one of the reasons why the quadrilateral initiative, between India, Japan,
the US and Australia, could not move forward when it was first mooted in 2007.

Even New Zealand is confronting this challenge from China, with the country’s political elite getting
manipulated by China’s patronage network. In Singapore, there have also been reports of
espionage, as happened in a recent case when a “pro-Beijing” professor was expelled from
Singapore for being an “agent” of a foreign power. Singapore’s ministry of home affairs alleged
that the professor was engaged in activities like knowingly interacting with intelligence agencies of
a foreign country to influence Singapore government policy and public opinion that were inimical to
Singapore’s interest. This unprecedented move by Singapore of expelling an academician for
alleged espionage has brought to the fore the role of even academia as a tool for furthering
China’s state objectives.

Though obsessed with Russia, Washington is taking note. A congressional commission headed by
senator Marco Rubio convened a hearing on the “long arm of China”, to highlight the “threats”
posed by Beijing to Western democracies. Rubio suggested that the emerging Chinese strategy
“directly threatens our most deeply held values and our national interest”. Arguing that “Chinese
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leaders are engaged in the long game”, he exhorted that “it is something that policymakers in the
United States and our like-minded allies must take seriously”. The Trump administration’s recently
released national security strategy also talks of China’s growing influence operations. It argues,
“China gathers and exploits data on an unrivalled scale and spreads features of its authoritarian
system, including corruption and the use of surveillance… China is using economic inducements
and penalties, influence operations and implied military threats to persuade other states to heed its
political and security agenda.”

In India’s own neighbourhood, China’s ability to manipulate domestic politics to its own advantage
is now getting well established. From the Maldives to Nepal and Sri Lanka, this is a new reality
that New Delhi will have to confront pro-actively.

As a major global power, it should not be surprising that Beijing is trying to build leverage over
domestic politics in other states. Liberal democracies like India remain very vulnerable to such
Chinese machinations as its capacity to launch influence operations abroad, and gain leverage
over democratic rivals, attains new heights. It is not readily evident if New Delhi has properly
understood the scale of the challenge it faces. It is far bigger than the military or economic threat
China poses.

Harsh V. Pant is a distinguished fellow at the Observer Research Foundation and professor of
international relations at King’s College London.
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Open to talk with India on CPEC: China

China on Monday offered to open talks with India to resolve differences on the China Pakistan
Economic Corridor (CPEC), opening the door for removing a major irritant in New Delhi-Beijing
ties.

“We are ready to work with the Indian side through dialogue and communication for a better
solution. This best serves the interests of the two countries,” Chinese Foreign Ministry
spokesperson Hua Chunying said, when asked to comment on remarks on CPEC by India’s
Ambassador to China, Gautam Bambawale.

In an interview with Global Times last week, Mr. Bambawale had proposed a new phase of
dialogue between India and China, which would cover all differences including CPEC.

Asked to comment on China’s alleged newly developed military infrastructure in the Doklam area,
as shown in recently published satellite pictures, Ms. Hua reiterated Beijing’s stock response that
Donglang (Doklam) was China’s sovereign territory, and Beijing had a right to build infrastructure
in the area.
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Ready for trade war, EU responds to Trump threat

Rising tension:Flags fluttering at the entrance of the European Commission’s building in
Brussels.AFPGERARD CERLES  

The European Union (EU) said on Monday that it stands ready to hit back “swiftly and
appropriately” if U.S. President Donald Trump takes unfair trade measures against the 28-nation
bloc.

The EU’s warning comes less than 24 hours after Mr. Trump expressed his annoyance with EU
trade policy, saying it “may morph into something very big”. The stand-off contrasts sharply with
relations during the administration of Barack Obama, when both sides sought to create a massive
free trade zone between the EU and United States that, it was argued, could yield over $100
billion a year for both sides.

Protectionist measures

When Mr. Trump won the presidential election in November 2016, those hopes evaporated as the
new President talked about protecting American jobs and going against multilateral trade deals
that he portrayed as detrimental to his “America First” policies.

On Sunday, Mr. Trump said in a British television interview that “the European Union has been
very, very unfair to the United States, and I think it’ll turn out to be very much to their detriment”.

Mr. Trump last week approved tariffs on imported solar-energy components and large washing
machines in a bid to help U.S. manufacturers, particularly against competition from China and
South Korea.

EU chief spokesman Margaritis Schinas retorted on Monday that “the EU stands ready to react
swiftly and appropriately in case our exports are affected by any restrictive trade measure from the
United States”. Mr. Schinas said that “while trade has to be open and fair it also has to be rules-
based”.

The issues also came to the fore during last week’s World Economic Forum (WEF) in Davos,
Switzerland.

In 2016, official figures show, the EU imported €246 billion ($304 billion) in goods from the U.S.
while exporting some €362 billion ($448 billion) to the country. In services, the U.S. deficit is much
smaller, of only about €13 billion ($16 billion).

The EU and Germany both called for cooperation on Monday.

German government spokesman, Steffen Seibert, noted that Chancellor Angela Merkel set out in
Davos last week why her government wants “an even stronger, more competitive, more self-
confident EU that takes over even more international responsibility”. “But that is not directed
against anyone, including the United States of America,” Mr. Seibert told reporters in Berlin. “We
try for solutions, strive for cooperation that is advantageous for both partners.”

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



crackIAS.com
cr

ac
kIA

S.co
m

www.thehindu.com 2018-01-30

A pivot in Asia

The National Defence Strategy (NDS) and the National Security Strategy (NSS) released recently
by the U.S. showcase the country’s strategic priorities and the way forward. As the two documents
lay considerable focus on the ‘Indo-Pacific’, they will serve as crucial policy indicators for India and
the region. The previous Obama administration too laid considerable focus on Asia-Pacific under
its ‘Rebalance to Asia’ strategy.

The NDS is reflective of the changing geopolitical realities in Asia. China’s territorial and maritime
overtures in the Indian Ocean, regional instability due to North Korea’s nuclear and missile tests,
and the salience of Asian economies in international trade and commerce has brought the region
into prominence. The U.S. administration has shifted its focus from the Asia-Pacific to Indo-Pacific
as a reference point of its maritime strategy. With its withdrawal from the Trans-Pacific
Partnership, the U.S. is looking for multilateral economic engagement with Asian economies. On
the strategic front, apart from building missile defence systems with Japan and South Korea to
checkmate North Korea, U.S. President Donald Trump has shown keenness to align with the
‘Quad’ to counter China’s rise.

With India as America’s ‘major defence partner’, the NDS seeks to further expand defence
cooperation between the two countries with particular emphasis on military purchases. However,
being an emerging economic and military player in the region, New Delhi has its own national
interests and regional concerns and addressing those goes beyond mere defence deals. Besides
traditional security concerns like China and North Korea, the region faces non-traditional security
threats such as piracy and terrorism.

India’s neighbourhood is demonstrating changes under China’s influence. Chinese infrastructure
and loan diplomacy have impacted India’s immediate neighbourhood. There has been a constant
Chinese strategic presence in the Indian Ocean Region (IOR). At the multilateral level, India is
checkmated by China on the issues of terrorism and membership of the Nuclear Suppliers Group.

Over the last three years, India has worked to secure a major diplomatic engagement to secure its
relations with its immediate neighbourhood as well as further its relations with ASEAN under the
‘Act East’ policy to counter China. However, there is little tangible evidence of any significant
outcome of the engagement so far.

China has invested significant capital to push ahead its ambitious Belt and Road Initiative (BRI).
Its economy will be dependent on the success of the BRI and cooperation with other states, so
China will not want to destabilise the region. As no single country in the Indo-Pacific region can
rise to the challenge posed by China and other security concerns, there needs to be a building of
unity. India can be that ‘consensus builder’ in its neighbourhood before moving ahead with its role
as ‘net security provider’ in the region.

Pooja Bhatt is PhD scholar at JNU, New Delhi
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Raja Mandala: Return of the politicals

A revised agreement on developing, managing and operating security infrastructure in the Indian
Ocean island state of Seychelles signed over the weekend by outgoing foreign secretary S
Jaishankar underlines India’s opportunities and challenges in becoming a security provider in the
littoral.

As India steps out to take larger responsibilities in the Indian Ocean, it should look to its own past
for lessons on the difficulties associated with projecting military power. In the Great Game of the
19th and early 20th centuries, the British Raj had to continuously fend off rival European powers
from gaining a strategic foothold in the Indian Ocean.

The Raj also had to ensure that its own access to islands at critical locations and the choke points
constricting entry and exit from the Indian Ocean is not threatened by internal turbulence in these
places, power play by its rivals or a combination of both. The burden of getting this done was on
the shoulders of the so-called “politicals”.

The term referred to the officers of the fabled Political Department, the precursor of our present
foreign office under the Raj. The “politicals” had the task of negotiating special political
relationships and military partnerships with kingdoms and khanates beyond the frontiers and steer
the geopolitical dynamic in favour of the Raj.

Independence in 1947 produced a strange disconnect for Indian diplomacy. The diplomatic corps,
now known as the Indian Foreign Service, was torn between sustaining the realpolitik of the Raj
and articulating Jawaharlal Nehru’s moralpolitik. In the neighbourhood, independent India claimed
the burden of a paramount power but on the global stage, Delhi became a champion of norms and
values.

The Indian Ocean, unfortunately, fell into the domain of moralpolitik rather than realpolitik. When
Great Britain decided to withdraw from the “east of Suez” in the 1960s, India dismissed the notions
of “power vacuum” in the littoral. It opposed the attempts by America and Russia to beef up their
military presence in the Indian Ocean, and backed calls for declaring the Indian Ocean as a “Zone
of Peace”. It was also a period when India disconnected itself economically and strategically from
the region in the name of self-reliance and non-alignment.

Delhi’s romantic views about the political order in the Indian Ocean did not survive the contact with
reality. Regional conflicts and great-power rivalry saw the littoral states opening up their territories
for great-power military bases. The end of the Cold War saw the easing of great power tensions,
but foreign military bases did not disappear.

As the Indian Ocean gains strategic salience, there is renewed great-power interest in bases and
military facilities. Russia and France acquired new base facilities in Syria and Abu Dhabi
respectively. The US military is, of course, well established in Diego Garcia.

What’s new is the Chinese and Indian interest in acquiring bases and facilities. Once fierce
opponents of foreign military bases in Asia and the Indian Ocean, Beijing and Delhi now the see
the need for such arrangements in order to secure their interests beyond borders. China has
acquired its first military base in Djibouti and will surely get more in the coming years.

During his visit to the Indian Ocean Island states in early 2015, Prime Minister Narendra Modi
affirmed India’s commitment to take on a larger role in securing the Indian Ocean. As part of this
new approach, Delhi finalised agreements to develop military facilities on the Assumption Island in
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Seychelles and the Aga Lega in Mauritius. Political anxieties about sovereignty and internal
political disputes in both countries have tended to slow the implementation of the agreements.

This should not come as a surprise to Delhi. Those in India who question the delay in formalising
the agreement with Seychelles must recall that Delhi took more than a decade to negotiate a far
simpler logistics support agreement with Washington. Letting other countries operate military
facilities on one’s soil is never easy in any country. It often becomes a political football for
competing factions. The domestic arguments get fused with the attempts by major powers to undo
special political relationships negotiated by their rivals.

For Delhi, the challenge is to patiently address the domestic concerns of its partners and develop
frameworks for military cooperation that are, in fact, and seen to be mutually beneficial. No
relationship with smaller countries can be taken for granted. Partnerships have to be won and not
merely claimed. The leaders of these countries are fully aware of their options with other powers.
India, therefore, has to carefully tend these relationships with sustained political attention.

That precisely is what the “politicals” of the Raj did. The challenge is much harder in the 21st
century amidst the consolidation of national identities and zealous defence of sovereignty. Making
the challenge harder for India is China’s new found economic wealth that is being turned into
political influence and military presence in the Subcontinent and beyond.

The outgoing foreign secretary, S Jaishankar, has certainly rekindled the spirit of the “politicals” in
raising India’s geopolitical game in the Indian Ocean. But to maintain the tempo over the longer
term, his successor, Vijay Gokhale, will need stronger institutional support across the government
in Delhi. For the challenge of consolidating India’s natural advantages in the Indian Ocean is
becoming harder by the day.

END

Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



crackIAS.com
cr

ac
kIA

S.co
m

www.indianexpress.com 2018-01-30

ASEAN promises still to keep

India celebrated its 69th Republic Day with fanfare and a lot of international attention. Inviting the
heads of state of the ASEAN was a remarkable feat, especially on the logistics and security side.
India has not invited so many heads of state ever for the Republic Day.

Twenty-five years ago, in the post-Cold War world, when India was left somewhat marginalised, it
looked towards the ASEAN with hope and expectation to re-socialise and reintegrate with the
regional dynamism of Asia. It was also the time when India was not a part of a single Asian
economic, politico-security dialogue mechanism. True to its spirit, the ASEAN embraced India as a
partner, motivating Delhi to launch the Look East policy in 1992.

Now, when doubts have been cast about the efficacy of the ASEAN in dealing with hard-nosed
strategic issues and keeping the flock together, India has returned the favour and embraced the
ASEAN as the “driver of Asian regionalism”. The decision was also driven by the fact that in 2018,
India and the ASEAN have entered the 26th year of their relationship — 2017 marked 25 years of
their dialogue partnership, 15 years of summit-level, and five years of strategic partnership.

A major outcome of the summit is the Delhi Declaration. The declaration underscores the need for
full and effective implementation of “Declaration on the Conduct of the Parties in the South China
Sea” and an early conclusion of the “Code of Conduct in the South China Sea”, thereby showing
Delhi’s support to the ASEAN’s position on the dispute that also involves China. Another of India’s
concerns at the multilateral forum lately has been terrorism. Emphasis on terrorism in the
declaration demonstrates India’s attempts to muster greater support for its efforts in fighting
terrorism through multilateral channels.

Even when the debates are on on polarising tendencies in the region with some even questioning
the role of the “Quad” involving India, Japan, US, and Australia, Delhi has reiterated that the Quad
could play a significant role in ensuring security in the Indo-Pacific region, including the ASEAN.
Seemingly, the Quad is not likely to be an “exclusive club” in the long run, and would involve the
ASEAN countries as well. The Delhi Declaration clearly signals that India is unlikely to embrace
the Quad at the peril of the ASEAN.

The India-ASEAN dialogue partnership has come a long way in the past quarter century. From
being a sectoral partner in 1992 to full dialogue partner in 1995, India and ASEAN are strategic
partners today. With the ASEAN-India Summit, East Asia Summit, seven ministerial-level
interactions including the ASEAN Regional Forum, ASEAN Defence Ministers’ Meeting (ADMM)
Plus etc., and 30 sectoral dialogue mechanisms, it is evident that India has substantially engaged
the ASEAN over the years.

However, several questions remain unanswered, and several aspirations are yet to be met. For
one, while it is fine to celebrate India-ASEAN ties in isolation, a comparison with how other Asian
powers have fared during this period is important. In the past 25 years, China has arguably
emerged as the biggest stakeholder in the region, followed by Japan. Interestingly, in 1992, China
was on a weaker footing vis-à-vis India in terms of relations with the ASEAN. With China’s
launching of OBOR, and the Trump administration preoccupied elsewhere, the strategic and
economic milieu of the region is swiftly changing. Countries, which are otherwise against China
dominating the region, are also welcoming OBOR albeit with certain conditions.

India’s connectivity efforts, on the contrary, have been marred by procedural delays. While China
is working on regional and inter-regional connectivity with projects such as cross-country railway
networks with the ASEAN, India is still unable to complete projects initiated more than a decade
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back. Deadlines for both Kaladan and India-Myanmar-Thailand Trilateral Highway have been
repeatedly postponed for factors within and beyond India’s control. It is important to expeditiously
improve upon the under-utilised aspects of the physical, digital and transport connectivity.

In the declaration, the two sides agreed to “intensify efforts toward the swift conclusion of Regional
Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP) agreement”. Agreement on RCEP, however, is
more difficult than it seems, and the biggest elephant in the room is China. India’s trade imbalance
with China further complicates the situation. Nevertheless, India’s RCEP tightrope walk will be
aimed at assuaging the concerns of domestic industry while also showing RCEP partners that
India is an active partner in Asian regionalism. India’s share of the ASEAN’s external trade is
currently less than three per cent. It urgently needs to improve stakes in ASEAN economies and
regional supply-chain networks.
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An alternative look at International Relations

On the news website The Wire, Sushil Aaron asks an important question: why is it that the
international relations (IR) community of strategic thinkers in India, barring a few, are silent on
what afflicts governance in the country today? By strategic thinkers, he means commentators,
former diplomats and academics who are in the business of suggesting and formulating policy
goals by analysing global political economy issues, diplomatic relations, and world affairs. This is a
pertinent question that is not just directed at the myopic and careerist tendencies of some
members of this community. It is also a comment on the limiting nature of “strategic thought” that
turns a blind eye to domestic politics, the policies framed by the ruling class and their effects on
public life, while keenly following every diplomatic nuance or the conduct of international affairs in
multilateral and bilateral fora.

This is because of a fundamental flaw in IR practice and theory. IR is limited to mean the conduct
of nation states in a world order that is characterised largely by anarchy and which necessitates
self-seeking behaviour by nation states seen as individuals. This theory flows largely from the
ideas espoused by Kenneth Waltz in Theory of International Politics, which spawned a paradigm
of IR termed as neorealism or structural realism, one which reigns supreme in India too.

There have been various critiques of this paradigm and new alternatives have emerged, but the
most promising approach to study the continuum of both the domestic and the international has
been by the international theorist Benno Teschke. He seeks to combine insights from history,
political economy, historical sociology and international political economy to draw a new paradigm
called political Marxism. His book, The Myth of 1648, tears apart the realist understanding of the
Peace of Westphalia and instead analyses it through an understanding of the transformations in
social property relations in the regimes that formed the pact.

In Indian academia too, there are works that go beyond the narrow frames of reference set by
structural realism and its variants. For instance, in The Making of India’s Foreign Policy,
Jayantanuja Bandyopadhyaya combines an analysis of the changes in the domestic system and
the international environment and theorises the conduct of foreign policy. India Engages the World
by N.C. Behera and Achin Vanaik is also worth a read.
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