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THIRD EDITION OF BILATERAL MARITIME EXERCISE
BETWEEN ROYAL AUSTRALIAN AND INDIAN NAVIES –
AUSINDEX-19 SET TO BEGIN

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Australia

Ministry of Defence

Third Edition of Bilateral Maritime Exercise between Royal
Australian and Indian Navies – AUSINDEX-19 set to begin

Posted On: 02 APR 2019 4:20PM by PIB Delhi

The third edition of AUSINDEX, an acronym for Australia India Exercise is scheduled to
commence with the arrival of HMAS Canberra (L02), a Landing Helicopter Dock, HMAS New
Castle(06)  and HMAS Paramatta(154), both frigates; HMAS Collins, a conventional submarine
and HMAS Success(OR 304), a Durance-class multi-product replenishment oiler at
Visakhapatnam on 02 April 19. The aim of the exercise is, “To strengthen and enhance mutual
cooperation and interoperability between the IN and RAN, providing opportunities for interaction
and exchange of professional views between the personnel of the two navies”. 

 A sign of strengthening of bilateral and defence cooperation between the two countries as
envisaged in the Framework for Security Cooperation (FSC) announced by the Australian and
Indian Prime Ministers in 2014. The maiden edition of the exercise was held in September 2015
at Visakhapatnam. Australia hosted the second edition of the exercise off Freemantle in June
2017, wherein ships of the Eastern Fleet of the Indian Navy (IN) exercised with Royal Australian
Navy (RAN) ships and submarines.

Building on a long history of cooperation – including the shared experiences in the trenches of
World War I in Gallipoli and along the Western Front – Australia and India have a positive
defence relationship, underpinned by the 2006 Memorandum of Defence Cooperation and 2009
Joint Declaration on Security Cooperation.  However, post the 2014 bilateral FSC the
cooperation on defence and security matters between the two countries has gained significant
momentum thus, witnessing conscious and focussed enhancements.

The complexity of the biennial maritime exercise over the past four years has steadily
increased.  The third edition would involve exercises in all three dimensions with focus on ASW.
The number of units being fielded by both navies in the bilateral exercise is the highest till date. 
The increased scale of participation signifies the importance attached to the exercise by both
countries while the enhanced complexity is indicative of the interoperability between the two
navies.  Overall, the exercise underscores India’s vision of SAGAR (Security and Growth for All
in the Region) and shared objectives of the two countries towards ensuring good order in the
maritime domain and solidarity with friendly and harmonious countries.

________________________________________________________________
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-05

A REALITY CHECK: ON U.S. DRAFT RESOLUTION TO
BLACKLIST MASOOD AZHAR

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

The U.S. move to take a listing request for Jaish-e-Mohammad founder Masood Azhar directly
to the UN Security Council is an indicator of the frustration of a majority of the Council’s
permanent members with China’s refusal to budge on the issue. The many obvious reasons to
ban Azhar have been repeated often: the JeM was banned in 2001 with a listing at the UNSC
that names Azhar as its founder and financier; he was accused of working with al-Qaeda chief
Osama bin Laden; and he was seen by the entire world on TV screens as he was exchanged for
hostages at Kandahar following the 1999 Indian Airlines hijack, after being released from an
Indian prison where he was held on charges of terrorism. Since 2001, the JeM and Azhar have
claimed responsibility for several terror attacks that resulted in the deaths of dozens of innocent
persons, including, most recently, the February 14 attack on a CRPF convoy in Pulwama. Even
so, China has used its veto on Azhar’s listing at the 1267 UNSC Sanctions Committee four times
in the past decade, evidently to protect Pakistan. Its stand on Azhar is at variance with the
otherwise tough stand on terror in Xinjiang province. Also, it has allowed terrorists and groups
based in Pakistan to be listed at the UNSC since 2001 and agreed to “grey list” Pakistan at the
Financial Action Task Force for terror financing. Just on Thursday, it joined other UNSC
members in passing a resolution against terror financing.

China slams U.S. for circulating draft on banning Masood Azhar in the UN Security Council

With the latest proposal, the U.S. plans to “shame” China by bringing the Azhar listing to a public
debate at the UNSC. And if that fails, it is reportedly considering a UN General Assembly
statement condemning Azhar. The listing of Azhar is an unfinished task India is justified in
pursuing. However, the latest U.S. move comes with some concerns. To begin with, there is no
indication that China is ready to change its stand, particularly in the face of coercion or threat
from the U.S., and it could veto this proposal as well. There appears to be little to be gained at
present by forcing China further into Pakistan’s corner, especially as New Delhi has said it would
pursue the Azhar listing with China with “patience and persistence”, in keeping with its desire not
to sacrifice the bilateral relationship over the issue. It is equally unlikely that a world power like
China would be moved by the threat of public humiliation. New Delhi must applaud the strong
support the U.S. and the other UNSC members have provided on the issue of cross-border
terror threats, and on the vexed issue of Azhar’s listing. But it must be careful not to stake too
much on an immediate win at the UNSC vis-a-vis China, and keep its expectations realistic.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-05

DANGEROUS PRECEDENT: ON U.S. ENDORSING
ISRAEL’S GOLAN SOVEREIGNTY

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Effect of policies and politics of developed & developing countries
on India's interests

U.S. President Donald Trump’s decision to recognise Israel’s sovereignty over the occupied
Golan Heights hardly came as a surprise given his administration’s blatant pro-Israel stance. It
may sound ironic that a President who promised to facilitate a deal between Israelis and
Palestinians has turned out to be the most pro-Israel President in U.S. history. Mr. Trump has
already recognised as Israel’s capital Jerusalem, a city it captured in parts in the 1948 and 1967
wars and which is claimed by both Israelis and Palestinians. Before he announced his intention
to recognise Israeli sovereignty over Golan, a State Department report had dropped the word
‘occupied’ in references to Golan Heights and the Palestinian territories of Gaza and the West
Bank, hinting at where the administration stood on the issue. Israel captured Golan, a
strategically important plateau beside the Sea of Galilee, from Syria in the 1967 war. Among the
territories it captured in the war, Israel has returned only the Sinai Peninsula, to Egypt. It
annexed East Jerusalem and Golan Heights and continues to occupy the West Bank and the
Gaza Strip. In 1981, as it passed the Golan annexation legislation, the Security Council passed
a resolution that said, “the Israeli decision to impose its laws, jurisdiction and administration in
the occupied Syrian Golan Heights is null and void and without international legal effect”.

Unlike Egypt in the 1970s, Syria has had neither the military ability nor the international clout to
launch a campaign to get its territory back. President Bashar al-Assad tried to kick-start a U.S.-
mediated peace process with Israel during the Obama presidency, but it failed to take off. And
now, the Syrian government, after fighting eight years of a civil war, is debilitated and isolated,
and the U.S. move is unlikely to trigger any strong response, even from the Arab world. But that
is the least of the problems. Mr. Trump’s decision flouts international norms and consensus, and
sets a dangerous precedent for nations involved in conflicts. The modern international system is
built on sovereignty, and every nation- state is supposed to be an equal player before
international laws irrespective of its military or economic might. The U.S., by recognising the
sovereignty of Israel over a piece of land that the latter captured from Syria 52 years ago, is
challenging this and normalising occupation. The decision also overlooks the wishes of the
inhabitants of the territory. Most of the Druze population that has been living in Golan for
generations has resisted Israel’s offer of citizenship and remained loyal to Syria. This they did
even amidst Israel’s settlement activities. This is a conflict that needs to be settled between
Israel and Syria at some point of time under international mediation. Mr. Trump is making the
possibility of any future peaceful settlement difficult by recognising Israel’s sovereignty, just as
he made any future Israeli-Palestinian settlement complicated with his decision to move the U.S.
embassy to Jerusalem from Tel Aviv.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-09

SRI LANKA SEEKS ENHANCED MILITARY TRAINING
FROM INDIA

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Sri Lanka

Sri Lanka has sought enhanced military training from India, according to President Maithripala
Sirisena’s office.

Visiting Indian Defence Secretary Sanjay Mitra called on Mr. Sirisena on Monday, and wide-
ranging matters, including bilateral defence cooperation between the neighbouring countries and
regional security, were discussed, officials said.

“India and Sri Lanka agreed to increase cooperation in security and defence spheres in several
areas, including regional security, curbing drug smuggling and human trafficking and training of
members of the security forces,” a statement from the presidential media unit said.

Thanking India for its partnership, Mr. Sirisena requested to increase the number of personnel
trained by India. The Indian Defence Secretary agreed to look into the possibility of enhancing
training facilities, the statement further said.

Currently, over 60% of Sri Lanka’s military personnel pursue their young officers’ course, junior
and senior command courses in India, according to defence sources in Colombo.

Meanwhile, ‘Exercise Mitra Shakti’, the sixth edition of the joint military training exercise between
the Indian Army and the Sri Lankan Army, concluded in Badulla district, in Sri Lanka’s Central
Province, on Monday.

Contingents from the two countries jointly planned and executed a series of “well-coordinated
tactical operations based on scenarios that are likely to be encountered in rural and urban
environment”, a press release from the Indian Ministry of Defence said. The two-week
programme is part of an initiative that began in 2013 as part of military diplomacy between India
and Sri Lanka.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-09

PLAYING POLITICS OVER THE GOLAN HEIGHTS
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Effect of policies and politics of developed & developing countries

on India's interests

On March 21, U.S. President Donald Trump upended another long-standing American policy,
tweeting: “After 52 years it is time for the United States to fully recognize Israel’s Sovereignty
over the Golan Heights, which is of critical strategic and security importance to the State of
Israel and Regional Stability!”

This was another major pro-Israel step Mr. Trump has taken as President. On May 8, 2018, he
had walked out of the 2015 JCPOA (Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action) with Iran, negotiated
by the Obama administration with provisions for sanctions relief in response for Iranian
restrictions on its nuclear programme. Israel had opposed the agreement and any sanctions
relief for Iran, seeing a continuing threat to itself from Iran’s growing presence in Syria, its
support for Hezbollah in Lebanon and Hamas in Gaza, its refusal to recognise Israel’s right to
exist, and its military capabilities.

Before that, on December 6, 2017, in a speech from the White House, Mr. Trump had declared:
“I have determined that it is time to officially recognise Jerusalem as the capital of Israel.” He
also proceeded to close the Palestinian office in Washington DC, as well as U.S. consulate in
Jerusalem dealing with the Palestinian Authority.

Hitherto, U.S. policy had been that any formalisation of status changes on the ground, following
Israel’s victory and gains in the 1967 Israel-Arab conflict, could only flow from negotiations
among parties concerned. UN Security Council Resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) had
asserted inadmissibility of acquisition of territory by force, and called for Israeli withdrawal.
UNSCR 497 (1981) had declared that “Israel’s decision to impose its laws, jurisdiction and
administration in the occupied Syrian Golan Heights is null and void and without international
legal effect”.

Mr. Trump’s decisions have a bearing on U.S. and Israeli domestic politics. The American
Jewish community, traditionally around 65% Democratic, has grown in its support for him,
despite an increase in anti-Semitism within the U.S. because of his encouragement to right-wing
groups. His base among Evangelical Christians backs Israel. Some of the major contributors to
his campaign are also ardent supporters of Israel. Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu,
facing a tough election on April 9, and under threat of indictment for corruption and
misdemeanour, is touting his influence on Mr. Trump as having potential for further gains for
Israel. To consolidate right-wing support for himself, he just announced that if re-elected he
would not carry out any withdrawal of Israeli settlements from the West Bank, putting an end to
the “land for peace” formula advocated since the Camp David Accords of 1979.

Faced with international opposition, Israel and its supporters have, in the past too, leveraged the
support of the leading global power of the time to advance their cause. On November 2, 1917,
Lord Balfour, the British Foreign Secretary, declared that “His Majesty’s Government view with
favour the establishment in Palestine of a national home for the Jewish people”. This eventually
led to the establishment of the state of Israel in 1948, despite Palestinian and Arab opposition. In
an April 14, 2004 letter to Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon, U.S. President George W. Bush
stated that “in light of new realities on the ground, including already existing major Israeli
population centers, it is unrealistic to expect that the outcome of final status negotiations will be
a full and complete return to the armistice lines of 1949” (position before the 1967 conflict). This
has been interpreted by many in Israel as beginning of the process of establishing the legitimacy
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of Israeli/Jewish settlements in the West Bank, and denting the viability of a fully sovereign and
contiguous Palestinian state. Mr. Netanyahu’s latest announcement would take this another step
further. In Israeli political discourse, which has moved over time to the right, many now question
the possibility of a two-state solution. The constraint for Israel is that its goal of a democratic and
Jewish state would be difficult to achieve in a one-state solution with current near equal
proportions of Arab and Jewish populations.

Mr. Trump’s announcement on Golan Heights goes a step further. The Syrian Golan was part of
the French post-World War I mandate, and hence technically not covered by the Balfour
Declaration. Mr. Trump is now seeking to extend recognition of Israeli sovereignty to an area
beyond Balfour, beyond the UN partition plan for Palestine in the 1940s, and beyond the
outcome of the 1948/49 Arab-Israeli conflict.

In his proclamation of March 25, issued in presence of the visiting Israeli Prime Minister, Mr.
Trump cited Israeli security interests and regional threats. The present situation in Syria is no
doubt a factor. The U.S. wants to draw down its military presence, Russia and Iran have
significantly enhanced their presence and influence. Israel is concerned about Iranian presence
beyond Golan in Syria and that of Hezbollah on the Lebanese side. It has repeatedly targeted
Iranian positions and supplies, including to Hezbollah. Following Mr. Trump’s announcement,
U.S. National Security Adviser John Bolton tweeted that to allow Golan Heights “to be controlled
by the likes of the Syrian or Iranian regimes would turn a blind eye to the atrocities of Assad and
the destabilizing presence of Iran in the region”.

The new U.S. position has not received support from any other country, including its European
allies. While Iran, Russia, Turkey, among others, have been critical, the Arab response has been
assessed as insufficiently strident. This is no doubt a reflection of reduced influence in
Washington, with greater U.S. leverage on oil supplies, divisions among Arab countries over
Qatar, pressure on Saudi Arabia because of Yemen and the Jamal Khashoggi issue.

India’s interests are not directly involved immediately. It has a strong and growing relationship
with Israel, and has maintained its relations with Syria. Indian troops have been a part of UN
peacekeeping presence on the Golan Heights. Mr. Trump’s move, however, is indicative of
shifting geopolitics in the West Asian region, with longer-term implications for India. It also
asserts unilateralism, is a challenge to a rules-based international order, and is contrary to
positions U.S. has taken elsewhere, as for instance in its response to Russia and Crimea.

Arun K. Singh has served as India’s Ambassador to the U.S. and Israel
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Source : www.hindustantimes.com Date : 2019-04-09

MOHAMED NASHEED’S RETURN WILL STRENGTHEN
MALDIVIAN DEMOCRACY

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Indian Ocean Island nations

The former Maldivian president Mohamed Nasheed made a spectacular return to electoral
politics with his Maldivian Democratic Party (MDP) winning more than two-thirds of the seats in
the 87-member Parliament. The return of Mr Nasheed in the election last Saturday comes after
the victory of Ibrahim Mohamed Solih in the September 2018 presidential election and
completes the political transformation in Malé. Mr Solih had defeated the pro-China despot
Abdulla Yameen, who had jailed his political opponents and Supreme Court judges, curbed civil
liberties, encouraged political Islamisation and actively cocked a snook at India.

Mr Yameen could get away with his authoritarian and provocative activities on the back of
China’s support. His dealing with China has put the Maldives neck deep in debt. The Solih
government took a long time figuring out the tangled web of deals that had got the Maldives into
such a massive problem. The results of Saturday’s elections are significant because the
Parliament can exercise checks over such abuse of executive authority as was seen during Mr
Yameen’s rule. In November 2017, he had got a free trade agreement with China approved by
the Parliament in an emergency sitting with the opposition members not even attending. Mr
Solih’s victory and Mr Nasheed’s return, therefore, are good signs for the resurgence of
democracy in the atoll nation.

India has reasons to be pleased with these developments. Prime Minister Narendra Modi even
visited the Maldives for Mr Solih’s inauguration in November 2018. However, it would be a
mistake to assume that China’s influence has vanished from the Maldives. To begin with, debt
itself allows China to exercise considerable leverage. One has seen it happen in Sri Lanka
where the change in government did not lead to extermination of Chinese role in its economy
and politics. India has had a natural geographic advantage over China in South Asia. However,
with deeper pockets and a bigger military muscle, China has largely been able to offset India’s
primacy in the region. Electoral victories of democratic forces are good for India, but not enough
to overcome the China challenge.

First Published: Apr 08, 2019 21:27 IST
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-10

IMF FORECASTS DIP IN GLOBAL GROWTH IN 2019
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: IMF and India

Gita Gopinath, chief economist at the IMF in Washington.APJose Luis Magana  

The International Monetary Fund (IMF) has projected that global growth will be 3.3% in 2019,
down from 3.6% in 2018 and 4% in 2017, IMF Chief Economist Gita Gopinath told the press at
the release of the World Economic Outlook 2019 April report, at the start of the World Bank IMF
Spring Meetings.

This lower projection is due to lower global expansion in the second half of 2018 caused by
U.S.-China trade tensions, macroeconomic stress in Turkey and Argentina, tighter credit policies
in China and financial tightening plus a normalisation of monetary policy in advanced
economies.

‘Robust consumption’

India’s growth is projected to pick up (from 7.1% in 2018) to 7.3% in 2019 and 7.5% in 2020,
“supported by the continued recovery of investment and robust consumption amid a more
expansionary stance of monetary policy and some expected impetus from fiscal policy,” the
report said. These forecasts are nevertheless less by 10 and 20 basis points from the January
and October forecasts.

“Nevertheless, reflecting the recent revision to the national account statistics that indicated
somewhat softer underlying momentum, growth forecasts have been revised downward
compared with October 2018 WEO by 0.1 percentage point for 2019 and 0.2 percentage point
for 2020, respectively,” the IMF said.

The IMF expects growth to pick up in the second half of the year driven by an accommodative
policy stance in advanced economies, the prospects of easing of trade tensions between the
U.S. and China and ramped up fiscal and monetary stimulus by China to counter the trade war’s
effects.

Global growth is therefore expected to return to 3.6%, but this is subject to a rebound in
Argentina and Turkey and certain emerging market risks not manifesting. Brexit uncertainties
and China’s growth not being as high as expected (down from 6.6% in 2018 to 6.3% and 6.1%
in 2019 and 2020 respectively) are risks that will impact these projections.

Moderation in expansion

Beyond 2020, global growth is expected to level out at 3.6% over the medium term, driven by a
moderation in expansion in advanced countries (caused by weak productivity growth and slow
labour force growth) and the stabilisation of emerging market expansion at 2020 levels.

Advanced economies are expected to slow down to 1.6% growth by 2022 and remain at that
rate thereafter.

For emerging markets and developing countries, growth is expected to steady at 4.8% over the
medium term and given that these groups are growing faster than advanced economies, their
contribution to global growth is expected to increase from 76% to 85% over the next five years.
However, there are “important differences” within emerging markets and developing economies.
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For instance, China is expected to slow down to 5.5% by 2024 as it moves towards increasing
private consumption and services and regulatory tightening. India’s growth is expected to
stabilise at 7.75% over the medium term, driven by structural reforms and the easing of
infrastructure bottlenecks.

In terms of policy priorities, the IMF has called for a “continued implementation of structural and
financial sector reforms” in order to lower public debt and aid growth.

Specifically, it says a continued fiscal consolidation is needed to bring down public debt,
strengthening goods and services tax compliance and lowering subsidies.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-10

BREXIT AND THE FRAGILITY OF THE U.K.
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Europe, European Union (EU) and India

The continuing impasse over Brexit has brought an entire continent to a standstill. It has also
strained the very unity of the United Kingdom. Nothing illustrated this more clearly than the pro-
Brexit demonstrations on March 29, the original departure date. Protesters, waving the English
flag of St. George, denounced the delay as ‘a betrayal of England’. Note this was not considered
a betrayal of the U.K.: in this fight, England has gone its own way. In any case, Scotland and
Northern Ireland voted to remain in the European Union (EU).

The narrowness of the Leave win (52% to 48%) has of course divided communities over
positions on Europe. But it has also highlighted divisions between the constituent nations of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, to use the formal name of the British
state. The U.K. is not one nation but four: Wales was brought under English rule in the 13th
century; Ireland was incorporated by a combination of military force and political persuasion in
1801; Scotland, though never militarily defeated, was persuaded to join the Union in 1707.

An own goal for Britain?

Until they joined the U.K., Scotland and Ireland were governed by their own parliaments. These
were dissolved and power transferred to Westminster. This transfer of power to London did not
go unchallenged locally, and the embers of resistance were never quite stamped out. The
Republic of Ireland eventually gained independence for most of the island, barring the Protestant
majority north, in 1922. Scottish nationalism remained subsumed under the promise of Empire:
Scotland had gained power and wealth from the colonial enterprise, which tempered the loss of
sovereignty to Westminster.

Indeed, part of the reason that Scotland joined the Union in 1707 was because it was broke: the
kingdom had suffered heavy financial losses from a disastrous expedition to secure a trading
base in the late 17th century. The failure of the Darien Scheme, as it was known, was caused in
no small part by resistance from Scotland’s southern neighbours who were protecting the trading
rights of the East India Company. Once within the Union, the colonial enterprise and then
Empire offered not just wealth but all the trappings of great power. The end of the Empire
signalled Britain’s departure from the global stage. The Suez crisis of 1956 confirmed its
diminished status. And Brexit, Britain’s retreat from its own continent, has completed the project.
Little England has withdrawn into itself to protect mythical ideas of Englishness against the
supposed onslaught of waves of foreign immigration and EU rule.

The Scots are only too aware of this. Scottish nationalism has been simmering for years now,
only partly placated by the devolution of some domestic powers to a Scottish Parliament under
the Scotland Act of 1998. A referendum on Scottish independence in 2014 ended up being a
closer call than had been anticipated (55% vs 45%), though it was clear even then that part of
the reason for remaining was that the U.K. offered membership of the EU (which was not
automatically on offer for an independent Scotland). Now, with Brexit looming, Scottish demands
for independence resurface regularly.

Brexit: Taking back control? Not really.

The Northern Ireland question is even more intractable. Brexit threatens the fragile peace
imposed by the Good Friday Agreement of 1998, which formally ended the Troubles, or decades
of bitter sectarian violence. Between 1968 and 1998, the mainly Protestant Unionists were pitted
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against the mostly Catholic Republicans, who wished for Northern Ireland to join the Republic of
Ireland. Paramilitary forces grouped on both sides, and the British Army and the Royal Ulster
Constabulary (the police) were also pulled in. Indeed, the Troubles became the longest major
campaign of the British Army. The Good Friday Agreement has allowed the region to move
forward.

It is, however, a fragile peace, comprising complex intertwined agreements between first, most
of Northern Ireland’s political parties; and second, the British and Irish governments to manage
the relationships between Britain and Ireland, and between Northern Ireland and the rest of
Britain. Underpinning all of this is the dismantling of the border infrastructure — watch-towers,
fences, checkposts — that had divided the island of Ireland. This was only possible because
both countries belonged to the EU. If Britain leaves the customs union and single market of the
EU, which guarantees the freedom of movement of people and goods between member states,
then some sort of infrastructure will have to come up at the border between the EU and Britain in
Ireland.

It is indeed astonishing that the tenuous peace in Northern Ireland did not concentrate minds
during the 2016 referendum, or indeed afterwards, when Theresa May’s government decided to
opt for the hardest form of exit by declaring that Britain’s future relationship with the EU could
not include either a customs union or staying within the single market. Tellingly, Northern Ireland
found only passing mention in her letter of March 29, 2017 to the President of the European
Council invoking the Article 50 process and starting the countdown towards leaving. It was
disposed of in a sentence expressing a wish ‘to avoid a return to a hard border between [the]
two countries’.

And yet, peace in Northern Ireland is still in its infancy. The EU will not imperil this process by
allowing a border to come up between Northern Ireland and Ireland. Hence the provision for a
backstop in the transition deal that Ms. May negotiated with the EU, which would keep the U.K.
in a customs union and Northern Ireland in the customs union and parts of the single market
should the two entities fail to arrive at a permanent free trade agreement that continues to
negate the need for border infrastructure within the island. The different status for Northern
Ireland would effectively raise a border between the island of Ireland and the rest of Great
Britain, something that is unacceptable to the Unionists and Ms. May.

The hard core of Brexiteers, however, are willing to gamble with the unity of Britain — willing
indeed, to risk losing Scotland and Northern Ireland — in their quest to be ‘rid’ of Europe once
and for all.

Priyanjali Malik is an independent researcher focussing on politics and nuclear security in South
Asia
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-12

FORCING CHINA’S HAND?
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

Late last month the U.S. opened another front in its ongoing multi-pronged tussle with China
when it circulated a draft resolution to the powerful 15-nation UN Security Council (UNSC)
on March 27 to blacklist Pakistan-based Jaish-e-Mohammed chief Masood Azhar and
subject him to a travel ban, an assets freeze and an arms embargo. It did so knowing full well
the Chinese position on the issue as China had put a hold on a French proposal to list Azhar
under the 1267 al-Qaeda Sanctions Committee of the Council just a few days earlier.

Washington has underlined that it would utilise “all available avenues” to ensure that Azhar is
held accountable by the UNSC by suggesting that “while we strongly prefer that UNSC
designations take place through the committee process, the United States and its allies and
partners, including those on the… Security Council, will utilise all available avenues to ensure
that the founder and leader of the UN-designated terrorist organisation JeM is held accountable
by the international community.”

A reality check: on U.S. draft resolution to blacklist Masood Azhar

China, of course, has reacted strongly to this move by arguing that the U.S. decision to go
directly to the UNSC to designate Azhar could scuttle China’s efforts to resolve the issue
amicably. As per the Chinese spokesperson, “China has been working hard with relevant sides
and is making positive results. The U.S. knows that very well. Under such circumstances, the
U.S. still insists on pushing the draft resolution, (which) doesn’t make any sense.”

Washington will be aware that China would continue to oppose the move but the fact that it is
willing to take on China so openly on this issue underscores that it wants to call China out
publicly. This was reflected in U.S. Secretary of State Mike Pompeo’s tweet: “The world cannot
afford China’s shameful hypocrisy toward Muslims. On one hand, China abuses more than a
million Muslims at home, but on the other, it protects violent Islamic terrorist groups from
sanctions at the UN.”

What can India do to influence China on Masood Azhar?

France’s proposal to get Azhar listed as a terrorist by the the UN’s 1267 sanctions committee
was scuttled by China despite the move having the support of 14 out of 15 members. In its zeal
to shield Pakistan, China has used its veto on Azhar’s listing at the 1267 UNSC sanctions
committee four times in the past decade. But after the February 14 Pulwama attack that killed 40
Central Reserve Police Force (CRPF) personnel, for which the JeM took responsibility, Chinese
intransigence has come under the spotlight. After China’s block last month, France moved
quickly to impose sanctions on Azhar, including a freeze on his assets. It is working with its
European partners the matter of putting Azhar on a European Union list of terrorists and terror
organisations. The international community, apart from China, has rallied behind India after
Pulwama and has pushed Pakistan to undertake serious measures to control terrorism
emanating from its territory.

This has been shaped by India’s diplomatic outreach over the last few years in which global
support has been sought to reverse Pakistan’s support to terrorist organisations. But what has
given this an added sense of urgency is India’s decision to up the ante after the Pulwama
attacks by taking the fight to the Pakistani territory. This has now put the onus on Pakistan to de-
escalate, a reversal of the post-1998 situation where in every India-Pakistan crisis it was New
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Delhi which was expected to take steps for de-escalation even as every crisis was precipitated
by Pakistan. After every crisis, the international community, especially the West, would persuade
India to ease tensions, and in most cases India relented. The post-Pulwama South Asian
strategic equilibrium has shifted as New Delhi has made it clear that it could not be expected to
look the other way from Pakistani provocations.

The latest American move is an unprecedented one, and is not only aimed at forcing the
Chinese hand on Masood Azhar but is also a recognition of the new regional context in South
Asia where a stronger global attempt to rein in Pakistan is the only viable option of maintaining
regional peace. As the U.S. and China prepare the South Asian chessboard, Indian moves have
suddenly become the decisive ones and both the powers are calibrating their own moves
accordingly.

Harsh V. Pant is Director, Studies at Observer Research Foundation, New Delhi and Professor
of International Relations at King’s College London
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-14

CHINA ENLARGES ITS CIRCLE IN EUROPE
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Effect of policies and politics of developed & developing countries

on India's interests

Chinese Premier Li Keqiang.  

China’s Premier surveyed construction of a long-sought bridge over Croatia’s Mali Ston Bay,
home to China’s largest infrastructure project in Europe — built by a Chinese company with
Chinese workers, and financed in large part by EU money.

A driving rain lashed the hills while Li Keqiang was there on Thursday. But, Mr. Li declared.
“This bridge will be a rainbow on earth.”

The reassuring language was part of a broader effort to convince increasingly sceptical
European nations that China comes in peace.

Fresh from a summit meeting with EU leaders this week, Mr. Li arrived in Croatia for the annual
meeting of an economic bloc that China has forged with 16 Central and Eastern European
nations.

The thickening ranks of China’s economic allies have left European officials increasingly wary.
Last month, Italy formally signed on to China’s vast Belt and Road Initiative (BRI). On Friday, the
summit was capped by Greece’s announcement that it had joined, too.

Dragon head

China has already moved ahead with plans to make the Greek port of Piraeus the “dragon head”
of its infrastructure push, and it has stepped up investment in Greece, which is still smarting
from the austerity measures imposed by its European partners.

China’s presence is no longer a novelty in this part of Europe, where its track record is decidedly
more complicated than it was when the economic bloc was formed.

For instance, after years of investments failing to materialise, Poland, the largest nation in the
group and once one of its biggest champions, has cooled on China. The arrest in Poland of a
Chinese regional director of the tech giant Huawei underscored the changing nature of the
relationship.

In fact, the pace of Chinese investment in Europe has slowed for the past two years, according
to the Mercator Institute for Chinese Studies.

In 2018, there was more than $19 billion in direct Chinese investment in Europe, a decline of
40% from 2017, and more than 50 percent from the 2016 peak of around $42 billion.NY TIMES
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-14

A GRIM FUTURE IN ISRAEL
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Israel

With criminal indictment imminent on charges of corruption, Israel’s Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu pulled off a fourth consecutive win in general elections to the Knesset on April 9.
Though tied on seats with his main rival, Mr. Netanyahu has a clear pathway towards power in
coalition with a bloc of right-wing allies. As with earlier wins, eked out by strongly running against
counsels of sanity from the diminishing peace camp, he has pulled the political centre of gravity
sharply, yet again, to the ultra-right.

Two notable triumphs achieved against the tide of global opinion facilitated Mr. Netanyahu’s win.
In securing these, he counted on the unquestioning — and unthinking — support of the Donald
Trump administration in the U.S. and the reservoir of evangelical fervour from which it draws
sustenance.

Mr. Netanyahu’s opponents within Israel say that Mr. Trump effectively created a publicity video
for him with a decree during the late days of the campaign, recognising Israel’s annexation of
the Golan Heights. This followed Mr. Trump’s gift on the 70th anniversary of Israel’s formation
last year, shifting the U.S. embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem and consigning the Arab third of
the city’s population to a future of indefinite occupation.

The comatose peace process, which was never more than a charade enabling the U.S. to keep
its coalition of allies in the Arab world, was declared dead then. Even Mahmoud Abbas, the
normally acquiescent Palestinian Authority President, has refused all offers to resume talks
since.

Despite his professions of hurt innocence at the Palestinian refusal, Mr. Netanyahu has proved
them right in every respect. In July 2018, the Knesset enacted a Basic Law declaring Israel the
nation-state of the Jewish people. Jerusalem would be its indivisible capital and Hebrew its
language. The right to self-determination within the state of Israel would by law be unique to the
Jewish people.

This is a law that puts the status of Israel’s 1.26 million Palestinian citizens and the estimated 5
million living in the West Bank and Gaza into a permanent limbo. It marks the final fruition of an
effort that began in 2007, when the U.S. resumed its token effort to broker a peace after all
efforts at re-engineering the regional strategic architecture, beginning with the invasion of Iraq,
had failed.

Condoleezza Rice, the U.S. Secretary of the State at the time, records her shock at the
precondition set by her Israeli counterpart Tzipi Livni, for returning to the talks. Under no
circumstances, Ms. Livni insisted, would a peace accord grant any concession to the right of
Palestinian refugees to return to their homes, since that would be a mortal danger to Israel’s
Jewish character.

Ms. Rice took a while to get over the implications of what she heard: “Though I understood the
argument intellectually, it struck me as a harsh defence of the ethnic purity of the Israeli state...
[and] shocked my sensibilities as an American. After all, the very concept of ‘American’ rejects
ethnic or religious definitions of citizenship. Moreover, there were Arab citizens of Israel. Where
did they fit in?”

The hesitancy was very brief since Ms. Rice quickly signed up for the project that had the
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endorsement of her right-wing fraternity in the U.S. After the George W. Bush administration
vanished into history in 2008, Barack Obama sought to dissuade Israel from this insistence on
ethnic purity. Mr. Trump, in his part-comical effort to be all that Mr. Obama was not, has waved
on the project of Zionist purity. In tearing up the nuclear deal with Iran, Mr. Trump has also
reversed other steps his predecessor took to create a new regional architecture of power
through conciliation rather than coercion.

Mr. Netanyahu’s campaign rhetoric since his debut in politics was often called out for incitement
against the Palestinians. He excelled himself this time, vowing in the last days of the campaign
to never allow a Palestinian state and to annex parts of the West Bank.

He is also on record telling Knesset colleagues that controlling the entire territory between the
Jordan river and the Mediterranean is indispensable “for the foreseeable future”. And he has
been unapologetic about “living forever by the sword” if that be Israel’s need.

The people of Gaza have lived through this experience after the fraudulent Israeli withdrawal of
2005 which converted the densely populated strip into the world’s largest open air prison. March
30 marked a year since the people of Gaza began their “great march of return”, a mass
mobilisation demanding the UN-mandated right of refugees to return home. No less than 70% of
the 2 million people in Gaza are refugees from villages and towns razed to establish Israel.

Israel responded to the Gaza mobilisation with brute force, killing nearly 300 people, including
children and paramedics. After an inquiry, a UN Commission identified a pattern of violations of
international humanitarian law, possibly amounting to war crimes, and urged individual sanctions
against those responsible for Israel’s actions in Gaza.

India continues to be among the biggest overseas patrons of the Israeli military-industrial
complex. Increasingly, in the public discourse, Israel is portrayed as the role model that a “new
India” should emulate in terms of its security posture in a troubled neighbourhood. The cause of
Palestinian freedom continues to gain token homage, but the myth that this commitment can be
“de-hyphenated” from India’s relations with Israel looks increasingly hollow.

A renewal of India’s commitment to Palestine should run concurrently with fighting back against
the growing expressions of intolerance in political life and the shredding of the fabric of secular
democracy. With Israel taking another perilous turn to the right, India’s endorsement of the
Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions movement, today the only option to gain justice for
Palestine, seems a moral imperative.

Sukumar Muralidharan teaches at the school of journalism, O.P. Jindal Global University,
Sonipat
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Source : www.economictimes.indiatimes.com Date : 2019-04-16

ADB COMMITTED HIGHEST-EVER USD 3 BILLION IN
SOVEREIGN LOANS TO INDIA IN 2018

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: ADB and India

ADB committed to provide USD 3 billion in sovereign loans to India in 2018, the highest level of
assistance since sovereign operations began in the country in 1986, said the annual report of
multilateral lending agency.

In all, the Asian Development Bank (ADB), owned by 68 member countries, committed a total of
USD 3.88 billion, including sovereign loans and co-financing during the year ended December
2018.

The demand for ADB assistance continued to grow in 2018. New commitments included USD
21.6 billion in loans, grants and investments from ADB's own resources, exceeding the target of
USD 19.71 billion and up 10 per cent from 2017, said the report released on Tuesday.

Private sector operations reached USD 3.14 billion, a 37 per cent increase from 2017, which is
14.5 per cent of ADB's overall commitment.

ADB also successfully mobilised USD 14 billion in co-financing from bilateral and multilateral
agencies and other financing partners, including USD 7.17 billion in co-financing from ADB's
private sector operations.

"In India, ADB committed USD 3 billion in sovereign loans in 2018, the highest level of
assistance since sovereign operations began in the country," the report said.

The Manila-headquartered ADB committed several projects in India, including in Bihar, Himachal
Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu, Assam and Odisha.

The report also noted that in India, ADB provided a USD 100-million loan to Ostro Kutch Wind, a
renewable energy company owned by investment funds under the management of Actis Capital,
for constructing and operating a 250-megawatt wind power project in Gujarat.

Among others, it also provided USD 30 million in equity and USD 20 million in debt security to
Annapurna Finance, a microfinance company.

In March 2018, ADB signed a cooperation arrangement with the International Solar Alliance,
headquartered in India, to promote solar energy deployment across Asia and the Pacific,
particularly in South Asia.

The arrangement includes support for solar power generation, solar-based minigrids, and
transmission systems for integrating solar energy into grids.

The alliance's major objectives include global deployment of over 1,000 gigawatt of solar
generation capacity and investment of over USD 1 trillion into solar energy by 2030.

"ADB continued to deliver on its climate commitments in 2018 with USD 3.6 billion in financing
approved.

"ADB is on target to double its annual climate financing to USD 6 billion in approvals by 2020,"
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the report said.

ADB was established in 1966.
ADB committed to provide USD 3 billion in sovereign loans to India in 2018, the highest level of
assistance since sovereign operations began in the country in 1986, said the annual report of
multilateral lending agency.

In all, the Asian Development Bank (ADB), owned by 68 member countries, committed a total of
USD 3.88 billion, including sovereign loans and co-financing during the year ended December
2018.

The demand for ADB assistance continued to grow in 2018. New commitments included USD
21.6 billion in loans, grants and investments from ADB's own resources, exceeding the target of
USD 19.71 billion and up 10 per cent from 2017, said the report released on Tuesday.

Private sector operations reached USD 3.14 billion, a 37 per cent increase from 2017, which is
14.5 per cent of ADB's overall commitment.

ADB also successfully mobilised USD 14 billion in co-financing from bilateral and multilateral
agencies and other financing partners, including USD 7.17 billion in co-financing from ADB's
private sector operations.

"In India, ADB committed USD 3 billion in sovereign loans in 2018, the highest level of
assistance since sovereign operations began in the country," the report said.

The Manila-headquartered ADB committed several projects in India, including in Bihar, Himachal
Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu, Assam and Odisha.

The report also noted that in India, ADB provided a USD 100-million loan to Ostro Kutch Wind, a
renewable energy company owned by investment funds under the management of Actis Capital,
for constructing and operating a 250-megawatt wind power project in Gujarat.

Among others, it also provided USD 30 million in equity and USD 20 million in debt security to
Annapurna Finance, a microfinance company.

In March 2018, ADB signed a cooperation arrangement with the International Solar Alliance,
headquartered in India, to promote solar energy deployment across Asia and the Pacific,
particularly in South Asia.

The arrangement includes support for solar power generation, solar-based minigrids, and
transmission systems for integrating solar energy into grids.

The alliance's major objectives include global deployment of over 1,000 gigawatt of solar
generation capacity and investment of over USD 1 trillion into solar energy by 2030.

"ADB continued to deliver on its climate commitments in 2018 with USD 3.6 billion in financing
approved.

"ADB is on target to double its annual climate financing to USD 6 billion in approvals by 2020,"
the report said.

ADB was established in 1966.
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-04-16

CABINET APPROVES MOU BETWEEN INDIA AND
BOLIVIA ON COOPERATION IN THE FIELD OF
GEOLOGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Europe, European Union (EU) and India

Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and Bolivia on
Cooperation in the field of Geology and Mineral Resources

Posted On: 15 APR 2019 12:56PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Narendra Modi has given ex-post facto approval to
the Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between India and Bolivia on Cooperation in the field
of Geology and Mineral Resources. The MoU was signed in Bolivia in March, 2019.

 

Impact:

 

                 The MoU will provide an institutional mechanism between India and Bolivia for
cooperation in the field of Mineral Resources. The MoU provides for exchange of information on
resources, laws and policy, organization of seminars to exchange views on development
strategies, encouragement of transfer of technologies between the two countries, promotion of
value addition, which will enable taking up of activities like documentation and dissemination etc.

    

****

AKT/SH

(Release ID: 1570609) Visitor Counter : 493

Read this release in: Urdu , Marathi , Hindi , Bengali , Gujarati , Tamil
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-04-16

CABINET APPROVES MOU BETWEEN INDIA AND
BOLIVIA ON COOPERATION IN THE FIELD OF
TRADITIONAL SYSTEMS OF MEDICINE AND
HOMOEOPATHY

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Europe, European Union (EU) and India

Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and Bolivia on
Cooperation in the Field of Traditional Systems of Medicine
and Homoeopathy

Posted On: 15 APR 2019 12:53PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Narendra Modi has given ex-post facto approval to
the Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between India and Bolivia in the Field of Traditional
Systems of Medicine and Homoeopathy. The MoU was signed in Bolivia in March, 2019.

 

Impact:          

 

The MoU will provide a framework for cooperation, and will be mutually beneficial between the
two countries for promotion of traditional systems of medicine and homoeopathy. It will lead to
promotion and propagation of Traditional Systems of Medicine and Homoeopathy in Bolivia, and
will boost the importance of AYUSH (Ayurveda, Yoga, Unani, Siddha and Homoeopathy)
systems of Medicine in Bolivia. The MoU will further facilitate exchange of experts for training for
the practitioners and Scientists undertaking collaborative research, which will lead to new
innovations in drug development and practice in Traditional Systems of Medicine.

****

AKT/SH

(Release ID: 1570604) Visitor Counter : 369

Read this release in: Urdu , Marathi , Hindi , Bengali , Gujarati , Tamil
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-04-16

CABINET APPROVES COOPERATION AGREEMENT
BETWEEN INDIA AND DENMARK IN THE FIELD OF
RENEWABLE ENERGY WITH FOCUS ON OFFSHORE
WIND ENERGY

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Europe, European Union (EU) and India

Cabinet

Cabinet approves Cooperation Agreement between India
and Denmark in the field of Renewable Energy with focus
on Offshore Wind Energy

Posted On: 15 APR 2019 12:36PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet, chaired by the Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi, has given its approval for
a Cooperation Agreement between Ministry of New and Renewable Energy of India and Ministry
for Energy, Utilities and Climate of the Kingdom of Denmark on strategic sector cooperation in
the field of Renewable Energy with a focus on Offshore Wind Energy and a Letter of Intent to
establish an Indo-Danish Centreof Excellence for renewable energy in India.  The Agreement
was signed in March, 2019 in New Delhi.

The objective of the Cooperation Agreement is to promote cooperation between the
twocountries in the field of renewable energy with special focus on Off-shore wind. The areas of
cooperation would include technical capacity building for management of offshore wind projects,
measures to develop and sustain a highly efficient wind industry, onshore as well as offshore;
measures to 'ensure high quality of wind turbines, components, and certification requirements;
forecasting and scheduling of off-shore wind

The Indo-Danish Centre of Excellence in Integrated Renewable Power would work on
Renewable energy resource assessments with focus on onshore and offshore wind;
Hybridisation of wind, solar, hydro and storage technologies; integration of renewable energy
inch high level of wind energy, Testing and R&D; and skill development / capacity building.

The signing of the documents will help in strengthening bilateral cooperation between the two
countries.

****

AKT/SH

(Release ID: 1570597) Visitor Counter : 469

Read this release in: Marathi , Hindi , Bengali , Gujarati , Tamil
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-16

INDIA, U.K. RENEW DEFENCE EQUIPMENT
MEMORANDUM

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - UK

In an effort to further expand defence cooperation, India and the U.K. have renewed the
Defence Equipment Memorandum between the two countries. The Memorandum of
Understanding renews a previous Defence Equipment Cooperation MoU signed on April 1, 1997
which was renewed on April 20, 2007.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-16

CHINA READY TO WAIT FOR INDIA’S BRI
PARTICIPATION

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

China on Monday signalled that it was ready to wait for India’s participation in President Xi
Jinping’s signature Belt and Road Initiative, but also pointed to possible downside to New Delhi’s
delay in participating in the giant connectivity project.

In response to a question on the likelihood of India’s non-participation in the upcoming Belt and
Road Forum (BRF) that will take place later this month, Foreign Ministry spokesperson Lu Kang
stressed that Beijing was ready to exercise patience. He highlighted that “if the relevant side
would like to wait and see, we do not oppose that”.

The spokesperson’s remarks align with China’s perception about India’s participation in BRI
following last April’s Wuhan informal summit between President Xi and Prime Minister Narendra
Modi. In August, Zhang Jun, China’s Assistant Minister of Foreign Affairs, said that India was
China’s “natural partner” in the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI).

But during the media briefing on Monday, Mr. Lu emphasised that India could be negatively
impacted if it arrived as latecomer in the BRI family.

In an obvious reference to New Delhi, the spokesperson said that “some countries will lose
some opportunities as more international organisations are participating at the (BRF) event”.

Citing sovereignty concerns, India has not joined the BRI, following the establishment the China-
Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) that passes through Pakistan Occupied Kashmir.
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Source : www.indianexpress.com Date : 2019-04-16

UNDER MODI, INDIA HAS SHED ITS TRADITIONAL
DEFENSIVENESS TOWARDS THE MIDDLE EAST

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Middle East

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd.
All Rights Reserved

C. Raja Mohan is Director, Institute of South Asian Studies, National University of
Singapore, and the consulting editor on foreign affairs for 'The Indian Express'. Before his
association with The Indian Express began in 2004, Raja Mohan worked for The Hindu as its
Washington correspondent and Strategic Affairs Editor. He was a distinguished fellow at the
Observer Research Foundation, New Delhi.  In his academic avatar, Raja Mohan has been
professor of South Asian Studies at the Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi, and the
Nanyang Technological University, Singapore. As a think tanker, he worked at the Institute for
Defence Studies and Analyses and Centre for Policy Research in New Delhi. He is on the
editorial board of various international affairs journals and is affiliated with the Institute of South
Asian Studies, Singapore; the Lowy Institute, Sydney; and the Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace, Washington DC. He is the author, most recently, of Samudra Manthan:
Sino-Indian Rivalry in the Indo-Pacific.

Speculation continues about Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s travel plans to Abu Dhabi this
weekend at the very peak of the election campaign. If he chooses to be present at the shilanyas
ceremony for a temple in Abu Dhabi, Modi might also receive the Zayed Medal that the United
Arab Emirates has awarded him recently.

Whether he travels to Abu Dhabi or joins the temple ceremony by a video link, the event caps
the transformation of India’s engagement with the Middle East. Under Modi, India has shed its
traditional defensiveness towards the region. The Middle East, in turn, has responded with great
enthusiasm to India’s new pragmatism.

That brings us to a paradox. The significant expansion of India’s engagement with the Muslim
neighbourhood comes at a time when religious nationalism has sharpened domestic political
divisions. While the ruling party has been accused of fomenting Hindu majoritarianism, some of
the more important diplomatic successes of the Modi government have been with Muslim
countries. Within the Subcontinent, Afghanistan and Bangladesh see India as a valuable partner
and their engagement with India has gained a strong foundation. Both Kabul and Dhaka have
better relations with Delhi than with Islamabad. The Organisation of Islamic Cooperation invited
India’s Minister for External Affairs, Sushma Swaraj to address a meeting of its foreign ministers
in the face of Pakistan’s strong objections.

India’s relations with Sunni Arab states like Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates have
never been better than today. At the same time, the last four years have seen progress in
implementing strategic projects like the Chabahar port in Shia Iran. Modi has also brought out
India’s longstanding partnership with Israel from behind the veil. There have been few objections
from the Arab or Muslim world.

One would think Pakistan would be the last government that wants welcome Modi’s return to
power. But as Prime Minister Imran Khan put it, a strong government under Modi may be more
credible interlocutor than a weak coalition government.
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While Manmohan Singh could not convince the Congress party of the wisdom of him travelling
to Pakistan during his decade-long tenure as PM, Modi was prepared to show up in Lahore on a
few hours notice at the end of 2015. That the relationship has gone nowhere is another story.
But the pertinent point is the impression that Modi is confident enough to wage either war or
peace.

The key to Modi’s success in the Muslim neighbourhood has been the decision to focus on
India’s national self-interest rather than religion. When he came to Delhi in 2014, Modi found the
relations with Bangladesh at a difficult juncture. The Manmohan Singh government had
negotiated the important agreement on resolving the land boundary dispute with Bangladesh in
2011. But the Congress could not get it ratified in the Parliament.

To his credit, Modi persuaded the BJP units in Assam and Bengal to stop opposing the
agreement and got it ratified by the Parliament. He was also quick to accept an award of the
international tribunal on the maritime boundary dispute with Dhaka. It was certainly possible to
quibble over the technical details of an award that went largely in favour of Bangladesh.

Contrast this with Modi’s difficulties with Nepal, the world’s only Hindu nation that Modi likes to
call “devabhumi” — the land of the gods. Yet, Modi’s tenure saw the tensions between the two
countries spike.

There is no doubt that most countries love to demonstrate solidarity with other states and
peoples on the basis of shared political values, common religious faith or ethnic kinship. Yet, this
empathy is more often than not discarded when a government has to choose between national
interest and external solidarity. There is no better example than Pakistan’s muted voice on
China’s current controversial treatment of the Muslim population in the Xinjiang province. For
Islamabad, the logic of strategic partnership with Beijing is far more compelling than the
declared commitment to take up Muslim causes around the world.

In the Middle East, the fear of Iran’s expansionism and potential hegemony has driven Saudi
Arabia and the UAE into political collaboration with the Jewish state of Israel. Much in the
manner that communist ideology was not strong enough to bind Soviet Union and China in the
1960s and 1970s, religion has never been a sticky enough glue for Muslim majority nations.

While the proposition that national interest trumps all else appears self-evident, it was not easy
for Independent India to operate on that premise. The partition of the Subcontinent and
Pakistan’s claim to speak in the name of Islam and its relentless efforts to mobilise the Islamic
world in its favour on disputes with India complicated Indian diplomacy. It has been a rather long
learning curve for Delhi to separate presumed transcendental religious solidarity and the logic of
national self-interest in engaging the Middle East.

Complicating the Pakistan factor outside has been Delhi’s concern about the reaction of its large
Muslim population at home on foreign policy issues, especially those relating to the Middle East.
The idea that India’s relationship with Israel or the United States matters more to the Indian
Muslims than securing their rights as citizens has always been a political myth of Lutyens’ Delhi.

In the end, what matters in foreign policy is not the colour of national ideology or the flag of its
faith. Internal coherence and the capacity for practical give and take are the factors that count.
Diversity, along multiple axes, has been India’s greatest structural vulnerability. Anything that
deepens those faultlines will inevitably undermine, over the longer term, Delhi’s ability to
effectively engage the world.

This article first appeared in the print edition on April 16, 2019, under the title ‘Embracing the
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Islamic world’. The writer is Director, Institute of South Asian Studies, National University of
Singapore and contributing editor on international affairs for The Indian Express.
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INDIA’S RESPONSE TO CHINA’S BRI LINKED TO ITS
TERRITORIAL CONCERNS

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd.
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Hashmi is affiliated with Future Directions International, a Perth-based think-tank and author of
China’s Approach of Territorial Disputes: Lessons and Prospects.

India has, once again, decided to not participate in China’s second Belt and Road Forum (BRF)
due on April 25, which is likely to be attended by around 40 heads of government. Not
surprisingly, China has expressed its disappointment. Should this be seen as another symptom
of the chronic differences the India-China bilateral relationship faces, or is this just a
manifestation of China’s lack of understanding of India’s concerns? Was India’s 2018 Wuhan
rendezvous with China a mistake? These questions have overshadowed India’s China policy
debates lately.

The admiration of India’s attempt to engage China through the Modi-Xi Wuhan informal meeting
has faded away in recent months, prompting some to ask: Did the Wuhan Summit provide India
with any tangible outcome? A cursory response to the question seems a no if recent
developments are taken into consideration. For instance, for the fourth time in a row, China
blocked India’s bid to designate the Jaish-e-Mohammad Chief Masood Azhar as a global
terrorist at the UNSC, the CPEC is going on regardless of India’s stern objections vis-à-vis PoK,
and the balance of trade is still hugely in China’s favour.

But such criticisms miss two key elements. First, thanks to the overpublicising of the Modi-Xi
meeting, the expectation bar was set to an unrealistically high level. The Wuhan meeting was
not about resetting India-China relations. It was an initiative to engage each other in a
constructive dialogue. Wuhan and subsequent steps were intended to only manage the
differences and prevent relations from getting derailed. The popular perception in the Indian
media that because of Wuhan, China would not go ahead with the CPEC or support India on
Masood Azhar and the belief in the Chinese media that it would lead India to join the BRI, are
misinformed at best.

Second, Wuhan was not a stand-alone dialogue, it was deeply embedded with the Doklam
standoff. For the two countries, facing an eyeball-to-eyeball situation in Doklam, Wuhan came as
an opportunity to re-start the dialogue. It was not a “Bhai-Bhai moment”, it was a moment to
realise that the two have to co-exist and peacefully so. For India and China, that are dealing with
the protracted boundary dispute for the past more than half-a-century, one meeting would not
have changed much considering that even more than 20 rounds of dedicated border talks
spread over several years did not lead to significant gains.

India’s response to the BRF is not linked with the Wuhan spirit. It is deeply rooted in its territorial
sovereignty concerns vis-à-vis China and Pakistan. The Chinese investments in Pakistan are
complicating the matter with each passing day. India’s main concern remains the much-
controversial CPEC that passes through the PoK. Seen from that perspective it is clear that
India would not have openly supported the BRI or the BRF, even if China had refrained from
blocking India’s request at the UNSC.
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It is clear that China has been selective in addressing India’s concerns, and India too has
adopted a similar approach. China is mindful of the fact that without India’s participation, BRI will
remain an incomplete project at best. That is perhaps why China is keen to have another
Wuhan-like dialogue. We do need more such meetings but only to facilitate the negotiation
processes.
Considering the asymmetry in its relationship with China, India needs to continue its pragmatic
and balanced policy of engaging China through dialogues while actively looking for ways to deal
with the possible scenarios. The quest to institutionlise the Quad and Indo-Pacific seems to be
turning into reality with the restructuring of the MEA’s ASEAN Multilateral Division and the Indian
Ocean Region Division into the Indo-Pacific Division. Trilateral dialogues and search for
avenues to normalise and improve regular healthy conversations with China are the best way
forward.

Self-doubt over peace initiatives or hesitation in moving forward on the Quad are detrimental to
India’s interests. One should not happen at the cost of the other. A careful balancing of both
tracks will contribute to India’s stronger positioning in the region.

This article first appeared in print under the headline: ‘Sovereignty And A Road’

Hashmi is affiliated with Future Directions International, a Perth-based think-tank and
author of China’s Approach of Territorial Disputes: Lessons and Prospects
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RAJA MANDALA: A SILK ROAD FOR THE HEAVENS
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China
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C. Raja Mohan is Director, Institute of South Asian Studies, National University of
Singapore, and the consulting editor on foreign affairs for 'The Indian Express'. Before his
association with The Indian Express began in 2004, Raja Mohan worked for The Hindu as its
Washington correspondent and Strategic Affairs Editor. He was a distinguished fellow at the
Observer Research Foundation, New Delhi.  In his academic avatar, Raja Mohan has been
professor of South Asian Studies at the Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi, and the
Nanyang Technological University, Singapore. As a think tanker, he worked at the Institute for
Defence Studies and Analyses and Centre for Policy Research in New Delhi. He is on the
editorial board of various international affairs journals and is affiliated with the Institute of South
Asian Studies, Singapore; the Lowy Institute, Sydney; and the Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace, Washington DC. He is the author, most recently, of Samudra Manthan:
Sino-Indian Rivalry in the Indo-Pacific.

As the second iteration of China’s Belt and Road Forum convenes this week in Beijing, India has
a strange karma to cope with. Profound concerns about the impact of the Belt and Road
Initiative on India’s territorial sovereignty and the geopolitics of its immediate neighbourhood
compel India to resist its apparent charms. Delhi, which stayed away from the launch of the
Forum in 2017 despite considerable pressure from Beijing, has announced that it will sit out
again.

Yet, even as it shuns the BRI, India has no choice but to emulate China on connectivity of all
kinds. Although India has adopted the mantra of connectivity more than a decade ago, China’s
BRI has pressed Delhi to get its act together on regional connectivity. The scale of the challenge
has also encouraged India to shed its traditional “lone-ranger” mentality and consider working
with others, especially Japan, Australia and the United States, in promoting regional connectivity
in the Indo-Pacific.

Meanwhile, India is coming to terms with the fact that the BRI is more than two-dimensional.
Under the BRI, the “belt” was about overland connectivity and the “road” (in a peculiar twist)
referred to the maritime corridors spreading out from China’s eastern seaboard. The additional
and inter-related dimensions of BRI are about connectivity in outer space and the digital domain.

Unlike the land and sea corridors, for India, it is not just a question of supporting or rejecting the
space and digital silk roads. Delhi finds itself already tied into these initiatives, one way or
another. India’s deep dependence on Chinese telecom giants is now a reality. So is the growing
reliance of India’s neighbours — including Pakistan, Nepal and Sri Lanka — on China’s space
services. The challenge for Delhi is to expand shall we say, India’s “strategic autonomy” in a
market that Beijing is poised to dominate.

At the heart of China’s space silk road is the BeiDou satellite navigation system. Over the
weekend, China launched a satellite for the BeiDou system that is expected to rival the
American Global Positioning System (GPS), the Russian GLONASS and the European Galileo.
BeiDou will consist of a number of satellites in the geostationary and intermediate earth orbits.
The third generation BeiDou system will be operational by next year and is expected to provide
better accuracy than the current Western and Russian systems.
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Although the first BeiDou system goes back to 2000, it is now being presented as an important
component of the Belt and Road Initiative that was launched in 2013. Some analysts have called
BeiDou the digital glue that holds the BRI together. By connecting industries and infrastructure
projects along the BRI, China’s satellite navigation and communication system hopes to
dominate the new digital infrastructure in the BRI space. As new ideas for space-based internet
services emerge, China is well ahead of the curve. Google, Amazon and SpaceX are all
developing projects to provide broadband services around the world through networks of
satellites numbering hundreds.

At the end of 2018, China launched the first of its planned constellation 320 satellites in the low-
earth orbit. By the end of this year, a network of nine satellites is expected to demonstrate the
possibilities for space based internet services. The entire fleet of 320 satellites under the
Hongyan project is expected to be operational by 2025.

According to media reports, China is putting up a facility in Tianjin to assemble 130 Hongyan
satellites annually. The Hongyan mega-constellation is designed to facilitate two-way
communications at all times across all terrain, providing a wide range of civilian services such as
ground data collection and exchange, ship identification and tracking, mobile broadcasting and
navigation signal enhancement.

China has also launched a Big Earth Data initiative that will develop the generation of massive
remote-sensing data and commercial products based on it for use across the entire spectrum of
sustainable development — from agriculture to disaster management. China is not only into
providing space-based services, but is also in the business of exporting satellites to a large
number of countries, seeding space-related infrastructure and training space personnel. While
China presents these dramatic advances as part of its effort to promote space and digital
connectivity through international cooperation, there is no mistaking its geopolitical implications
— especially in expanding Beijing’s global surveillance and intelligence capabilities, upgrading
the PLA’s military effectiveness, and a big say in shaping the digital infrastructure of developing
nations.

India’s space programme too has grown by focusing on modernising national
telecommunication, application of remote sensing data for national development and more
recently on developing assets for national security. India has a satellite navigation system of its
own, the GAGAN. India’s remote sensing capability too is impressive. If India has missed a trick
it is in the expansive scale that China has brought to its space programme.

While the origin and development of both space programmes was led by state entities, China
has more recently opened up room for the participation of non-state entities and encouraged
private innovators.

As the commercial and geopolitical stakes in outer space grow rapidly, the next government in
Delhi has its task cut out: To reform India’s space sector to allow private corporations to play a
larger role, promote space startups, and rejuvenate India’s international space collaboration,
both civilian and military — with friends and allies.

Unlike in the traditional Belt and Road projects, India has significant capabilities in the space and
digital domains. With policies that will lend them the necessary political support, commercial
ambition and organisational scale, Delhi can surely shape the future of space and digital
connectivity.

The writer is director, Institute of South Asian Studies, National University of Singapore
and contributing editor on international affairs for The Indian Express
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FOREIGN SECRETARY VISITS BEIJING FOR
‘BILATERAL CONSULTATIONS’

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

Foreign Secretary Vijay Gokhale will arrive in Beijing on Sunday for “bilateral consultations”,
amid signs that China may review its position on lifting its “technical hold” on listing Jaish-e-
Mohammad founder Masood Azhar as an international terrorist.

Mr. Gokhale is arriving ahead of the Belt and Road Forum (BRF) — a mega event hosted by
China that begins on April 25, in which 37 heads of state or government are participating.

The Foreign Secretary will hold talks with China’s State Councillor and Foreign Minister Wang Yi
on Monday.

On Friday, Mr. Wang said at a briefing on the BRF that the two countries were preparing for a
second edition of a leadership summit as a follow-up to last year’s informal summit at Wuhan.

India has been pressing China to designate Azhar as a global terrorist after his outfit claimed
responsibility for the February 14 Pulwama attack, in which 40 CRPF personnel were killed.

On March 13, China placed a “technical hold” on designating Azhar in the 1267 committee of the
United Nations Security Council, despite stating that it was engaged in “mediation efforts” to
ease tensions between India and Pakistan that spiked on February 27 following the Indian
cross-border air strike on Balakot in Pakistan.

Consensus emerging

Since April 1, China has been saying that a consensus was emerging within the 1267 committee
on designating Azhar, after rejecting a parallel initiative by the United States, backed by Britain
and France, to seek a ban on him through a separate resolution in the Security Council plenary.

On Wednesday, Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman Lu Kang said the Azhar issue was
“moving towards the direction of settlement”.

Analysts point out that it is unlikely that China will lift its “technical hold” on Azhar before the BRF
concludes on April 27, so as not to embarrass Pakistan Prime Minister Imran Khan, who will be
participating in the international event.
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CHINA BACKS “WUHAN SPIRIT” DESPITE
DIFFERENCES ON BRI

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

China on Friday said its ties with India had a “bright future” and they were preparing for a summit
between their leaders as a follow-up to last year’s two-day across-the board Wuhan informal
summit between President Xi Jinping and Prime Minister Narendra Modi.

At a press conference on a three-day Belt and Road Forum for International Cooperation that
begins on May 25, Foreign Minister and State Councillor Wang Yi was emphatic that ties
between India and China were insulated from their differences on the Beijing-led Belt and Road
Initiative (BRI).

37 leaders to attend

Thirty-seven heads of state or heads of government, including leaders from Russia, Italy,
Hungary, Austria, Switzerland, Malaysia and Singapore, as well as high-level representatives
from France, Germany, U.K., Spain, the European Union and Republic of Korea, will attend the
mega event.

Mr. Wang said, “The two leaders [President Xi and Prime Minister Modi] had a very successful
meeting in Wuhan. Particularly, they established mutual trust and they jointly planned for the
future of improvement and the strengthening of the China-India relationship. After the Wuhan
summit, we see progress in all areas of cooperation.”

Mr. Wang pointed out that India and China were currently limiting the threshold of their
differences so that overall development of ties remained unhampered.
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NAVY TO TAKE PART IN FLEET REVIEW IN CHINA
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

Fleet tanker INS Shakti as seen from the R.K. Beach in VisakhapatnamC.V.Subrahmanyam  

The Indian Navy has sent two ships to take part in the International Fleet Review to be held in
Qingdao, China, later this month as part of the 70th anniversary celebrations of the People’s
Liberation Army Navy. The ships are stealth destroyer INS Kolkata and fleet tanker INS Shakti.

Surprisingly, Pakistan’s Navy is not taking part in the event.

“The ships are likely to sail in the evening of April 22 to participate in the Naval Parade
scheduled to be reviewed by Chinese President Xi Jinping on April 23,” the Navy said in a
statement on Friday.

The visit of the Navy’s most potent destroyer and versatile fleet support ship showcases India’s
prowess, reach and sustainability, besides indigenous ship-building capability, the Navy said.
The Indian delegation is being led by the Chief of Staff of the Visakhapatnam-based Eastern
Naval Command, who is of the rank of Rear-Admiral.

As a reciprocal gesture and as part of the efforts to promote military cooperation, China has
agreed to send its ships on port calls to India, a Navy source said.

“In a big surprise, Pakistan’s Navy is not participating in the event by its all-weather friend,” the
Navy source said.

The Indian Navy had last held an International Fleet Review in February 2016, in which 50
navies of different countries took part with nearly 100 warships.
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TRUMP VETOES BILL TO END U.S. SUPPORT FOR
YEMEN WAR

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Effect of policies and politics of developed & developing countries
on India's interests

President Donald Trump on Tuesday vetoed a resolution from Congress directing him to end
U.S. support for the Saudi-led war in Yemen, the second such move of his presidency.

The resolution was a harsh bipartisan rebuke to Mr. Trump that took the historic step of
curtailing a President’s war-making powers — a step he condemned in a statement announcing
his veto. “This resolution is an unnecessary, dangerous attempt to weaken my constitutional
authorities, endangering the lives of American citizens and brave service members, both today
and in the future,” Mr. Trump said.

The veto was the second of his presidency, after he overrode a congressional resolution that
aimed to reverse the border emergency he declared in order to secure more funding for his wall
between the United States and Mexico in March.

Green light

Vetoing the measure is an “effective green light for the war strategy that has created the world’s
worst humanitarian crisis to continue,” said International Rescue Committee president and CEO
David Miliband.

“Yemen is at a breaking point with 10 million people on the brink of famine. There are as many
as 100 civilian casualties per week, and Yemenis are more likely to be killed at home than in any
other structure.”

Mr. Trump argued that U.S. support for the bloody war between the Saudi-backed Yemeni
government and Iran-aligned Houthi rebels was necessary for a variety of reasons, “first and
foremost” to “protect the safety of the more than 80,000 Americans who reside in certain
coalition countries.”

These countries “have been subject to Houthi attacks from Yemen,” he said.
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AT A CROSSROADS: PROTESTS IN SUDAN
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Africa

When protests broke out in Atbara in northeastern Sudan over rising prices of bread in mid-
December, not many thought it would snowball into a nationwide agitation, shaking the
foundations of the junta. President Omar al-Bashir, who captured power through a bloodless
coup in 1989, first called the protesters “rats” and then declared a state of emergency. Dozens
were killed. When none of these measures quelled public anger, Mr. Bashir sacked the Health
Minister and the Prime Minister, and promised reforms. But the protests, led by the Sudanese
Professionals Association, a new group, grew in strength. As protests reached the army
headquarters, the military high command stepped in, deposing Mr. Bashir on April 11 and
announcing a transitional government led by the military council. But even the fall of Mr. Bashir
failed to calm the streets as protesters wanted “a revolution”. Over three decades, Mr. Bashir
and his military clique had used several tactics, from aligning with Islamists and banning political
parties to suppressing dissent and unleashing paramilitaries against defiant regions, to stay in
power. But the recent economic crisis, especially after South Sudan split away with three-fourths
of the oilfields, broke the regime’s back.

The army seems to have realised it is facing the greatest challenge to its power in three
decades. It has already made several concessions. Soon after Mr. Bashir was deposed, Awad
Ibn Ouf, the chosen head of the military council, also stepped down. The much-feared
intelligence chief, Salah Gosh, was fired. The new military ruler, Lt. Gen. Abdel Fattah al-
Burhan, has ordered lifting of the curfew and freeing of political prisoners. But the problem is that
the army is not ready to give up control. Its plan to be in charge for at least two years has made
the protesters wary. They are afraid that the army, given its track record, will try to retain its grip
on power through some means or the other. This is the current stalemate – the protesters want
a break with the past while the army doesn’t want to give up its privileges. This conflict was
visible in neighbouring countries where dictators fell amid public protests. In Egypt, Hosni
Mubarak resigned as President in 2011, but the military never gave up its privileges. In two
years it was back in power through a coup. In Algeria, Abdelaziz Bouteflika stepped down as
President this month, but the army has retained power; protests still continue in the country. The
Sudanese protesters say they want an orderly transition under a civilian government. The army
should respect their demand and resolve the impasse. Mr. Bashir has quit. It’s time to replace
the oppressive regime he built, with a much more inclusive, responsive and democratic civilian
government.
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IN AN OIL SLICK: ON IRAN SANCTIONS
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Middle East

Faced with the U.S.’s intransigent demand that all countries put a full stop to oil imports from
Iran or face sanctions, the Indian government has indicated it will ‘zero out’ oil imports after the
May 2 deadline. Statements from the Petroleum and External Affairs Ministries suggest the
government’s focus is now on finding alternative sources of energy, and minimising the impact
on the Indian market. At last count, India was importing about 10% of its oil needs from Iran,
although it had considerably reduced its intake over the last few months. The U.S. has made it
clear that Indian companies that continue to import oil from Iran would face severe secondary
sanctions, including being taken out of the SWIFT international banking system and a freeze on
dollar transactions and U.S. assets. In response, Indian importers, including the oil PSUs, have
decided that sourcing oil from Iran is unviable at present. As a result, the government is seeking
to explain the decision as a pragmatic one, taken in India’s best interests. Officials point to the
six-month reprieve, from November 2018 to May 2019, that they received from the U.S. in the
form of sanctions waivers to import Iranian oil, and the exemption to continue developing the
Chabahar port, as positive outcomes of the negotiations over the past year. Such arguments
are, however, not very convincing. India has, in effect, now decided to cave in to U.S. pressure
on the issue less than a year after External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj said that India would
recognise only UN sanctions, not “unilateral” ones. In fact, last February Prime Minister
Narendra Modi vowed in Iranian President Hassan Rouhani’s presence in Delhi to increase
India’s oil intake from Iran.

India may stop oil imports from Iran

There are other real costs attached to the U.S. ultimatum that India may have to bear. The price
of oil has already shot up above the $70 mark in April. In addition, Iran has threatened to shut
down the Strait of Hormuz, a key channel for global oil shipments, which would further lead to
inflationary trends, not just for oil but other commodities too. Any direct backlash from Iran for its
decision will also jeopardise India’s other interests in the country, including its considerable
investment in the Chabahar port, which India is building as an alternative route for trade to
Central Asia. In the larger picture, India isn’t just testing its traditional ties with Iran, but also
giving in to President Donald Trump’s blatant bullying after his administration withdrew from the
Iran nuclear deal. Instead of engaging in what appear to have been fruitless negotiations with
the U.S. over the past year, India, China, the EU and other affected entities could have spent
their time more productively in building a counter with an alternative financial architecture,
immune to the U.S.’s arbitrary moves.
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THE PERMANENCE OF ARAB UPRISINGS
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Africa

Arab politics remains defiant. Eight years after protests swept through the Arab street toppling
several dictators, anti-government demonstrations erupted in Sudan and Algeria (picture) in
recent months. Earlier this month, both Abdelaziz Bouteflika, who had ruled Algeria for 20 years,
and Omar al-Bashir, who had been at the helm in Sudan for three decades, quit amid public
anger, reviving memories of the Tunisian and Egyptian uprisings earlier. When protests broke
out in Tunisia in late 2010 and spread to other countries, there were hopes that the Arab world
was in for massive changes. The expectation was that in countries where people rose, such as
Tunisia, Egypt, Yemen, Libya, Bahrain and Syria, the old autocracies would be replaced with
new democracies. But except Tunisia, the country-specific stories of the Arab uprising were
tragic.

These tragedies, however, did not kill the revolutionary spirit of the Arab youth, as the protests in
Sudan and Algeria show. Rather, there’s continuity from Tunis to Khartoum and Algiers. The
Arab uprising was originally triggered by a combination of factors. The economic model based
on patronage was crumbling in these countries. The rulers had been in power for decades, and
there was popular longing for freedom from their repressive regimes. More important, the
protests were transnational in nature, though the targets of the revolutionaries were their
respective national governments. The driving force behind the protests was a pan-Arabist anger
against the old system. That’s why it spread like wildfire from Tunis to Cairo, Benghazi and
Manama. They may have failed to reshape the Arab political order, but the embers of the
uprisings appear to have survived the tragedy of ‘Arab Spring’.

Most Arab economies are beset with economic woes. The rentier system Arab monarchs and
dictators built is in a bad shape. Arab rulers for years bought loyalty of the masses in return for
patronage, which was then buttressed by the fear factor. This model is no more viable. If Arab
countries were shaken by the 2010-11 protests, they would be thrown into another crisis in
2014, with the fall in oil prices. Having touched $140 a barrel in 2008, the price of oil collapsed to
$30 in 2016. This impacted both oil-producing and oil-importing countries. Producers, reeling
under the price fall, had cut spending — both public spending and aid for other Arab countries.
Non-oil-producing Arab economies such as Jordan and Egypt saw aid that they were dependent
on drying up. In May 2018, there were massive protests in Jordan against a proposed tax law
and rising fuel prices. Demonstrators left the streets only after Prime Minister Hani Mulki
resigned, his successor withdrew the legislation and King Abdullah II made an intervention to
freeze the price hike.

In Sudan and Algeria, protesters have gone a step ahead, demanding regime change, like their
comrades in Egypt and Tunisia did in late 2010 and early 2011. Algeria, whose economy is
heavily dependent on the hydrocarbon sector, took a hit after the post-2014 commodity
meltdown. While GDP growth slowed from 4% in 2014 to 1.6% in 2017, youth unemployment
soared to 29%. This economic downturn was happening at a time when Mr. Bouteflika was
missing from public engagement. A stroke had paralysed him in 2013. But when he announced
candidacy for this year’s presidential election, seeking another five-year term, it infuriated the
public. In a matter of days, protests spread across the country, which culminated in his
resignation on April 2.

Sudan’s case is not different. The northeast African country is also battling a serious economic
crisis. Mr. Bashir and his military clique ruled the country through fear for three decades. But the
split of South Sudan in 2011, with three-fourths of the undivided country’s oil reserves, broke the
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back of the junta. Post-2014, Sudan fell into a deeper crisis, often seeking aid from richer Arab
countries such as Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates (UAE) and even Qatar, the Saudi
bloc’s regional rival. Inflation is at 73%. Sudan is also grappling with fuel and cash shortages.
Discontent first boiled over in the northeastern city Atbara in mid-December over the rising price
of bread, and the protests soon spread into a nationwide movement. Mr. Bashir tried everything
he could to calm the streets — from declaring a state of emergency to sacking his entire cabinet
— but protesters demanded nothing less than regime change. Finally the army stepped in,
removing him from power on April 11.

Like in the case of 2010-11, the 2018-19 protests are also transnational — they spread from
Amman to Khartoum and Algiers in a matter of months. The pan-Arabist anger against national
governments remains the main driving force behind the protests, which should set alarm bells
ringing across Arab capitals. But in all these countries, the counter-revolutionary forces are so
strong that protesters often stop short of achieving their main goal — a clear break with the past.
They manage to get rid of the dictators, but the system those dictators built survives somehow,
and sometimes in a moral brutal fashion. There are two main counter-revolutionary forces in
these countries. The first are the main guardians of the old system, either the monarchy or the
army. Tunisia is the only country where the revolutionaries outwitted the counter-revolutionaries.
They overthrew Zine El Abidine Ben Ali’s dictatorship, and the country transitioned to a multi-
party democracy. In Egypt, the army made a comeback and further tightened its grip on the
state and society through violence and repression. In Jordan, the monarch always acts as a
bulwark against revolutionary tendencies.

The second are geopolitical actors. In Libya, the foreign intervention removed Muammar
Qaddafi, but the war destroyed the Libyan state and institutions, leaving the country in the hands
of competing militias. Libya is yet to recover from the anarchy triggered by the intervention. In
Syria, with foreign intervention, the protests first turned into an armed civil war and then the
country itself became a theatre of wars for global players. In Yemen, protests turned into a
sectarian civil conflict, with foreign powers taking different sides. In Bahrain, Saudi Arabia made
a direct military intervention, on behalf of its rulers, to violently end the protests in Manama’s
Pearl Square.

The same could happen in Algeria and Sudan as well. In both countries, the army let the
Presidents fall, but retained its grip on power, despite pressure from protesters. They don’t want
regime change. They are dressing up the fall of the dictator as a revolution and selling it to the
protesters, just as the Egyptian military did eight years ago. Sudan faces the heat of geopolitical
intervention as well. As soon as the military council directly took power, Saudi Arabia, the U.A.E.
and Egypt offered support to the military, at a time when protests continue in Khartoum
demanding an immediate handover of power to a civilian government. The Saudis have also
announced an aid package to the new junta, making it clear who they prefer.

This is the challenge before the Arab protesters. They are angry. They want the system to be
changed. But they are the multitudes. There’s no vanguard of the revolution. While they keep
rising up against the system, they are constantly being pushed back by the counter-
revolutionaries.

stanly.johny@thehindu.co.in

Please enter a valid email address.

Join our online subscriber community

Experience an advertisement-free site with article recommendations tailored for you



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

Already a user? Sign In

To know more about Ad free news reading experience and subscription Click Here

or Please whitelist our website on your Adblocker

END
Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-24

A NATURAL NEXT STEP
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Australia

This month was a historic moment in the India-Australia bilateral relationship. Under our joint
naval exercise known as AUSINDEX, we saw the largest ever peacetime deployment of
Australian defence assets and personnel to India.

The third iteration of our bilateral naval exercise, AUSINDEX, which has just concluded (April 2-
16), builds on a fourfold increase in our defence engagement — from 11 defence exercises,
meetings and activities in 2014 to 38 in 2018. The Indian Navy’s Eastern Naval Command
hosted an impressive array of high-end Australian military hardware, including the Royal
Australian Navy’s flagship, HMAS Canberra and the submarine, HMAS Collins. The Canberra is
the size of a small aircraft carrier. She can carry over 1,000 troops and 16 helicopters. These
vessels were joined by frigates, aircraft and around 1,200 sailors, soldiers and airmen and
women.

As well as being Australia’s largest defence deployment to India, the exercise was the most
complex ever carried out between our defence forces. For the first time, our navies undertook
anti-submarine warfare exercises. And in a similar show of trust and cooperation, Indian and
Australian maritime patrol P-8 aircraft flew coordinated missions over the Bay of Bengal.

The strategic trust on display during AUSINDEX is representative of a deepening strategic
alignment between our countries. When Australia’s Foreign Minister, Marise Payne, visited India
earlier this year, in January, she emphasised our shared outlook as free, open and independent
democracies, as champions of international law, as supporters of an open and inclusive Indo-
Pacific and as firm believers that ‘might is not right’. These shared values underline our
deepening cooperation.

A key element of Australia’s Indo-Pacific strategy is partnering with India in the vibrant Indian
Ocean Region. India is a leader in this region and Australia is a natural partner for addressing
shared challenges. We must continue to work together to combat transnational crime, terrorism,
people smuggling, and illegal fishing, in order that we may all enjoy a peaceful and prosperous
Indian Ocean Region.

As the nation with one of the longest Indian Ocean coastlines and with more than half of our
goods trade departing Indian Ocean ports, Australia is committed to addressing humanitarian
and environmental challenges in our Indian Ocean neighbourhood.

Australia is playing its part in the Indo-Pacific region through major new initiatives in Southeast
Asia and the Pacific. We are undertaking a substantial step up in our support for Pacific Island
countries. In November 2018 we announced the Australian Infrastructure Financing Facility for
the Pacific. This AU$2 billion initiative will boost Australia’s support for infrastructure
development in Pacific countries.

Our security relationships with Pacific Island countries have also been enhanced. We will
establish a Pacific Fusion Centre to provide real-time surveillance data for countries across the
region as well as enhancing policing and military training both bilaterally and through regional
centres.

We are also building on our significant diplomatic and economic relationships with Southeast
Asia to build resilience and prosperity in our region. Our recently announced Southeast Asia
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Economic Governance and Infrastructure Initiative, worth AU$121 million, will help unlock
Southeast Asia’s next wave of economic growth.

All this activity is happening against the backdrop of a rapidly expanding India-Australia
relationship. Our people-to-people and economic links are on the rise. The Indian diaspora in
Australia is both strong and growing. One in 50 Australians today was born in India; almost
90,000 Indian students studied in Australia last year; and over 350,000 tourists visited Australia
from India in 2018. We are working together to see India become a top three trading partner for
Australia by 2035.

So, on the one hand, we should welcome the successful AUSINDEX exercise as a step up in
our strategic partnership. At the same time, we should recognise it also as the natural next step
in a friendship between Australia and India that is marked by growing trust, understanding and
camaraderie. That is really something to celebrate.

Harinder Sidhu is the Australian High Commissioner to India
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US WON'T SEND OFFICIALS TO CHINA'S BELT AND
ROAD FORUM

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

Washington will not send officials to a Beijing summit on Chinese President Xi Jinping's
signature global infrastructure project, the U.S. embassy said on Wednesday. Leaders from
about 37 countries are expected to attend the Belt and Road Forum from Thursday to Saturday,
which Washington termed as a “vanity project”.AFP

Join our online subscriber community

Experience an advertisement-free site with article recommendations tailored for you

Already a user? Sign In

To know more about Ad free news reading experience and subscription Click Here

or Please whitelist our website on your Adblocker

END
Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-04-25

TAKING ADVANTAGE OF BRI
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

There are at least five reasons why India should have sent an observer to the Belt and Road
Initiative (BRI) Forum that begins in Beijing on April 25.

First, the defining feature of the 21st century is that Asia, not China, is at the centre of the world.
The BRI is part of a transformation triggered by colonialism and industrial capitalism from the
1840s and influenced by the UN institutions and global rules from the 1950s. Of the estimated
$30 trillion increase in middle-class consumption growth estimated by 2030, only $1 trillion is
expected to come from Western economies and most of the rest from Asia. China’s population is
nearly one-third of the total population of Asia but by 2050 its population of working age will
shrink by 200 million people while in India the working-age population will increase by 200
million. Asians are not subscribing to a “China-led Asia”, which would imply returning to the
colonial order.

Second, the global spread of the BRI signals the political end of the old order where the G7
shaped the economic agenda. Italy, a member of the G7, is joining the BRI, despite the publicly
voiced objection of the U.S., just as Britain joined the Asia Infrastructure Investment Bank in
2015. Asians are gravitating to the new as it better meets their needs, not because the old is
crumbling.

Third, the Asian Development Bank, not China, drew global attention to infrastructure as the key
driver of economic growth in Asia and the financing gap of $26 trillion. The most visible feature
of the BRI is the network of physical and digital infrastructure for transport, energy transmission
and communications, harmonised with markets for advanced manufacturing and innovation-
based companies.

Two-thirds of the countries funded by the initiative have sovereign debt ratings below investment
grade, and their being part of supply chains is a catalyst for growth. A recent analysis identified
only eight out of 68 countries at risk of debt default, which does not affect the overall viability of
the $3 trillion reserves of China for potential investment. There are cases of excess debt,
political corruption and policy shifts following change in governments but overall the BRI remains
popular. For example, Nepal has just chosen the Chinese gauge over the Indian one for its rail
network.

Fourth, the BRI, faced with criticism over lack of transparency and insensitivity to national
concerns, is evolving towards standards of multilateralism, including through linkages with the
United Nations Sustainable Development Goals. The International Monetary Fund describes it
as a “very important contribution” to the global economy and is “in very close collaboration with
the Chinese authorities on sharing the best international practices, especially regarding fiscal
sustainability and capacity building”. China is now also seeking co-financing with multilateral
institutions as well as private capital for a Silk Road Bond.

Fifth, for the BRI to have strategic objectives is not unusual. The Marshall Plan in the 1950s also
required recipients to accept certain rules for deepening trade and investment ties with the U.S.
Chinese control over supply-chain assets like ports provides the ability to project naval power,
which will however remain minuscule compared to that of the U.S. — comprising 800 overseas
bases. The BRI’s commercial advantage has certainly increased China’s international weight
and India needs to shape the new standards to benefit Indian technology companies .



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

India’s China dilemma, as it ends its ambivalence towards China, revolves around assessment
of the extent the Asian giants need each other for the Asian century. Prime Minister Narendra
Modi has declared a cooperative vision of the ‘Indo-Pacific’, contrary to the containment-based
view of the United States. China also recognises the difficulties inherent in the interlinked
international and domestic agenda of the BRI, and needs India’s support for reform of global
governance, which was an important part of last year’s discussion at Wuhan.

India should respond to the strategic complexity arising from the BRI, a key part of which cuts
through Gilgit-Baltistan and Pakistan-occupied Kashmir, through three related but distinct
diplomatic initiatives.

First, India needs to highlight that a British-led coup by the Gilgit Scouts led to Pakistani
occupation of this territory and seek appropriate text recognising India’s sovereignty — a drafting
challenge but not an insurmountable one.

Second, New Delhi should give a South Asian character to the two BRI corridors on India’s
western and eastern flanks, by linking them with plans for connectivity in the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) region. Third, India needs work towards ‘multilateralising’ the
BRI with a set of rules.

Mukul Sanwal is a former civil servant and UN diplomat
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INDIA NEEDS TO EXECUTE ITS VISION ON REGIONAL
CONNECTIVITY

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

The second Belt and Road Forum starts in Beijing on Thursday. Around 40 world leaders are
expected to be present. However, India has once again decided to sit out — it had not
participated in the first edition held in 2017. The reasons for sitting out in 2017 remain valid till
today. India’s primary problem with the Chinese Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) is the China-
Pakistan Economic Corridor. Said to be the flagship project of the BRI, the corridor passes
through territory occupied by China but claimed by India.

While India’s participation is ruled out from the Belt and Road Forum on grounds of sovereignty
and territorial integrity, India had put out a longer note explaining the key criteria that such
connectivity initiatives should fulfil. According to the ministry of external affairs (MEA),
“connectivity initiatives must be based on universally recognized international norms, good
governance, rule of law, openness, transparency and equality”. The projects, MEA added,
should not create unsustainable debt burden or harm the environment. And finally, the project
should involve inputs from the local communities, and, ultimately, empower them by transferring
skills and technologies. India was the first country to point to these problems in the BRI. Today,
many more countries agree with India and critique the BRI in roughly the same language.

It is often said that India should make the transition, as far as global governance is concerned,
from being a rule taker to a rule shaper. Whether there is indeed such a dichotomy, the Indian
behaviour in this instance has been definitely one of a rule shaper. Its sitting out of the Belt and
Road Forum in 2017 would have counted for little if it had not laid out an alternative vision of
connectivity before the world. But vision is not the same as execution. In the intervening period,
India, along with Japan, the US and Australia, have moved ahead to provide better quality
alternative to the BRI, but much remains to be achieved on this front.
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UNCERTAIN TIMES: ON INDIA’S OIL IMPORTS
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Middle East

The oil market is in ferment once again with a great deal of uncertainty over supplies. On
Monday the United States announced that it would not extend beyond May 1 the 180-day waiver
it had granted to eight countries, including India, to purchase oil from Iran. This caused the price
of Brent crude oil to witness a sudden jump to more than $75, from last week’s close of $71.97,
as traders expected the withdrawal of the waivers to adversely affect the supply of oil in the
market. The price of Brent crude, it is worth noting, has been rising steadily in the last few
months, and has increased by almost 50% since it hit a low of about $50 in December, as a
result of the decision of the Organisation of the Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC) to
restrict their output to boost prices. India imports more than 10% of its crude oil from Iran, so the
government faces the immediate challenge of having to find alternative suppliers to meet its
huge energy needs. Even more worrying is the likely negative impact higher oil prices will have
on India’s current account deficit, fiscal deficit and inflation in the wider economy. The current
account deficit, which narrowed to 2.5% of GDP in the December quarter thanks to lower oil
prices, will likely worsen going forward. The fiscal deficit, which has been widening in advance of
the elections, is also likely to get increasingly out of control. While inflation is relatively benign at
the moment, any further acceleration in price gains will tie the hands of the Reserve Bank of
India.

India may stop oil imports from Iran

It may, however, be hard to say for sure that the jump in the price of oil this week, and over the
last few months, marks a secular rise in the price of the commodity. The entry of U.S. shale
producers into the oil market has put a lid on the price of oil as freely competing shale suppliers
have been happy to increase their output whenever oil prices rise significantly. Even this week,
the oil market has been torn between the news of the end to the waivers granted to oil imports
from Iran and competing news of the increased supply of oil pouring into the market from the
U.S. Higher oil prices also make it lucrative each time for members of OPEC to cheat on their
commitments to restrict supply. If India is to protect its interests in the ever-volatile global oil
market, the government will need to take steps to diversify its supplier base and also work
towards increasing domestic sources of energy supplies. Opening up the renewable energy
sector for more investments will also help avoid over-dependence on oil from the global market
to meet the country’s ever-increasing energy needs.
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BRI HAS ENTERED A NEW ERA OF TRANSPARENCY:
XI

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

President Xi Jinping proposing a toast during the welcome banquet for leaders attending the Belt
and Road Forum.AFPNICOLAS ASFOURI  

China on Friday announced that the financial model for funding projects under its flagship Belt
and Road Initiative (BRI) had been revamped, countering criticism that its mega-connectivity
undertaking was opening “debt traps” for enhancing its geopolitical influence.

“We have also formulated guiding principles of financing the development of the Belt and Road
and published debt sustainability framework for participating countries to provide guidance for
BRI financing cooperation,” Chinese President Xi Jinping said in his keynote address at the
second Belt and Road Forum (BRF).

Mr. Xi’s opening remarks highlighted the subtext of rivalry with the U.S. in setting the global
agenda. In the presence of 37 country heads, chief of the International Monetary Fund Christine
Lagarde and Secretary-General of the UN Antonio Guterres, as well as representatives of
scores of nations, he docked the BRI with a new phase of globalisation, anchored by China and
its partners.

India has decided to skip the BRF in opposition to the BRI’s China-Pakistan Economic Corridor
(CPEC). New Delhi has noted that it is an infringement of its sovereignty.

Mr. Xi stressed that China “will work with others” to write new rules of international trade within
the framework of the World Trade Organization (WTO). “Rules and credibility underpin the
effective functioning of the international governance system. China is an active supporter and
participant of the WTO and will work with others to develop international economic and trade
rules of higher standard.”

China has been accused of funding unsustainable projects under BRI, which could be leveraged
for extending Beijing’s political influence in geopolitically sensitive countries such as Sri Lanka
and the Maldives, which skirt important shipping lanes of the Indian Ocean.

Zero tolerance

But countering the charge of China having a hidden agenda, Mr. Xi said: “In pursuing Belt and
Road cooperation, everything should be done in a transparent way. We should have zero
tolerance for corruption”.

He added: “We also need to ensure the commercial and fiscal sustainability of all projects so
that they will achieve the intended goals as planned.”

Mr. Xi stressed that the BRI projects would encourage participation by multilateral and national
financial institutions and encourage joint ventures in third countries. They would seek the
involvement of “multiple stake holders”, for projects pursuing a “people-centered” approach
focused on “job creation” and countering poverty.

Lending scheme
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“We will continue to make a good use of the Belt and Road special lending scheme, the Silk
Road Fund and various special investment funds, develop Silk Road themed bonds and support
the multilateral cooperation centre for development finance in its operation,” he said.

The BRI, he said, would pursue “high quality” schemes attuned to “international rules and
standards” covering the procurement, tendering and bidding processes.

Unveiled in 2013, the BRI is a giant land and maritime connectivity project, driven to revive the
Ancient Silk Road. It covers Eurasia and Africa, building a network of expressways. Ahead of the
BRF, Italy has become the first G-7 country to formally join the BRI.
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CORRIDOR LINKING INDIA, MYANMAR NO LONGER
UNDER BRI FRAMEWORK

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

Chinese PresidentXi Jinping.APMark Schiefelbein  

India’s decision to skip the Belt and Road Forum (BRF) may have led to the exclusion of the
Bangladesh-China-India-Myanmar (BCIM) economic corridor from the list of projects covered by
the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) umbrella.

In an annex tagged with the Joint Communiqué of the Leaders’ Roundtable of the BRF, which
concluded in Beijing on Saturday, the Chinese Foreign Ministry website has not listed the BCIM
as a project covered by the BRI — the giant connectivity initiative speared by China to revive the
ancient Silk Road across Eurasia and Africa.

Instead, South Asia is covered by three major undertakings — the China-Myanmar Economic
Corridor (CMEC); the Nepal-China Trans-Himalayan Multi-dimensional Connectivity Network,
including Nepal-China cross-border railway; and the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC).

India’s non-participation

Citing “sovereignty” concerns, India, for the second time, did not participate in the BRF, as the
CPEC passes through Pakistan occupied Kashmir (PoK).

The 2,800-km BCIM corridor proposes to link Kunming in China’s Yunnan province with Kolkata,
passing though nodes such as Mandalay in Myanmar and Dhaka in Bangladesh before heading
to Kolkata.

Significantly, a report titled, “The Belt and Road Initiative Progress, Contributions and
Prospects,” released by the Leading Group for Promoting the Belt and Road Initiative on April
22, did list the BCIM as a BRI project. Last September, the BRI had got a high octane boost
when Myanmar inked an agreement with China to establish the CMEC. The 1,700-km corridor
provides China yet another node to access the Indian Ocean.

The CMEC will run from Yunnan Province of China to Mandalay in Central Myanmar. From there
it will head towards Yangon, before terminating at the Kyaukpyu Special Economic Zone (SEZ)
in the Bay of Bengal.
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BEIJING’S OUTREACH
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd.
All Rights Reserved

The second forum on the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) that concluded in Beijing over the
weekend suggests a subtle shift in China’s framing of the ambitious initiative outlined by
President Xi Jinping in 2013. Beijing’s earlier articulation of the gigantic plan to promote global
connectivity through China’s investments had a “take-it-or-leave-it” approach. Xi’s conciliatory
tone this time around underlined China’s eagerness to respond to the widespread international
criticism of the BRI. Many countries and institutions — including India, Japan, Europe and the
United States — voiced concerns that the BRI is motivated by China’s ambition to expand its
geopolitical influence at the expense of other powers. There has also been widespread criticism
that the BRI projects were pushing recipient states into a debt trap, unsustainable
environmentally, not transparent enough, and violating international norms.

At the second forum, Xi sought to reassure the world that BRI is about partnership rather than
the pursuit of unilateral advantage. A joint communique issued after the summit reflected
China’s effort to negotiate a new consensus behind an initiative in which Xi invested massive
personal political capital. The communique pledged to pursue high-standard, people-centred
and sustainable development “in line with our national legislation, regulatory frameworks,
international obligations, applicable international norms and standards”. The communique was
signed by Xi and 37 heads of state/government. Fourteen new countries became new
signatories to the initiative. The communique also extended support for “collaboration among
national and international financial institutions to provide diversified and sustainable financial
support for projects,”. It also underlined the importance of “improving livelihoods” of the local
population.

Delhi, which stayed out of the second iteration of the forum, in line with its explicit criticism when
the first BRI forum was organised in 2017, has to take into account the new BRI dynamics. Many
countries had indeed joined India in highlighting the problems with BRI. As China begins to
address these issues, more nations are joining the initiative by paying greater attention to BRI’s
terms and conditions. While sceptics around the world insist that the change in Beijing is more
about style rather than substance, the next government in Delhi should take a fresh look at BRI.
If China is ready for a productive consultation with India, Delhi should start engaging with
Beijing. A case by case evaluation of infrastructure projects might allow Delhi to construct a
practical approach to BRI. Over the last few years, Delhi has announced plans to develop
connectivity projects on its own as well as in collaboration with other powers, especially Japan
and the US. The next government must turn some of this talk into concrete outcomes. Delhi
must also come to terms with the expanding scope of BRI that is enveloping the digital and
space domains and is bound to create challenges much larger than those presented by Beijing’s
current projects on physical connectivity over land and sea.
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A measure of political consensus on Afghanistan unveiled after the trilateral consultations in
Moscow at the end of April between the US, China and Russia offer some hope for the
construction of a sustainable framework for peace in a nation that has seen nothing but war over
the last four decades. But sceptics might say that the great power talk on Afghanistan is indeed
interesting but would keep their fingers crossed on their ability to cooperate on the ground.

In a joint statement issued after the consultations America, Russia and China outlined
agreement on a set of broad parameters for promoting peace in Afghanistan. It is built around
four axes–withdraw foreign forces, prevent Afghanistan from becoming a haven for terrorism,
end the current violence and launch an intra-Afghan dialogue that will define a new political
arrangement in Kabul.

These elements had already been identified in the US peace initiative led by Special Envoy to
Afghanistan, Zalmay Khalilzad over the last few months. That Russia and China might be
prepared to support the US peace initiative is quite welcome. After the international solidarity in
the wake of the al Qaeda bombing of New York and Washington on September 11, 2001, slowly
dissipated over the last two decades. Renewed great power cooperation might open the door for
some concerted political action in the UN Security Council on Afghanistan.

Before the trilateral talks in Moscow, Khalilzad won similar endorsement from the European
allies to the framework he has sought to develop in the engagement with the Taliban. As
Khalilzad tweeted out after the Moscow talks, the agreement is ‘an important milestone’ on the
road to peace in Afghanistan. But quite clearly, there is much more to do.

The Moscow declaration hopes to build regional consensus around this framework. As part of
building wider consensus, Khalilzad is traveling to a number of regional capitals, including
Islamabad and Delhi. From the Indian perspective at least three issues are of concern in the
joint approach that the three powers have identified.
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First is the question of ceasefire. In any conflict, ceasefire is the critical element that provides the
conditions for the pursuit of a peaceful negotiations. Until now the Taliban has been reluctant to
accept a ceasefire, let alone end its attack on innocent civilians in Afghanistan.

The trilateral statement certainly recognizes ‘the Afghan people’s strong desire for a
comprehensive ceasefire”. “As a first step”, the three powers “call on all parties to agree on
immediate and concrete steps to reduce violence.” The reference to ‘all parties’ is one of those
escape clauses that hides the seeming reluctance to confront principal culprit in the production
of Afghan violence and terror–the Taliban.

In urging ‘immediate and concrete steps to reduce violence’, one worries that the great powers
might be willing to let the Taliban and its patrons slice and dice the question of a ceasefire. The
imprecision and indirection might not be too damaging if Russia and China can impress upon
the Taliban that its refusal to end violence will have consequences.

That brings us to the second issue–the question of Taliban’s sanctuaries in Pakistan. The joint
statement avoids the issue completely. While Washington has often called on Pakistan to end its
support to cross border destabilisation of Afghanistan, Moscow and Beijing have been hesitant
to press Pakistan on the question of terror sanctuaries. Without a real effort by the major powers
to dissuade Pakistan from supporting the Taliban, the prospects for Afghan peace will be limited.

A third issue of concern that Delhi has often articulated is the danger of delegitimising the Kabul
government in a desperate effort to bring the Taliban to the negotiating table. In keeping Kabul
out of his recent engagement with the Taliban, Khalilzad might already have done some
damage. To be sure, the US continues to insist on a role for Kabul in the ‘intra-Afghan dialogue’
that will include all sections of the Afghan society, including the government and the Taliban.

The Taliban, on its part, has refused to engage the Kabul government in any form. In the
Moscow statement, Russia and China have joined America in urging the Taliban “to participate
in peace talks with a broad, representative Afghan delegation that includes the government as
soon as possible.” Delhi, however, would want to know how the three powers would follow
through on this demands, especially if the Taliban refuses to oblige.

While India’s concerns are real, the great power agreement on Afghanistan is something that
Delhi would want to politically embrace and work with.

(The writer is Director, Institute of South Asian Studies, National University of Singapore
and consulting editor on international affairs for The Indian Express)
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