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U.S. TO PULL OUT OF INF TREATY
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: International Treaties & Agreements, and other important

organizations

We are out:U.S. Secretary of State Mike Pompeo holdinga news briefing in Washington on
Friday.AFPCHIP SOMODEVILLA  

The U.S is suspending its obligations under the Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces (INF)
Treaty effective February 2 and will withdraw from the treaty in six months, Secretary of State
Mike Pompeo said at a press briefing that lasted less for about eight minutes.

The treaty, signed during the Cold War in 1987, bans ground-launched missiles with a range of
500 km-5,500 km. It was key to ending the arms race between the (then) two superpowers and
helped protect the U.S.’s NATO allies in Europe from Soviet missile attacks. The U.S. will
formally give Russia and the other treaty parties a formal notice that it is withdrawing under
Article XV of the Treaty, Mr. Pompeo said. Article XV mandates a six-month notice period before
withdrawal.

“Russia has jeopardised the United States’ security interests and we can no longer be restricted
by the treaty while Russia shamelessly violates it,” Mr. Pompeo said.

“We cannot be the only country in the world unilaterally bound by this treaty, or any other,”
President Donald Trump said in a statement issued by the White House on Friday.

However, the Secretary left open the possibility that the treaty could be rescued in the six-month
withdrawal period. “If Russia does not return to full and verifiable compliance with the treaty
within this six-month period by verifiably destroying its INF-violating missiles, missile launchers
and associated equipment, the treaty will terminate,” he added.

The Trump and Obama administrations have repeatedly alleged that Russia was violating the
treaty by fielding a ground-based cruise missile, the Novator 9M729 (“SSC-8” in NATO
terminology) that could strike Europe at a short notice, an allegation that Russia has repeatedly
denied. The Russians have raised counterallegations against the U.S., with regard to launchers
for antiballistic missile systems in Europe.

Full support

Mr. Pompeo thanked the U.S.’s NATO allies during his remarks. The alliance has said in a
statement that it “fully supports” the U.S. decision.

Yet, the decision has raised concerns, especially in Europe, of an arms race.

The U.S. has also been concerned that China has been gaining a strategic advantage over it as
it is not party to the treaty and bound by its terms. Withdrawal from the treaty will increase the
weapons options for the U.S. in the Pacific, where China has increased its influence.
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BACK TO CRISIS: ON THE FRESH UNREST IN
ZIMBABWE

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Africa, African Union (AU) and India

The bloody unrest in Zimbabwe suggests that President Emmerson Mnangagwa’s political
honeymoon is over. The veteran of the struggle for freedom was the beneficiary of the overthrow
of strongman Robert Mugabe in November 2017. Mr. Mnangagwa raised hopes in the run-up to
the July general election, promising free and fair polls and inspections by international
observers. But his victory proved controversial as allegations of vote-rigging by the ruling ZANU-
PF machinery in the rural areas began to bear echoes of the Mugabe era. In six months since
his election, the ex-security chief’s pledge to distance himself from his military legacy and open
the economy for foreign investment has been put to severe test. A case in point is Mr.
Mnangagwa’s handling of the fallout of the recent steep fuel price hike in which over 10
protesters are said to have been killed. Zimbabwe’s defence forces have come under severe
condemnation for the general crackdown, involving arbitrary detentions, torture and a country-
wide Internet blackout. Harare’s main opposition, the Movement for Democratic Change, has
faced attacks on its main office, while trade unions behind the nation-wide strike appear resolute
in their bid for redress. The crisis forced President Mnangagwa to call off his trip to the World
Economic Forum in Davos. But his attempt to put the blame both on the security forces and the
protesters may merely point to his own political vulnerability. The official response to the mass
opposition against fuel price hikes were directed by his deputy, Constantino Chiwenga, when the
President was away. Mr. Chiwenga was the mastermind behind the 2017 coup, and the man he
installed must assert his authority to ensure accountability and respect for the rule of law.

The sudden doubling of fuel prices has amplified Zimbabwe’s chronic shortage of U.S. dollars to
sustain the import of basic goods. Following the hyper-inflation of the previous decade, the
country abandoned its own currency. The electronic alternative, “bond notes” that were
introduced without physical backing, unleashed a vicious cycle of hoarding and price inflation.
The decline in the value of the surrogate currency against hard money has caused distress
among public servants. Many businesses have folded up for want of adequate foreign currency.
Mr. Mnangagwa’s government has moved to reduce the issue of electronic debt, and to curtail
the ballooning fiscal deficit. While these may be steps in the right direction, they are too small as
incentives to entice a deeply sceptical investor community that was once turned away. Mr.
Mnangagwa has his task cut out: to shore up his own base in the ZANU-PF establishment and
to restore calm across the country. Equally, he cannot abandon the difficult path of reform, which
is the only guarantee of stability in the long term.

The Meghalaya government must urgently ensure that all illegal mines are shut down
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RUSSIA SUSPENDS PARTICIPATION IN N-PACT
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: International Treaties & Agreements, and other important

organizations

Framing a response:Russian President Vladimir Putin, centre, at a meeting with Foreign Minister
Sergey Lavrov, left,and Defence Minister Sergei Shoigu in Moscow.APAlexei Nikolsky  

President Vladimir Putin on Saturday said Russia was suspending its participation in a key Cold
War-era missile treaty in a mirror response to a U.S. move the day before. Moscow and
Washington have long accused the other of violating the Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces
(INF) agreement, which was signed in 1987.

President Donald Trump last year announced plans to withdraw unless Russia fulfilled its
obligations.

Televised meeting

“Our American partners have announced they are suspending their participation in the deal, and
we are also suspending our participation,” Mr. Putin said of the agreement, following a U.S.
deadline for cooperation.

Mr. Putin said during a televised meeting with Foreign and Defence Ministers Sergei Lavrov and
Sergei Shoigu that Russia would no longer initiate talks with the U.S. on disarmament. “We will
wait until our partners have matured enough to conduct an equal, meaningful dialogue with us
on this important topic,” the President said.

Brokered by U.S. President Ronald Reagan with last Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev, the treaty
ended a superpower build-up of warheads that had frightened Europeans. It banned ground-
launched missiles with a range of 500 km to 5,500 km.

The deal addressed Soviet nuclear-tipped ballistic missiles targeting Western capitals, but put
no restrictions on other major military actors such as China. President Donald Trump said on
Friday that Washington was starting a process to withdraw from the agreement in six months.

60-day deadline

The U.S. in December gave Moscow a 60-day deadline to dismantle missiles it said breached
the agreement. But Moscow has insisted that the disputed 9M729 missile is allowed under the
treaty.

Mr. Lavrov on Saturday repeated Russian accusations that Washington itself has been in
violation of the deal for many years. The Foreign Minister said Russia had “tried everything to
save the treaty” in several rounds of diplomatic talks.

Mr. Putin also said Russia would “not be drawn into a costly new arms race”. Russia would only
deploy intermediate- and short-range missiles in Europe or elsewhere in answer to similar
moves from the U.S., he added. European leaders have voiced fears over the consequences of
the treaty’s demise and called on Russia to address concerns before the U,S, formally leaves in
August. Beijing on Saturday also expressed concern over the mutual suspension, calling for the
U.S. and Russia to engage in “constructive dialogue”.
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Mr. Lavrov at Saturday’s meeting voiced concerns that Washington’s decision to withdraw from
the INF could jeopardise the extension of the New START treaty. That agreement, which caps
the number of nuclear warheads held by Washington and Moscow, expires in 2021.
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MACEDONIA TO BECOME NATO’S 30TH MEMBER
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: NATO

The North Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO) said on Saturday that its 29 members will on
Wednesday clear the way for Macedonia to become the alliance’s 30th member, following its
historic name change.

“On 6 February we will write history: #NATO Allies will sign the accession protocol with the
future Republic of North Macedonia,” said NATO Secretary General Jens Stoltenberg.

Macedonian Foreign Minister Nikola Dimitrov would attend the ceremony at NATO
headquarters, he added.

Last month’s accord with Greece to change the name of the former Yugoslav republic to
‘Republic of North Macedonia’ ended one of the world’s longest diplomatic disputes, paving the
way for Skopje to join NATO and the European Union.
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HAWKISH MOVE: ON U.S. PULLOUT FROM NUCLEAR
TREATY

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: International Treaties & Agreements, and other important
organizations

The Donald Trump administration’s decision to withdraw from the Intermediate-Range Nuclear
Forces (INF) treaty with Russia is a retrograde step. Signed in 1987 by Ronald Reagan and
Mikhail Gorbachev, it barred both countries from deploying land-launched cruise missiles in the
500- to 5,500-km range. However, Russia appears to have been covertly violating it in letter and
spirit. The U.S. in 2008 expressed concern over the Russian Novator 9M729 missile tests and in
2014 alleged that Moscow was testing a ground-based cruise missile. Yet, the U.S. response
cannot be regarded as purely retaliatory. Both Mr. Trump and his National Security Adviser John
Bolton are on the record expressing what some consider to be a sense of disregard for arms
control agreements. Before taking up the NSA role, Mr. Bolton said in his book that the U.S.
“arms control theology” had been “kept on life support during the Clinton presidency by devotion
and prayer rather than hard reality”. Mr. Trump, who scuppered the nuclear agreement with Iran,
has hinted he would refuse to abide by a treaty that other parties were disregarding. There is
now a sense of alarm that the New Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START), which limits both
countries’ arsenal of intercontinental ballistic missiles, and will lapse in 2021, might be scrapped
next.

At the heart of this worrisome echo of the Cold War years is the changing balance of power in
global nuclear politics heralded by China’s rise as a regional hegemon; its growing arsenal
poses a threat in the eyes of strategists in Washington. In 2018, the U.S. Nuclear Posture
Review noted that Beijing was steaming forward with the expansion of its cruise-missile arsenal,
potentially neutralising the capability of American warships that could seek to approach the
Chinese coastline during a standoff. Shifting geo-politics also requires that European concerns
be factored into strategic discussions on the INF, particularly because it is Europe that is most
immediately threatened by the Russian stockpile. However, going by the surprised reactions
from European officials, it appears that Mr. Trump may not have consulted with European allies
before announcing the suspension of the treaty. Mr. Trump’s thinking may rest on the fact that
he could now develop ground-launched missiles, and perhaps keep Moscow’s aggression in
check through a military-posture superiority, and also save the exchequer some cash, for this
option is cheaper than cruise missiles that can be fired from aircraft, ships, or submarines.
Nevertheless, in pulling out of the INF, Washington is effectively throwing away leverage it may
have had with Russia on an issue of global concern.

The Meghalaya government must urgently ensure that all illegal mines are shut down

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 : 2019-02-04

AFGHANISTAN AT A CROSSROADS
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Afghanistan

Afghanistan is seeing growing national, regional and global attempts to seek a peaceful
settlement to the conflict. The U.S. is desperate to extricate itself from the war, heightened by an
unpredictable President and an ambitious negotiator, Zalmay Khalilzad. This desperation is
matched by growing fears in Afghanistan that the Taliban will seek to overthrow the government,
as it did in 1994, and that the government, the political class and the democratic constituency
will be betrayed by a hasty deal between a desperate U.S. and an overconfident Pakistan.
Desperation, fear and hubris may produce a peace agreement, but such an agreement may not
bring inclusive and sustainable peace.

Addressing the main drivers of the conflict are the principal tenets of any sustainable peace
settlement. The causes of the Afghan conflict are religious, ethnic and external in nature. The
conflict has been fought over the identity, legitimacy and sovereignty of the Afghan state and
society: Should it be a Pashtun-dominated entity or a pluralistic state? Is an Islamist/theocratic
emirate a true identity of the nation or a constitutional republic? Should it be a puppet state of
Pakistan or a sovereign and independent state? Should it be a representative or plutocratic
state?

There have been numerous peacemaking efforts and agreements since the beginning of the
conflict in 1979. The leftist Najibullah Ahmadzai, the Mujahideen-led government of Burhanuddin
Rabbani, and the Western-installed governments of Hamid Karzai and Ashraf Ghani all pursued
political settlements based on the principles of power-sharing and democratic governance but
failed.

Since its formation in 1994, the Taliban has remained consistent in its ambition of total victory
and establishing “a pure Islamic government”. The Taliban is not primarily a nationalistic
insurgency fighting a foreign occupation, but an ideological movement determined to re-
establish a political order that is in alignment with Pakistan’s geo-strategic ambitions. The
presence of international troops is an obstacle to the Taliban’s goal.

The key questions are (a) whether the Taliban’s goal of establishing a “pure Islamic government”
is compatible with the principles of pluralism, power-sharing and election-based politics; (b)
whether Pakistan will accept a sovereign, independent Afghanistan; (c) whether the potential
peace settlement is to be built upon the fragile achievements in the fields of state-building,
democratisation, pluralism and connectivity; and (d) whether there will be an effective guarantee
and mechanism for ensuring the sustainability of any peace agreement.

In March 1979, the U.S. began covertly supporting the Mujahideen via and with Pakistan
through ‘Operation Cyclone’; it has remained a party to the conflict ever since. However, the
U.S.’s Afghan policy has been driven by instinct rather than deliberation. Its current peace efforts
are mainly driven by Washington’s selfish instincts and ever-changing moods rather than the
realities on the ground, particularly the role of the Afghan government and people. U.S.
President Donald Trump follows his predecessors in changing the goalposts from conditions-
based engagement to cater to the U.S.’s domestic impulses and/or emerging geopolitical
attractions.

Neither the current military environment nor the political structure is conducive for a sustained
peace process. Unlike the Afghan and the coalition forces, the Taliban is not militarily and
politically exhausted and/or desperate. The leadership of the Taliban and their Pakistani
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enablers have more stamina, resources and reasons to be hopeful of total victory. Their
confidence has been reinforced by the Trump administration’s ‘all bark no bite’ approach in
dealing with Pakistan.

The Afghan presidential election, in which 17 candidates from different political backgrounds
have registered to compete, is scheduled to take place in July. The speedy talk between the
U.S. and the Taliban has created a parallel process in competition with the planned presidential
election. Many in Kabul rightly fear that the U.S. may sacrifice Afghanistan’s nascent democracy
and sovereignty to attain its objectives.

Any agreement between the Taliban and the U.S. at the expense of the two principal
stakeholders — the Afghan government and the people — is doomed to fail. The Afghanistan of
2019 is fundamentally different from the Afghanistan of the 1990s. Despite many shortcomings,
the state of Afghanistan enjoys significant capacity and legitimacy and is endowed with a
formidable and growing national security force. On the other hand, both Pakistan and the
Taliban remain despised and distrusted by an overwhelming majority. In 2018, the Asia
Foundation’s annual Afghanistan survey and the nationwide survey conducted by the Afghan
Institute for Strategic Studies found that over 90% of the population do not support the Taliban’s
cause.

In the words of the Taliban, Afghanistan is “the school of jihad” for jihadists around the world.
Therefore, any arrangement with the Taliban would have direct implications for other violent
Islamist groups. Separating the Taliban from wider global Islamist movements is the product of
Western political duplicity and intellectual naivety.

A trilateral agreement involving Pakistan, the U.S., and the Taliban’s Quetta Shura will not be
acceptable to other stakeholders in Afghanistan and the region. Inclusivity, realism, sustainability
and Afghan ownership should drive the efforts for the peace settlement. For this to succeed,
India should join other like-minded and concerned stakeholders to ensure that Afghanistan
moves forward rather than be forced to return to the dark age of the 1990s.

The people of Afghanistan want a peaceful, pluralistic and prosperous country. The Taliban can
have a role and a place in building and living in such a polity, similar to other Afghan citizens or
political groups. A peaceful and prosperous Afghanistan, a peaceful and developed region, and
the defeat of the ideology of violent Islamist groups are all interlinked.

But the people of Afghanistan should not be forced to choose between an imposed peace or
independence and a constitutional order. An imposed peace will achieve brief victory for one
party, but cause long-term suffering and will eventually break down.

Davood Moradian is Director General, Afghan Institute for Strategic Studies, Kabul.

Pakistan’s identity crisis, going back to the debates since its creation, remains unresolved
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11 EU NATIONS BACK GUAIDO AS PRESIDENT
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Effect of policies and politics of developed & developing countries

on India's interests

Eleven European nations joined the U.S. in recognising opposition leader Juan Guaido as
Venezuela’s interim President on Monday, heightening a global showdown over Nicolas
Maduro’s socialist rule.

The EU members’ coordinated move followed the expiry of an ultimatum for Mr. Maduro to call a
new election and aligned them with Washington against Russia and China.

The sitting Venezuelan leader has defied European heads of state and called them sycophants
for following President Donald Trump.

Mr. Guaido, who leads the National Assembly, declared himself caretaker leader last month in a
move that has fed into a global geopolitical divide and brought Venezuelans onto the streets. Mr.
Trump quickly recognised him, but Europe had been hesitant.

“From today, we will spare no effort in helping all Venezuelans achieve freedom, prosperity and
harmony,” Spanish Prime Minister Pedro Sanchez said, recognising Mr. Guaido.

Another 10 EU nations followed suit: Austria, Britain, the Czech Republic, Denmark, France,
Germany, Poland, Portugal, and Sweden.

In response, Caracas said it would revise its relations with Europe, while Mr. Maduro singled out
“cowardly” Spain. “If one day, there is a coup, if one day there is a gringo military intervention,
your hands will be stained with blood, Mr. Pedro Sanchez,” he said in a speech.

Mr. Maduro, 56, a former union leader, bus driver and Foreign Minister, replaced former
President Hugo Chavez in 2013 after his death from cancer. But he has presided over an
economic collapse and exodus of 3 million Venezuelans.

He accuses Washington of waging “economic war” on Venezuela and harbouring coup
pretensions aimed at gaining control over its oil. Venezuela's oil reserves are the largest in the
world but production has plunged under Mr. Maduro.

Incompetent policies

Critics say incompetent policies and corruption have impoverished the once-wealthy nation while
dissent has been brutally crushed. “The oppression of the illegitimate, kleptocratic Maduro
regime must end,” said British Foreign Secretary Jeremy Hunt. Moscow and Beijing, which have
poured billions of dollars of investment and loans into Venezuela, are supporting Mr. Maduro
and warning of the dangers of foreign intervention.

“Imposing some kind of decisions or trying to legitimise an attempt to usurp power is both direct
and indirect interference,” Kremlin spokesman Dmitry Peskov said.

Mr. Maduro won re-election last year, but critics say the vote was a sham. Two opposition rivals
with a good chance of winning were barred, while food handouts to hungry Venezuelans were
linked with political support.
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Italy, whose coalition government is divided over Venezuela, dissented from other major
European powers and blocked a joint statement, saying that individual nations had the
prerogative to recognise Mr. Guaido. Italy's 5-Star Movement says it cannot recognise self-
appointed leaders.

Ireland shared that reluctance and declined to recognise Mr. Guaido specifically.
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TALKING IT OUT
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Afghanistan

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd.
All Rights Reserved

The urgency with which the Trump Administration is pushing ahead for a deal with the Taliban
has caused understandable nervousness in several capitals in the region. After the last round of
talks in the Qatar capital of Doha, the chief negotiator for the US, Zalmay Khalilzad, declared
that an agreement had been reached in principle. From what little has emerged from the
American side, the Taliban have committed to not allowing Afghan territory to be used to launch
terrorist attacks against the US; in return, the US has agreed to the top Taliban demand that
American troops should leave. But the agreement hangs on the Taliban declaring a ceasefire
and agreeing to talks with the Afghan government, which has so far had no role in the process.
The Taliban have not said yet whether they agree to these conditions. Given their unsavoury
track record, the expectations from this “peace process” are low.

More rounds of talks are in the pipeline, but whatever the details and commitments, what
happens after the US exit will depend entirely on the Taliban. A rerun of the 1990s when the
Taliban fought an assortment of warlords to seize power is not entirely ruled out. For India,
which has built on its centuries-old ties with Afghanistan with $3 billion in development
assistance over the last 10 years, the spectre of a Pakistan proxy in power in Kabul is now
looming large. Delhi is said to have conveyed its apprehensions to Khalilzad when he visited in
January, including its opposition to the rumoured plan for an interim government to oversee
power-sharing between the Taliban and other Afghan groups and changes to the Constitution.

Holding no trump cards in this game, India is now engaging with China and Iran, and with a
range of Afghan actors including former President Hamid Karzai, who is said to be playing a key
role in the US-Taliban process. India aims to secure its own strategic and economic interests in
Afghanistan, while backing the position taken by the government in Kabul on the talks. President
Ashraf Ghani said recently that since he took office in 2014, over 45,000 Afghan troops have
been killed, and that Afghans yearn for peace more than anything else. But he has also
expressed reservations at the haste in the Trump administration to close a deal and urged the
Taliban to talk to the Afghan government. The day may not be far when India has to consider
what has seemed unthinkable as yet — reaching out to the Taliban, at least sections of it that
are independent minded.

Download the Indian Express apps for iPhone, iPad or Android

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd. All Rights Reserved
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AMERICA HAS LOST THE AFGHAN WAR
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Afghanistan

The Remnants of an Army, a famous oil on canvas by the 19th century artist Elizabeth Butler, is
a lasting image of the First Anglo-Afghan War (1839-1842). It depicts William Brydon, a medical
officer in the British Indian Army, arriving in Jalalabad from Kabul on horseback in 1842. Both
Brydon, who was wounded, and his horse look exhausted. Brydon was the only survivor of the
16,000 soldiers and camp followers who were retreating from Kabul after the British invasion
went awry.

One hundred and thirty-seven years later, the Soviet Union sent troops to Afghanistan to bolster
its client communist regime. A decade passed before the Soviet troops too withdrew in
ignominy. And again in 2001, the U.S., the sole superpower of the post-Soviet world, sent troops
to Afghanistan launching its ‘War on Terror’. Now, after 17 years of the war, with the U.S. and
the Taliban agreeing ‘in-principle’ to a framework for peace that would provide the Americans a
face-saving exit from Afghanistan, it’s hard to miss the echoes from history.

Afghanistan has historically been a difficult place for external invaders, thanks to its complex
tribal equations and its rugged mountainous terrain. It’s a classic example of a country whose
geopolitical destiny is defined by geography. The British Empire sent troops to Afghanistan in
1839 as part of the ‘Great Game’. They feared that the Russians would take over Afghanistan
and be at the border of India, “the jewel in the British Crown”. To pre-empt that, they conquered
Kabul, toppled the Emir of Afghanistan, Dost Mohammad Khan, and installed their protege Shah
Shujah Durrani in power. When the invasion became unsustainable in the wake of the violent
resistance by tribal fighters, mainly the faction led by Dost Mohammad’s son, Akbar Khan, the
British decided to withdraw. But while withdrawing, all their troops but Brydon were massacred,
and Dost Mohammad went on to recapture Kabul.

The Soviets made the same mistake. They sent troops to Afghanistan after an intra-party coup
in the country. The Soviets were wary of Hafizullah Amin, who captured power after
assassinating Nur Mohammad Taraki, the leader of the 1978 communist coup. In December
1979, Leonid Brezhnev deployed troops to Afghanistan. The Soviets staged another coup,
murdered Amin, and installed Babrak Karmal, a Moscow loyalist, as President. Given their
defeat in the Vietnam War and their loss of Iran following the 1979 Revolution, the Americans
saw the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan as an opportunity. They began supporting the
mujahideen, the tribal warriors who were fighting both the communist regime and its Soviet
backers, with help from Pakistan and Saudi Arabia, which were worried about the expansion of
communism to the Muslim world. A decade later, the Soviets realised that the occupation had
become unsustainable and pulled back.

When the U.S. decided to attack the Taliban regime in Afghanistan in 2001, President George
W. Bush said the ‘War on Terror’ would not end “until every terrorist group of global reach has
been found, stopped and defeated”. This was a tall order. The U.S. toppled the Taliban quickly
and Afghanistan eventually got an elected government under President Hamid Karzai. But after
17 years of fighting, the war has reached nowhere. Since 2009, when the United Nations started
documenting the casualties of the war, nearly 20,000 Afghan civilians have been killed in conflict
and another 50,000 wounded. The U.S., which has spent some $877 billion on the war, has lost
at least 2,000 military personnel in Afghanistan since the war began.

And what did it get in return? The Taliban, which retreated in 2001, is on the comeback trail.
Some estimates suggest that nearly half of Afghanistan, mostly the mountainous hinterlands, is
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now controlled by the Taliban. In the east, a small cell of the Islamic State is well-entrenched
and has carried out a series of sectarian attacks in recent months, killing hundreds of Hazara
Shias. The government is grappling with chronic corruption, and regional satraps call the shots
outside Kabul.

U.S. President Donald Trump has made it clear many times that he wants to bring American
troops back home. Yet he decided to send more troops to Afghanistan in 2017 to step up the
fight against the Taliban. Since then, the U.S. has carried out large-scale air operations in
Afghanistan, but it has failed to arrest the Taliban’s momentum. The group continues to hold
sway in rural Afghanistan and retains the capability to strike anywhere in the country. Just since
2014, Afghanistan has lost some 45,000 soldiers in battle. Amid mounting losses and an inability
to break the stalemate in the conflict, the Americans, like the British Empire in the 19th century
and the Soviets in the 20th century, seem to have realised that the first major war of the 21st
century is no longer sustainable.

The question is, what next? The U.S. says it has got assurance from the Taliban that the group
won’t provide a safe haven to terror groups in Afghanistan. It will also push for a ceasefire and
intra-Afghan talks. But the fact remains that the U.S. has already conceded a lot to the Taliban.
The Taliban said it would not talk to the Afghan administration; it does not acknowledge the
government’s legitimacy. The Americans accepted this and held direct talks with the insurgents,
who negotiated from a position of strength. The U.S. has also agreed, in principle, to pull out
troops, the biggest Taliban demand, without any clear agreement on the future role of the
Taliban. This shows how desperate the U.S. is to get out of Afghanistan, a war it has lost badly.
It will be exiting on terms largely dictated by the Taliban. It would be naive to say that the Taliban
fought the war for 17 years only to reach an agreement with the Americans. It fought for power,
which it lost with the arrival of American troops in 2001. And it’s certain that once the Americans
leave, the Taliban will challenge Kabul one way or the other.

stanly.johny@thehindu.co.in

Pakistan’s identity crisis, going back to the debates since its creation, remains unresolved
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BILATERAL COOPERATION WITH OPEC
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: OPEC

Ministry of Petroleum & Natural Gas

Bilateral Cooperation with OPEC

Posted On: 04 FEB 2019 4:15PM by PIB Delhi

In order to enhance bilateral cooperation with OPEC and discuss the issues of mutual
interest, the India-OPEC Institutional Dialogue (IOID) mechanism,at the level of Minister of
Petroleum and Natural Gas and Secretary General of OPEC, was established in June
2015.The 3rd meeting of the IOID was held on 8th October 2018 in New Delhi.  During his
meetings with the Secretary General of OPEC, Minister of Petroleum and Natural Gas
raised India’s concerns related to high international crude oil prices and urged OPEC to
move to responsible pricing and for abolishing Asian Premium. He also stressed that both
producing and consuming countries should work closely for the benefit of both producers
and consumers. These issues have also been taken up withcountries such as Saudi Arabia
and other major crude oil suppliers who are members of OPEC.

In November 2018, India strongly took up the issue of high crude oil prices and Asian
Premium with Saudi Arabia on the margins of G-20 Summit in Buenos Aires, Argentina.
Saudi Arabia assured to seriously consider issues raised by India and work with India in this
regard. Consequently, Asian Premium has seen a downward trend. Secretary General of
OPEC has also assured India that OPEC will closely work with India on these issues.

This information was given by Minister of Petroleum & Natural Gas, Shri Dharmendra
Pradhan in a written reply to the Lok Sabha today.
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TALIBAN DEMANDS NEW AFGHAN CONSTITUTION
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Afghanistan

The Taliban demanded a new Constitution for Afghanistan and promised an “inclusive Islamic
system” to govern the war-torn country at a rare gathering with senior Afghan politicians in
Russia on Tuesday that excluded the Kabul government.

The manifesto, outlined in Moscow, comes a week after the Taliban held unprecedented six-day
talks with U.S. negotiators in Doha about ending the 17-year war. The Moscow meeting — the
Taliban’s most significant with Afghan politicians in recent memory — saw the insurgents
praying together with sworn enemies, including former President Hamid Karzai, as they
discussed their vision for the future.

“The Kabul government Constitution is invalid. It has been imported from the West and is an
obstacle to peace,” Sher Mohammad Abbas Stanikzai, who headed the Taliban delegation, said
at a central Moscow hotel. “It is conflicted. We want an Islamic constitution,” he said, adding that
the new charter would be drafted by Islamic scholars.
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THE BRI IS BAD, BUT IT HAS NO WORTHY
COMPETITOR

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

According to documents seen by the Hindustan Times, a ministry of external affairs (MEA) study
has found that the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), China’s flagship connectivity programme, is
facing headwinds in the entire region. The story of Sri Lanka is now well known globally. The
island country has become an exemplar of all that is wrong with the BRI. The former President
Mahinda Rajapaksa moved close to the establishment in Beijing and obtained loans for massive
infrastructure projects in the country. The projects never earned enough returns to enable
Colombo to pay back the loans. In the end, the Hambantota port had to be handed over to
Chinese firms on a 99-year lease. And India and Sri Lanka have agreed to jointly operate the
Hambantota airport, which has earned the dubious title of “the world’s emptiest airport”.

But Sri Lanka’s isn’t the only story, as the MEA study points out. A Chinese firm is facing
corruption charges in Bangladesh; there is local backlash against Kyaukphyu-Kunming gas
pipeline in Myanmar; and a Chinese hydropower project was scrapped even in Nepal. A number
of projects under the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC), a part of BRI, too have come
under the scanner notwithstanding close political ties between Pakistan and China. The problem
stems from the design of the programme. The capital is directed into projects from which the
leader of the country which is taking the loan can reappolitical rewards. For example,
Hambantota is the political base of Mr Rajapaksa. The loans are linked to source materials
being imported from China itself. A large number of workers, too, are Chinese. The local
economy benefits little. In addition, there are concerns around transparency and environmental
sustainability.

New Delhi did well to not join the BRI bandwagon despite a number of commentators warning
that India would be isolated. In fact, a number of other countries, including the US, Japan and
Australia, have gradually come around to accept that position. India and Japan are coordinating
on their own programme — the Asia-Africa Growth Corridor. The US, Australia and Japan have
announced an alternative to BRI as well. But the actual amounts behind these initiatives pale in
comparison to the $900 billion BRI. Talk is cheap, it is time to put more money behind these
ideas.

First Published: Feb 05, 2019 22:11 IST
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JOINT STATEMENT FOLLOWING THE RESULTS OF
THE 1ST INDIA-RUSSIA STRATEGIC ECONOMIC
DIALOGUE

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Russia

NITI Aayog

Joint Statement following the results of the 1st India-Russia
Strategic Economic Dialogue

Posted On: 05 FEB 2019 5:11PM by PIB Delhi

Following is the full text of Joint Statement following the results of the 1st India-
Russia Strategic Economic Dialogue held in St. Petersburg on November 25-26,
2018, chaired by Mr. Maxim Oreshkin, Minister of Economic Development of the
Russian Federation, and Dr. Rajiv Kumar, Vice-Chairman, National Institution for
Transforming India (NITI) Aayog 

1.  A Memorandum of Understanding was signed between National Institution for
Transforming India and the Ministry of Economic Development of the Russian
Federation during the 19th edition of the Annual India-Russia Bilateral Summit,
which was held on October 5, 2018, in New Delhi. Under the agreements
stipulated in MoU, the first India-Russia Strategic Economic Dialogue (IRSED) was
held in St. Petersburg on November 25-26, 2018, chaired by Mr. Maxim Oreshkin,
Minister of Economic Development of the Russian Federation, and Dr. Rajiv
Kumar, Vice-Chairman, National Institution for Transforming India (NITI Aayog). 

2. The meeting of the First India-Russia Strategic Economic Dialogue was focused
on five core areas of cooperation, namely- Development of Transport
Infrastructure and Technologies; Development of Agriculture and Agro-Processing
sector; Small and Medium Business support; Digital Transformation and Frontier
Technologies; Industrial Cooperation and Trade. The meeting was held with the
objective to identify the most promising areas to improve bilateral trade, economic
and investment cooperation, and to define joint projects in the framework of
national programs. Discussions were held in the atmosphere of friendship and
cooperation characteristic of India-Russia relations. Representatives of federal and
region authorities, academic and business communities participated from both
Sides in IRSED. 

Development of Transport Infrastructure and Technologies 

3. The Sides noted the need to improve multi-modal transport connectivity system
between India and Russia. For this purpose, they agreed to develop the system of
digital documentation and satellite technologies for cargo-movement monitoring
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and its unimpeded and safe border crossings in the framework of the International
North-South Transport Corridor (INSTC).

 4. The Sides highlighted the possibility of participation of Russian investors in
projects for development of waterways, roadways, railways, airports of India in
collaboration with National Investment and Infrastructure Fund (NIIF), India, and
Russian Direct Investment Fund (RDIF), Russia. 

5. Particularly, the Sides agreed to explore the possibility of construction of
shallow draft vessels and development of engine technology, as well as to focus
on shipbuilding and establishment of special techno-park/industrial corridors. 

Development of Agriculture and Agro-Processing Sectors 

6. The Indian Side suggested establishing a Working Group to resolve the issues
of access to the markets of both counties in such sectors as agriculture, textiles
and diamonds. 

7. In order to increase trade in agriculture, the Sides agreed to explore the
possibility of increasing supplies for the following commodity items: wheat,
leguminous and dried vegetables, sunflower and rapeseed oil from the Russian
Federation and meat, poultry and dairy products from the Republic of India. 

8. The Sides discussed the possibility for attracting Russian investments in the
agro-processing and food processing sectors, particularly, vegetables, fruits and
marine products in India. 

9. The Sides noted the reduction in the number of students enrolled in Agricultural
Universities. In order to address this, the Sides agreed to strengthen cooperation
in the field of exchange of students and highly-qualified personnel in the
agriculture sphere, implementation of joint projects and researches. 

Small and Medium Business Support 

10. The Sides noted that to improve the quality of support to the Small and
Medium Business it is required to institutionalize knowledge sharing and
exchanging best practices through constituting a Joint Working Group. The
establishment of SME information portal could facilitate the dissemination of
relevant information in the sector, identification of partners, access to
credits, technologies and markets for Small and Medium Enterprises. 

11. The Sides agreed to facilitate B2B communication by means of sharing 
information regarding calendar of exhibitions. The Sides also agreed to explore the
possibility of organization of business event, dedicated to the development of 
Small and Medium Business, in the framework of SPIEF-2019. 

12. The Sides noted the need to conclude bilateral agreements to overcome
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customs related barriers and to protect investments made by small and medium
enterprises. 

Digital transformation and Frontier Technologies 

13. The Sides emphasized on the need to collaborate at both the federal and
regional levels in the field of the development of digital transformation, particularly
in the following areas: digital governance (specifically e-governance); smart cities,
intelligent transportation system, digital industry. 

14. The Sides highlighted the importance of increasing collaboration in the areas
of Blockchain technologies, Financial Technologies, Artificial Intelligence, quantum
cryptography, as well as implementation of pilot projects in these areas. The
Indian Side suggested to consider the possibility of organization of joint work on
pilot projects in the fields of Healthcare, Education and Agriculture. 

15. The Russian Side proposed to combine the efforts of development institutions
and Business Associations of Russia and India (REC, VEB, EDB, SREI,
NASSCOM, RUSSOFT, etc.) to support complex projects and involve a wide
expert community to evaluate promising projects that require support, including
integrated cross-border projects and infrastructure projects "Eurasian Quantum
Way" and "Financial Platform". 

16. Indian Side proposed to create a Joint Working Group on Technologies, aimed
at coordination of activities in the field, establishment of B2B contacts and
stimulation of other forms of cooperation. 

17. Russian Side proposed to elaborate joint study programs for training of digital
transformation leaders of Russia, India and related markets. On behalf of the
Russian Side such programs may be carried out on the platform of RANEPA, MSU
named after M.V. Lomonosov, HSE, ITMO University, Peter the Great SPbPU,
MIPT, BMSTU. 

Industrial cooperation and trade 

18. The Sides underlined the importance of creating of mechanisms of support to
the companies operating on both countries’ markets in the “Single Window” format
in order to find solutions for emerging problems in a timely manner and at minimal
cost. 

19. The Sides agreed to explore the possibility of creating of industrial parks in
Russia and in India. The first project of this kind may be implemented in India with
the support of “Srei” Indian group of companies. A proposal was made to create
joint managing company to work with this kind of parks on bilateral basis. 

20. The Sides underlined the necessity of adopting focus-start-ups and innovative
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alternative investment mechanisms such as venture capital and umbrella funds
enabled by new technologies.  The Russian Side highlighted the possibility of
conducting roadshows. 

21. The Indian Side underscored the role that the Russian Federation could play in
joint project development of tourist sites, creation of investment zones and joint
collaboration and development in third countries. 

22. In the concluding session the Sides expressed their satisfaction at the conduct
and outcomes of the Dialogue and noted their shared interests and the need for
the IRSED mechanism to further strengthen and carry their economic relationship
forward.  They reaffirmed their commitment to closely cooperate and address
outstanding issues in a time-bound and mutually beneficial way. 

23. Dr. Rajiv Kumar, Vice-Chairman, NITI Aayog in his concluding remarks
thanked the Russian Side for its hospitality and also stated that an India-Russia
Bilateral Council would be established within NITI Aayog tasked to take the above
actions forward. He requested MEDR to consider having a similar establishment. 

24. Dr. Kumar invited Mr. Maxim Oreshkin, Minister of Economic Development to
visit India for the second India-Russia Strategic Economic Dialogue to be held at
the end of July/beginning of August 2019. Minister Oreshkin accepted the
invitation with great pleasure.

 

                                                                                 *****
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-07

TOUGH-TALKING: ON TALIBAN RECONCILIATION
PROCESS

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Afghanistan

The Taliban reconciliation process is moving at a faster pace than was anticipated. Talks
facilitated by Russia in Moscow this week, with mainstream Afghan politicians sitting around the
table with Taliban leaders, are similar in their approach to the recent U.S.-Taliban talks in Qatar,
though the two are rival processes. The U.S. and Russia have accepted the idea that peace in
Afghanistan is not possible without major concessions to the Taliban, including dialogue without
insisting on a cessation of violence. In the duration of the Moscow conference alone, Taliban
fighters killed 47 security forces personnel in attacks in Kunduz, Baghlan and Samangan
provinces. The U.S. and Russia have, in separate processes, agreed to sidestep the Ashraf
Ghani regime in Kabul, and accepted the Taliban’s condition that it will not negotiate with the
elected Afghan government at this stage. And both the Russian and U.S. processes are
dependent on cooperation from Pakistan, which retains its influence over the Taliban leadership.
Clearly, the current talks with the Taliban are not within the “red lines” agreed to by all
stakeholders in the past: they are not Afghan-led, owned or controlled, and the Taliban has not
abjured violence, or sworn allegiance to the Afghan constitution before joining talks.

However, despite the deep and obvious misgivings in New Delhi, it would be pointless to ignore
or reject the outcomes of the talks, where some progress has been made. The U.S. has
managed to bring senior Taliban leaders to the table, and is discussing the contours of its
ultimate withdrawal from the Afghan war. The Taliban has unequivocally renounced ties with al-
Qaeda and the Islamic State, and committed to preventing Afghan soil from being used by
foreign terrorists. For its part, Russia has hosted conferences where Taliban leaders sat down
with members of the Afghan High Peace Council and senior Afghan politicians, including some
contesting in this year’s presidential elections. While India’s principled position that it will not
directly or publicly talk to the Taliban until it engages the Afghan government remains valid, it is
necessary that India stays abreast of all negotiations and isn’t cut out of the resolution process.
It is hoped that a robust channel is open between Indian intelligence agencies and all important
groups in Afghanistan, including the Taliban, in order to ensure that Indian interests,
development projects and citizens are kept secure. New Delhi must intensify its dialogue with
regional and global stakeholders, and impress upon them that any dialogue with the Taliban
must not come at the cost of the hard-fought victories of the Afghan people in the past two
decades: on establishing constitutional democracy and the rule of law, and securing the rights of
women and minorities.

The Meghalaya government must urgently ensure that all illegal mines are shut down
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Source : www.indianexpress.com Date : 2019-02-07

A CROSSROADS IN KABUL
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Afghanistan

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd.
All Rights Reserved

The writer is assistant professor, International Affairs & Security Studies, Sardar Patel University
of Police Security and Criminal Justice, Jaipur.

India’s Afghan policy is at a crossroads. A period of adjustment has become essential following
US President Donald Trump’s unilateral announcement that he is pulling US troops out of the
conflict-ridden country. Another development is the “framework” deal between the US and
Afghan Taliban after six days of discussions at Doha. Washington’s hasty timetable — 18
months — to disentangle itself from the Afghan quagmire has narrowed the US’s options. India
too is trapped in a strategic blind-spot in Afghanistan.

Trump is the third, and perhaps the last US president, to try to wind up America’s costly military
involvement in Afghanistan. But the announcement of a drawdown before the final peace deal
with the Taliban is concluded was certainly a blunder. More fighting and political instability in
Afghanistan would be damaging, as much for Indian interests as for regional stability.

For Pakistan’s security establishment, Trump’s frustration at the current military stalemate in
Afghanistan is a godsend — it can re-engage with Washington, largely on its own terms. Trump
has frequently criticised Pakistan for turning a blind eye to the Taliban’s insurgency. But he now
appears reconciled to Pakistan’s centrality to the endgame in the region. The role of Pakistan is
going to expand significantly, with the US depending upon it to implement the interim deal. This
will be a diplomatic victory for Pakistan.

James Mattis, who was forced to resign as secretary of defence following irreconcilable
differences with Trump, was against the pullout. The head of the US Central Command, Lt
General Kenneth McKenzie, had argued that Afghanistan would be doomed to a downward
spiral if abandoned by the US at this critical juncture. But Trump decided to ignore Pentagon’s
advice.

Fully aware of the deadline, the Taliban are playing their hand well, trying to secure maximum
concessions from Zalmay Khalilzad, the US special envoy, without offering anything meaningful
in return. The Kabul government is nowhere in the picture. The Taliban’s determined refusal to
engage the Kabul regime constitutes the biggest obstacle to a meaningful intra-Afghan dialogue.

In all probability, the Trump administration is going to finalise the deal with the Taliban without
consulting President Ashraf Ghani, leave alone taking into consideration New Delhi’s concerns.
All talk of an Afghan-led and Afghan-owned peace process has vanished. The Afghan
presidential election, originally scheduled in April, stands postponed till July. But if Trump
expects a positive outcome from the Khalilzad-led negotiations before July, he seems to have
set an unrealistic target.

Despite being an important stakeholder in Afghanistan, India finds itself increasingly
marginalised in negotiations involving the key regional players. New Delhi is concerned about
the vital role that all the powers are giving to Pakistan. Iran and Russia, two of India’s closest
allies during the Northern Alliance’s battle against the Taliban regime in the 1990s, seem out of
sync with New Delhi’s interests.
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Since the Taliban’s ouster, Washington’s financial, diplomatic and military support to the Kabul
regime has allowed New Delhi to avoid direct military involvement in the Afghan conflict. India’s
developmental approach has earned it immense goodwill among the Afghan people. However,
the “soft power” strategy has limitations. The manner in which Trump hit out at India’s
contribution towards Afghan stabilisation is largely symptomatic of his fundamentally
transactional view of India’s relationship with the US.

India cannot send troops to Afghanistan since there is a domestic consensus against it. But
ironically, without any military footprint, India cannot convincingly push for Pakistan’s exclusion
from the peace process. New Delhi today has little influence over Afghanistan’s future.

An emboldened Taliban is sure to impinge on security scenario in India’s troubled Kashmir
Valley. The outfit seems positioned to emerge as the ideological bulwark of Kashmir’s renewed
insurgency. Pakistan’s security establishment, in cahoots with the Taliban, will likely project a
potential American exit from Afghanistan as a vindication of its policies.

Trump is is unlikely to be bothered even if America’s disengagement in Afghanistan is viewed as
a strategic defeat . Trump’s criticism of India’s Afghan policy and his plans to exit could cast
serious doubt on the US’s role as a strategic ally for India. Trump’s ill-conceived strategy gives
India a chance to reconsider its long-standing belief that it has the US’s backing in Afghanistan.

Drawing attention to the ongoing diplomatic manoeuvres over Afghanistan, India’s army chief,
General Bipin Rawat, recently asserted that India “cannot be out of the bandwagon” because if
“you are not sitting on the high table you will not know what is happening”. It is time for New
Delhi to engage the Taliban to secure its interests. India also needs to reassess its policy
choices in close coordination with Russia and Iran, constantly reminding them that a complete
surrender to the Taliban’s demands will be detrimental to their own security.

Download the Indian Express apps for iPhone, iPad or Android

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd. All Rights Reserved
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-07

IORA MEET ON DISASTER RISK MANAGEMENT
CONCLUDES

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: IOR-ARC and India

Ministry of Home Affairs

IORA Meet on Disaster Risk Management concludes

Formulates Work Plan for priority

Posted On: 06 FEB 2019 4:41PM by PIB Delhi

 

The meeting of Indian Ocean Rim Association (IORA) Cluster Group on Disaster Risk
Management (DRM) to strengthen cooperation in disaster response concluded here today.

The two-day workshop was organised by the Ministry of External Affairs (MEA) in collaboration
with the Ministry of Home Affairs (MHA), National Disaster Management Authority (NDMA),
National Disaster Response Force (NDRF) and Indian Ocean Rim Association (IORA).

IORA is an intergovernmental organisation and has many disaster-prone countries among its 22
members and nine dialogue partners. Disaster Response Management (DRM) is one of its
priority areas and its Action Plan (2017-2021) has specific goals to improve resilience in IORA
countries.

Participants at the meet drew a draft work plan for DRM in IORA and deliberated on the need for
establishing a DRM Core Group to take forward the agreed objectives under the Work Plan.

Discussions on strengthening cooperation in disaster response interventions, including
deployment of response teams and mobilization of relief material to affected countries, were
held. Besides, information exchange, sharing of best practices, data and early warning
technologies were also discussed.  

A total of 36 delegates from eight Member States, including India, and the IORA Secretariat
participated in this meeting. Senior officials of MHA, MEA, NDMA and NDRF were also present.

 

****
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-08

IRKING THE DRAGON
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: International Treaties & Agreements, and other important

organizations

China has predictably criticised the U.S.’s decision to walk out of the landmark Intermediate-
Range Nuclear Forces (INF) treaty, which was signed in 1987 by U.S. President Ronald Reagan
and Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev to eradicate conventional and nuclear missiles ranging
from 500 to 5,500 km from their arsenals.

Of all countries following the crumbling of the major arms control treaty, China seems to be the
most impacted. The Chinese expect that the Americans will now reinforce their tactical missiles,
both nuclear and conventional, in Guam, a large military base in Micronesia, at the heart of the
U.S. deterrent in the Pacific. It is also expected that the Americans will pack other U.S. bases in
the Pacific, especially those in Okinawa — a string of islands in the East China Sea that belong
to Japan — with intermediate range missiles. By doing so, the U.S. would be able to virtually box
in the movement of Chinese naval ships in the West Pacific, especially by safeguarding strategic
gateways to the open sea, such as the Miyako Strait in Japan.

China is aware that the post-INF missile deployments can significantly undermine its own
deterrent, especially its mid-range missiles. Currently, the Americans have no answer to China’s
DF-21D missiles. These weapons have been tailored to destroy U.S. aircraft carriers even at a
distance of 1,450 km. China recently flaunted its DF-26 ballistic missiles, which can deliver a
strike on Guam.

Chinese media reports reveal Beijing’s apprehension that the Americans are at some point likely
to propose a fresh arms control dialogue, sharply focusing on China’s mid-range missiles. The
new treaty targeting China’s intermediate range missiles is expected to seek termination of the
Chinese challenge to Washington’s military dominance in the West Pacific.

But Beijing will not be second-bested by Washington in the tense ongoing tussle for
equivalence, and in writing the rules, in the waters of the Pacific. A write-up published in China
Military Online, a website affiliated with the People’s Liberation Army, points out that in view of
the anticipated moves by the U.S., China must rapidly reinforce its nuclear arsenal, through
qualitative rather than quantitative improvements.

Besides, Beijing would have no choice but to beef up its conventional deterrence by developing
hypersonic missiles, which can smash into targets at five times the speed of sound, unharmed
by any existing ground-based missile defences. The next generation of strategic bombers as
well as long-range air-launched cruise missiles could also be on Beijing’s radar.

By taking the miscalculated step of walking out of the INF treaty, the U.S. may have dragged
China, as well as Russia, into a new and unpredictable arms race, with the potential of
destabilising the Indo-Pacific.

The writer is The Hindu’s China correspondent

Pakistan’s identity crisis, going back to the debates since its creation, remains unresolved
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-08

THE ROAD TO PEACE RUNS THROUGH TEHRAN
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Afghanistan

Even if an American military pullout from Afghanistan is on the cards, the U.S. will want to leave
behind a stable country. And any peace settlement in Afghanistan will stand a better chance of
staying on the rails if it is supported by regional powers. In other words, ties between
Afghanistan and its neighbours, including Iran, will impact the security of southern and western
Asia. Like India, Russia, China and the U.S., Iran would want to see a steady hand at the helm
in Afghanistan. While lacking military influence, India can build on its good ties with the U.S. and
Iran to secure Afghanistan.

Iran is not a newcomer to regional diplomacy in Afghanistan. First and foremost, India should try
to dissuade the U.S. from dealing with Iran, Russia and China as enemies. In fact, U.S.
President Donald Trump’s perception of all three as foes is at odds with America’s earlier
engagement with them to end its military campaign in Afghanistan. For instance, from 2014 to
2016, Washington and Moscow quietly arranged talks on the Afghan peace process. The
meetings, known as the 6+1 group, included representatives from Afghanistan, China, India,
Iran, Pakistan, Russia, and the U.S. The 6+1 process assumed that each of these countries was
essential to the achievement of a political settlement in Afghanistan. Moreover, last November,
the U.S. and the Taliban joined for the first time the Russia-hosted conference in the hope of
promoting a negotiated solution to achieve peace and national reconciliation in Afghanistan.

Regional powers could put their weight behind a negotiated settlement that will ensure
Afghanistan’s stability. Iran, Russia and China — and the Central Asian states with which India
and Afghanistan wish to cooperate in countering terrorism — fearf that continued instability in
Afghanistan could spill over into their countries. India will also be adversely affected if
negotiations break down. In that event, extremist exports from Pakistan to Afghanistan or India
would probably increase.

It could be worthwhile for India to explore the Iranian diplomatic options to secure Afghanistan.
On good terms with Tehran, New Delhi would gain by developing the Chabahar port in southern
Iran. And looking beyond Chabahar, India, Iran and Russia were the founding countries of the
International North-South Transport Corridor project — as long ago as 2002. The corridor is
intended to increase connectivity between India, Iran, Russia, landlocked Afghanistan and
Central Asia — and Europe. It would also advance their trading interests.

India could remind Washington about the past coincidence of American and Iranian interests on
Afghanistan. Together with the U.S. and India, Iran supported the overthrow of the Taliban in
2001. In the international negotiations which followed in Bonn that year, Iran supported the
installation of Hamid Karzai as President and favoured the exclusion of the Taliban from his
government.

Admittedly, U.S.-Iran ties have often been fractious. As the U.S. imposed sanctions on Iran after
2005, Iran saw the Taliban countering American influence on its borders and gave them arms.
Iran continues to oppose the U.S.’s presence in Afghanistan, largely because it fears that
American troops in Afghanistan could be used against it. To allay Iranian fears, Afghanistan
recently said that it would not allow the U.S. to use its bases in the country to conduct any act of
aggression against Iran.

Last December, Iran also held talks with the Taliban with the knowledge of the Afghan
government. But it should assure Kabul of its good intentions. In recent months Afghan officials
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have accused Iran, which the U.S. says is trying to extend its influence in western Afghanistan,
of providing the Taliban with money, weapons and explosives. Iran denies the charge.

The U.S. and Iran could be advised of the mutual, and regional, advantages of improving ties.
Such advantages could range from stability in Afghanistan, and beyond, to increased trade
prospects, especially in South and West Asia.

Iran could gain by strengthening trading ties with a secure Afghanistan. In 2017 it supplanted
Pakistan as Afghanistan’s largest trading partner. At a time when Iran’s economy is weighed
down by American sanctions, it would want to build up trade ties with neighbouring states.

The U.S. would also gain. After all, Iran is the geopolitical hub connecting South, Central and
West Asia and the Caucasus. The Strait of Hormuz, that crucial conduit, links Iran westwards to
the Persian Gulf and Europe, and eastwards to the Gulf of Oman, South and East Asia.
Moreover, an improvement in U.S.-Iran relations would be welcomed by America’s European
allies, who are opposed to Washington’s unilateral sanctions on Iran.

The U.S. should not lose the chance to act in concert with Iran to improve Afghanistan’s
security. And, as the U.S. airs the idea of withdrawal from Afghanistan, now is the right time for
India to act as the honest broker between them and to play a larger role in regional security. The
status of India and Iran as regional powers as well as the stability of South, Central, and West
Asia would simultaneously be enhanced. It is to be hoped that Mr. Trump’s display of America’s
“superpower” in opposition to Iran — and Russia and China — will not block such an opportunity
to stabilise Afghanistan.

Anita Inder Singh is Founding Professor, Centre for Peace and Conflict Resolution in New Delhi

Pakistan’s identity crisis, going back to the debates since its creation, remains unresolved
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-08

CABINET APPROVES MOU BETWEEN INDIA AND
NORWAY ON INDIA-NORWAY OCEAN DIALOGUE

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

Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and Norway on India-
Norway Ocean Dialogue

Posted On: 06 FEB 2019 9:53PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister  Narendra Modi has approved the Memorandum of
Understanding (MoU) between India and Norway on India-Norway Ocean Dialogue.

 

Benefits:

 

The MoU will promote cooperation in the areas of mutual interest pertaining to the development
of blue economy. Norway is a global leader in the area of Blue Economy and has cutting-edge
technologies and expertise in areas such as fisheries, hydrocarbons, renewable energy,
sustainable harnessing of ocean resources and maritime transport. The proposed MoU will
contribute to create opportunities for collaboration in areas such as exploitation of hydrocarbons
and other marine resources, as well as management of ports and tourism development for the
mutual benefit of all stakeholders within the framework of the Joint Task Force (JTF). It will
contribute to the objective of Food Security through infusion of new technologies in fisheries and
aquaculture. It will further offer a platform for businesses in both countries to execute profitable
ventures. Scientists and researchers may collaborate on studying ocean ecosystem also in the
context of the Arctic region.

AKT/SNC/SH

 

(Release ID: 1563001) Visitor Counter : 318

Read this release in: Urdu , Marathi , Assamese , Gujarati , Tamil , Telugu , Kannada ,
Malayalam
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CABINET APPROVES MOU BETWEEN INDIA AND
BRAZIL ON COOPERATION IN THE FIELD OF
TRADITIONAL SYSTEMS OF MEDICINE AND
HOMOEOPATHY

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - South America

Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and Brazil on
cooperation in the field of Traditional Systems of Medicine
and Homoeopathy

Posted On: 06 FEB 2019 9:52PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Narendra Modi has approvedMemorandum of
Understanding (MoU) between India and Brazil on cooperationin the field of Traditional Systems
of Medicine and Homoeopathy.

Benefits:

The MoU will enhance bilateral cooperation between India and Brazil in the areas of Traditional
Systems of Medicine. This will be of immense importance to both countries considering their
shared cultural heritage.

Background:

 India is blessed with well-developed systems of traditional medicine including medicinal plants,
which hold tremendous potential in the global health scenario. India and Brazil share a very
close and multi-fraceted relationship at bilateral level as well as in plurilateral for a such as
BRICS, BASIC, G-20, G-4, BSA, and in the larger multilateral bodies such as the UN, WTO,
UNESCO and Who. Brazil is one of the most important trading partners of India in the entire
Latin America and Carribean region.

Both India and Brazil are rich in biodiversity with a large range of health practices based on
medicinal plants and history of use of traditional medicine. Ayurveda, Yoga and other traditional
systems are popular in Brazil.

******

AKT/SNC/SH

(Release ID: 1562998) Visitor Counter : 275

Read this release in: Marathi , Tamil , Telugu , Kannada , Malayalam
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CABINET APPROVES MOU BETWEEN INDIA AND
MALDIVES FOR ESTABLISHING MUTUAL
COOPERATION TO IMPROVE THE ECOSYSTEMS FOR
AGRIBUSINESS

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

Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and Maldives for
Establishing Mutual Cooperation to Improve the
Ecosystems for Agribusiness

Posted On: 06 FEB 2019 9:51PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet today accorded ex post facto approval to the Memorandum of Understanding
(MoU) between the Ministry of Agriculture and Farmers' Welfare, India and the Ministry of
Fisheries, Marine Resource and Agriculture, Maldives signed on 17th December, 2018 during
the State visit of President of Maldives to India.

The MoU for establishing mutual cooperation to improve the ecosystem for agribusiness
provides for cooperation in the fields of agriculture census, agribusiness, Integrated Farming
System, Irrigation, improved seeds, Soil Health Management, research, capacity building of
local agribusiness, enhancing knowledge of entrepreneurs in the areas of food security and
nutrition, developing climate resilient agriculture system, establishing facilities to test pesticide
residues etc.

Under the MoU, a Joint Working Group will be constituted to prepare plans of cooperation,
implement the tasks determined by the Parties and to indicate the implementation of activities
outlined.

AKT/SNC/SH

(Release ID: 1562996) Visitor Counter : 230

Read this release in: Urdu , Marathi , Gujarati , Tamil , Telugu , Kannada , Malayalam
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-08

CABINET APPROVES MOU BETWEEN INDIA AND THE
UAE ON DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION IN AFRICA

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Africa, African Union (AU) and India

Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and the UAE on
Development cooperation in Africa

Posted On: 06 FEB 2019 9:50PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Narendra Modi has approved the Memorandum of
Understanding (MoU) between India and the United Arab Emirates on Development
Cooperation in Africa. The MoU entails setting up of a framework of cooperation between the
two countries for implementing development partnership projects and programmes in Africa.

 

Benefits:

 

The proposal will help strengthen political and economic linkages between India and the
countries of Africa and serve our broader strategic interests.

 

AKT/SNC/SH

(Release ID: 1562992) Visitor Counter : 225

Read this release in: Malayalam , Urdu , Marathi , Assamese , Gujarati , Tamil , Telugu ,
Kannada
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CABINET APPROVES SIGNING OF AGREEMENT
BETWEEN INDIA AND UKRAINE FOR COOPERATION IN
AGRICULTURE AND FOOD INDUSTRY

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Central Asia

Cabinet

Cabinet approves Signing of Agreement between India and
Ukraine for cooperation in Agriculture and Food Industry

Posted On: 06 FEB 2019 9:50PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister  Narendra Modi has approved Signing of
Agreement between the India and Ukrain for cooperation in Agriculture and Food Industry.

The proposed Agreement provides for cooperation in various fields of agriculture and food
Industry. A Joint Working Group comprising of representatives from both countries would be
constituted, the task of which would be to discuss and prepare plans of cooperation in identified
sectors and to monitor the implementation of tasks determined by the Parties. The meetings of
the Working Group shall take place at least every two years, alternately in the Republic of India
and in Ukraine. This Agreement shall enter into force on the date of its signing and shall remain
in force for a period of five (5) years, being automatically extended for subsequent periods of five
(5) years. This Agreement can be terminated after six (6) months from the date of receipt of
notification of either Party of its intention to terminate this Agreement.

******

AKT/SNC/SH

(Release ID: 1562993) Visitor Counter : 216

Read this release in: Urdu , Marathi , Tamil , Telugu , Kannada , Malayalam
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CABINET APPROVES MOU BETWEEN INDIA AND
FINLAND IN THE FIELD OF BIOTECHNOLOGY

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

Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and Finland in the
field of Biotechnology

Posted On: 06 FEB 2019 9:47PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Narendra Modi has approved the MoU between
India and Finland for collaborating based on mutual interest in the field of Biotechnology, for
funding and implementing ambitious industry-led innovative and transnational projects within the
broad scope of research development and innovation.

Benefits:

The Mou will support creation of long-term Research, Development & Innovation collaboration
mechanism and to establish and strengthen cooperative network between Indian and Finnish
organizations. By funding need-oriented, ambitious joint projects of high international standards,
the two countries aim to help reach world-class innovations beneficial to both countries. It will
also facilitate knowledge sharing and knowledge generation among scientists, researchers and
industry in the two countries.

Details:

Identifying innovation as the cornerstone of the collaboration, both DBT and Business
Finland have agreed to cooperate with Biotechnology Industry Research Assistance Council
(BIRAC), the Public Sector Enterprise of the Department of Biotechnology (DBT),
Government of India for funding and implementing ambitious industry-led innovative and
transnational projects. Based on their mutual interest following research areas have been
identified, i. Mission Innovation;

●

 Biofuture platform: biofuels, bioenergy and biomass based products;

Environmental and energy applications of biotechnology;Business development of start-up
and growth companies; andEducation technologies and games in life sciences vi. Other
fields of life science industry

●

 

Background:

 

The MoU was signed in accordance with the Agreement between the Government of the
Republic of Finland and the Government of the Republic of India on Co-operation in the fields of
Science and Technology, signed in Helsinki on March 25th 2008, wherein, based on mutual
interest it was agreed to promote long-term research and development and innovation (R&D&I)
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cooperation between Finnish and Indian organisations.

 

AKT/SNC/SH

(Release ID: 1562986) Visitor Counter : 233

Read this release in: Kannada , Urdu , Marathi , Gujarati , Tamil , Malayalam
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CABINET APPROVES MOU BETWEEN INDIA AND
UZBEKISTAN FOR PROMOTING BILATERAL
COOPERATION IN THE AREA OF E-GOVERNANCE

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Central Asia

Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between India and Uzbekistan for
promoting Bilateral cooperation in the area of e-
Governance

Posted On: 06 FEB 2019 9:44PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Narendra Modi has given ex-post facto approval
approved the Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) for promoting bilateral cooperation in the
field of e-Governance.

The Agreement intends to promote close cooperation in the areas of e-Governance, IT
education, Implementation and roll out of generic configurable e-Governance products / devices
in various sectors, development of Data Centers etc.

Background:

The Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology has been mandated to promote
International Cooperation in the emerging and frontier areas of Information Communications
Technology ( ICT)under  b i la tera l  and reg ional  f ramework,  has entered in to
Agreements/Agreements with agencies of various countries to promote exchange of information
in the identified areas.

 

AKT/SNC/SH

(Release ID: 1562979) Visitor Counter : 207

Read this release in: Urdu , Marathi , Gujarati , Tamil , Kannada , Malayalam
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-11

NO ZERO-SUM GAMES: ON INDIA-U.S. TRADE
HOSTILITIES

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - USA

There are alarm bells in India over a possible decision by the U.S. Trade Representative to
withdraw the Generalised System of Preferences status. Under this, India is able to export about
2,000 product lines to the U.S. under zero tariff. The revocation of the GSP, which was first
extended to India in 1976 as part of a global concession by the U.S. to help developing countries
build their economies, will be a blow to Indian exporters, and the biggest in a series of measures
taken by the Trump administration against India to reduce its trade deficit. President Donald
Trump’s case on what he calls “unequal tariffs” from India rests on the trade relationship in
favour of India: Indian exports to the U.S. in 2017-18 stood at $47.9 billion, while imports were
$26.7 billion. The measures are in line with Mr. Trump’s campaign promises. On the matter of
Harley-Davidson motorcycles, he spoke directly to Prime Minister Narendra Modi on at least
three occasions, demanding that India zero out tariffs to match U.S. rates on Indian motorcycles.
In March 2018, the U.S. began imposing tariffs on several Indian products, and in April, the
USTR began a review of India’s GSP status, based on complaints of trade barriers from India it
had received from the dairy industry and manufacturers of medical devices. In November the
U.S. withdrew GSP status on at least 50 Indian products.

In retaliation, India proposed tariffs of about $235 million on 29 American goods, but has put off
implementing these five times in the past year in the hope that a negotiated trade settlement will
come through. The latest deadline expires on March 1. India has also attempted to address the
trade deficit with purchase of American oil, energy and aircraft. There have been dozens of
rounds of talks between officials over the past few months, but no breakthrough. U.S. officials
say the decision on data localisation for all companies operating in India, and the more recent
tightening norms for FDI in e-commerce have aggravated the situation. Both sides should work
towards calling a halt to trade hostilities and speed up efforts for a comprehensive trade
“package”, rather than try to match each concern product by product. The U.S. must realise that
India is heading into elections, and offer more flexibility in the next few months. India must keep
in mind that the larger, global picture is about U.S.-China trade issues, and if a trade deal with
the U.S. is reached, India could be the biggest beneficiary of business deals lost by China. The
visit of U.S. Commerce Secretary Wilbur Ross to India this week will be watched not as much for
substance, as for signals that New Delhi and Washington understand the urgency in breaking
the deadlock.

The Meghalaya government must urgently ensure that all illegal mines are shut down
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Source : www.hindustantimes.com Date : 2019-02-12

INDIA MUST STEP IN TO PREVENT TRADE CONFLICTS
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - USA

India and the United States are squaring up for an exchange of blows on trade issues as space
for a negotiated agreement is running out. The United States Trade Representative’s Office
(USTR) has run out of patience over a two-year dispute on medical device price controls, not
least because New Delhi suddenly walked away from a negotiated settlement. The USTR now
wants zero-tariff privileges for Indian textiles and other imports, under the World Trade
Organization’s (WTO) generalised system of preferences, be revoked. The most obvious Indian
retaliation would be to impose tariffs on US steel and aluminium imports, something it has
delayed despite the unilateral imposition of similar tariffs on India.

Neither of these actions will have significant economic impact. The real danger would be for this
tit-for-tat to trigger an escalatory series of actions. Of concern would be the formal dispute
spreading to incorporate a whole set of new sources of trade friction such as data localisation
norms or the rules governing e-commerce investment. Neither side is faultless in the present
economic fracas. Much of India’s problems arise from arbitrary decisions by domestic regulators
who have little understanding of India’s multilateral trade obligations, complicated by a political
unwillingness to override these decisions no matter how foolish they may be. Washington seems
blind to the fact that in the run-up to a tightly contested national elections, New Delhi would find
it politically more expedient to exchange blows than come to a settlement that could be criticised
by the opposition.

Trade disputes are hardly new in Indo-US relations and are common between any two nations
that have a substantial economic relationship. The environment today is different for two
reasons. One is that the Trump administration divorces strategic and trade issues. It sees no
contradiction in having friendly strategic relations and a confrontational trade policy with the
same country. The US is also running two separate trade policies. President Donald Trump’s
revolves around trade deficits and temporary obsessions like Harley-Davidson motorcycles. The
USTR remains concerned about policy shifts that undermine US corporate interests. Two, India
is struggling with a whole set of new norms regarding the digital economy, ranging from data
privacy to payments structures, that it has yet to settle at home. The Modi government had
mooted the idea of putting all these issues into one basket and working on a US-India trade
pact. It is perhaps time to dust off this idea and begin a process designed to prevent potential
trade conflicts, most of which are easily predictable.

First Published: Feb 11, 2019 19:23 IST
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-13

TALIBAN FORMS 14-MEMBER TEAM FOR PEACE
TALKS

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

The Taliban announced on Tuesday a 14-member team to meet American negotiators this
month in Doha, including five former Guantanamo Bay inmates and a high-profile militant behind
bars in Afghanistan.

U.S. special envoy Zalmay Khalilzad has undertaken extensive recent peace talks with the
Taliban about ending the 17-year war in Afghanistan, with another round expected in late
February.

Captured in 2014

The expanded negotiating team unveiled by the insurgents includes Anas Haqqani, who was
captured in 2014 and whose older brother is deputy Taliban leader and head of the Haqqani
network. A spokesman for President Ashraf Ghani flatly denied that Anas would be freed. “Anas
Haqqani is in prison, and no decision has been taken for his release,” the spokesman, Haroon
Chakhansuri, said on Twitter.

The Taliban has long demanded that Anas be released, saying that he is a student. Afghan
authorities accuse him of a being a high-level player in the Haqqani network.

The insurgents said the team announced on Tuesday “would continue the current peace talks
with the Americans”.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-13

LESSONS OF 1979
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Middle East

This month marks the 40th anniversary of the Iranian revolution. It is time, therefore, to evaluate
the fundamental lessons of the revolution. It is true that the takeover of the broad-based
revolution against Mohammad Reza Shah Pahlavi by hard-line mullahs distorted the original
trajectory of the revolution and stifled the democratic aspirations of the people. At the same time,
one should not overlook the fact that the anti-Western thrust of the revolution that played into the
hands of the hard-line clergy was in large part a delayed reaction to the British and American
role in the coup that overthrew Iran’s first elected government in 1953.

The American support to Saddam Hussein’s invasion of Iran in 1980 augmented anti-Western
sentiments and further helped the clergy-dominated regime to consolidate its power in the
country. The bankrolling of Hussein’s war to the tune of billions of dollars by Saudi Arabia and
allied Gulf regimes solidified the antagonism between revolutionary Iran and the Arab
monarchies of the Gulf. It also hardened the division between Shias and Sunnis in West Asia.
The Iranian-Saudi rivalry is being played out to this day in Yemen, Syria, Lebanon and other
parts of West Asia.

However, the most important lesson of the revolution and its aftermath is the demonstration of
Iran’s remarkable staying power as a state and a nation in the face of a very hostile international
milieu. Iran has confronted unprecedented economic sanctions since the revolution, a process
that intensified in the past decade and a half to force Tehran to give up its presumed nuclear
aspirations. The Iranian people put up with grave hardship for four decades but did not
surrender their national sovereignty. This is because the state of Iran/Persia has been in
existence almost since time immemorial, and in its present contours from the early 16th century,
its citizens have developed a sense of innate pride and confidence in the state’s staying power
against the heaviest odds. The development of Persian nationalism has been a gradual process
that, one can argue, culminated in the underlying thrust of the revolution.

Persian nationalism draws upon its glorious pre-Islamic heritage, as described in the
Shahnameh, Iran’s epic par excellence. It is also engendered by the twin marks of distinction
that Iranians are very proud of: their ability to preserve their Persian character and language
despite their acceptance of Islam, a religion of Arab origin; and the distinctive character of
Persian Islam embodied in Shia doctrines that distinguishes it from its predominantly Sunni
neighbours. Regardless of the nature of a particular regime, longevity of national memories and
people’s pride in them can work great miracles when faced by hostile forces bent on
emasculating the nation’s sovereignty.

Mohammed Ayoob is University Distinguished Professor Emeritus of International Relations,
Michigan State University and Non-Resident Senior Fellow, Center for Global Policy,
Washington DC

Pakistan’s identity crisis, going back to the debates since its creation, remains unresolved
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-14

WELL OILED — ON SAUDI CROWN PRINCE'S INDIA
VISIT

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

Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman visits India next week at a time when both
countries are seeking to deepen bilateral cooperation. For MBS, as he is widely known, the visit
to India, Pakistan, China, Malaysia and Indonesia is an opportunity to re-assert Saudi Arabia’s
role as a major foreign policy player in Asia amid growing criticism over the Yemen war and the
brutal assassination of journalist Jamal Khashoggi in Istanbul. For the government of Prime
Minister Narendra Modi, the visit, with general elections approaching, is an opportunity to cap its
pursuit of stronger ties with West Asian nations on a high note. High-level visits between India
and Saudi Arabia have become the new normal since King Abdullah came to India in 2006, the
first Saudi monarch to do so in five decades. Four years later, Prime Minister Manmohan Singh
travelled to Riyadh. Mr. Modi visited Riyadh in 2016; last year, he met MBS in Argentina on the
sidelines of the G-20 summit at a time when the Crown Prince had already come under sharp
criticism in many Western countries. A number of factors have influenced the turnaround in ties
between the two countries, which had been underwhelming during the Cold War. When India’s
economy started growing at a faster clip post-liberalisation, its dependence on energy-rich
nations grew. And Saudi Arabia was a stable, trusted supplier of oil. Post-9/11, the two have
expanded the scope of their partnership to economic issues and fighting terrorism.

MBS is expected to announce Saudi investments in both India and Pakistan. Saudi Arabia,
which has traditionally exercised great influence over Pakistan, had recently offered a $6 billion
loan to Islamabad to stabilise the economy. In India, Saudi Arabia and the UAE have acquired a
50% stake in a refinery complex in Maharashtra. The project remains stalled amid protests
against land acquisition, but it shows Saudi Arabia’s interest to make long-term investments in
India’s energy sector. Another subject that that will come up in bilateral talks is Iran. MBS has
made containment of Iran his top foreign policy priority, and has U.S. support in this pursuit.
India is certain to come under U.S. pressure to cut oil imports from Iran: it has so far walked the
tightrope between Saudi Arabia and Iran. Even as its ties with the Kingdom improved over the
past decade, India deepened its engagement with Iran, be it on oil trade or the Chabahar port.
This is driven by the conviction that while Saudi Arabia is vital for India’s energy security, Iran is
a gateway to Central Asia. New Delhi is sure to continue this balancing act even as it seeks to
strengthen the Saudi pillar of India’s West Asia policy.

The Meghalaya government must urgently ensure that all illegal mines are shut down
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-14

CABINET APPROVES SIGNING OF MEMORANDUM OF
UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INDIA AND SAUDI
ARABIA ON ESTABLISHING A MECHANISM FOR
INVESTMENT INFRASTRUCTURE IN INDIA

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

Cabinet

Cabinet approves signing of Memorandum of
Understanding between India and Saudi Arabia on
establishing a mechanism for Investment Infrastructure in
India

Posted On: 13 FEB 2019 9:13PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has approved the signing
Memorandum of Understanding between India and Saudi Arabia on establishing a mechanism
for investment Infrastructurein Indian.

The MoU will be a step forward in engaging with the institutions of Saudi Arabia to attract a
potential investment into the infrastructure sector in the country.  It will lead to boosting
infrastructure development in the country, creation of more jobs, growth of ancillary
industries/sectors which will lead to growth in GDP and over all economic prosperity.

***

AKT

(Release ID: 1564340) Visitor Counter : 100

Read this release in: Gujarati
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-14

CABINET APPROVES MEMORANDUM OF
UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INDIA AND SAUDI
ARABIA ON COOPERATION AND MUTUAL
ASSISTANCE IN CUSTOMS MATTERS

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

Cabinet

Cabinet approves Memorandum of Understanding between
India and Saudi Arabia on cooperation and Mutual
Assistance in Customs matters

Posted On: 13 FEB 2019 9:12PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet chaired by Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi has approved the signing of
Memorandum of Understanding between India and Saudi Arabia on cooperation and mutual
assistance in Customs Matters.

The Agreement will help in making available, reliable, quick and cost effective information and
intelligence for the prevention and investigation of Customs offences and apprehending of
Customs offenders.

***

AKT

(Release ID: 1564337) Visitor Counter : 102

Read this release in: Gujarati

END
Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-14

CABINET APPROVES SIGNING OF MEMORANDUM OF
UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN INDIA AND SAUDI
ARABIA IN THE FIELD OF TOURISM

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

Cabinet

Cabinet approves signing of Memorandum of
Understanding between India and Saudi Arabia in the field
of tourism

Posted On: 13 FEB 2019 9:08PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet, chaired by the Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi, has approved the signing
of Memorandum of Understanding between the Ministry of Tourism, Government of the Republic
of India and the Saudi Commission for Tourism and National Heritage of the Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia for strengthening cooperation in the field of Tourism.

The main objectives of the Memorandum of Understanding are:

a)   Exchanging information and expertise in Legislations in the tourism development, Hotels,
resorts and tourist accommodation facilities, Tourism data and statistics, Exhibition events and
other tourism activities in States of the Parties, Tourism development, planning and investment;
Licensing, operating and marketing tourism facilities, Agricultural  Tourism,  Desert tourism etc.

b)  Exchanging media publications, tourism related films, and encourage exchanging of visits
between experts and tourism media representatives in the States of the Parties.

c)   Introducing tourism investment opportunities available in the States of the Parties;
encourage mutual tourism investment in tourism projects.

d)  Encouraging organizing joint tourism events; participate in exhibitions, conferences and
seminars held in the States of the Parties thus contributing to tourism development and
crystalizing a joint tourism vision.

e)  Encouraging public and private education facilities working the tourism education and training
field in the States of the Parties.

f)   Exchanging innovative experience and technologies in the tourism field, and consultation
services.

g)  Cooperation and coordinating in international forums and organizations concerned with
tourism affairs.

Background:

India and Saudi Arabia have enjoyed a strong diplomatic and long economic relationship. The
two parties now desiring to strengthen and further develop the established relationship have
signed a Memorandum of Understanding between the Ministry of Tourism, Government of the
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Republic of India and the Saudi Commission for Tourism and National Heritage of the Kingdom
of Saudi Arabia for strengthening cooperation in the field of Tourism.

Saudi Arabia is one of the potential tourist generating market for India from Middle East. The
signing of Memorandum of Understanding with Saudi Arabia will be instrumental in increasing
arrival from this source market.

***
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-14

THIRD INDO-GERMAN ENVIRONMENT FORUM HELD IN
NEW DELHI

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

Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change

Third Indo-German Environment Forum held in New Delhi

Posted On: 13 FEB 2019 4:47PM by PIB Delhi

Press Information Bureau

Government of India

*****

Third Indo-German Environment Forum with the theme "Cleaner Air, Greener
Economy:" is being held in New Delhi. The one-day event through panel discussions
and parallel sessions focuses on challenges, solutions and necessary framework
conditions of air pollution control, waste management and circular economy as well
as implementation of NDCs and SDGs based on Paris Agreement and Agenda 2030
of UN respectively.

 

Inaugurating the forum Union Environment Minister, Dr. Harsh Vardhan said that
India and Germany have had a rich cooperation engagement for the last 60 years
which extends to sectors such as natural resource management, urban environment
protection, climate change adaptation and mitigation and innovative green
technologies. He further emphasized that the Indo-German bilateral relations are
founded on common democratic principles and today, Germany is amongst India's
most important partners both bilaterally and in the global context. “India’s
development trajectory focuses on 5 Ps that is People, Planet, Prosperity, Peace and
Partnership. The bilateral cooperation in future should focus on marine litter, SDG
and NDC implementation, climate change adaptation and Forestry.”

 

The Federal Environment Minister from Germany Svenja Schulze said that progress
and implementation of 2030 agenda is slow and window of opportunity for low carbon
economy is dwindling and Government, Industry and Society should do more. She
congratulated the Indian Prime Minister Shri. Narendra Modi on cooperating with
UNEP on addressing plastic pollution during the World Environment Day hosted by
India on June 05, 2018 and also welcomed India’s commitment to create circular
economy. She further stated that Indo-German Environment Forum needs to build on
experience exchange and cooperation will be strengthened in the areas of marine
litter, waste to energy, biodiversity, waste and water.
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Around 250 representatives of ministries, business and science as well as non-
governmental organizations participated in the forum, which is organized by the two
environment ministries in cooperation with the Asia-Pacific Committee of German
Business and the Federation of Indian Chamber of Commerce and Industry. The
Forum provided a platform for the bilateral exchange of high-level policy-makers and
other key players on international environmental and climate policy and cooperation
between the two countries.

 

The four working groups met this year in the run-up to this forum, to discuss the
progress made and to bring in new topics of mutual benefits. Few of the outcomes
have been cooperation in field of marine litter, air pollution control, waste
management, water pollution, circular economy, NDC implementation, SDG
monitoring and climate change (with focus on forestry and adaptation).

 

Two Joint Declaration of Intent (JDI) were also exchanged between Mr. S.P. Singh
Parihar, Chairman CPCB and Ms. Maria Krautzberger, President Umweltbundesamt
(UBA-the German Environment Agency) on (i) clean air and combatting air pollution
and on (ii) preparation of Reference /COINDS Documents for textile sector. CPCB,
UBA, GIZ-India with MoEFCC, will take it forward. 

 

***

 

GK
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-16

NO CHANGE IN CHINA’S STANCE
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - China

Elusive peace:Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesperson Geng Shuang called for regional
cooperation to tackle terror.AP  

China on Friday reiterated that it stood by a UN ban on the Pakistan-based terror group Jaish-e-
Mohammed (JeM), but stopped short of reversing its stance against sanctioning its chief,
Masood Azhar, as a global terrorist.

Asked to comment on China’s stand on listing Azhar as a global terrorist by the UN Security
Council, Foreign Ministry spokesperson Geng Shuang said: “As for the issue of listing, I could
tell you that the 1267 Committee of Security Council has a clear stipulation on the listing and
procedure of the terrorist organisations.”

He added: “JeM has been included in the Security Council terrorism sanctions list. China will
continue to handle the relevant sanctions issue in a constructive and responsible manner."

In a statement in New Delhi, the External Affairs Ministry called upon “all members of the
international community to support the proposal to list terrorists, including JeM chief Masood
Azhar, as a designated terrorist under the 1267 Sanctions Committee of the UN Security Council
and to ban terrorist organisations operating from territories controlled by Pakistan.”

Mr. Geng signalled that China was looking for a solution to terrorism based on “regional”
engagement. “We hope relevant regional countries will cooperate to cope with the threat of
terrorism and jointly uphold regional peace and stability.”

Mr. Geng said, “China has noted the reports of suicide terrorist attack.” “We are deeply shocked
by this attack. We express deep condolences and sympathy to the injured and bereaved
families.’’

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 : 2019-02-16

U.S., UN CONDEMN HEINOUS ATTACK
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

The United States has reacted strongly to the terrorist attack on the Central Reserve Police
Force (CRPF) convoy in Pulwama district of Jammu and Kashmir.

“The United States condemns in the strongest terms the heinous terrorist attack by a Pakistan-
based terrorist group that killed over 40 Indian paramilitary forces and wounded at least 44
others. We express our deep condolences to the victims’ families, the Indian government, and
the Indian people for the loss of life in this brutal attack,” a statement from the White House said
on Thursday evening.

Counter-terrorism steps

“The United States calls on Pakistan to end immediately the support and safe haven provided to
all terrorist groups operating on its soil, whose only goal is to sow chaos, violence, and terror in
the region. This attack only strengthens our resolve to bolster counter-terrorism cooperation and
coordination between the United States and India,” the statement said.

The State Department had, earlier in the day, reacted via a separate statement.

“The UN-designated Pakistan-based terrorist group Jaish-e-Mohammed has claimed
responsibility for this heinous act. We call on all countries to uphold their responsibilities
pursuant to UN Security Council resolutions to deny safe haven and support for terrorists,” the
statement said.

‘Bring to justice’

In New York, the United Nations Secretary-General’s office has also strongly condemned the
attack and offered condolences. “We call for those behind the attack to be brought to justice,” a
UN Spokesperson for Secretary- General António Guterres said.

Several U.S. lawmakers condemned the attack that killed over 40 CRPF personnel.

‘Stand with India’

“We stand with the people of India in condemning the terrorist attack in Jammu & Kashmir, and
send our condolences and prayers to the victims [sic] families. We must all stand up against
these jihadists and their ideology,” Democratic Congresswoman and presidential candidate Tulsi
Gabbard said on Twitter.

“Countries must not allow terrorist groups like Jaish-e-Mohammed to operate with impunity,”
House Foreign Affairs Committee Chairman Eliot Engel said, condemning the attack.

“The United States stands strongly with India and I send my condolences to the families of the
victims,” said Congressman Tom Suozzi, whose Congressional district in New York City
(Queens) has a significant Indian population.

Collective effort

Congressman George Holding, co-chair of the Congressional Caucus for India and Indian
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Americans, also offered his condolences. “The United States stands with the good people of
India and the Indian government in our collective effort to end violent extremism and terrorism,”
Mr. Holding wrote on Twitter.

Indian-American Members of Congress also conveyed their condolences with Democratic
Congresswoman Pramila Jayapal calling the attack “heartbreaking” and her colleague,
Congressman Raja Krishnamoorthi saying, “We must all stand united against terrorism.”
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-16

THE LOWDOWN ON THE MFN STATUS
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

India on Friday revoked the Most Favoured Nation (MFN) status bestowed on Pakistan in 1996.

What does Most Favoured Nation mean?

While the term suggests special preference for the country given MFN status, it actually means it
would be treated equally as all others. According to the World Trade Organisation rules,
countries cannot normally discriminate between their trading partners. If one country is granted a
trade concession such as, for example, lower import duties, then all WTO members must be
extended the same concessions. This principle is known as the Most Favoured Nation
treatment. Despite repeated promises, Pakistan has never granted MFN status to India.

What does revoking MFN mean?

Revoking it means India can levy whatever import tariffs it wants. India can now make it very
expensive for Pakistan to export its goods or services to India.

Will this hurt Pakistan?

So far, India has only revoked the MFN status. It has not altered the import duties on Pakistan.
However, if it does hike them, then this will likely have an impact on that country.

That said, the scale of that impact is questionable. India’s total trade with Pakistan stood at $2.4
billion in 2017-18, with just $488.56 million of this being imports from Pakistan, according to
Commerce Ministry data.

Revoking Pakistan’s MFN status seems to be more of a symbolic move.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-16

EDITORIAL
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

As India mourns the death of 40 CRPF personnel in Thursday’s terrorist strike in Jammu and
Kashmir’s Pulwama district, it is clear that the attack was meant to provoke. The Jaish-e-
Mohammed, the Pakistan-based terrorist organisation which has orchestrated numerous strikes
in the Kashmir Valley, has taken responsibility for what is now the highest toll of security forces
in any attack in the State. Investigations should yield a better picture, but it is a matter of
extreme concern that a suicide bomber could time his attack to hit a security convoy. There is no
question that Pakistan bears the onus to explain why Masood Azhar, the leader of the Jaish-e-
Mohammed, enjoys such freedoms on its territory, if not outright support from the establishment.
Certainly, diplomatic backing by Pakistan and China has been crucial in defeating efforts at the
United Nations to put Azhar on the list of banned terrorists. Early details indicate that a sports
utility vehicle laden with a huge quantity of explosives targeted the convoy of 78 buses carrying
about 2,500 soldiers from Jammu to Kashmir. The video of the presumed suicide bomber too
hints at an altered standard operating procedure meant to provoke and escalate tensions.
Forensics teams have already begun work and answers to the disturbing questions the attack
has raised on intelligence gathering, dissemination and coordination in the Valley must be
pieced together.

However, if the terrorists have acted from an updated playbook, New Delhi’s response must not
play into their plans with reflexive and precipitate official action. India has withdrawn the Most
Favoured Nation status to Pakistan in a signal that it will not wait for preliminaries in the effort to
isolate Pakistan. Coercive diplomacy is likely to continue, but to be effective the effort needs a
wider net, especially at a time when the U.S. is seeking Pakistan’s help in firming up a deal with
the Afghan Taliban. Beijing too must not, and cannot, evade questions about its previous
blocking of action at the UN, specifically against Azhar. Post-Uri, after terrorist attacks the air is
always thick with calls for retributive cross-border strikes. The past history of limited, if any,
returns from such precipitate action must serve as a cautionary check. Instead, the effort must
be to isolate Pakistan for its support to the Jaish and seek substantive action, to effectively
upgrade intelligence and plug security gaps, and to win the confidence of the local population in
the Valley. Thursday’s attack was meant to provoke and polarise the country. New Delhi’s
response must, instead, be to isolate the perpetrators and keep the peace on Indian territory.

The Meghalaya government must urgently ensure that all illegal mines are shut down
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-16

HERALDING A NEW DAWN
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Middle East

In April 2016, under the leadership of the Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques, King Salman bin
Abdulaziz Al Saud, and Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman, the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia
gave itself a goal and a promise in the form of Vision 2030. The Saudi citizen has become the
focal point for sustainable development with massive projects directed towards building a vibrant
society, a thriving economy and an ambitious nation. The entire foundation of our Kingdom’s
economy is being transformed towards a post-oil age with the aim of attracting $427 billion in
private investments over the next decade to diversify the economy and create 1.6 million new
jobs through the National Industrial Development and Logistics Programme.

According to World Bank’s ‘Doing Business 2018’ report, Saudi Arabia has instituted the largest
number of business reforms among countries in the Middle East and North Africa (MENA) region
as of July 2017. With its platform Meras, starting a business in the Kingdom now requires only
one step and one day! The single-window platform Fasah has also been launched for customs
clearance and import and export procedures. The ‘Doing Business 2019’ report has ranked
Saudi Arabia as the fourth-largest reformer within the G20. In 2018, Saudi Arabia saw foreign
direct investment rise by 127% year-on-year. Global confidence in Saudi Arabia’s ascent has
further solidified with the International Monetary Fund forecasting increased growth for Saudi
Arabia in July 2018.

The Kingdom’s construction market is set to touch $96.52 billion in 2025, up from $45.33 billion
in 2016. There are three giga-projects underway — smart city project Neom, Qiddiya
entertainment city and the Red Sea Tourism Project. In 2018, we also launched FekraTech, a
national initiative for digital ideas, aimed at making Saudi Arabia a global innovation hub. The
Saudi Intellectual Property Authority is also working towards transforming Saudi Arabia into an
advanced knowledge-based economy built on innovation and entrepreneurship.

A $100 billion planned investment in transport projects will also occur over the next decade as
we expand the railway system and introduce new light rail mass transit projects in Riyadh,
Jeddah, Makkah and Madinah. The grand expansions of the Holy Mosque in Makkah and the
Prophet’s Mosque in Madinah have increased their capacity for accommodating millions of
worshippers. One of the most important goals of the Vision 2030 is to increase our capacity to
welcome 30 million Umrah performers every year by 2030, improve their experience and enrich
it further.

Since a majority of the Kingdom’s population is below the age of 30, education is a key
component of Vision 2030. Over the decades, Saudi Arabia’s education system has gone
through an astonishing transformation. Due to generous scholarships from the Kingdom, a large
number of Saudi students study overseas. By 2030, the Kingdom intends to have at least five
Saudi universities among the top 200 in international rankings. Education reforms have also led
to an increase in women’s literacy and participation in the workforce.

With the Kingdom at the heart of the Arab and Islamic world, the changes taking place on the
Saudi soil are creating positive influences for the entire Arab region. Saudi Arabia remains
committed to the social, economic and political stability of the region and will continue playing a
leading role in countering terrorism and establishing peace as demonstrated by the Kingdom’s
contribution towards the historic peace accord signed between Ethiopia and Eritrea in Riyadh in
2018. We continue to stand by our Yemeni brothers and support the Palestinian cause. Our
dream is of a peaceful, progressive and a prosperous world.
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In our common pursuit for development and stability, Saudi Arabia sees India as an important
partner. Our ties trace their roots to the third millennium BC. Trade, science, arts, literature,
languages — the exchanges between our civilisations have indeed been profound. India holds a
special place for us. Nearly 3 million Indians form the largest expatriate community in the
Kingdom. India has also seen its Haj quota of 1,36,020 increase consecutively during the last
two years to a record 1,75,025.

India and Saudi Arabia have more opportunities today to tap into than ever before. The bilateral
trade for 2017-18, in excess of $27 billion, will accelerate as Saudi Arabia and India engage in a
host of new areas such as information and communications technology (ICT), health care,
defence, biotechnology, education and infrastructure among others. India is one of the top
countries on the Kingdom’s preferred list with great potential for investment in organic and food
processing industries.

The energy partnership between the two countries is also finding new grounds. As of October
2018, Saudi Aramco has nearly $2 billion in material-service sourcing with Indian companies,
and investing in India’s value chain from oil supply, marketing and refining to petrochemicals and
lubricants is a key part of its global downstream strategy. The $44 billion integrated refinery and
petrochemicals complex at Ratnagiri in Maharashtra, being jointly developed by Saudi Aramco,
Abu Dhabi National Oil Company (ADNOC) and a consortium of Indian public sector units
(PSUs) consisting of Indian Oil Corporation Limited (IOCL), Bharat Petroleum Corporation
Limited (BPCL) and Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited (HPCL), is yet another milestone.

Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman met Prime Minister Narendra Modi in November 2018 on
the sidelines of the G20 summit and both sides agreed to set up a high-level mechanism to
boost concrete actions in terms of investment, technology and manufacturing across various
sectors.

As formidable economies of MENA and Asia, Saudi Arabia and India have a historic opportunity
to collaborate in shaping the future of our regions, for a better tomorrow full of prosperity and
promise. Combining our respective strengths will pave the way for endless possibilities and
accomplishments for the benefit of our two peoples and the region. The forthcoming state visit of
the Crown Prince to India presents another historic opportunity to expand collaboration between
our two friendly nations.

Saud Al-Sati is Saudi Arabia’s Ambassador to India

 

Pakistan’s identity crisis, going back to the debates since its creation, remains unresolved
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Source : www.indianexpress.com Date : 2019-02-16

PUNISHING JAISH
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd.
All Rights Reserved

Almost immediately after a suicide bomber rammed into a CRPF convoy in Awantipora, killing at
least 40 security personnel, the Pakistan-based terrorist outfit, Jaish-e-Mohammad (JeM),
claimed responsibility for the terror strike. The attack bore the JeM’s signature. Since 2000,
when a 17-year-old blew up an explosive-laden Maruti car which he had driven to the
headquarters of the Army’s 15 Corps in Srinagar, suicide strikes have been one of Jaish’s
preferred methods. The 2000 Srinagar attack had announced the arrival on the terror stage of
Maulana Masood Azhar. Released a few months earlier, in late 1999, from an Indian jail in
exchange of the crew and passengers of an Indian Airlines aircraft that was hijacked and taken
to Kandahar in Afghanistan, Azhar took the help of the Afghan Taliban to form the JeM. Its
attack on Parliament in 2001 almost pushed India and Pakistan to the brink of war. A few
months earlier, Islamabad had used the term “terrorism” to condemn a JeM attack on the
Jammu and Kashmir legislative assembly. However, even though it outlawed the outfit in 2002,
forced in large measure by international pressure, Islamabad has allowed it to operate under
different names — Afzal Guru Squad, Al-Murabitoon and Tehreek-al-Furqan — while Azhar
remains under nominal house arrest in Bahawalpur. Pakistan’s denials of his involvement in
terror flies in the face of the JeM’s ownership of Thursday’s attack. Its ally, China, has stone-
walled India’s attempts at the UN to have Azhar declared a global terrorist.

After lying low for nearly 10 years, the JeM has upped the ante in the last three years. In
November 2015, it claimed responsibility for an attack on the Brigade Headquarter at Tangdhar,
very close to the LoC in Kupwara district. India has also blamed the outfit for the January 2016
attack on the Pathankot airbase, in which seven security personnel were killed and the
September 2016 Uri attack which claimed the lives of 20 soldiers. In the last two years, security
forces have killed at least two JeM commanders in the Valley.

Thursday’s attacks should bring into focus India’s security challenge in the aftermath of US
President Donald Trump’s decision to withdraw his country’s troops from Afghanistan. With
Kabul’s current regime under President Ashraf Ghani sidelined in the peace talks, the Taliban,
which currently holds sway over 45 per cent of Afghanistan, looks set to return to the country’s
political centrestage. The outfit has maintained it will not go back to terrorism, but that could be a
bargaining ploy. On its part, the JeM has never shied away from its umbilical connection to the
Taliban. Russia and China, both of whom have advocated a role for the Taliban in Afghanistan,
have condemned Thursday’s attacks. But it is evident that the first step towards addressing
India’s concerns would be bringing Azhar to book. It is time China reconsidered its position on
the matter.

Download the Indian Express apps for iPhone, iPad or Android

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd. All Rights Reserved
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Source : www.indianexpress.com Date : 2019-02-16

J&K AND THE AFPAK HYPHEN
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd.
All Rights Reserved

In 2008, candidate Barack Obama angered India by suggesting that the road to peace in
Afghanistan ran through Kashmir. He made the case in several interviews before his election as
US President that if India and Pakistan would only resolve their differences, the Pakistan army
would be more inclined to heed the American call to go after its assets in Afghanistan. Some
months later, when President Obama appointed Richard Holbrooke as the Special Envoy for
India, Pakistan and Afghanistan, India lobbied with determination to keep itself from being
hyphenated with Af-Pak, and succeeded in keeping itself out of Holbrooke’s mandate.

Almost exactly a decade later, as security experts piece together Thursday’s devastating suicide
attack on a CRPF convoy at Awantipora on the Jammu-Srinagar highway, it appears as if that
hyphenation may have returned to haunt India, albeit in a different way.

In a pre-recorded video released by Jaish-e-Mohammad (JeM), the group that claimed
responsibility for the attack, the Kashmiri youth at the wheel of the car bomb seemed to suggest
that he had been inspired by the “success” of the Taliban over US forces in Afghanistan.
Reports in this paper have shown that even before the US began pushing a peace deal with the
Taliban, three years ago, youth in South Kashmir spoke of how the Taliban’s “victory” over US
forces had showed them that they too could “defeat India”. As the US-Taliban engagement
gathers pace, and Pakistan claims bragging rights for bringing them together, the emboldening
of the jihadist project in Kashmir, and of Pakistan-based fellow travellers of the Afghan Taliban
such as JeM and Lashkar-e-Taiba (LeT), is something India has to be ready for.

The links between the JeM and the Taliban are well-known. On October 2001, when the JeM
was listed under UNSC1267, the reasons given were that it was “participating in the financing,
planning, facilitating, preparing or perpetrating of acts or activities by, with, under the name of,
on behalf or in support of, supplying, selling or transferring arms and related materiel to or
otherwise supporting acts or activities of al-Qaida, Usama bin Laden and the Taliban”. According
to the UNSC, al Qaeda, Taliban and other extremist organisations provided finances to Maulana
Masood Azhar to set up the JeM. As a member of the Harkat-ul-Mujahideen, Azhar had also
fought in the first Afghan war, and the JeM is believed to have participated in Taliban operations
against US forces.

After it came into existence in 2000, it was active in the Kashmir Valley for a couple of years,
and in 2001 carried out a massive suicide attack with a car bomb, similar to Thursday’s strike, at
the Jammu & Kashmir assembly. But the JeM lost favour with the Pakistan army, which was
under US pressure after 9/11, and the group then turned against its patrons, twice even
attempting to assassinate then military ruler General Pervez Musharaff.

Its comeback to the Valley in 2015 coincided with the taking shape of a new, indigenous
militancy in J&K, which had its origins in the 2008 Amarnath land row, followed by the 2010 anti-
Machil protests, and the 2012 hanging of Afzal Guru. Its operations since then have included the
terrorist strike at Pathankot Air Force base and the attack on the Uri Brigade headquarters. The
unrest in the Valley since the 2016 killing of Hizbul Mujahideen militant, Burhan Wani, gave the
JeM the foothold it had been looking for since 2001. Some of the confidence and triumph of the
Taliban, which is hoping to make a comeback in Kabul by the middle of this year, is sure to rub
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off on its friend JeM as well as the LeT.
At this moment, it is all too easy for politicians to demand and promise revenge against
Pakistan, but any military adventurism could have unforeseen, unintended consequences. The
post-Uri surgical strike exposed the military limitations of that particular instrument. It brought no
positive changes. Instead, the LoC remained hot, and Indian civilians and soldiers continued to
die. Any military operation would have to go beyond the surgical strike, even for political optics,
and it may still not achieve any strategic objectives. Worse, it may spin out of control. What
worked in the government’s favour in September 2016 was that Pakistan chose not to respond
militarily. In fact, it even denied there had been any military operation of the kind that the Indian
Army announced it had undertaken across the Line of Control. It may not be the same again.

What India still has is the higher moral ground against a state that is addicted to the use of
terrorist groups as proxies against its neighbours. A day before the attack in Awantipora, there
was an almost identical attack in Iran’s Sistan-Baluchistan province, which borders Afghanistan
and Pakistan’s Balochistan province. A suicide bomber drove a car loaded with explosives into a
bus carrying troops of the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC) near the provincial capital
Zahedan, close to the Pakistan border. The attack killed 27 troops and injured a dozen other
troops of the elite IRGC, close to the Iran-Pakistan border. The Jaish al-Adl, a successor to the
anti-Iran Jundullah, claimed responsibility for the attack.

There is no overt link between the two attacks except their striking similarity. But both the JuA
and JeM are Sunni extremist groups. Both are based in Pakistan. Both have flourished in the
same enabling ecosystem provided by the Pakistan army. The Indian security establishment
even believes that the JuA is a front of the LeT. While Iran blamed the US and its allies for the
attack, it also asked Pakistan to stop sheltering the JuA. In a thinly veiled statement after the
attack, the Iranian foreign ministry said the group “receives military, financial and intellectual
support from certain regional states”, hinting both at Saudi and Pakistan backing for the group,
while the IRGC commander was more open in his call to Pakistan to shut down the group.

Whether or not the government succeeds in getting China to shed its opposition to listing
Masood Azhar under UNSC 1267, and achieves its stated goal of “isolating” Pakistan
internationally, what India needs to do more urgently is to acknowledge that it has failed in
Kashmir, that the situation in Kashmir is much worse than it was in 2014-15. Not just because of
terrorists, with or without help from Pakistan. It is so because despite being in the ruling coalition
in Jammu & Kashmir, the BJP and the Modi government refused to engage with Kashmir,
creating a political vacuum in the Valley. Leading lights of the BJP as well as some security
experts bragged that the situation in the 1990s was so much worse that bringing the present
crisis under control was going to be a walk in the park. “A three-and a-half district militancy”,
they called it. It is painfully obvious now that this is not the case. Clearly, something else is
required if Kashmir is not to get hyphenated with Afpak. And it is not the security forces who can
provide that something to pull the Valley back from the abyss.

nirupama.subramanian@expressindia.com
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-16

HOUSE PASSES RESOLUTION 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

Rare move:A file photo of tribesmen loyal to Houthi rebels, in Sanaa, Yemen.AP  

The House of Representatives passed a resolution on Wednesday to end U.S. support for the
Saudi-led war in Yemen. The resolution, introduced by Representative Ro Khanna (incidentally,
an Indian American) of California, passed 248 to 177, with 18 Republicans and 230 Democrats
supporting it.

“If you care about the outrage that the Saudis are inflicting on Americans and on the world, the
only patriotic thing to do is to vote for this resolution,” Mr. Khanna said.

The U.S., while not directly involved in combat in Yemen, has, since 2015, provided the Saudi-
led coalition with support and intelligence for its war against Houthi rebels, who have some
backing from Iran. In November, the U.S. announced that it was stopping to refuel coalition
aircraft engaged in Yemen.

The resolution calls for the U.S. to withdraw any troops that affect the Yemen war within a period
of 30 days. It grants an exemption to forces fighting al-Qaeda and its associates. The Resolution
also formalises and mandates the Department of Defense policy of halting aircraft refuelling.

The war has left some 50,000 dead, according to an independent estimate, millions displaced,
and spawned a famine.

Rebuke to Trump

The House resolution is a rebuke to the Trump administration which has shielded Saudi Crown
Prince Mohammed bin Salman (MBS) from any personal fallout associated with the murder of
Saudi dissident and Washington Post columnist Jamal Khashoggi. Khashoggi was killed, and his
body dismembered on October 2 last year by Saudi agents at the Kingdom’s consulate in
Istanbul, according to Turkish investigators.

American intelligence agencies had concluded that MBS had ordered the murder of Khashoggi
— a conclusion that many lawmakers, including prominent Republicans, accepted but President
Donald Trump and his top Cabinet officials had pushed back against. Reports emerged last
week that MBS had said he would use “a bullet” on Khashoggi if the journalist did not stop
criticising the Kingdom and return to it.

The House resolution passed on a day when the Foreign Ministers of Saudi Arabia, the U.S., the
U.K. and the UAE met in Warsaw to discuss the Yemen situation. It invokes the War Powers Act
(1973), which requires Congressional approval for military action that lasts beyond 60 days
unless there has been a formal declaration of war.

Congress has not used this Act since 1973.

Virtual blank cheque



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

“Article I of the Constitution gives Congress the responsibility to declare war. Yet we’ve given
Presidents of both parties a virtual blank cheque to send our brave service-members into harm’s
way while we’ve stood on the sidelines,” House Foreign Affairs Committee Chairman Eliot Engel
said on the House floor.

“With the measure we’re considering today, we take some of that power back.”

Republicans, who controlled the House last year, prevented a similar Bill from passing a House
vote although the Republican-controlled Senate passed a similar Bill in December. Nancy
Pelosi, who was then Speaker Presumptive, had promised to bring it to vote after she took the
gavel.

The House resolution passed with two amendments — one condemning anti-Semitism and the
second, allowing intelligence sharing in the Yemen conflict when “appropriate in the national
security interest of the United States”.

Anti-Semitism

The anti-Semitism amendment, which was put forth by House Republicans in an unusual
procedural tactic called a “motion to recommit”, is seen as a reaction to Representative Ilhan
Omar’s controversial comments last week on U.S. foreign policy towards Israel.

If the Senate passes a similar Yemen Bill, it could lead to the President to veto it. The Trump
administration had, earlier this week, called into question the premise of invoking the War
Powers Act, saying U.S. forces are not directly involved in the Yemen conflict and that invoking it
would harm bilateral relationships.
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INDIA SIGNS DEFENCE PACTS WITH GERMANY AND
SWEDEN

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

India concluded defence cooperation and security protection agreements with Germany and
Sweden during the ongoing visit of Defence Minister Nirmala Sitharaman there.

“The agreement that Nirmala Sitharaman and I signed today is an important step in
implementing the action plan on deeper cooperation with India,” Peter Hultqvist, Swedish
Minister for Defence said after signing the security protection agreement between the two
countries.

Classified information

The agreement will enable both the countries to share classified information with each other, a
Swedish Embassy release said.

India and Sweden have had a memorandum of understanding on cooperation in the area of
defence since 2009.

Germany visit

Earlier in Germany on February 12 to 13, Ms. Sitharaman met her counterpart Dr. Ursula von
der Leyen and signed an implementing arrangement on enhanced defence and defence industry
cooperation to strengthen military to military engagement as well as defence industry and
research and development linkages.

Both Germany and Sweden are important suppliers of defence equipment to India and their
companies are currently in the race for multi-billion tenders to supply submarines and fighter
aircraft.
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‘PAK. SPONSORED TERRORISM’ FINDS AN ECHO AT
MUNICH

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

Pankaj Saran  

India raised the issue of the Pulwama terror attack during bilateral meetings with several
countries, including the U.S., Germany and Russia, at the three-day Munich Security
Conference that concluded on Sunday, officials said.

The 55th Munich Security Conference, which brings together global leaders and security experts
from across the world, was attended by India’s Deputy National Security Adviser Pankaj Saran.

On the sidelines of the conference, Mr. Saran held bilateral meetings with representatives of
several countries who unequivocally condemned the attack and extended their condolences to
the bereaved families. The meetings, according to the officials, were held with the
representatives of the U.S., Germany, Russia, NATO (North Atlantic Treaty Organisation),
Afghanistan, Uzbekistan, Bangladesh, Mongolia, Armenia and Oman. There was widespread
support for India’s concerns over Pakistan-sponsored terrorism on Indian soil, they said.
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THE CHALLENGE IN THE PULWAMA ATTACK
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

In recent months, those with experience in monitoring Jammu and Kashmir and Pakistan had
been getting distinctly uncomfortable. There were signals emanating from Pakistan pointing to a
new turn. Pakistan Prime Minister Imran Khan was trying to make overtures to India and
conveying that his government would be one with a difference, a ‘Naya-Pakistan’ as he called it.
Pakistan Army Chief Qamar Javed Bajwa had earlier attempted to confound observers through
a long interaction with the media, which came to be touted as the Bajwa Doctrine, and was
‘supposed’ to be a hand of friendship. The offer to open the Kartarpur Corridor and the fast-track
progress to the conduct of ceremonies to launch the construction of the project were
uncharacteristic. His presence at the ceremony on the Pakistani side appeared to reflect total
consensus and support of the Army.

It was somehow the wrong time for Pakistan to be making peace overtures when the Indian
elections were approaching. Pakistan could not have expected any big and strategic decisions,
and sure enough India’s response to everything was lukewarm. The circumstances did not
permit any traction unless a firm commitment was given about the withdrawal of all support from
across the border to terrorists.

Violence against Kashmiris: Whose purpose do the mobs serve, asks Omar Abdullah

Whenever Pakistan starts to speak the language of peace, it raises hackles in India because it
seems evident that something unusual is in the offing and overtures are primarily there to bait
India. It has been proved again at Pulwama, with the most dastardly act perpetrated since
the beginning of the 30-year-long proxy war in Jammu & Kashmir.

Two issues are of relevance here. The first is that the return of the car bomb and the improvised
explosive device (IED) to the Kashmir theatre was predicted for the last one year. The trend had
died out after the last effective IED attack, on an Army bus in July 2008, and the last car bomb
attack, again on an Army bus on the very same road, in 2004. IEDs had been rampant earlier
but car bombs were few and far between. It was the progressive improvement in the fabrication
of IEDs and car bombs in the wars in Syria, Iraq and Afghanistan and the internal security
environment of Pakistan that probably gave an impetus to perceptions about their potential
usage once again in Kashmir.

Terrible Thursday: on Pulwama terror attack

The Pakistani experience had also much to do with religiously radicalised young men strapped
with explosives detonating themselves at gatherings of people — the suicide bomber as against
the suicide fighter. Suicide bombing was neither experienced in earlier years nor has it
manifested itself yet in Kashmir. Its threat potential, of course, remains live and its entry could
further change the nature of the proxy war.

Pakistan’s deep state has been aware that the Indian security forces have achieved much in the
last two years in terms of neutralisation of terrorists, although almost the same number have
been added through fresh recruitment or infiltration. In order to reduce the domination and
effectiveness achieved by the security forces and to limit their freedom of movement, the
reintroduction of these devices could achieve much. That is because the unpredictability factor
of IEDs and car bombs is so high that it forces a larger than normal deployment of security
forces.
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The second relevant issue, or observation, is that Pakistan’s self-confidence has been
increasing. This has been despite the Financial Action Task Force (FATF) surveillance, its
reduced foreign exchange reserves and a failing economy. The backing from China and, most
importantly, Pakistan’s enhanced geostrategic and geopolitical significance in the light of the
U.S. decision to pull out in full from Afghanistan have also contributed to it. The moment that
decision on Afghanistan was taken, Pakistan once again acquired leverage with the big powers
and all stakeholders for peace in Afghanistan. The realisation that it held the key to the return of
the Taliban, the upholding of all its agreements with the foreign forces and future stability, gave
Pakistan a strategic boost. The U.S. started courting it in a reversal of President Donald Trump’s
policy which had questioned the utility of such nations which had taken excess U.S. funding as
aid and never delivered strategic advantage to it.

Concern in Valley over ''threats'' to Kashmiri students, traders outside State

It is the first sign of Pakistan’s increasing confidence that can be seen in the Pulwama attack
executed by the Jaish-e-Mohammed (JeM), an organisation virtually sponsored and owned by
Pakistan’s intelligence agencies. Initial investigation suggests careful planning, infiltration of an
‘IED doctor’ (a technical person capable of fabricating IEDs) and a module fully functional at
work with a network of overground workers. An apparent risk analysis in Pakistan would have
revealed that with the internal health and state of equipment of the Indian armed forces under
intense negative discussion in India, the feasibility of a response would be remote. An energetic
impetus to terror would follow and this would probably have an effect on the electoral prospects
of the current National Democratic Alliance government, besides preparing ground for extended
violence into the future. Time and again Pakistan has been wrong in the assessments it makes.

While the mortal remains of 40 Central Reserve Police Force personnel were transported for last
rites to cities and villages all over India, Prime Minister Narendra Modi publicly promised
retribution for the loss and emphasised that he had given the freedom of choosing the time,
mode and place to the Indian Army. A rare political consensus, short-lived no doubt, has
appeared in New Delhi, and the media is discussing military options. To be realistic, that is how
the modern world functions, on the power of public opinion.

If that be so, what options does the Indian government have? The diplomatic one is already
under execution although the energy of Indian diplomacy to paint Pakistan red must flow longer
and focus on not only important capitals of the world but also significant international think tanks
and media. The Most Favoured Nation status and measures involving control of water under the
Indus Waters Treaty remain soft options, sans much optics. It’s the military domain which is
demanding Mr. Modi’s focus. A risk analysis would already be under way to examine a range of
options or combinations. It could start with covert operations which can be ongoing, to trans-
border raids several notches higher than the surgical strikes and targeting Pakistan Army
resources as against terrorist infrastructure, and surgical air strikes against terrorist bases inside
Pakistan. Ground-based operations restricted to Jammu & Kashmir and harking back to some of
the options of yesteryear could form a part of the overall response. However, it should be
remembered that Pakistan will not permit such actions without its military response, which too
would be robust.

The Indian national leadership would do well not to be guided by the immediacy of electoral
considerations; national security interests transcend this. Whatever are the selected options, the
two things that would make for stronger execution are political consensus and management of
internal social cohesion. India cannot achieve its strategic objectives if Kashmiris remain targets
of physical abuse and harassment, and minorities are vilified on social media. It is a difficult time
for India and the leadership has to work overtime to ensure that the Indian armed forces have a
‘firm base’ to operate from; that is always a military need anyway.
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Syed Ata Hasnain retired as Lt. General from the Indian Army
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STRANGE EMERGENCY: DONALD TRUMP'S PLAN TO
BUILD THE MEXICO BORDER WALL

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

Declaring a state of national emergency is hardly a trivial decision. While the U.S. has done so
in the aftermath of the 9/11 terror attacks and similar exigencies, President Donald Trump has
opted for this measure in the context of what he has described as “an invasion of drugs and
criminals” from across the border with Mexico. The move has further polarised Washington and
put the strident immigration debate front and centre again. The context for the emergency is the
longest federal government shutdown in U.S. history, for 35 days, that resulted in the shuttering
of nine government agencies and the furlough of 800,000 government workers. The primary
cause was Mr. Trump’s refusal to sign off on Congressional appropriations bills unless
lawmakers agreed to hand over $5.7 billion to fund his plan to construct a border wall with
Mexico. As the cost to the U.S. economy of the shutdown soared close to $11 billion by late-
January, Mr. Trump backed down on his demand, yet warned that unless Congress yielded on
the border wall funding, “I will use the powers afforded to me under the laws and the Constitution
of the U.S. to address this emergency.” Now he appears to have made good on that statement,
probably on the basis that during national emergencies U.S. law permits the diversion of funds
from military or disaster relief budgets to tackle the “crisis” at hand.

This begs the question of how real the emergency is and why the White House is devoting its
considerable political capital to this one policy issue. Mr. Trump frequently alludes to the
migration crisis that he believes has engulfed the southern border. It is true that more than 2,000
people were turned away or arrested at the border each day during November 2018, numbers
that U.S. immigration hawks have seized upon to press the argument for a wall. Yet this figure
has decreased considerably over the past decade, and border crossings by undocumented
migrants are at an all-time low, down from 1.3 million in 2001 to about 40,000 in 2018. If this is
then a purely political move that panders to Mr. Trump’s conservative voter base, it may stand
on wobbly legal foundations. Already, the first few lawsuits challenging the emergency
declaration are working their way through the courts. Further, Democrats, who now control the
House of Representatives, may under their constitutional powers vote to terminate the
emergency. This would put the Republican-controlled Senate on the back foot by requiring it to
clarify its position on the status quo, by either supporting or defeating such a resolution. While
Mr. Trump’s supporters are doubtless celebrating their Commander-in-Chief’s chutzpah for this
move, the truth is that it will only take the U.S. further away from the ideal of peaceful
coexistence within a pluralistic democracy.

 

The Meghalaya government must urgently ensure that all illegal mines are shut down
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INDIA’S SOLIDARITY WITH PRINCE SALMAN’S
REFORM AGENDA BACK HOME IS IMPORTANT

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.

Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman’s visit to India this week — as part of a larger tour
of Asia including Pakistan and China — should mark the consolidation of two important trends
and help initiate a significant third. The first relates to the trilateral dynamic with Pakistan and the
second to the deepening of the bilateral relationship between Delhi and Riyadh.

The third is about extending support to Prince Salman’s agenda for “reversing 1979”, when
tumultuous regional developments and the Saudi response to them began to alter the equation
between religion and politics in the region, destabilise India’s neighbourhood and change South
Asia’s inter-state relations for the worse.

But first to Pakistan. Partition injected a particular complexity to India’s engagement with the
Arabian Peninsula. The Subcontinent’s historic relationship with the Gulf is deep and
civilisational. In the colonial era, the British Raj in undivided India became both the provider of
security and the facilitator of the region’s economic globalisation.

After Partition and Independence, Pakistan sought to mobilise political support from the Middle
East in the name of shared religious identity. After Britain granted independence to the smaller
Gulf kingdoms and withdrew most of its military forces from the east of Suez at the turn of the
1970s, Pakistan stepped in to pick up some of security slack in the region. (The US, of course,
was the main force that filled the vacuum left by Britain.)

Although India was a preferred security partner for some Gulf countries, non-aligned India had
little interest in continuing the strategic legacy of the Raj. At the political level, India’s emphasis
was on solidarity with Arab nationalism and against neo-colonialism and Western imperialism.
Given its preference for “secular republics” in the Middle East, an element of defensiveness
inevitably crept up in India’s relations with the religiously conservative monarchies, especially
Saudi Arabia.

Riyadh became the moving force behind the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation that was set
up in 1969 to unite the region’s conservative regimes as a counter to Soviet-leaning Arab
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nationalists. The forum’s hostile rhetoric on the Kashmir question (at the instigation of Pakistan)
congealed the perception in Delhi that Saudi Arabia and the conservative monarchies were “pro-
Pakistan”. In reality, though, the Kashmir issue was never much of a priority for the Saudis.

Thanks to Delhi’s diplomatic tradition that privileges the “literal” over the “practical”, Delhi did
little to develop an interest-based relationship with Riyadh. Yet, there were real problems that
limited India’s possibilities in Saudi Arabia. These included growing divergence over regional
issues such as Afghanistan, India’s embrace of the Soviet Union, the deep dependence of the
Gulf kingdoms on the West, and Saudi support for radical Islam beyond its borders since the late
1970s.

The end of the Cold War, India’s economic reforms, and the growing economic interdependence
— thanks to India’s ever growing oil imports and manpower exports — generated greater
interest in the Gulf monarchies, including Saudi Arabia, for limiting the political differences with
India and expanding bilateral economic partnerships.

As the gap in national economic capabilities between India and Pakistan began to widen since
the 1990s in favour of Delhi, Saudi Arabia was happy to de-hyphenate its engagement in South
Asia. That, in turn, allowed Delhi to stop viewing the Saudi kingdom through the political lens of
Pakistan.

The concrete and public expression of the Saudi desire to de-hyphenate came during the visit of
King Abdullah to India in 2006 — the first by a Saudi monarch in five decades. Prince Salman’s
visit now is an opportunity for Delhi to construct a solid and comprehensive partnership on the
foundation laid over the last decade.

On his part, Prime Minister Narendra Modi has brought a refreshing non-ideological approach to
India’s engagement with the Middle East in general and the Gulf kingdoms in particular. On top
of it, his personal rapport with the region’s leaders like Prince Salman and Sheikh Mohammed
bin Zayed (MbZ), the effective ruler of the United Arab Emirates, has set a very dynamic tone to
India’s relations to the Arab Gulf.

Beyond the traditional focus on strengthening cooperation in the hydrocarbon sector, there are
many new possibilities from Prince Salman’s ambitious agenda for modernising the economy of
the Saudi kingdom. Equally important has been the expansion of the bilateral agenda for
cooperation to counter terrorism.

Saudi Arabia is also interested in bilateral defence cooperation and eager to develop bilateral
strategic coordination on regional affairs. The possibilities seem to be limited only by the Indian
bureaucracy’s capacity to deliver on the agreements signed at the political level.

That brings us to the third dimension of Prince Salman’s visit — about “reversing 1979”. Prince
Salman has often proclaimed his commitment to reverse the hugely negative consequences of
1979. Four developments in 1979 — the seizure of Mecca’s Grand Mosque by militant Saudi
Salafis, the overthrow of the Shah of Iran by Ayatollah Khomeini, the Shia revolt in eastern
Saudi Arabia and the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan — shook the Saudi rulers to the core.

Faced with new internal and external threats, the House of Saud began to promote a more
conservative Islam at home and support Sunni extremism abroad. This included support to the
jihad in Afghanistan and the American and Pakistani war against the Soviet-backed regime in
Kabul. Gen Zia-ul- Haq took advantage of the new regional dynamic push Pakistan towards
Islamic conservatism.
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In an interview to the Guardian in 2017, Prince Salman said Saudi Arabia had not been a
“normal country” after 1979. He added that the policies that it pursued after 1979 are now a drag
on a productive Saudi future. Prince Salman vowed to overcome the deviations of 1979 and
return Saudi Arabia to “moderate Islam”. “We are simply reverting to what we followed — a
moderate Islam open to the world and all religions,” he said.

Many observers, especially in the West, are sceptical of the potential for real change in Saudi
Arabia. Delhi, in contrast, has every reason to strongly support Prince Salman. After all, India
continues to suffer the consequences of 1979.

Far more important than the number of MoUs that India will sign with Saudi Arabia this week is
Delhi’s visible and unstinted solidarity with Prince Salman’s reform agenda at home and his
effort to promote religious and political moderation in the region.

This article first appeared in the February 18, 2019, print edition under the title ’Backing a new
West Asia’. The writer is Director, Institute of South Asian Studies, National University of
Singapore and contributing editor on international affairs for The Indian Express.

Download the Indian Express apps for iPhone, iPad or Android

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd. All Rights Reserved
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AFTER PULWAMA
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd.
All Rights Reserved

After the Pulwama attack in Jammu and Kashmir, Delhi once again confronts a problem that has
persisted ever since Pakistan acquired nuclear weapons in the late 1980s. Put simply, it is about
Delhi’s inability to deter the Pakistan army from using proxies like the Jaish-e-Mohammad and
Lashkar-e-Taiba to wage a war against India. For the Pakistan Army, nuclear weapons have
provided the impunity to pursue a sub-conventional war against India. Over the last two
decades, successive governments in Delhi have tried different things to enhance deterrence
against Pakistan-sponsored attacks. They included political measures — comprehensive
dialogue on all issues including Kashmir, economic cooperation and people-to-people contact.
Efforts at peaceful persuasion were thwarted, as Pakistan pulled back repeatedly from
significant political agreements. Among the coercive steps that India sought to pursue are the
mobilisation of international diplomatic pressure against Pakistan, massing of troops on the land
border and naval ships in the Arabian Sea, and the so-called surgical military strikes across the
Line of Control in Kashmir. None of these worked because of the political constraint imposed by
nuclear weapons.

The danger of escalation to the nuclear level and the fear of international intervention in the
Kashmir dispute with Pakistan have had a self-deterrent effect on Delhi. If Pakistan revelled in
this dynamic, India has struggled to overcome the nuclear constraint. Any current effort to break
out of this nuclear box would demand the political will to explore its brink. It would also demand
a careful calibration of strategies. There is little point in speculating on the nature and type of
Indian military response. For now, though, there is much diplomatic work to be done.

The withdrawal of the MFN status is unlikely to make much of an impact on a Pakistan that has
never been interested in trading with India. Such steps, including the snapping of diplomatic
relations, signal India’s displeasure with Pakistan but achieve little. India should focus, instead,
on targeting Pakistan’s greatest current vulnerability — a troubled financial condition. Even as
Islamabad desperately seeks international support to shore up its economy, the global Financial
Action Task Force is considering the case for putting Pakistan on a black list that will trigger
major sanctions. In nudging the FATF, at its meeting this week, towards this goal and in the
broader effort to mount international political pressure on Pakistan, Delhi faces two problems —
one external and the other internal. On the external front, China has emerged not only as
Pakistan’s most important economic partner but also its international political shield. Delhi can
no longer remain silent and must signal its willingness to limit bilateral political and commercial
ties with China, if Beijing continues to protect Pakistan on terror-related issues. But no external
strategy can succeed if Delhi lets the internal cracks widen. For nothing will suit Pakistan more
than a surge of communal violence in this country.

Download the Indian Express apps for iPhone, iPad or Android

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd. All Rights Reserved
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ARGENTINA PRESIDENT’S 3-DAY VISIT FROM TODAY
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - South America

Mauricio Macri  

Argentina’s President Mauricio Macri will arrive in India on Sunday for a three-day visit, during
which he will hold talks with Prime Minister Narendra Modi to enhance cooperation in key
sectors such as the economy, nuclear technology and space. A high-level delegation comprising
the Speaker of the Chamber of Deputies Emilio Monzo, Minister of Foreign Affairs Jorge Faurie,
and senior officials will be accompanying Mr. Macri, according to the Ministry of External Affairs
(MEA).

Argentina’s first lady Juliana Awada will also be accompanying Mr. Macri.

The President will arrive in Agra on February 17. A day later, he will hold delegation-level talks
with Mr. Modi and have other official engagements. He will travel to Mumbai on February 19.
The state visit of Mr. Macri is taking place on the 70th year of formal diplomatic relations
between the two countries.

Mr. Macri’s visit follows Mr. Modi travelling to Argentina in late 2018 for the G20 summit, during
which they had a “very productive” bilateral meeting. Mr. Macri will also meet President Ram
Nath Kovind.

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 : 2019-02-20

16 U.S. STATES SUE TRUMP OVER BORDER WALL
EMERGENCY

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

A protest against President Donald Trump in New York City on Monday.AFPJOHANNES
EISELE  

Sixteen U.S. states sued President Donald Trump’s administration on Monday over his decision
to declare a national emergency to fund a wall on the southern border with Mexico, saying the
move violated the Constitution.

Mr. Trump announced the emergency on Friday in order to bypass Congress, which approved
only a quarter of the $5.6 billion he wanted for the wall in a spending Bill.

But the lawsuit, filed in a federal court in California, said the President’s order was contrary to
the Constitution’s presentment and appropriations clauses, which outline legislative procedures
and define Congress as the final arbiter of public funds, respectively.

The move had already been announced by Xavier Becerra, the Attorney-General of California,
who said on Sunday his State and others had legal standing because they risked losing moneys
intended for military projects, disaster assistance and other purposes. Critics have warned that
Mr. Trump has opened the door for future Presidents to call on the act whenever they fail to get
their way with Congress. Should the States prevail, the case could work its way up to the
Supreme Court, setting up a precedent-setting showdown on the separation of powers.

Seeking an injunction

California, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Hawaii, Illinois, Maine, Maryland, Michigan,
Minnesota, Nevada, New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, Oregon and Virginia are party to the
complaint seeking an injunction.

The States “bring this action to protect their residents, natural resources, and economic interests
from President Donald J. Trump’s flagrant disregard of fundamental separation of powers
principles engrained in the United States Constitution,” the complaint said.

It added that Mr. Trump had veered the country toward a “constitutional crisis of his own
making.” “Congress has repeatedly rebuffed the President’s insistence to fund a border wall,
recently resulting in a record 35-day partial government shutdown over the border wall dispute,”
it said.

“After the government reopened, Congress approved, and the President signed into law, a
$1.375 billion appropriation for fencing along the southern border, but Congress made clear that
funding could not be used to build President Trump’s proposed border wall.”

The complaint also questioned Mr. Trump’s categorisation of illegal border crossings as a
national emergency, saying data issued by the administration refuted it. “Customs and Border
Protection data show that unlawful entries are near 45-year lows,” it said.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-20

THE SAUDI-INDIA-PAKISTAN TRIANGLE
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Middle East

There seems to be much exultation in New Delhi that the visit by Saudi Crown Prince
Mohammed bin Salman, or MBS, will lead to further strengthening of Saudi Arabia-Indian ties,
a process that had begun with Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s visit to Riyadh in 2016. Some of
this jubilation is based on rational calculations regarding Saudi interest in expanding trade and
investment in India and collaboration in the energy sector. Saudi Aramco is interested in
partnering with the Abu Dhabi National Oil Company in developing an integrated refinery and
petrochemicals complex at Ratnagiri in Maharashtra, a $44 billion joint venture with Indian public
sector involvement. Saudi Arabia is already one of the three largest suppliers of oil to India.

However, much of the euphoria is based on wishful thinking and vague statements such as
Riyadh’s declaration that India is one of eight countries with which it wants to intensify its
strategic partnership in various fields. The Indian self-delusion is demonstrated, above all, by the
speculation in policy-making circles in New Delhi that the Saudi stance on Kashmir has now
changed and its tilt toward Pakistan corrected.

Who is Mohammed bin Salman, the crown prince of Saudi Arabia?

The latter assumption is nothing more than a pipe dream. The Saudi Foreign Minister’s
statement in Islamabad during MBS’s visit that Riyadh is committed to “de-escalating” tensions
between India and Pakistan over Kashmir must not be read as an endorsement of the Indian
stand but as an attempt to intervene in the dispute rather than accept its bilateral nature.

New Delhi should, therefore, not be overly optimistic that growing Saudi-Indian relations in the
economic sphere will succeed in prying Riyadh away from Islamabad. There are various
reasons that lead to this conclusion. First, Pakistan is far too important to Saudi Arabia for
internal security reasons for Riyadh to sacrifice its stake in Islamabad in order to appease New
Delhi. The Pakistan Army has more than once acted as the Saudi rulers’ praetorian guard and
given the uncertain hold of MBS on his country, despite impressions to the contrary, he may
need the services of Pakistani mercenaries in the near future.

Breaking protocol, Modi receives Salman at airport

Second, Afghanistan has been a point of strategic convergence for Pakistan and Saudi Arabia
going back to the 1980s when the Saudis used Pakistan as a conduit for material assistance to
the Islamist forces fighting the Soviet Union and its proxy government in Kabul. With U.S.
withdrawal from Afghanistan and the consequent expansion of Taliban influence very much on
the cards, Pakistan’s strategic value as the Taliban’s patron has grown exponentially. Saudi
Arabia is interested in curbing Iranian influence in Afghanistan and needs Pakistan to contain
Tehran’s ability to influence events in that country after the American withdrawal through its Tajik
and Hazara allies.

Iran is Saudi Arabia’s chief adversary in West Asia. The Saudi-Iranian rivalry is being played out
across the region, from Syria to Yemen. Riyadh perceives Pakistan as a major asset it can use
to check the spread of Iranian influence despite the Nawaz Sharif government’s refusal to
commit Pakistani troops in the Yemen war on behalf of the Saudi-led alliance. It sees Pakistan
Prime Minister Imran Khan and Pakistan Army chief General Qamar Javed Bajwa as more
amenable to Saudi persuasion. Pakistan on its part perceives MBS as a valuable interlocutor on
its behalf with the U.S. because of his excellent rapport with U.S. President Donald Trump.
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Islamabad deems this essential in light of the recent strains in U.S.-Pakistani relations over
Pakistan’s support to terrorist groups targeting U.S. forces in Afghanistan that led to stern
rebukes from Mr. Trump and suspension of American military aid to Pakistan.

Moreover, Pakistan’s relations with Iran, never easy, have hit a new low following the recent
terrorist attack in the Sistan-Baluchistan Province that killed 27 Revolutionary Guards. Supreme
Leader Ayatollah Khamenei pointed the finger at “the spying agencies of some regional and
trans-regional countries”, an obvious reference to Pakistan and the U.S. The commander of the
IRGC said, “The government of Pakistan must pay the price of harbouring these terrorist groups
and this price will undoubtedly be very high.”

As Pakistan’s relations with Iran deteriorate, it is likely to move further into the Saudi orbit.
Increasing Sunni fundamentalism, bordering on Wahhabism, in Pakistan also makes it a natural
ideological ally of Saudi Arabia and an ideological foe of Shia Iran.

Saudi economic largesse matters greatly to Pakistan, which is in dire economic straits and has
been forced to turn to the International Monetary Fund (IMF) for loans that are bound to come
with strict conditionalities. Over and above the $6 billion already promised by Saudi Arabia, MBS
has promised a further $20 billion in Saudi investment in Pakistan. A large part is earmarked for
investment in the construction of an oil refinery in Gwadar on the Makran coast, which is being
developed as a strategic port by China and features prominently in the China-Pakistan
Economic Corridor (CPEC) plan.

In the context of this strategic and economic nexus between Saudi Arabia and Pakistan, it will be
unwise for New Delhi to seriously believe that it will be able to wean Saudi Arabia away from
Pakistan. India should take advantage of any benefit that accrues from India’s economic
relations with Saudi Arabia but should not pin much hope on Riyadh in the political-strategic
sphere.

Mohammed Ayoob is University Distinguished Professor Emeritus of International Relations,
Michigan State University and Non-Resident Senior Fellow, Center for Global Policy,
Washington DC

Pakistan’s identity crisis, going back to the debates since its creation, remains unresolved
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-20

CABINET APPROVES MOU BETWEEN KOREA AND
INDIA

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

Cabinet

Cabinet approves MoU between Korea and India

Posted On: 19 FEB 2019 8:54PM by PIB Delhi

The Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between the Korean National Police Agency,
Republic of Korea and the Ministry of Home Affairs,India on combating transnational
crime and developing police cooperation is proposed to be signed.

The proposed MOU aims to improve the effectiveness of both countries in the prevention
and suppression of crimes including crime relating to terrorism and transnational
organized crime and to establish a framework for enhancing cooperation between the
officials of intelligence and law-enforcement agencies of the two countries.

*****
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Source : www.hindustantimes.com Date : 2019-02-20

INDIA HAS A LOT TO GAIN FROM PARTNERING WITH
SAUDI ARABIA

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

Saudi Arabia’s crown prince Mohammed bin Salman (MBS) is due to visit India on Tuesday. The
visit comes at a time of crisis in the Indian subcontinent following the terrorist attack in Pulwama.
MBS’ trip to New Delhi will be preceded by his visit to Pakistan, where he pledged $20 billion
worth of investments. This is an interesting balancing act for both India and Saudi Arabia.
Riyadh has already condemned the Pulwama attack and is quite aware of the fact that India is a
much bigger commercial and strategic prize. India imports 20% of its crude requirements from
Saudi Arabia. The overall bilateral trade exceeds $25 billion.

That the two countries are moving beyond the traditional buyer-seller relationship is best
exemplified by the joint venture for the $44 billion worth Ratnagiri refinery and petrochemical
project. The refinery counts both Saudi Arabia’s Aramco and the United Arab Emirates’ Abu
Dhabi National Oil Company as stakeholders. Saudi Arabia hosts more than three million
Indians who remit roughly $10 billion annually. Good relations with Riyadh and other West Asian
capitals are essential for the welfare of the expatriate Indian community and their emergency
evacuation should there be such a need. West Asia is also an important partner in the domains
of counterterrorism and maritime security in the western Indian Ocean.

The Narendra Modi government has done well to elevate the ties with West Asian countries.
Both the UAE and Saudi Arabia have committed large investments. India has simultaneously
made forward movement with their rivals in the region: Iran, Qatar and Israel. However, ties can
suffer if we expect too much from them. Both Saudi Arabia and the UAE will not go too far with
India against Pakistan. It is not just religion alone. Elite families in both the countries share
familial and other social connections in Pakistan. There have been reports that MBS is
interested in Saudi Arabia getting its own nuclear deterrent. If that is the case, then Pakistan is
the most logical source for technical expertise. On the Afghanistan negotiations, Qatar has taken
the lead for now. But it is unlikely that the Saudis will make an intervention against the Taliban.
The India-Saudi Arabia relationship is important for a variety of reasons but New Delhi should be
careful not to make convergence on Pakistan and Afghanistan a litmus test for making further
progress.

First Published: Feb 19, 2019 07:54 IST
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-21

REVOKING PAKISTAN'S MFN STATUS: MORE
SYMBOLIC THAN PUNITIVE

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

India’s decision to withdraw the Most Favoured Nation (MFN) status to Pakistan means
that India will not treat Pakistan on an equal footing in trade as is expected of fellow members of
the World Trade Organisation. The move comes after the attack on a Central Reserve Police
Force convoy in Pulwama, Jammu and Kashmir.

It does not strictly fall under the ‘beggar-thy-policy’, often used in international trade through
which one country tries to resolve its economic problems by means that worsen the economic
problems of its neighbours or trade partners. The moot point therefore is the sensitivity of the
impact of the MFN status on Pakistan in terms of its trade with India. It can only be a pressure
tactic and do little unless stringent actions are taken to stop informal trade that has been going
on between the two countries for long.

Besides China, India and Pakistan are the two largest economies in the South Asian region.
Being dominant constituents of the South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation, both
countries have immense potential for intra-regional trade. Trade now takes place using three
channels: the official route; the illegal (informal) route, through smuggling along porous India-
Pakistan land borders and also Afghanistan, which may not be accounted for in the national
income; and lastly, through mainly Dubai and Singapore, which have free ports and
accommodate legal agents of traders from India and Pakistan.

Informal trade generally takes place due to restrictions on import of specific items on grounds of
health and religious beliefs; ‘high tariff barriers or transportation costs, making it cost effective to
smuggle goods in the country; imposition of non-tariff measures (NTMs)’; weaknesses in the
‘rules of origin’ resulting in ‘trade routed through a third country; leakages in transit trade; and
distortions in domestic policies such as the absence of or relatively low indirect taxes, creating
an incentive to transport items illegally to neighbouring countries. Traders carry out informal
trade between Pakistan and India through the exchange of goods at the border as well as
through the personal baggage scheme’ through “green channel” facilities at international airports
or railway stations. ‘Informal trade has also taken place through Afghanistan where goods are
exported officially from India and later smuggled into Pakistan. Indian-made goods smuggled
into Pakistan include cosmetics, liquor, stainless steel utensils, ayurvedic medicines,
videotapes/CDs, confectionery/cashew nuts, tea, coffee, live animals and spices’.

From 2011-12 to 2017-18, India’s formal trade with Pakistan increased from $1.94 billion to
$2.41 billion. Of this, the share of exports stands at almost 80% and has been fairly stable over
the years (Ministry of Commerce and Industry, India). In 2012-13, informal trade between India
and Pakistan — estimated in a study (ICRIER, N. Taneja and S. Bimal, 2016) — was $4.71
billion, which was double when compared to formal trade. India’s informal export share to
Pakistan was again much higher at $4 billion while its import share was low at $0.71 billion.

After the Pulwama attack, the follow-up measure to raise tariff duty on imports to 200% can
again be trivial. So would be the NTMs, if increased, as India’s imports from Pakistan are
reasonably low at $0.488 billion. Besides, imports from Pakistan grew at a lower rate (1.04%)
compared to exports (1.32%) per annum from 2011-12 to 2017-18. Major exports from India that
would hard hit would be cotton (not carded or combed) valued at $0.273 billion, p-Xylene
($0.082 billion), polypropylene ($0.063 billion) and single yarn ($0.088 billion). Pakistan’s loss
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from major exports to India would be much less — from dates ($0.113 billion), portland cement
($0.078 billion), other petroleum oil ($0.055 billion) and light oils and preparations ($0.028
billion).

Thus Pakistan is an important export destination for India but not vice-a-versa. This is despite
the fact that Pakistan imposes a large number of NTMs (143) on Indian exports, the major ones
being export related measures (25.2%); technical barriers to trade (24.5%); and sanitary and
phytosanitary measures (22.4%). These are ‘concentrated on agriculture, plants, and food-
related products and operate as bans that shut competitors out of its market. Pakistan’s NTMs
are blunt instruments; it is difficult to use them to provide targeted protection to the strategic
industries. In contrast, India’s NTMs are soft barriers which operate as delays or bureaucratic
hurdles rather than bans. Pakistan’s NTMs focus on general categories of goods whereas
India’s NTMs are on particular industries and trading partners. The widely used NTMs India uses
include defence procurement procedure, preference to domestically manufactured electronic
goods in government procurement’ and a ban on goods largely manufactured within the country.

The sense is that Pakistan may not face an exacerbating situation with India withdrawing the
MFN status and raising the import duty. Informal trade may proliferate, which might not be in
India’s interest and an appropriate strategy is required to bring it to a halt. Also, under the South
Asia Free Trade Area Agreement (SAFTA) 2004, Pakistan’s share in external trade is less than
10%, while India’s share is more than 70%. Such steps may propel Pakistan to look for new
markets beyond SAFTA, corroborated by the recent meeting held with Saudi Arabia and growing
prospects of trade through a third country, mainly via Dubai.

Seema Bathla and Abhishek Jha are Professor and Research Scholar, respectively, at the
Centre for the Study of Regional Development, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-21

LIST OF MOUS/AGREEMENTS SIGNED DURING STATE
VISIT OF CROWN PRINCE OF SAUDI ARABIA TO INDIA

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

Prime Minister's Office

List of MoUs/Agreements signed during State Visit of
Crown Prince of Saudi Arabia to India

Posted On: 20 FEB 2019 3:52PM by PIB Delhi

 

S.
No.

Name of Agreement/ MoUs
Exchanged on
Indian side by

Exchanged on Saudi
Arabia side by

1.

Memorandum of Understanding on investing in
the National Investment and Infrastructure Fund
between the Government of the Republic of India
and the Government of the Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia

Smt. Sushma
Swaraj,
Minister of External
Affairs

H.E. Khalid Al Falih,
Minister of Energy,
Industry and Mineral
Resources

2.

Memorandum of Understanding on Cooperation in
the field of Tourism between the Ministry of
Tourism of the Republic of India and the Saudi
Commission for Tourism and National Heritage of
the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia

Shri T S Tirumurti,
Secretary(ER)

H.E. Mr. Adel Al-
Jubeir,
MOS for Foreign
Affairs

3.

Memorandum of Understanding between the
Government of the Republic of India and the
Government of Saudi Arabia for Cooperation in
the Field of Housing

Shri Ahmad Javed,
Ambassador of
India to Saudi
Arabia

H.E. Dr. Majid bin
Abdullah Al Qasabi,
Minister of
Commerce &
Investment

4.

Framework Cooperation Program between Invest
India of the Republic of India and Saudi Arabian
General Investment Authority of the Kingdom of
Saudi Arabia on Enhancing Bilateral Investment
Relations

Shri Ahmad Javed,
Ambassador of
India to Saudi
Arabia

H.E. Dr. Majid bin
Abdullah Al-Qasabi,
Minister of
Commerce &
Investment

5.

MoU for Cooperation on Broadcasting between
Prasar Bharati, New Delhi, India and Saudi
Broadcasting Corporation (SBC), Saudi Arabia for
Exchange of Audio Visual Programme.

Shri Ahmad Javed,
Ambassador of
India to Saudi
Arabia

H.E. Dr. Turki
Abdullah Al-
Shabanah,
Minister of Media

Note: In addition to the above, the Saudi side has signed the Framework Agreement on
the International Solar Alliance (ISA)
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-21

CABINET APPROVES AGREEMENT ON PROPOSED
PARTICIPATION OF INDIA IN PISA

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: OECD

Cabinet

Cabinet approves Agreement on Proposed Participation of
India in PISA

Posted On: 19 FEB 2019 9:02PM by PIB Delhi

The Union Cabinet, chaired by the Prime Minister Narendra Modi has given ex-post facto
approval to the Agreement between India and the Organization for Economic Cooperation and
Development (OECD) for participating in the Programme for International Students Assessment
(PISA), which will be conducted by the OECD in 2021. The Agreement was signed on
28th January 2019.

Benefits:

Learnings from participation in PISA will help to introduce competency-based examination
reforms in the school system and help move away from rote learning.The Central Board of
Secondary Education (CBSE) and the National Council for Educational Research and Training
(NCERT) will be part of the process and activities leading to the actual test.

Salient features:

PISA is a competency-based assessment which unlike content-based assessment, measures
the extent to which students have acquired key competencies that are essential for full
participation in modern societies. It would lead to recognition and acceptability of Indian students
and prepare them for the global economy in the 21st century. The CBSE and the NCERT will be
part of the process and activities leading to the actual test. Schools run by the Kendriya
Vidyalaya Sangathan (KVS), Navodaya Vidyalaya Samiti (NVS) and schools in the Union
Territory of Chandigarh will participate. More than 80 countries, including 44 middle-income
countries including Brazil, China, Thailand, Indonesia, Malaysia and Vietnam have participated
in PISA

AKT/SH

(Release ID: 1565305) Visitor Counter : 543
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-21

PUTIN THREATENS WEST WITH NEW MISSILES
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: International Treaties & Agreements, and other important

organizations

Standing firm:Russian President Vladimir Putin delivering his annual state of the nation address
in Moscow.AFPALEXANDER NEMENOV  

Russian President Vladimir Putin threatened to deploy new missiles against Western capitals as
he delivered a state of the nation address on Wednesday aimed at boosting falling approval
ratings.

But while he took a combative tone with the West, he reached out to Russians with promises of
improved living conditions.

The long-time Russian leader warned Washington against deploying any new missiles in Europe
following the collapse of a key Cold War-era treaty, saying Moscow would consider it a “serious
threat”.

“I’m saying this clearly and openly, Russia will be forced to deploy weapons that can be used...
against the decision-making centres that are behind the missile systems which threaten us,” Mr.
Putin said. The U.S. and Russia raised fears of a new arms race when they announced earlier
this year that they were pulling out of the Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces (INF) treaty, a
1987 deal that limited medium-range missiles.

Washington was the first to announce its withdrawal, accusing Moscow of developing new
weapons that violated the treaty, but Mr. Putin on Wednesday dismissed the U.S. claims as “far-
fetched”.

‘We cannot wait’

The tough talk on missiles seemed aimed at stirring up patriotic support for Mr. Putin, who won
re-election last year with more than 76% of the vote but has been recently struggling with
dropping poll numbers.

A survey by Russia’s independent Levada Centre released in January found his approval rating
at 64% — a figure many Western leaders could only dream of, but Mr. Putin’s lowest in five
years.

Most of Wednesday’s speech focussed on promises to address poor living standards, a key
source of frustration for many Russians nearly 20 years after Mr. Putin came to power.

“We cannot wait, the situation must change for the better now,” Mr. Putin told assembled
lawmakers from Russia’s lower house State Duma and upper house Federation Council. “Within
this year (Russians) should feel changes,” he said.

Mr. Putin lamented that some 19 million Russians were living below the poverty line, saying:
“This is too much... the state should help.” He focussed in particular on help for Russian families,
pointing to a demographic crisis that has seen birth rates fall drastically since the 1991 collapse
of the Soviet Union.

Last year, the government’s statistics agency said the country’s birth rate had fallen by 11% in
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2017 to the lowest level in a decade. “The incomes of Russian families should of course rise,” he
said, promising new child benefits and lower taxes for larger families.

Mr. Putin touched on several other issues of national concern during his 90-minute speech,
including a waste-management crisis that has seen Russians outside Moscow protesting at
plans to send rubbish to provincial landfills.

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 : 2019-02-21

INDIA PITCHES FOR GLOBAL ACTION AGAINST
TERRORISM

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

President Ram Nath Kovind with Saudi Arabia’s Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman at the
Rashtrapati Bhavan .PTI  

The MEA announced that on request from the Indian leader the Crown Prince ordered the
release of 850 prisoners from Saudi jails before his visit came to an end.

The Crown Prince said, “We have also diversified to the petrochemical sector in India. Since
2016, we have achieved many goals with India and we think there is a potential for investing
$100 billion.” Prime Minister Modi praised the Saudi role as a crucial energy supplier to India
and said that both sides are moving towards sustainable energy.

A joint statement issued at the end of the visit, agreed to expedite the work for the $44 billion
West Coast Refinery and Petrochemical Project.

The visit is the first by the Saudi dignitary who is known to have brought in a new vision to the
oil-rich economy.

Mr. Modi described Saudi Arabia as one of India’s most valuable strategic partners.

Responding to India’s position on Pakistan, the Saudi side said that it will support India’s
security needs. “We will share intelligence with India and other countries to prevent terrorism,”
said Mohammed Bin Salman, even though he did not mention cross-border terrorism from
Pakistan during his press conference.

The joint statement urged for early adoption of the UN Comprehensive Convention on
International Terrorism and pitched for “comprehensive sanctioning of terrorists and their
organisations by the UN.”

Both sides also resolved to create a “Comprehensive Security Dialogue” consisting of National
Security Advisers and set up a Joint Working Group on Counter Terrorism. Both sides also
launched a Strategic Partnership Council that will be led by the Prime Minister and the Crown
Prince.

During the visit of Mohammed Bin Salman, Saudi Arabia joined the International Solar Alliance
(ISA).
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-22

UN SECURITY COUNCIL CONDEMNS PULWAMA
ATTACK

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

The United Nations Security Council (UNSC) on Thursday issued a statement, which The Hindu
had early access to, condemning the Pulwama attack and underlining the need to hold those
responsible accountable. Significantly Jaish-e-Mohammed (JeM) has been named on the
statement as having taken responsibility for the attack.

“The members of the Security Council condemned in the strongest terms the heinous and
cowardly suicide bombing in Jammu and Kashmir, which resulted in over 40 Indian paramilitary
forces dead and dozens wounded on February 14, 2019, for which Jaish-e-Mohammed has
claimed responsibility,” the statement said.

Prolonged negotiations

Sources at the UN said the UNSC statement was released after prolonged Security Council
negotiations. China had wanted additional time to think it through as it had some concerns, they
said. France is also working, in parallel, to sanction JeM chief Masood Azhar at the UNSC.

Similar action against Azhar in 2017 was blocked by China (India had moved the 1267
Sanctions Committee to ban Azhar twice before in 2009 and 2016). On Tuesday, UN Secretary
General António Guterres had called on India and Pakistan to defuse tensions and for
“meaningful mutual engagement.”

Condemning terrorism in all its forms as one of the most serious threats to international peace,
the UNSC offered its condolences to those impacted by the attack.

“The members of the Security Council expressed their deepest sympathy and condolences to
the families of the victims, as well as to the Indian people and the government of India, and
wished a speedy and full recovery to those who were injured,” the statement said.

In what appears to be a thinly veiled reference to Pakistan, the Council has asked countries to
cooperate actively with the Government of India.

“The members of the Security Council underlined the need to hold perpetrators, organizers,
financiers and sponsors of these reprehensible acts of terrorism accountable and bring them to
justice, and urged all States, in accordance with their obligations under international law and
relevant Security Council resolutions, to cooperate actively with the Government of India and all
other relevant authorities in this regard,” the statement read.

Terrorism ‘unjustifiable’

It also called terrorism “unjustifiable” regardless of the motivation.

“The members of the Security Council reiterated that any acts of terrorism are criminal and
unjustifiable, regardless of their motivation, wherever, whenever and by whomsoever committed.
They reaffirmed the need for all States to combat by all means, in accordance with the Charter
of the United Nations and other obligations under international law, including international
human rights law, international refugee law and international humanitarian law, threats to
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international peace and security caused by terrorist acts,” it said.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-22

PAKISTAN BANS JUD AND ITS CHARITY WING
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

Pakistan on Thursday banned the Jamat-ud-Dawa, which is led by 2008 Mumbai attack
mastermind Hafiz Saeed, and its charity wing Falah-e-Insaniat Foundation, amid intense global
pressure to rein in the militant groups following the Pulwama terror attack.

A spokesman of the Interior Ministry said that the decision to ban these groups was taken during
a meeting of the National Security Committee (NSC) chaired by Prime Minister Imran Khan.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-22

PICKING SIDES IN WEST ASIA
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India- West Asia

Over the past few years, the course of India’s relations with Israel, Saudi Arabia, and the United
Arab Emirates (UAE) suggests that under Prime Minister Narendra Modi, India finally appears to
be moving away from its traditional “balancing” approach to West Asia. The Modi government
has in practice demonstrated a preference for working with the three regional powers rather than
Iran, a trend likely to be reinforced after the visit of Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman
(MBS) and the proposed trip by Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu to New Delhi.

Since the 1990-91 Gulf War, India has officially adopted a “balancing” approach to West Asia,
which some view as a legacy of non-alignment. Although this approach has allowed India to
eschew involvement in regional disputes and de-hyphenate relations with regional rivals
including Iran, Israel and Saudi Arabia, the policy has also constrained India’s ability to press its
geopolitical interests in the region.

Geopolitically, MBS and Abu Dhabi’s Crown Prince Mohammed bin Zayed (MBZ) have over the
past few years escalated their battle against political Islamist groups, including the Muslim
Brotherhood. Most notably, this materialised in their support for Egyptian President Abdel Fattah
el-Sisi’s takeover of power in Egypt from the Muslim Brotherhood in 2013, and in their dispute
with Qatar, a key regional backer of the group. Naturally, this brings them closer to Israel, which
faces a growing threat from Islamist militant groups, including Hamas, Hezbollah, and Iranian-
backed forces in Syria.

The campaign by Saudi Arabia and the UAE to curtail the influence of political Islamist groups
also draws them closer to India. During his visit to New Delhi, the Saudi Crown Prince hinted at
the attack by vowing to “cooperate in every way, including intelligence sharing”. In recent
months, the UAE has also ramped up its security cooperation with India, extraditing at least
three suspects wanted in relation to the AgustaWestland case.

Meanwhile, India’s defence and security partnership with Israel has already proven useful to its
security and military modernisation drive. In 1998, Israel provided India with valuable intelligence
on Pakistani positions during the Kargil war. More recently, India and Israel have collaborated on
a $777 million project to develop a maritime version of the Barak-8, a surface-to-air missile that
India successfully tested in January. India has also reportedly agreed to purchase 54 HAROP
attack drones for the Indian Air Force and two airborne warning and control systems (AWACS)
worth over $800 million from Israel. Due to its technological sophistication and warm relations,
Israel has become one of India’s top suppliers of military technology.

Economically, the ability of Saudi Arabia and the UAE to mobilise investments despite low oil
prices is a huge asset in their relations with India. Investments have included a $44 billion oil
refinery in India by Saudi Aramco and the Abu Dhabi National Oil Company in partnership with
an Indian consortium. During his visit to New Delhi, MBS said he foresaw up to $100 billion
worth of Saudi investments in India over the next few years, including a plan by the Saudi Basic
Industries Corp. to acquire two LNG plants.

In contrast, Iran’s support for Islamist militancy, not least by transferring advanced missile
technology to Islamist groups and militias in Lebanon and Syria, has led to an increase in
tensions with Israel, which responded by conducting air strikes against Iranian targets on Syrian
soil in January. Although the simultaneous attacks that claimed the lives of 27 members of Iran’s
Revolutionary Guard Corps and 40 members of India’s Central Reserve Police Force (CRPF)
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are likely to bring India and Iran closer together against Pakistan, it is doubtful that the occasion
would generate much momentum in bilateral relations.

From an economic perspective, U.S. sanctions have turned Iran into an unreliable economic
partner. Despite obtaining a six-month waiver from the U.S. in November on energy imports
from Iran, India is shoring up plans to find alternative sources as the waiver reaches its term.
Meanwhile, Indian investments in Iran, including the Shahid Beheshti complex at Chabahar and
the Farzad B gas field, have languished for years, reflecting the severe constraints on doing
business with Iran.

However, India’s tilt towards Israel, Saudi Arabia, and the UAE is not a risk-free move. Iran
continues to exercise much influence in West Asia and can help shape events in Afghanistan by
shoring up the Taliban against the U.S. Moreover, Iran’s Chabahar port represents a strategic
investment for India which hopes to use the facility to connect with the International North-South
Transit Corridor (INSTC) that extends to Central Asia and to bypass Pakistan en route to
Afghanistan.

Yet, as tensions rise in West Asia, Israel, Saudi Arabia and the UAE have coalesced more
closely against Iran under the U.S.-sponsored Middle East Security Alliance (MESA).
Concurrently, recent escalation between Iran and Israel on the Syrian front suggests that
tensions are unlikely to drop soon. Amid competing demands from West Asian powers for India
to take sides, India might find it difficult to maintain a “balancing” approach even if it wanted to.

For now, the Modi government seems to have taken its pick. Having practically abandoned a
“balancing” approach, the Modi government has, in effect, placed its bets on Israel and the Gulf
monarchies, relegating relations with Iran to the side.

Harsh V. Pant is Director, Studies and Professor of International Relations at King’s College
London. Hasan Alhasan is a PhD candidate at King’s College London
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-22

INDIA-SAUDI ARABIA JOINT STATEMENT DURING THE
STATE VISIT OF HIS ROYAL HIGHNESS THE CROWN
PRINCE OF SAUDI ARABIA TO INDIA

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India- West Asia

Prime Minister's Office

India-Saudi Arabia Joint Statement during the State Visit of
His Royal Highness the Crown Prince of Saudi Arabia to
India

Posted On: 20 FEB 2019 11:14PM by PIB Delhi

1. At the invitation of Hon’ble Prime Minister of the Republic of India Shri Narendra Modi, and
under the guidance of the Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques, His Royal Highness Crown
Prince Mohammed bin Salman bin Abdulaziz Al Saud, Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of
Defence of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia paid his first State visit to India from 19-20 February
2019, where he was received at the airport by the Hon’ble Prime Minister. The visit follows the
official visit of Prime Minister Modi to the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia in April, 2016 at the invitation
of the custodian of the Two Holy Mosques His Majesty King Salman bin Abdul Aziz Al Saud.

2. His Royal Highness the Crown Prince was accorded a ceremonial welcome on February 20,
2019 at the Forecourt of the Rashtrapati Bhawan, New Delhi. President Kovind also hosted a
banquet dinner in honour of His Royal Highness. 

3. Prime Minister Modi and His Royal Highness Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman bin
Abdulaziz held delegation level talks at Hyderabad House on February 20, 2019. External Affairs
Minister Smt. Sushma Swaraj called on His Royal Highness.

4. India and Saudi Arabia enjoy cordial and friendly relations reflecting the centuries old
economic and socio-cultural ties. Close geographical proximity, civilizational links, cultural
affinity, natural synergies, vibrant people to people contacts. Common challenges and
opportunities have added momentum to this robust engagement.

5. The bilateral discussions were held in the spirit of strong friendship that binds the two
countries and their leaders. They expressed satisfaction at the excellent state of bilateral ties of
friendship and cooperation, which are marked by trust, mutual understanding, goodwill and
respect for each other’s interests. Both sides expressed satisfaction at the progress made in
diverse fields including trade, energy, security and cultural spheres since the landmark visit of
the Prime Minister to Riyadh in April 2016 – a visit which served to enhance our engagement
and take our relations to the next level.

6. Prime Minister Modi welcomed the recent changes initiated by His Royal Highness Crown
Prince to bring in moderation and openness in Saudi Arabia while His Royal Highness the
Crown Prince conveyed his appreciation for Indian model of ethos of inclusiveness, pluralism
and tolerance.

7. The two sides re-affirmed their deep commitment to strengthen the ‘strategic partnership’
envisaged in the ‘Riyadh Declaration’ of February 2010 and reiterated during the visit of the
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Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques His Majesty King Salman bin Abdulaziz Al Saud, in
February 2014 and the visit of Prime Minister Shri Narendra Modi to Saudi Arabia in April 2016.

8. The two sides agreed to cement the existing ‘Strategic Partnership’ with ‘high level monitoring
mechanism by the creation of Strategic Partnership Council led by the Honourable Prime
Minister and His Royal Highness the Crown Prince, supported by ministerial representation
covering the whole spectrum of strategic relationships. 

9. Both sides welcomed the outcomes of the Workshop between NITI Aayog and Saudi Centre
for International Strategic Partnership (SCISP) organised recently in Riyadh. The Workshop has
identified more than 40 opportunities of joint collaboration and investments across various
sectors. 

10. The following MoUs were signed during the visit:-

(I) MoU on investing in the National Investment and Infrastructure Fund of India.

(II) MoU on cooperation in the field of Tourism.

(III) MoU on cooperation in the field of Housing.

(IV) Framework cooperation programme between Invest India and Saudi Arabia General
Investment Authority (SAGIA).

(V) MoU for cooperation on Broadcasting for exchange of Audio-Visual Programmes.

(VI) Agreement for the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia to join the International Solar Alliance (ISA)
launched by Honourable Prime Minister Modi.

11. Taking note of the positive trend in the bilateral trade over the recent years, the two sides
acknowledged the huge untapped potential available in the merchandise trade, particularly in the
non-oil trade. The two sides appreciated the positive deliberations held during the 12th session
of the India-Saudi Joint Commission Meeting held in Riyadh in February 2018, for enhancing
cooperation in economic, commercial, investment, cultural and technological fields. 

12. The two sides stressed the importance of increasing trade volume between the two
countries, and eliminating export barriers. 

13. The two sides agreed on further deepening trade and investment cooperation between the
two countries by aligning the Kingdom’sVision 2030 and its 13 Vision Realization Programs with
India’s flagship initiatives of "Make in India”, "Start Up India”, "Smart Cities”, "Clean India”, and
"Digital India”. The Saudi side expressed its readiness to attract Indian private/ public sector
investments and expertise, in the upcoming mega projects in Saudi Arabia. The two sides
acknowledged positive transformation of economies of India and Saudi Arabia.

14. Both sides welcomed the key initiatives taken by both Governments to improve the ease of
doing business, simplify and rationalize existing rules and relax the foreign direct investment
norms in key areas.

15. Both sides welcomed the positive change in investment climate after the signing of the
Framework Cooperation Agreement between the Saudi Arabian General Investment Authority
(SAGIA) and Invest India during Prime Minister Modi’s visit to Riyadh in 2016. The two sides
urged the business communities to utilize the investment opportunities in both countries,



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

especially in the fields of infrastructure, mining, energy including renewables, food security and
technology transfer, and to further consolidate cooperation in the areas of skilled human
resources in information technology, electronics and telecommunications.

16. Recognizing the availability of sophisticated infrastructure and logistical services in the
Kingdom’s industrial cities and ports, His Royal Highness welcomed investments by Indian
companies in the Kingdom for domestic and regional market access.

17. The Prime Minister welcomed the announcement of His Royal Highness to invest in the
areas of energy, refining, petrochemicals, infrastructure, agriculture, minerals and mining,
manufacturing, education and health potentially worth in excess of $100 billion.

18. The two sides expressed satisfaction at the first Joint Venture West Coast Refinery and
Petrochemical Project estimated to cost US $ 44 billion and both sides agreed to expedite the
implementation of the project, which will be the largest green field refinery in the world to be
implemented in one phase. In addition, $10 billion through the Public Investment Fund and its
technology partners, and other investments opportunities potentially worth $26 billion being
explored.

19. The Prime Minister of India welcomed the investment from Saudi Arabia in the National
Investment and Infrastructure Fund (NIIF) and other key sectors in India. In this context, both
sides appreciated the signing of the MoU on investing in the National Investment and
Infrastructure Fund (NIIF) as it will pave the way for expanding bilateral economic cooperation.

20. Prime Minister Modi welcomed the intent by Saudi side towards investments in India,
especially in the areas of energy, refining, petrochemicals, infrastructure, agriculture, minerals
and mining, manufacturing, education and health.

21. The two sides welcomed the signing of MoU for Cooperation in the field of Housing and
encouraged Indian companies to participate in the housing projects in Saudi Arabia.

22. His Royal Highness Crown Prince welcomed Prime Minister’s initiative on Coalition on
Disaster Resilient Infrastructure and hailed it as an important step towards disaster
management.

23. Recognizing the importance of the energy security as a key pillar of the strategic partnership,
the two sides expressed desire to grow bilateral trade in the energy sector, acknowledging Saudi
Arabia as the world’s most reliable supplier of oil & gas and the key supplier to India. The two
sides stressed on continuation of the India-Saudi Arabia Energy consultations. The two sides
agreed to transform the buyer-seller relationship in the energy-sector to strategic partnership
focusing on investment and joint ventures in petrochemical complexes.

24. His Royal Highness the Crown Prince reiterated the Kingdom’s commitment to meet India’s
growing needs for crude oil and petroleum products and substitute for any shortages that may
arise as a result of any disruptions from other sources. 

25. The Prime Minister also welcomed the Kingdom’s participation in the India’s Strategic
Petroleum Reserves (SPRs).

26. The Prime Minister of India welcomed the decision of the Saudi side to join the International
Solar Alliance. Both sides noted the potential cooperation in the renewable energy sector not
only in investment but also in Research and Development.



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

27. The two sides also agreed to cooperate in the areas of space, science and technology,
including remote sensing, satellite communication and satellite-based navigation.

28. The two sides agreed to set up a Joint Working Group on Skill Development to identify areas
of cooperation, where the two countries can benefit from each other’s core competencies in
important fields such as manufacturing, information technology, communications, and
programming. 

29. The two sides welcomed the recent developments in India-Saudi co-operation in the defence
sector, particularly in the fields of exchange of expertise and training, especially after the MoU
on Defence Cooperation signed during the visit of His Majesty King Salman bin Abdulaziz Al
Saud to India in February 2014. In this context, they welcomed the outcomes of the recently held
4th Joint Committee on Defence Cooperation in Riyadh on 2-3 January, 2019.

30. The two sides agreed to hold the inaugural joint naval exercises at the earliest and agreed to
further expand bilateral exercises in other domains.

31. Noting the potential and mutual benefit, the two sides agreed to cooperate and collaborate in
joint defence production of spare parts for Naval and Land systems as well as supply chain
development, in line with ‘Make in India’ and ‘Vision 2030’.

32. The two sides agreed to work together with other Indian Ocean Rim Countries for enhancing
maritime security, vital for the security and prosperity of both countries and safe passage for
international trade. 

33. With regards to regional connectivity projects, both sides agreed that they should be based
on international law including respect for sovereignty and territorial integrity of states.

34. The two sides stressed the importance of regional stability and good neighbouring relations.
His Royal Highness appreciated consistent efforts made by Prime Minister Modi since May 2014
including Prime Minister’s personal initiatives to have friendly relations with Pakistan. In this
context, both sides agreed on the need for creation of conditions necessary for resumption of
the comprehensive dialogue between India and Pakistan.

35. Affirming that the menace of extremism and terrorism threatens all nations and societies, the
two sides rejected any attempt to link this universal phenomenon to any particular race, religion
or culture. Both sides called on all states to reject the use of terrorism against other countries;
dismantle terrorism infrastructures where they happen to exist and to cut off any kind of support
and financing to the terrorists perpetrating terrorism from all territories against other states; and
bring perpetrators of acts of terrorism to justice. The two sides also noted the need for concerted
action by the international community against terrorism including through early adoption of the
UN Comprehensive Convention on International Terrorism and underlined the importance of
comprehensive sanctioning of terrorists and their organisations by the UN.

36. Both sides called up on all countries to renounce the use of terrorism as an instrument of
state policy. They also called upon all states to deny access to weapons including missiles and
drones to commit terrorist acts against other countries. 

37. The Prime Minister and His Royal Highness condemned in the strongest terms, the recent
terrorist attack on Indian security forces on 14 February, 2019 in Pulwama in Jammu & Kashmir.

38. The two sides discussed regional and international issues of mutual interest, including the
security situation in West Asia and Middle East, in the light of their common interest in the
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regional and global peace, security and stability. Both sides emphasized Security Council
Resolution (2254) with regard to the solution in Syria, and Security Council Resolution (2216),
the GCC initiative, and the outcomes of the Yemeni National Dialogue with regard to the solution
in Yemen. 

39. The two sides expressed their hope for achieving a just, comprehensive and lasting peace in
the Middle East based on the Arab Peace Initiative and the relevant UN resolutions, to
guarantee the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people. 

40. To enhance further cooperation in the Counter-terrorism efforts and benefit mutually from
real-time intelligence sharing, the two sides agreed to constitute a ‘Comprehensive Security
Dialogue’ at the level of National Security Advisors and set up a Joint Working Group on
Counter-Terrorism.

41. The Prime Minister and His Royal Highness reiterated to continue the ongoing close
cooperation on a range of security issues, particularly on maritime security, law enforcement,
anti-money laundering, drug trafficking, human trafficking, illegal migration, and other
transnational organized crimes.

42. Expressing serious concerns at the misuse of cyber space as a medium to promote
subversive and extremist ideologies, the two sides welcomed the signing of MoU on Technical
Cooperation in Cyber Space and Combating Cyber Crime. Both sides agreed to promote
cooperation including prevention of the use of Cyberspace for terror, radicalism and incitement
to disturb social harmony.

43. The Indian side thanked the Saudi leadership for hosting a large Indian community and for
ensuring their continued welfare and well-being.

44. Prime Minister thanked the Saudi leadership for designating India as the ‘Guest of Honour’ in
the 32nd Saudi National Festival of Heritage & Culture – Janadriyah 2018. The two sides
emphasized on further enhancing people to people contacts and strengthening the cultural
cooperation by organizing Cultural weeks - ‘India Week in Saudi Arabia’ and ‘Saudi Arabia Week
in India’ at regular intervals.

45. Prime Minister expressed his thanks to the Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques and to
Highness the Crown Prince for increasing the quota for Hajj pilgrims from India to 200,000 to
reflect the latest census.

46. Prime Minister expressed his thanks to the Custodian of the Two Holy Mosques and to His
Royal Highness for ordering the release of 850 Indian prisoners from Saudi jails.

47. Both sides expressed the desire to broaden people-to-people interactions and to increase
two-way tourism by addressing challenges with regard to consular and immigration related
issues.

48. The Indian Government has agreed to increase the seats of Saudi Arabian Airlines from
80,000 Seats/Months to 112,000 Seats/Month and studies underway to increase that number
substantially.

49. Both sides look forward to the integration of migration platforms of both the countries viz., e-
Migrate and e-Tawtheeq to create a robust migration environment.

50. Both sides agreed to explore opportunities for cooperation in the area of payment systems
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including RuPAY for the benefit of Indian community in general and more particularly the
Hajj/Umrah pilgrims. The Prime Minister thanked His Royal Highness Crown Prince for sorting
out the issue of "Iqamah” for the Indian Labour who were stranded in Saudi Arabia for no fault of
their own, and resolving this humanitarian issue.

51. Both sides committed themselves to promoting reformed multilateralism through enhanced
cooperation at multilateral fora and in international organisations, including in UN, G-20, WTO,
etc. In this context, they emphasised the need for reform in global governance architecture such
as UN Security Council, WTO, international financial systems, etc.

52. Both sides emphasized the importance of an effective reformed multilateral system, centred
on a UN reflective of contemporary realities, as a key factor in tackling global challenges. They
stressed upon the urgent need to pursue UN reforms, including of the Security Council.

53. The two sides also reiterated their commitment to working together to address fugitive
economic offenders including through international organisations and institutions.

54. His Royal Highness Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman bin Abdulaziz, Deputy Prime
Minister and Minister of Defence expressed his gratitude to the Government and people of India
for the warm hospitality extended to him and the accompanying delegation.
 

****

AKT/SH

(Release ID: 1565684) Visitor Counter : 602

Read this release in: Urdu , Bengali , Tamil , Kannada
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-23

CENTRE LISTS PROJECTS TO STOP FLOW OF INDIA’S
SHARE OF WATER TO PAK.

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

A day after Union Minister Nitin Gadkari said India had decided to “stop” the flow of its share of
river water to Pakistan, the Water Resources Ministry on Friday issued details of various
projects being implemented for the same.

The Indus system comprises the rivers Indus, Jhelum, Chenab, Ravi, Beas and Sutlej. The
basin is mainly shared between India and Pakistan with a small share for China and
Afghanistan, the Ministry said in the statement.

Under the Indus Water Treaty signed by India and Pakistan in 1960, the waters of three rivers —
Ravi, Sutlej and Beas (eastern rivers) of about 33 million acre feet (MAF) were allocated to India
for exclusive use.

About 2 MAF of water annually from the Ravi is reported to be still flowing unutilised to Pakistan
below Madhopur.

Among India’s various schemes is the Shahpurkandi project that will help in utilising the water
from the Thein dam to irrigate 37,000 hectares of land in Jammu and Kashmir and Punjab, and
generate 206 MW of power, the statement said.

Another facility is the Ujh multipurpose project that will create a storage of about 781 million
cubic metre of water on river Ujh , a tributary of Ravi.

The third project is the second Ravi-Beas link below Ujh, the statement said.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-23

TERROR WATCHDOG RETAINS PAKISTAN ON ITS
GREY LIST

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: FATF

Islamabad will face reviews of its actions in June and October this year, when a final decision on
whether to change its status is taken. If it were put on the blacklist, Pakistan’s economy, already
laden with a debt crisis, would face a move that could see more financial strictures and ratings
downgrades by international banking and credit rating agencies. Pakistan was on the ‘greylist’ of
countries of risk between 2012 and 2015 as well.

In its public statement that did not name any countries or groups, President of the body Marshall
Billingslea said the group “notes with grave concern and condemns the violent terrorist attack
last week that killed at least 40 Indian security forces in Pulwama in the State of Jammu and
Kashmir…While all these attacks kill, maim, and inspire fear, they cannot occur without money
and the means to move funds between terrorist supporters,” calling on all countries to choke off
the supply of those funds.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-23

INDIA DENIES VISA TO TWO PAKISTANI SHOOTERS
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

“The ISSF (International Shooting Sport Federation) was asked to make a proposal on how the
two available Olympic quota places will now be otherwise reassigned,” the IOC said.

In IOC’s view, the Indian stand was, “against the Fundamental Principles of the Olympic Charter,
in particular the principles of non-discrimination, as well as the IOC’s and the Olympic
Movement’s position, reiterated on many occasions over the past few years, that equal
treatment must be guaranteed for all participating athletes and sporting delegations at
international sports events, without any form of discrimination or political interference from the
host country.”

Reacting to the development, former IOC member Randhir Singh told The Hindu , “This issue
has to be taken seriously. It can impact Indian sports in a big way. The government will have to
give it in writing that no individual would be denied visa to participate in a sporting event in
India.”

Former IOA president and veteran sports administrator Vijay Kumar Malhotra wanted a policy on
this subject. “The IOC has a policy which we have to adhere to as far as uniform participation is
concerned. We can’t discriminate,” he said.

The IOC sanctions may lead to cancellation of international events this year in badminton,
chess, golf and hockey, among others.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-23

PAKISTAN TAKES CONTROL OF JEM HEADQUARTERS
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

Succumbing to intense international pressure to rein in militant groups operating from its soil, the
Pakistan government on Friday took over the administrative control of the headquarters of Jaish-
e-Mohammed (JeM), the terror outfit which claimed responsibility for the deadly Pulwama
suicide attack that killed 40 CRPF personnel in Jammu and Kashmir.

The move came a day after the powerful UN Security Council comprising 15 nations, including
Pakistan’s key ally China, named JeM in a statement condemning in the “strongest terms” the
“heinous and cowardly” terror attack perpetrated by Pakistan-based JeM in Pulwama and
stressed on the need to hold organisers and financiers of such “reprehensible acts” accountable
and bring them to justice.

“The Punjab government has taken over the control of the JeM headquarters in Bahawalpur,”
Pakistan’s Information Minister Fawad Chaudhry told PTI.

“The government has taken over the control of a campus comprising Madressatul Sabir and
Jama-e-Masjid Subhanallah in Bahawalpur...and appointed an administrator to manage its
affairs,” the Minister added.

A statement also said the crackdown “has been taken in line with the decision of the National
Security Committee meeting under the chairmanship of Prime Minister Imran Khan.”
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-23

SAUDI CROWN PRINCE HAILS CHINA RELATIONS AT
TALKS WITH XI

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

Strengthening ties:Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman with Chinese President Xi
Jinping in Beijing.AP  

Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman hailed relations with China as trouble-free, during
talks on Friday with President Xi Jinping in Beijing aimed at strengthening relations in the face of
criticism from the West over the kingdom’s human rights record and its war in Yemen.

Citing a 33% increase in bilateral trade last year, the Crown Prince said high-level contacts were
paying off in areas from commerce to security and defence. “Saudi Arabia’s relations with China
can be traced back a very long time in the past,” Prince Mohammed told President Xi at their
meeting in the hulking Great Hall of the People. “Over such a long period of exchanges with
China, we have never experienced any problems with China,” he said.

The Crown Prince earlier on Friday presided at a China-Saudi cooperation forum that concluded
with agreements on cooperation in fields ranging from petroleum and the chemical industry to
investment, renewable energy and counter-terrorism. Saudi Arabia is one of China’s top crude
oil suppliers and an important market for its exports, including military drones.

He also pledged Saudi Arabia’s backing for China’s gargantuan infrastructure project, the Belt
and Road Initiative, saying he was willing to link it with the kingdom’s Vision 2030 plan, a
blueprint put forth by the crown prince to wean the kingdom off its reliance on oil.

China has refrained from faulting Saudi Arabia over issues such as the war or killing of journalist
Jamal Khashoggi. For its part, Saudi Arabia has avoided criticizing China’s authoritarian
communist government over its treatment of its Muslim minority groups.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-23

MIXED OPTICS: SAUDI CROWN PRINCE’S INDIA VISIT
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India- West Asia

As a standalone visit, the day-long trip of Crown Prince Mohammed Bin Salman Bin
Abdulaziz Al-Saud (MBS) to New Delhi will be regarded as a diplomatic success, given the
numerous outcomes. After talks with Prime Minister Narendra Modi, the two sides announced
measures to upgrade the defence partnership, create a “Strategic Partnership Council” to
coordinate on security issues, and institute regular talks between the two national security
advisers to discuss counter-terrorism, intelligence-sharing and maritime security. Saudi Arabia
has also expressed its interest in investing in infrastructure projects worth about $26 billion. This
is beyond its already committed investments in India of $44 billion for the existing joint venture
with the public sector oil undertakings and public fund investments of $10 billion. The language
on terrorism in the joint statement was something of a dampener for those who would have
hoped there would be stronger condemnation of the terror attack in Pulwama. But it was
significant that the Saudi government agreed to insert an extra clause calling on states to
renounce the “use of terrorism as an instrument of state policy”. It also acknowledged that
disputes between India and Pakistan must be resolved bilaterally. At the leadership level, Mr.
Modi extended more than a personal touch to the visit by going to the airport and embracing the
Crown Prince on landing. The prince repaid the compliment, agreeing to increase Haj quotas
and release 850 Indians from Saudi jails after a plea from Mr. Modi.

These announcements and gestures would have been far more significant had it not been for
the fact that MBS’s trip came on the heels of his visit to Pakistan just after the Pulwama attack.
As a result, his India visit is being measured against the statements made during his Pakistan
visit, where he praised Islamabad for its fight against terrorism. He also announced $20 billion
worth of investments, in addition to previously announced aid of $6 billion in cash and reserves.
While such comparisons may be unwarranted, the visit to Delhi would have benefited in terms of
optics if it hadn’t been preceded so closely by the one to Islamabad. The Modi government also
overplayed its expectations from the visit by billing it as part of a diplomatic offensive aimed at
‘isolating’ Pakistan in order to hold it to account for Pulwama. India and Saudi Arabia have
steadily built bilateral relations and taken great care over the past two decades to ‘de-hyphenate’
them from ties between Pakistan and Saudi Arabia. India-Saudi Arabia ties were strengthened
into a strategic partnership announced in 2010 in the Riyadh Declaration when Prime Minister
Manmohan Singh paid a visit, and were bolstered by King Salman’s visit in February 2014 and
Mr. Modi’s 2016 trip to Saudi Arabia. Point-scoring with Pakistan, or attempting to compare the
outcomes of the two visits, now only undermines the carefully built compact between New Delhi
and Riyadh.
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Source : www.hindustantimes.com Date : 2019-02-23

INDIA-SAUDI ARABIA RELATIONS CANNOT BE
PAKISTAN-CENTRIC

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India- West Asia

The visit of the crown prince Mohammed bin Salman (MBS) of Saudi Arabia to Pakistan and
India in quick succession was always going to present a tricky situation. The attack on a Central
Reserve Police Force (CRPF) convoy in Pulwama by a suicide bomber affiliated to Pakistan-
based Jaish-e-Mohammad (JeM) just multiplied the problems. In the event, we have two joint
statements in which the crown prince seems to be taking contradictory positions to please his
two hosts. In Islamabad, MBS endorsed Pakistani prime minister Imran Khan’s efforts at
dialogue with India. He also counselled against politicisation of the UN regime for designating
terrorists — a statement implicitly criticising India’s efforts to get JeM chief Masood Azhar
sanctioned. In New Delhi, on the other hand, MBS condemned the Pulwama attack in the
“strongest terms”, renounced “the use of terrorism as an instrument of state policy”, and “agreed
on the need for creation of conditions necessary for resumption of the comprehensive dialogue
between India and Pakistan”.

Many in India have expressed disappointment as the joint statement released in New Delhi does
not hold Pakistan responsible for Pulwama attack and does not name JeM. The red carpet India
rolled out for MBS, the sceptics argue, did not bear fruit. This newspaper had already warned
that India should not expect convergence with Saudi Arabia on Pakistan and Afghanistan. Saudi
Arabia remains important to India for a number of reasons: energy imports; welfare of expatriate
Indians; remittances; investments; trade; counter-terrorism; and maritime security. These issues
will remain important long after the Pulwama crisis is over. The Narendra Modi government did
well not to succumb to the anger of the moment and put an important bilateral relationship with
Saudi Arabia in jeopardy.

Moreover, MBS’ visits to Islamabad and New Delhi were decided well in advance. His agenda
certainly did not include playing a mediator between India and Pakistan following the attack in
Pulwama. Saudi Arabia’s minister of state for foreign affairs Adel Al-Jubeir did clarify this much
on Wednesday. Pakistan, however, being the weaker power in the subcontinental dyad, is
desperately looking for a third party intervention. So far, it has been unsuccessful. As the
stronger and more confident power, India should not look for external help at every step in order
to mend Pakistan’s behaviour. India asks other countries to de-hyphenate itself from Pakistan. It,
too, should not look at all other relationships through the lens of Pakistan.

First Published: Feb 22, 2019 11:10 IST
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Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-23

INDUS WATERS TREATY 1960 : PRESENT STATUS OF
DEVELOPMENT IN INDIA

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

Ministry of Water Resources, River Development and Ganga Rejuvenation

Indus Waters Treaty 1960 : Present Status of Development
in India

Posted On: 22 FEB 2019 10:46AM by PIB Delhi

The Indus system comprises of main Indus River, Jhelum, Chenab, Ravi, Beas and Sutlej. The
basin is mainly shared by India and Pakistan with a small share for China and Afghanistan.

Under the Indus Waters Treaty signed between India and Pakistan in 1960, all thewaters of
three rivers, namely Ravi,Sutlej and Beas ( Eastern Rivers)averaging around 33 million acre feet
( MAF) were allocated to India for exclusive use.The waters of Western rivers - Indus, Jhelum,
and Chenab averaging to around 135 MAF were allocated to Pakistan except for specified
domestic , non-consumptive and agricultural use permitted to India as provided in the Treaty.

India has also been given the right to generate hydroelectricity through run of the river(RoR)
projects on the Western Rivers which, subject to specific criteria for design and operation is
unrestricted.

PRESENT STATUS OF DEVELOPMENT IN INDIA

To utilize the waters of the Eastern rivers which have been allocated to India for exclusive use,
 India has constructed Bhakra Dam on Satluj, Pong and Pandoh Dam on Beas and Thein
(Ranjitsagar) on Ravi. These storage works, together with other works like Beas-Sutlej Link,
Madhopur-Beas Link, Indira Gandhi Nahar Project etc has helped India utilize nearly entire
share (95 %) of waters of Eastern rivers.However, about 2 MAF of water annually from Ravi is
reported to be still flowing unutilized to Pakistan below Madhopur. To stop the flow of these
waters that belong to India for its utilization in India, following steps have been taken:

Resumption of Construction of Shahpurkandi project: This project will help in
utilizing the waters coming out from powerhouse of Thein dam to irrigate 37000
hectares of land in J&K and Punjab and generate 206 MW of power. The project was
scheduled to be completed by September 2016. However, following a dispute
between the state of J&K  and Punjab, the work on the project had been suspended
since 30.08.2014. Consequent upon agreement reached on 8 September 2018
between J&K and Punjab . The cost of the project is . 2715.70 Crore. Government of
India vide order dated 19 December 2018 has approved the Central Assistance of Rs.
485.38 crore towards balance cost of works of irrigated component of the project.
The construction work has now resumed by Govt of Punjab under monitoring of
Govt of India.

1.

Construction of Ujh multipurpose project:This project will create a storage of about
781 million cu m of water on river Ujh , a tributary of Ravi for irrigation and power
generation in India itselfand  provide a total irrigation benefits of 31,380 ha in

2.
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Kathua, Hiranagar and Samba district of J&K apart from providing water for the
district Kathua of J&K. The DPR of the project has beentechnically approved for the
total estimated cost of Rs.5850 crore (July, 2017) . This project is a National Project
and the Central Assistance of Rs. 4892.47 crore on works portion of irrigation
component as well as the special grant is under consideration. The implementation
of the project will be 6 years from beginning of the implementation.
The 2nd  Ravi Beas link below Ujh:This project is being planned to tap excess water
flowing down to Pakistan through river Ravi, even after construction of Thein Dam,
by constructing a barrage across river Ravi for diverting water through a  tunnel link
to Beas basin. The project is expected to utilize about 0.58 MAF of surplus waters
below Ujhdam by diverting the same to Beas basin for benefits of other co-basin
states. Govt. of India declared this project as National Project .

3.

The above three projects will help India to utilize its entire share of waters given under the Indus
Waters Treaty 1960.

***

NP/MS

(Release ID: 1565906) Visitor Counter : 1153

Read this release in: Urdu , Marathi , Hindi
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-25

TERROR TIMELINE: ON FATF ADVISORY TO PAKISTAN
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: FATF

The statement of the Financial Action Task Force in Paris is another message to Islamabad from
the international community of the mounting costs of its decades-old lax policy towards terror
groups. Significantly, it came a week after the February 14 Pulwama attack, and the global terror
finance watchdog condemned, in no uncertain terms, the suicide bombing of the CRPF convoy
that left 40 personnel dead. It issued a 10-point advisory to Pakistan if it wants to be out of the
“grey list” of countries posing a “risk to the international system”. Pakistan has been on the grey
list since June 2018, and will be required to show compliance or face being “black-listed” by the
session in October 2019. A black-list would mean enhanced financial scrutiny of its government,
possible sanctions against its central bank, and a downgrade of its financial and credit
institutions. This is something Pakistan, already facing an acute debt crisis, can ill-afford.
Amongst the FATF’s stern observations of what it called Pakistan’s lack of “understanding” of
the terror finance risks posed by groups, such as the Taliban, al-Qaeda, Islamic State, Lashkar-
e-Taiba and Jaish-e-Mohammed, was a clear message: Islamabad must visibly demonstrate
that it has taken measures to crack down on and shut down the infrastructure and finances of
these groups. The first deadline to show results is May 2019, with a review in June. This goes
even beyond the Security Council guidelines under its 1267 listing, that oblige Pakistan to
ensure that terror entities do not travel out of the country, or have access to funding or
weaponry.

Proof that Pakistan took on board the FATF’s warnings and potential action came even as the
plenary was under way. Prime Minister Imran Khan held a meeting of his national security
officials, and vowed to double down to tackle terror groups in Pakistan and to put two Hafiz
Saeed-led LeT offshoots, the Jamaat ud Dawa and the Falah-e-Insaniat Foundation, on its
schedule (1) list of banned organisations. A day later, security forces took over “administrative
control” of a madrasa in Bahawalpur believed to be run by the Masood Azhar-led JeM, which
was behind the Pulwama attack. But the measures do not go far enough or inspire confidence.
Mr. Khan’s own speech in response to India’s demand for action on those responsible for
Pulwama was a disappointing mix of denial and opportunism to raise the Kashmir issue. The
banning of the JuD and the FIF doesn’t appear to have affected the groups in the slightest, and
a day after taking over the Bahawalpur seminary, Pakistan’s Information Minister announced
that its links to the JeM were simply “Indian propaganda”. The world community must make it
clear to the Pakistan government the possible international and financial repercussions of
ignoring the FATF’s timeline.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-25

PULWAMA AND INDUS WATERS TREATY: DOES INDIA
HOLD ALL THE CARDS?

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

Against the flow:The headrace tunnel of the Kishenganga project. The project taps the Jhelum, a
western river, and under the treaty, Pakistan may exploit its waters.File photo  

Is the announcement by Water Resources Minister Nitin Gadkari that India would use up
its share of waters in the rivers flowing to Pakistan a new one?

That India would use the entire share of water allotted to it under the Indus Waters Treaty, has
been the government’s traditional position. Then, in the aftermath of the Uri attack that claimed
the lives of at least 20 Indian soldiers, Prime Minister Narendra Modi had declared that “blood
and water” couldn’t flow together and suspended India’s participation in the Permanent Indus
Commission, where India and Pakistan regularly meet to discuss sharing of waters in the Indus
river basin system. Among the decisions taken at the time was one to “fully utilise” India’s share
of water. Work has progressed towards this end, according to the government. (The Indus
commission talks too have resumed). In the aftermath of Mr. Gadkari’s tweets of February 21, to
“stop India’s share of water” into Pakistan, Neeta Prasad, a spokesperson in the Union Water
Resources ministry, told presspersons that “this is not a new decision… Mantriji [Minister] is
simply reiterating what he has always said.”

How many dams is India planning to build to ensure that it uses up all of its share of the
water?

India already utilises 95% of the 33 MAF (million acre feet) allotted to it under the norms of the
Indus Waters Treaty. To consume the entire share, the government has undertaken steps to
stop the flow of almost 2 MAF from the Ravi river, from Madhopur. These include completing the
Shahpurkandi project, constructing the Ujh multipurpose project — to create 781 million cubic
metre storage on the Ujh, a tributary of the Ravi — and developing the second Ravi-Beas link
below Ujh. The last project alone will utilise 0.58 MAF of surplus water below the Ujh dam by
diverting the same to Beas basin. All three are ‘national projects.’

Is the Minister’s statement intended to pile up the rhetoric on Pakistan?

Yes. While it has been India’s stated position to fully utilise its eastern rivers, Mr. Gadkari said
on Friday that he had asked officials in the Water Resources Ministry to see if there were
“technical ways” to stop the flow of Indus water that rightfully belong to Pakistan. One way —
again an option that India has already exercised — is its construction of the Kishenganga
Project, on the Jhelum and the Ratle project on the Chenab. Both of these are projects on the
western rivers and under provisions of the Indus treaty, may be exploited by Pakistan. However,
the treaty also allows India to use the water from these rivers in a “non-consumptive way” — that
is, in a way that does not impede the flow of these rivers into Pakistan. Pakistan has objected to
both these projects on the grounds that they do impede the flow. In theory, it is possible for India
to violate the treaty and impede the flow of these waters in such a way that it makes hydropower
projects by Pakistan on the Jhelum and Chenab unviable (as Pakistan already claims it does).
However, the IWT has survived wars between India and Pakistan and it’s still speculative if the
Pulwama incident rankles India enough to consider violating the treaty.

India and Pakistan’s water sharing is governed by the Indus Waters Treaty, which was
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brokered by the World Bank. Can India abrogate this treaty?

Neither India nor Pakistan can unilaterally abrogate the treaty. Article 12 of the treaty says: “The
provisions of this Treaty, or, the provisions of this Treaty as modified under the provisions of
Paragraph (3), shall continue in force until terminated by a duly ratified treaty concluded for that
purpose between the two governments.” The IWT is about sharing of water of six rivers —
Indus, Chenab, Jhelum, Beas, Ravi and Sutlej — between India and Pakistan.

The two countries signed it in 1960 under the leadership of the then Prime Minister of India,
Jawaharlal Nehru, and Pakistan President, Ayub Khan, and was brokered by the World Bank
after nine years of negotiations.

Under the treaty, India has control over water flowing in the eastern rivers — Beas, Ravi and
Sutlej, while Pakistan has control over the western rivers of Indus, Chenab and Jhelum.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-25

OIC OUTREACH HINTS AT RESET OF TIES
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: OIC

Sushma Swaraj  

External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj will address the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation
(OIC) Foreign Ministers meet on March 1, the first time the body has invited an Indian dignitary
to attend, the government announced on Saturday.

Coming on the heels of statements of solidarity from the UN Security Council and the Financial
Action Task Force (FATF) over the Pulwama attack, the speech at the OIC inaugural plenary is
also expected to take forward India’s case for action against the Jaish-e-Mohammad and
strictures on Pakistan.

Thanking the host United Arab Emirates, the Ministry of External Affairs said it saw the invite “as
a milestone in [India’s] comprehensive strategic partnership with the UAE ... and as a welcome
recognition of India’s contribution to the Islamic world”.

Officials told The Hindu that the UAE had sounded out India about the event in January 2019,
and that it was a “major diplomatic success”.

The invitation, that came from UAE Foreign Minister Sheikh Abdullah bin Zayed Al Nahyan,
marks a major turnaround between India and the group of Islamic countries, that have often
clashed over Kashmir.

Kashmir group

The OIC has a specially designated “Kashmir contact group” that coordinates positions at the
United Nations, often led by Pakistan, to protest alleged human rights violations in Jammu and
Kashmir and invoke UN resolutions. In 2018 alone, the OIC had issued no less than five
statements specifically dealing with the situation in J&K, and calling for the international
community to intervene.

Criticising the government for accepting the invitation from the OIC, given its previous stand
member of Parliament and leader of AIMIM Asaduddin Owaisi said it was “a shame and regretful
that India is sending Sushma Swaraj to an organisation which calls Jammu and Kashmir as
Indian occupied Kashmir”.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-26

‘BRITAIN SHOULD HAND OVER CHAGOS ISLANDS TO
MAURITIUS’

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

Britain has an obligation to end its administration of the Chagos archipelago — home to the U.S.
military base of Diego Garcia — and complete the process of decolonisation of Mauritius, the
International Court of Justice (ICJ) in The Hague has said in an advisory opinion that is a
significant legal victory for Mauritius and other nations, including India, which supported its case.

Delivering the opinion, ICJ president Abdulqawi Ahmed Yusuf said the judges had rejected the
contention that the issue did not fall within its jurisdiction because it was a bilateral matter for the
two countries, and concluded that the decolonisation of Mauritius was not lawfully completed as
a result of Britain’s continued administration of the Chagos islands.

‘Wrongful act’

He found that the continued administration of the territory by the U.K. amounted to a “wrongful
act,” that was not consistent with the right to the people of “self determination.” The judges
concluded that any detachment of part of a colony had to be based on the “freely expressed and
genuine will” of the people.

The Chagos islands are home to the U.S. military base of Diego Garcia, under lease from the
United Kingdom since the 1960s.

In his statement, the judge also noted that the original agreement had not allowed for third-party
involvement in the territory. The base’s construction led to the displacement of some 1,500
people, who have been unable to return.

The advisory opinion is unlikely to impact the U.S. military base, even assuming that Britain
acted on the advisory opinion. “Mauritius is committed to the continued operation of the base in
Diego Garcia under a long-term framework...,” Mauritius had said in the UN General Assembly,
during the discussions on requesting an ICJ advisory opinion.

“This is an advisory opinion, not a judgment. Of course, we will look at the detail of it carefully.
The defence facilities on the British Indian Ocean Territory help to protect people here in Britain
and around the world from terrorist threats, organised crime and piracy,” said a spokesperson
for the U.K. Foreign and Commonwealth Office.

The case is seen as having far wider ramifications beyond the two parties immediately
concerned as it deals with the legacy of colonialism. It also raises the question of whether
agreements struck between colonial powers and their colonies in the final stages their rule could
really be seen as legitimate, given the imbalance of power.

1965 pact

Mauritius’s contention is that the leadership of its independence movement had been corralled
into agreeing to the 1965 separation of the islands, fearful that if it did not do so, independence
would not be granted.



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

India too supported Mauritius in its case, with India’s Ambassador to the Hague Venu Rajamony
telling the court last year that a historical survey of facts placed the archipelago as part of
Mauritian territory. “Regarding the process of decolonisation of Mauritius, it remains incomplete
both technically and in substance as long as the Chagos archipelago continues to be under the
colonial control,” he had told the court in September last year. Britain says that the islands will
be returned to Mauritius when they are no longer needed for defence purposes. Under an
agreement struck in 1965, in return for compensation to Mauritius and fishing rights, Britain has
maintained control of the islands.

The continued administration of the territory by the U.K. amounts to a wrongful act

Abdulqawi Ahmed Yusuf

ICJ president
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Source : www.indianexpress.com Date : 2019-02-26

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

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd.
All Rights Reserved

The writer is Commissioner for Internal Market, Industry, Entrepreneurship and SMEs

In November last year, the European Union (EU) adopted a communication that set out the
Union’s vision for a strategy to strengthen its cooperation and partnership with India. This new
strategy, developed in broad consultation with European and Indian stakeholders, shows how
significant the EU considers India’s role in international and regional matters and how
determined the EU is to further develop and realise the full potential of this partnership.

India, as an emerging global power, plays a key role in the current multi-polar world. While there
is growing convergence between the EU and India on global and regional issues, we stand to
benefit equally from a stronger partnership by addressing together global challenges, promoting
economic growth and expanding business opportunities.

There is an increasing recognition and acknowledgment from both sides that there is a huge
untapped potential in our partnership: Do not forget that jointly, the EU and India represent close
to 2 billion people, who can positively influence not only the economic discourse but also the
course of human development. My ongoing India visit is with the purpose to further strengthen
policy dialogues and cooperation with India, particularly with regard to small and medium-sized
enterprises.

The EU and India have a strong and long-standing economic relationship, with trade and
investment representing an important aspect of our strategic partnership. The EU is India’s
largest trading partner, whilst India is the EU’s ninth largest partner. Bilateral trade in goods and
services amounted to over €100 billion in 2017. However, I am convinced that there is scope for
much more trade, investment and cooperation between European and Indian companies,
particularly small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs). Indeed, SMEs form the backbone for
both our economies; both regions have bright and dynamic entrepreneurs, willing to take risks
and to launch new initiatives, eager to discover new opportunities and realise their dreams for a
better future.

European companies, many of which are start-ups and SMEs, are strong in areas such as
technology, environment, communications, energy and infrastructure. This wealth of experience
and knowledge means the EU has much to offer to India in its quest to grow and modernise,
from technology to know-how sharing.

The EU’s Business Support programme aims precisely at tapping into these existing business
opportunities and focussing in particular, but not exclusively, on areas such as environment,
energy, climate, mobility, urbanisation and ICT, where we already have an advanced
cooperation with India. This initiative will bring together European and Indian SMEs through joint
action, business to business match-making and exchanges on best practices. The programme
will carry out technical market studies, build a database of EU companies that can offer technical
solutions and create an online platform to share information on the business opportunities and
connect Indian and EU business. Bringing European and Indian business together to
complement these key dialogues with a business angle will not only facilitate business
cooperation but would also support the transfer of advanced EU technologies and innovative
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practices, which can be adapted for the Indian market.

Fostering an environment in which our innovative businesses can flourish and cooperate should
be a shared priority for both sides. I am looking forward to discussing these issues with my
counterparts in the Indian government, notably ministers Nitin Gadkari and Suresh Prabhu.

Space is another area where I believe we have much to contribute to each other, considering
both the EU and India are keenly working towards establishing themselves as leading space
powers. Copernicus, the EU’s observation programme, that is now the best system of that kind
in the world, can provide support to India in tackling many common challenges, from
environmental protection, agriculture and climate change monitoring to disaster support and
urban development. India and Europe have already initiated cooperation in this area, but we can
do much more to develop our space activities, for instance on satellite navigation and space
research.

During my visit, I will explore where increased regulatory cooperation can contribute to our
shared endeavours. There is so much more we can do together, and we stand ready to play our
part.

The time is right to seize the opportunities.

The writer is Commissioner for Internal Market, Industry, Entrepreneurship and SMEs

Download the Indian Express apps for iPhone, iPad or Android

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd. All Rights Reserved
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Source : www.indianexpress.com Date : 2019-02-26

RAJA MANDALA: HOPE IN HANOI
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Effect of policies and politics of developed & developing countries

on India's interests

© 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.

Vietnam’s capital Hanoi is as improbable a place as Singapore for this week’s summit between
US President Donald Trump and the North Korean leader, Kim Jong-un. There was a time when
the big Asian peace talks were held in European capitals like Geneva. Five decades ago,
negotiations to end the American war against Vietnam took place in Paris. Two decades ago,
when the Taliban was ousted from Kabul in the wake of the 9/11 attacks on New York and
Washington, the new framework for governing Afghanistan
was hammered out in Bonn, Germany. Now Asian problems are being resolved in Asia itself.

It is no small thing that the US president is traveling to Singapore and Hanoi to sit down with
Kim. It is even more significant that Trump is willing to gamble on striking a nuclear deal with
Kim and braving the charge of appeasement. Even limited success for Trump could set in
motion profound structural changes in East Asia.

For nearly seven decades, Washington’s conventional wisdom argued that it is impossible to
unfreeze the Korean Peninsula’s geopolitics. The end of the Cold War did not change that
perception. The addition of the nuclear layer to the conflict — with the Kim family’s quest for
nuclear weapons in the 1990s — made the Korean problem more salient and intractable at the
same time.

Whatever Trump’s critics might say, the hopes for peace in the Korean Peninsula have never
been as high as they are today. Many in the West had trashed the Singapore summit — the first
ever between an American president and a Korean leader — as a failure. Sceptics continue to
insist that the Hanoi summit might not be very different; many others fear that Trump might end
up making a “bad deal”.

Trump has over-ruled his advisers to introduce more flexibility into the US negotiating position.
Some Republicans and many Democrats in the US Congress are critical of Trump’s
engagement with Kim. Speaking to reporters last week, Trump said he is no hurry for the
“denuclearisation” of the Korean Peninsula and hinted that he could live with a nuclear freeze for
now. As his officials discuss a range of nuclear steps from Kim, Trump is offering possibilities for
progress in three other areas.
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The first relates to agreeing to what is being called a peace regime in the Korean Peninsula. The
Korean War during 1950-53, that followed the partition of the Korean Peninsula at the end of
World War II, did not end with a peace accord, but a ceasefire signed by the three main parties,
China, North Korea and an international coalition led by the US. Both Kim and the South Korean
president want a formal declaration of peace. Trump appears ready.

The second relates to the improvement of US-North Korea bilateral relations. Since the last
summit, Kim has stepped up efforts to find and return the remains of some American soldiers
killed or unaccounted for during the Korean War. In return for concrete North Korean steps on
denuclearisation, Trump might offer something Kim has long wanted — diplomatic relations with
America. There is speculation that the two leaders might agree to set up liaison offices in
Washington and Pyongyang.

The third relates to the easing of international economic sanctions that is at the top of Kim’s
priorities. While Washington is averse to lifting the principal leverage against Pyongyang, Trump
may be willing to carve out an exception to South Korea, whose leader, President Moon Jae-in,
believes economic incentives are critical for getting Kim to move faster towards
denuclearisation.

In moving America from an exclusive focus on “denuclearisation” to a more balanced approach
that factors in peace and prosperity, Trump has generated unprecedented optimism about
unfreezing the geopolitics of the Korean Peninsula. Until recently, Washington insisted that
progress must be “sequential” — denuclearisation must precede any liberalisation of political
and economic sanctions against North Korea. Trump is now open to “simultaneous” movement
on all tracks.

Trump has also recognised the importance of addressing the Kim family’s original rationale for
building a nuclear arsenal — the fear of American military presence in the peninsula and
Washington’s temptations for “regime-change” in the North. Trump’s change of approach —
founded in part in his own conviction that America must begin to end its “forever wars” around
the world — has opened enormous space for diplomacy with Kim.

Trump’s new strategy could not have come this far without strong support from Moon, who is
determined to explore a historic political reconciliation with the North and more than eager to
facilitate the engagement between Washington and Pyongyang. While there is much distance to
be covered, Trump, Kim and Moon have demonstrated that it is possible to imagine a political
rearrangement of the Korean Peninsula.

Not everyone is taking a benign view of the “ménage et trois” between Trump, Kim and Moon.
Some in Beijing worry that Trump’s diplomacy is not about “denuclearisation” but prising North
Korea away from China. After all, Chinese leaders see the Korean Peninsula as their front yard.
They insist Beijing must be the final arbiter of Korean politics. Tokyo is equally worried that
Trump is going ahead with Korean peace plans without paying heed to Japan’s interests. Tokyo
has nightmares about a potential Trump decision to live with North Korean nuclear weapons and
its awful security implications for Japan.

Not all Asian countries are unhappy though. The first summit between Trump and Kim enhanced
Singapore’s reputation as Asia’s emerging diplomatic centre. For Hanoi, the second summit is a
big opportunity to showcase Vietnam’s dramatic economic transformation in recent years.
Trump, in turn, hopes that the rise of capitalist Singapore and communist Hanoi might
encourage Kim to see the virtues of giving up nukes and opening up to America and the world.

(The writer is director, Institute of South Asian Studies, National University of Singapore
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FOR JEM, BALAKOT WAS A ‘SAFE’ CAMP
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

Hundreds of Jaish-e-Mohammad fidayeen and their trainers were shifted from Pakistan-
occupied Kashmir to a well-equipped resort- style camp in a hilltop forest in Balakot after the
Pulwama attack, providing Indian forces with “a sitting duck target” when they carried out the air
strike early on Tuesday, sources said.

Everyone at the camp was sleeping and Pakistani defence establishment had no clue that the
attack was coming so deep into their country because they had expected a surgical strike on
camps closer to the Line of Control, said the sources.

However, India had received intelligence that JeM had shifted many in-training terrorists and
hardcore operatives, along with their trainers, to the Balakot camp, which has facilities for 500 to
700 people along with cooks and cleaners, and even includes a swimming pool.

Fighters and other aircraft took off from several air bases in Western and Central commands at
about the same time, leaving Pakistani defence officials confused on the target, the sources
said. A small group broke away and headed to Balakot where “the sleeping terrorists were sitting
ducks,” said the source.
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Source : www.thehindu.com Date : 2019-02-27

INDIA BRIEFS FOREIGN ENVOYS ON AIR STRIKE
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

India on Tuesday apprised the envoys of all major countries about its air strike on a Jaish-e-
Mohammed terror training camp in Pakistan, official sources said.

Foreign Secretary Vijay Gokhale and other Secretaries have been briefing envoys, including
those from the U.S., the U.K., Russia, China and France.

It is learnt that Mr. Gokhale briefed the envoys of the P-5 countries.

Envoys of Sri Lanka, the Maldives, Afghanistan, Bhutan, Turkey and Indonesia were also briefed
about the air strike.
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INDIA BOMBS JAISH CAMP IN PAKISTAN’S BALAKOT
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

Later in the day, External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj met with foreign diplomats and spoke
to Foreign Ministers of U.S., China, Singapore, Bangladesh and Afghanistan, briefing them
about the operation.

Sources present at the briefing of diplomats told The Hindu that Ms. Swaraj stressed the point
that India had only conducted a counter-terror strike on a training camp in Pakistan, and did not
wish to “escalate” the situation further.

India received support for its decision from several countries including Australia and France who
issued statements after the strikes had been announced.

“France recognises India’s legitimacy to ensure its security against cross-border terrorism and
asks Pakistan to put an end to operations of terrorist groups established on its territory,” the
spokesperson of the French Ministry of Europe and Foreign Affairs said in a statement.

Incursion, says OIC

However the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation (OIC) condemned the IAF strikes, calling them
an “Indian incursion and aerial violation.”

The criticism comes four days ahead of Ms. Swaraj’s scheduled inaugural speech at the OIC in
UAE, India's first appearance at the 57-nation grouping.

After briefing an all-party meeting, Ms. Swaraj said that “all present spoke in one voice to
congratulate the IAF and promised support to all counter-terror measures taken by the
government.”
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WHEN 12 WARPLANES LOCKED ON TO THE TARGET
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

In the early hours of Tuesday, 12 Mirage-2000 combat jets of the Indian Air Force (IAF) armed
with Israeli Precision Guided Munitions (PGM) took off from their Gwalior airbase on a crucial
mission, cloaked in secrecy. The multirole fighter aircraft flew over Himachal Pradesh and
Kashmir before crossing into Pakistani airspace and striking the largest training camp of the
Jaish-e-Mohammad (JeM) in Balakot inside Pakistan.

“The terror launch pads along the LoC were moved deep inside after the Pulwama attack,” a
senior defence official said, speaking on condition of anonymity. “The camp in Balakot, which
was targeted, is JeM’s major training camp. It’s in proper Pakistan itself, close to Abbottabad
infamous because of Osama bin Laden.”

Balakot is about 60 km aerial distance from the LoC, in the Mansehra district of Pakistan’s
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa province, and is about two hours’ drive from Abbottabad.

India’s Foreign Secretary Vijay Gokhale on Tuesday termed the operation a “preemptive strike”
that had become absolutely necessary after credible intelligence had pointed to the JeM
planning more terror attacks across various parts of the country.

“Twelve Mirage-2000 jets from Gwalior were involved in the strike and they carried SPICE 2000
and Crystal Maze Mk2, also called AGM 142 Popeye PGMs,” an IAF source confirmed.

SPICE stands for ‘Smart, Precise Impact and Cost-Effective’ a kit which converts a conventional
bomb into a smart munition and is manufactured by Rafael of Israel. The ‘2000’ refers to a bomb
of 2,000 pounds (about 1,000 kg).

Out of harm’s way

The PGMs enable the aircraft to release them from stand-off distances while staying away from
harm’s way and the munitions glide to the target once launched. Defence sources said five
1,000 kg PGMs were dropped in the strike, which occurred at about 3:40 a.m. on Tuesday.

The IAF also deployed the Israeli Phalcon and indigenous Netra early warning aircraft to monitor
the mission — to direct the aircraft as well as to keep an eye out for Pakistani F-16s that might
be deployed to counter them — and a Heron long range UAV that was used for monitoring and
assessment. Sukhoi Su-30MKIs fighter jets were also airborne and standing by, as a
precautionary move.

To avoid preparations from leaking out, the Mirages flew directly from their home base in
Gwalior at the time of the mission to the target area and back. “Everything was carried on as
usual in the run up to it to maintain secrecy,” a defence official said.

The Mirages used the Israeli Litening targeting pods to mark the targets and the PGMs were
launched from a safe distance.

Another source said the initial Battle Damage Assessment (BDA) was that the hit was 100% and
that all aircraft had returned safely. Further details from the assessment are awaited.

The use of air power is significant as it is the first time since the 1971 war that the IAF crossed
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over and struck inside Pakistani territory.

Even during the Kargil conflict, th eIAF was under strict instructions to not cross the LoC.
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CAUTIOUS CHINA URGES INDIA, PAK. TO IMPROVE
TIES

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

Lu Kang  

China on Tuesday has responded cautiously to Indian air strikes across the Line of Control
(LoC), criticising New Delhi for taking unilateral action but urging both India and Pakistan to
improve ties.

Asked to comment on India’s assertion that it had targeted terrorist camps and not Pakistani
military sites, Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesperson Lu Kang said New Delhi should have
avoided unilateral action, and instead dealt with the situation through “international cooperation”.

“As for India’s claims on taking action against terrorism, fighting terrorism is a global practice. It
needs to be dealt with by international cooperation. And India needs to create a favourable
condition internationally for that,” Mr. Lu said.

China has repeatedly placed a “technical hold” on designating Masood Azhar, head of the Jaish-
e-Mohammad (JeM) — a UN designated terror group based in Pakistan — as an international
terrorist by the 1267 committee of the UN Security Council, as demanded by India and other
Permanent members of the Council. The JeM has claimed responsibility for the February 14
attack on a paramilitary convoy that killed 40 troops.

But instead of singling out India for steps to defuse the crisis, Mr. Lu advocated that the onus
was on both New Delhi and Islamabad to cultivate a “sound relationship”.

“We have taken note of relevant reports. I want to say that India and Pakistan are important
countries. A sound relationship and cooperation serves the interests of peace and stability in
South Asia. Both parties (should) remain restrained and do more to improve bilateral relations,”
he said.

Call for dialogue

Chinese news agency Xinhua reported that on Monday, Chinese Foreign Minister and State
Councillor Wang Yi called upon India and Pakistan to ease tensions arising from the Pulwama
attack “through dialogue as soon as possible and avoid an escalation of the situation”. He urged
both sides to collaborate on fighting terrorism and jointly safeguard the security and stability of
South Asia.

The Chinese Foreign Minister advocated a bilateral engagement during a telephonic
conversation with his Pakistani counterpart, Shah Mahmood Qureshi.

China is expected to further elaborate on its stance on Wednesday, when Mr. Wang meets
External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj on the sidelines of the Foreign Ministerial meeting of
Russia-India-China (RIC) in Wuzhen in East China.

Russia, led by Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov, is also expected to weigh in on the post-
Pulwama situation between India and Pakistan.
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PUSHING BOUNDARIES: ON BALAKOT AIR STRIKES
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

The Indian Air Force’s strike on a Jaish-e-Mohammad terror training camp in Pakistan’s Balakot
delivers a robust but calibrated message. The latter is manifest in New Delhi’s diplomatic
utterances. While the strikes followed the Pulwama attack by a couple of weeks, Foreign
Secretary Vijay Gokhale referred to the action as a “non-military pre-emptive strike”. The phrase
indicates the action was based on an assessment of an imminent threat, and had ensured that
Pakistan’s military personnel and infrastructure were not targeted, and civilian casualties were
actively avoided. In effect, New Delhi’s line is that the operation was an intelligence-driven
counter-terror strike rather than escalatory military aggression. The government said all other
options had been exhausted in making Islamabad keep its commitments since 2004 on curbing
the activities of groups like the JeM. There is no denying that the decision to send Mirage jets
across the Line of Control (LoC) to fire missiles 70 km inside Pakistan represents a major shift.
During the Kargil war in 1999, Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee had drawn a red line over the
IAF crossing the LoC, to avoid international recrimination. This strike was carried out in Pakistani
territory, not in Pakistan-occupied Kashmir, the theatre for retaliatory action in the past. It is still
to be determined how far the JeM has been set back, but the strikes mark a new chapter with
New Delhi’s willingness to push the war against terror into Pakistan territory. The government
has judged, perhaps correctly, that global opinion has shifted and there is little tolerance today
for terror groups that continue to find shelter on Pakistan soil. Significantly, with the exception of
the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation, there has been no global criticism of India’s statement
on the strikes, and most have just counselled restraint to both countries.

In Pakistan, Prime Minister Imran Khan has called for a joint session of Parliament and for its
diplomats to raise the matter at international fora. He has convened a meeting of the National
Command Authority that oversees Pakistan’s nuclear policy. However, Pakistan’s options are
limited. It could continue to deny that the Indian strike caused any damage on the ground, and
obviate the need for retaliatory strikes; or it could escalate the situation with a military response.
It could also make a break from its past, and begin to shut down the terror camps on its soil,
which would win friends internationally and ensure peace in the region. The Modi government
would do well to continue the restrained approach it has adopted after the latest operation, and
avoid the triumphalism that clouded the ‘surgical strikes’ of September 2016. With a response to
Pulwama duly executed, it must reach out to residents of J&K who have borne the brunt of the
jingoism unleashed after Pulwama. In the long term, building strong counter-terror defences,
partnering with its own citizens to gather intelligence, and creating deterrents will be key.
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DECOLONISING CHAGOS
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: Effect of policies and politics of developed & developing countries

on India's interests

The stunning opinion of the International Court of Justice in The Hague, that Britain’s continued
administration of the Chagos archipelago is unlawful, is a landmark in the effort to decolonise
the Indian Ocean and return the islands to Mauritius. Britain’s reaction, however, was
predictable and disappointing. It said the ICJ’s is an advisory opinion it will examine, and
stressed the security significance of the islands. Since the late-1960s, the U.S. has maintained a
military base on one of them, Diego Garcia. In 2016, Britain extended the lease to the U.S. till
2036 even as it said it would return the islands to Mauritius when no longer needed for defence
purposes. Mauritius has made it clear that it does not intend to jeopardise the future of the
military base. The agreement to allow Britain to administer the Chagos islands came in 1965,
three years before Mauritius gained independence. Mauritius says Britain had made it a pre-
condition for independence. This was endorsed by the ICJ, which noted that given the
imbalance between the two, the agreement did not amount to “freely expressed and genuine
will”. It is a damning assessment of colonial legacies and the attempt by former colonial powers
to justify or ignore the indefensible on the basis of ‘agreements’.

Britain has tried to block Mauritius’s claim to the islands at every stage, first by attempting to
defeat a UN General Assembly vote in 2017 calling on the ICJ to deliver its opinion. When it lost
this, London questioned the court’s jurisdiction and Mauritius’s version of how the deal had been
thrashed out. However, Mauritius has had many countries on its side, including India. In written
and oral submissions before the court, India has insisted that historical facts were not with
Britain’s interpretation and that its continued administration of the islands meant the process of
decolonisation had not been completed. In an ideal world, Britain would be compelled to hand
the islands to Mauritius. However, as the opinion against the construction of the separation wall
in the Occupied Palestinian Territory in 2003 demonstrates, ICJ advisories are not always acted
on. At the very least, Britain should show it respects the court’s view and Mauritius’s
sovereignty, and make significant concessions — starting with matters ranging from fishing
rights to compensation for the Chagossians, who have suffered through all of this. The ICJ
‘opinion’ draws the line on what is expected from Britain for it to be a global nation in tune with
the new world order. It announces that the world has moved on from passive acceptance of the
injustices of empire.

Please enter a valid email address.

A viable financial mechanism must be evolved to remove pollutants in power plants

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 : 2019-02-27

THE NEW ORDER IN WEST ASIA
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India- West Asia

When protests erupted on Arab streets in late 2010 and in 2011, felling deeply entrenched
dictators such as Zine El Abidine Ben Ali of Tunisia and Hosni Mubarak of Egypt, it was certain
that the changes in government would alter the regional dynamics as well. Many thought the old
order rooted in “stability” (read: the decades-long unperturbed rule of single families or dictators)
would be swept away by emerging democracies. Eight years later, it is evident that the Arab
world has changed, but not in the way many had predicted. The structures of the old Arab world
have been either destroyed or shaken, but without fundamentally altering the domestic politics in
Arab countries.

There have been multiple power centres in the Arab region, at least since the second half of the
19th century when the Ottoman Sultans shifted their focus from the East to the West. The
waning influence of the Ottomans in the Arab region created a vacuum which was filled by
emerging regional leaders such as Muhammad Ali of Egypt, the Hashemites in central Arabia
and the Mediterranean region, and the Al-Saud family in the Arabian peninsula. In post-war
West Asia, Egypt remained the most influential Arab country. The Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan
maintained its influence in the Mediterranean region, while Saudi Arabia was confined to the
Arabian peninsula. When Egypt and Jordan were in relative decline, particularly after the 1967
war with Israel, Iraq rose under the leadership of the Baathists. Saddam Hussein, who became
Iraq’s President in 1979, was eager to don the mantle of Gamal Abdel Nasser, the former
Egyptian leader who called for pan Arabism. Hussein launched a war with revolutionary Iran in
1980 on behalf of most Arab countries. Though there were deep divisions between these
countries, one point of convergence was “stability”. Neither the monarchs nor the dictators in the
Arab world wanted any threats to their grip on power.

This order started to age much before the Arab protests. Hussein broke a taboo of non-
aggression between Arab countries when he invaded Kuwait in 1990. And the 2003 American
invasion of Iraq toppled him and buried his regime. The Arab protests expedited the changes
that were already under way. Egypt went through a long period of instability starting 2011. First,
a revolution brought down Mr. Mubarak and took the Muslim Brotherhood to power. And then a
counter-revolution by military leader Abdel Fattah el-Sisi took the country back to square one. In
the process, Egypt was beaten badly: the government lost moral authority; its regional standing
weakened; and with economic problems mounting, a desperate Mr. Sisi went to the Gulf
monarchs for help.

Saudi Arabia was generous in helping the Sisi regime. The Saudis were initially shocked by the
fall of Mr. Mubarak, a trusted ally, and the rise to power of the Brothers, Islamist republicans and
sworn enemies of the Kingdom. Both the Saudis and the United Arab Emirates wanted to get rid
of Egypt’s elected government of President Mohamed Morsi, a Muslim Brother. They backed the
2013 counter-revolution and helped Mr. Sisi tighten his grip on power with aid. In the event, what
we have now is a weaker Egypt ruled by a military dictator who’s increasingly dependent on the
Saudi-UAE axis.

In the Arab world, Saudi Arabia doesn’t face a real challenge to its leadership now. The Saudis
have been eager to take this leadership position. They organised a massive Arab summit in May
2017 in Riyadh which was also attended by U.S. President Donald Trump. The U.S. and the
Arab nations also announced plans to create a Middle East Strategic Alliance, also referred to
as the Arab NATO, which is a transnational Arab security entity under Saudi leadership. The
common enemy of this bloc is Saudi Arabia’s main geopolitical and ideological rival in the
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region, Iran.

Riyadh has been aggressive in taking on Iran in recent years, be it the anti-Iran campaign it is
spearheading globally (in the U.S., Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman compared the
Iranian regime to Hitler’s Nazi rule), the increasingly high military spend, or the desire to take on
Iran’s proxies (interference in Lebanon’s politics or the war on Yemen). Within the Arab world,
Saudi Arabia has made it clear that it will not allow alternative power centres to rise, and never
from its backyard. The decision to blockade Qatar, the tiny Gulf country that has disagreements
with Saudi Arabia’s foreign policy, could be seen against this backdrop. Besides Saudi Arabia
and the UAE, Egypt had also joined the blockade, showing how dependent Cairo is on the Gulf
axis. There are no doubts here: Saudi Arabia wants a united Arab front under its leadership that
will contain Iran and maximise the Kingdom’s interests in West Asia and North Africa.

In relative terms, Riyadh has consolidated its position among the Arab countries. But its quest to
become a major regional power faces serious challenges. The problem begins with its own
inexperience. Saudi Arabia has never been an effective executioner of big ideas. All these years
it lay low, either behind other regional powers or under the wings of the U.S. Now, as it has
started taking a leadership position, its policies have gone awry. The Qatar blockade is not
reaching anywhere and the war in Yemen has been catastrophic. Besides, the assassination of
journalist Jamal Khashoggi inside Saudi Arabia’s Istanbul consulate has been a public relations
disaster.

Second, Iran is hardly a pushover. Ever since the Islamic Revolution of 1979, Iranians have lived
under threats and with a huge sense of insecurity, which prompted them to create networks of
influence across the region. Despite forging strong alliances and having a far stronger economy,
Saudi Arabia has been unable to contain Iran’s influence. And it may not be able to do so in the
future either, unless the Americans are ready for another major war in the region.

Third, there is a third pole in today’s West Asia: Recep Tayyip Erdogan’s Turkey. Turkey’s ‘Arab
Spring’ bet may not have paid off as the political Islamist parties, which are aligned to the ruling
Justice and Development Party, failed to consolidate power in the rebellion-hit countries, except
Tunisia. However, Turkey, which retreated from West Asia in the second half of the 19th
century, is now shifting it focus back from Europe to the region. It is a major defence and
economic partner of Qatar, and has a strong presence in Syria through its proxies. Turkey also
used the Khashoggi murder to turn up heat on Saudi Arabia internationally. While Turkey is not
aligned with Iran either, it has shown willingness to cooperate with the Iranians on matters of
mutual interest — such as the Kurdistan issue and the Syrian conflict — while its ties with Saudi
Arabia have steadily deteriorated.

West Asia’s Muslim landscape is now tripolar: Saudi Arabia, as the leader of the Arab world, is
trying to expand its influence across the region; Iran is continuing to resist what it sees as
attempts to scuttle its natural rise; and Turkey is returning to a shaken region to re-establish its
lost glory. This multi-directional competition, if not confrontation, will shape West Asian
geopolitics in the coming years.

stanly.johny@thehindu.co.in
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ILLUMINATING ASIA’S FUTURE
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - East Asia

On February 22, a day after South Korean President Moon Jae-in welcomed him as his first
state guest of 2019, Prime Minister Narendra Modi was conferred the Seoul Peace Prize in the
South Korean capital. Mr. Modi is a conservative, nationalist leader and Mr. Moon is a liberal-
minded leader and a former human rights lawyer. Yet, similar to the taegeuk (yin-yang) at the
centre of South Korea’s national flag, the two leaders, like their respective nations’ national
identities and foreign relations, complement each other.

The striking historical characteristic of Korea is the homogeneity of its people and its continuous
history, until recently, as a unified political entity. The same term, Han minjok, is used to denote
both the Korean race and the Korean nation. Riven by subnational loyalties, India is anything but
homogenous. Yet India too has exuded unity since time immemorial, which is renewed daily in
the hearts and minds of its citizens. South Korea’s national identity and nationalism were forged,
respectively, by the collapse of Chinese universalism at the turn of the first millennium and,
again, in the early 20th century. India was never part of the Chinese world order. Yet both
nations were, in the evocative words of Rabindranath Tagore, “lamp bearers” in their modern
histories, joined in the struggle against colonialism and determined to re-illuminate the East.

Korea’s foreign relations with China were steadied once its Yalu River frontier was confirmed in
the late 14th century. That frontier was as porous as India’s Himalayan frontier is impassable.
Yet both frontiers were breached by revolutionary communists in the aftermath of the founding of
the People’s Republic, with profound geopolitical consequences that linger to this day.

The long history of Korea’s foreign relations with China also lends an important insight into its
modern-day strategic conduct: essential to its preservation as an independent state on imperial
China’s periphery was an immutable policy of non-involvement in the power politics or
international relations of its continental-sized neighbour.

Seoul today, alone among its Indo-Pacific peers, embraces relations with New Delhi solely
based on India’s inherent appeal and worth. India is not a hedge or a foil to be deployed against
a rising China. This opens up, rather than limits, the space for bilateral cooperation, including on
sensitive defence matters.

India and South Korea view each other today as special strategic partners. As they re-illuminate
the eastern sky, they must also help forge a 21st century model of Asian international relations
— one that is keyed to regional tradition and historical circumstance, imbued with an ethos of
equality and consensus, and which resiles from doctrines that are zero-sum in character.

The writer is a Senior Fellow at the Institute for China-America Studies in Washington, D.C.

Please enter a valid email address.

The governance structure is in need of a drastic remake

END
Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

Source : www.indianexpress.com Date : 2019-02-27

THE NEW RED LINE
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd.
All Rights Reserved

The successful strike by Indian Air Force jets against a training camp for Jaish-e-Mohammad
militants in Balakot in Pakistan has set a new metric, etched a new red line, in the fraught
relations between the two neighbours.

With this, India has signaled its willingness and ability to push the envelope on the deterrence
imposed by nuclear parity in order to defend itself against terrorist groups waging a proxy war in
Kashmir and elsewhere in its territory on behalf of the Pakistan Army. Unlike the surgical strike
that followed the September 2016 Jaish attack in Uri, which was planned and conducted by
India’s Army across the Line of Control in Pakistan Occupied Kashmir, this aerial strike targeted
a camp atop a mountain in Balakot in Mansehra district of Pakistan’s Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
province, making it the first operation of its kind since 1971.

India’s government had promised a response to the February 14 Jaish-e-Mohammad attack
against a CRPF convoy in Kashmir that killed 40 jawans. By calling it a “non-military pre-
emptive” strike against the Jaish which was planning more attacks across India, the government
has underlined the message that this was a defensive act. That it was a strike on terrorism, not
Pakistan.

This is further reinforced by the fact that it was the country’s top diplomat who made the formal
announcement of the Indian action, and that he described it as an “intelligence-based”
operation. The careful choice of words, meant to convey that the strike was nothing less than
what India described, but nothing more than that either, showed a sobriety that this delicate
moment demands of a responsible power.
It is now the time to build on this and reach out across the world to convey the unequivocal
message that India continues to seek a resolution to its issues with Pakistan through diplomatic
means.

Pakistan may be unwilling, it may allow or even help the JeM to get back on its feet after this
attack. But that only means that India’s diplomatic work is not yet done. External Affairs Minister
Sushma Swaraj travels to Beijing this week to attend the Russia-India-China foreign ministers’
meeting, and to Abu Dhabi later to represent India as the “guest of honour” at the Organisation
of Islamic Conference foreign ministers’ plenary.

At both places, India must underline the important role that friends of Pakistan can and must
play in dissuading it from using terrorists to achieve its strategic objectives. Pakistan must be
cautioned about the diminishing returns of such a policy and of India’s determination to ensure
that the costs will only mount.

Download the Indian Express apps for iPhone, iPad or Android

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd. All Rights Reserved
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AFTER BALAKOT
Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

© 2019 The Indian Express Ltd.
All Rights Reserved

The first ever invitation for Delhi to address a ministerial gathering of the Islamic nations is an
important breakthrough in independent India’s diplomacy. Delhi certainly appears to have
outsmarted Pakistan, which has for decades sought to block or undercut India’s outreach to the
Islamic nations.

The back story with Pakistan at the Organisation of Islamic Conference is nearly half a century
old. India was invited to participate in the founding conference of the OIC at Rabat, Morocco in
1969, but Pakistan compelled the Conference to “disinvite” India. Rabat has been one of
independent India’s worst diplomatic humiliations. Since then, Pakistan has repeatedly used the
forum to target India on Kashmir. The OIC, with its provocative pronouncements crafted in
Pakistan, became a permanent headache for Indian diplomacy, becoming more intense in
moments of crises with Pakistan of the kind that is playing out since the Pulwama attack.

That the Indian foreign minister can now walk into the OIC and address it as a guest of honour is
an important inflection point in India’s engagement with the Muslim world. The government of
Pakistan could not even publicly protest against the invitation to Swaraj, for the initiative has
come from one of Islamabad’s closest partners — the United Arab Emirates.

It has strong support from Pakistan’s other long-standing allies like Saudi Arabia and Turkey.
The invitation also reflects the altered perceptions of Pakistan and India in the Middle East and
beyond. In the 1950s and 1960s, Pakistan was seen as one of the natural leaders of the Muslim
world. Today it is seen as an economic supplicant looking for dole from oil rich nations. India, in
contrast, is seen as a major economic partner by all the key Islamic countries.

For Swaraj, the OIC meeting provides a big opportunity to explain the origins of the current crisis
with Pakistan, the rationale behind the preemptive attack on the Balakot terror camp, and Delhi’s
repeated efforts for peace and reconciliation with Pakistan. Beyond the immediate, Swaraj can
build on the fact that most Muslim countries are threatened by violent religious extremism and
are open to long-term security cooperation with India.

Delhi must focus on converting this diplomatic breakthrough into sustained institutional
engagement with the OIC, including a possible observer status in the organisation. India’s formal
engagement with the OIC, however, is unlikely to stop Pakistan from taking advantage of India’s
internal troubles. As Delhi begins to leverage the new goodwill in the Islamic world, it must also
renew the process of healing in Kashmir.
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He is a serving Air Vice Marshal of the IAF.

In a calibrated, decisive and yet restrained show of force, the Indian Air Force (IAF) converted
Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s promise of punitive action into reality as it pounded jihadi
training camps in Pakistan-Occupied Kashmir (PoK) in a series of coordinated air strikes in the
wee hours of Tuesday. Seen in isolation from a contemporary conflict scenario, air strikes in
counter-terrorist operations are the preferred first option across the Western world for a few
reasons.

First, they are safer than committing boots on the ground. Second, the seductive technological
capability of precision allows for pinpoint targeting and the possibility of carrying out effective
decapitation missions against terrorist cadres. And lastly, air strikes are no longer seen as
escalatory mechanisms in a sub-conventional conflict.

India’s hesitation in the past to use airpower as an effective tool of deterrence in sub-
conventional operations had its reasons and some of them may well have been justified.
However, this writer has for long argued that while many of these reasons — responsibility,
restraint and escalation — may hold true while conducting sub-conventional operations in the
hinterland, different paradigms have existed in Jammu and Kashmir ever since Pakistan raised
the tempo of its covert war by employing proxies like the Lashkar-e-Taiba (LeT) and Jaish-e-
Mohammad (JeM).

Through the Nineties, the IAF argued that it had the capability to hit terrorist camps in PoK and
that this ought to be a critical element of a clear punitive policy, which many Northern Army
Commanders have suggested. Successive governments, however, failed to bite the bullet and
continued with reactive response strategies that eschewed the use of air power because of a
lack of understanding of what air power could and could not do.

During the Kargil conflict, the IAF wanted to hit the logistics lines opposite the Kargil area that
would choke supplies but was held back with restrictions to not cross the LoC. Similarly, in 2002,
the IAF conducted some strikes, albeit without crossing the LoC, during the closing stages of
Operation Parakram when Pakistan made some effective incursions in the Neelam-Gurez
sector.

It is believed that the IAF had options ready after the 2008 attack, but the overarching need to
be seen by the world as a “responsible and restrained” state saw India baulk at the use of force.

Tuesday’s action, when viewed through the prism of the issues discussed above, answers a few
long-standing dilemmas and raises a few questions. The first is that there seems to be an
emerging understanding within the strategic community and the political establishment that
offensive air power can be employed as a credible tool of punitive or proactive deterrence, a
policy that has been attributed to the more muscular national security posture of the Modi
government.

Does this constitute a crossing of the Rubicon or is it just a decisive operational response? The



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

Rubicon, a point of no return, has always been in the mind of our strategic establishment and
one only hopes that this enhances their understanding of the utility of air power as a kinetic tool
of statecraft that can be employed with restraint. For the IAF, I am sure it was an opportunity to
walk the talk and demonstrate what it has been training for years in the sub-conventional
domain.

When PM Modi announced that he has given a free hand to the armed forces to act after the
Pulwama attack, he was criticised for abdicating political responsibility for any military action —
his critics failed to distinguish between reality and rhetoric.

I will argue that what he meant was he would give full freedom to the armed forces to ideate and
plan for multiple options without imposing any restrictions, but the final green signal would
obviously come from the PM himself. The fact that the air attack plan is said to have been
explained in detail by the air chief to the raksha mantri, and that PM Modi monitored the attack in
real time, reflects that there was good synergy between all stakeholders in the operation.

The IAF must be commended for not engaging in mission over-reach, considering that it does
not regularly conduct such operations and unlike many reports in the popular media that the
Pakistan air force goofed up its air defence response, I will argue that the surprise element and
the timing may have caught the best air forces by surprise. It was a mission well-executed and
from the first statement issued during an MEA briefing and subsequent statements from the
NSA, it is assessed that significant damage was caused to the target systems chosen.

Whether there will be consequences is too early to say and depends on numerous variables —
China will condemn the attacks, but is likely to advise restraint. They have too much at stake
with the China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC). The West will be cautious in any criticism,
but as always, focus on the nuclear dimension as a means of diffusing tension.

The internal situation in Pakistan and its precarious economic condition may preclude the
possibility of any escalated conventional response. What remains is continued subversion and
prosecution of its time-tested covert war using proxies as a low-cost option, albeit with a
changed flavour.

An outside chance, of course, is a Eureka moment that brings home the realisation to the
Pakistani deep state that war of any kind is a losing proposition for the country as its asymmetry
vis-a-vis India grows. In the meantime, India cannot afford to let its guard down. War as we
know it is not an option but full-spectrum and hardened deterrence is an absolute necessity. The
radars must keep churning.
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INDIAN AIRSTRIKES COMPLICATE PAKISTAN’S
MILITARY OPTIONS

Relevant for: International Relations | Topic: India - Pakistan

The February 14 terrorist attack in Pulwama left India seething with rage. There was a
groundswell of opinion that Pakistan and Jaish-e-Mohammed (JeM) — the terrorist group that
claimed responsibility for the attack — should be taught a lesson. It would have been difficult for
any prime minister to not pay attention to this populist sentiment, especially in an election year.
The airstrikes that the Indian Air Force (IAF) carried out deep inside the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
region of Pakistan proves that the latter may have overused its terrorism-under-the-nuclear-
umbrella card. According to a press statement by India’s foreign secretary Vijay Gokhale, IAF
fighter jets, in the early hours of Tuesday, “struck the biggest training camp of JeM in Balakot”.
The attack eliminated “a very large number of JeM terrorists, trainers, senior commanders and
groups of jihadis”.

What’s new about these airstrikes? One, this is the first time one nuclear power has used
airpower to strike inside the territory of another nuclear power. Two, the airstrikes were not in
Pakistan-occupied Kashmir (PoK) but on undisputed Pakistani territory — the first by India after
1971. The surgical strikes of 2016 did not invite, according to some experts, nuclear or any other
kind of retaliation from Pakistan because it was in PoK just across the line of control (LoC).
Three, unlike the 2016 strikes, these airstrikes did not target terrorist “launch pads” along the
LoC, but a training camp. The difference would be realised in the number of casualties too,
though exact figures are not known yet.

There are, however, some key similarities with the 2016 surgical strikes and previous Indian
operations. The official briefing after the airstrikes was restrained and professional. India
presented it as a “non-military pre-emptive action” against terrorists (not the Pakistani military)
based on credible intelligence that the targeted camp was being used by JeM to train jihadis for
suicide bombings. By not framing it as retaliation to Pulwama, India signalled that it is not
walking into any pre-selected escalatory spiral. The selection of target and execution ensured
that there were no civilian casualties.

The reaction from Pakistan has been confused. The spokesperson of the Pakistan armed forces
started by playing down the airstrikes. He claimed that the payload actually fell on open land and
did not do any damage. However, the political response has been different. Shah Mahmood
Qureshi, Pakistan’s foreign minister, has called the Indian action one of “grave aggression”, and
asserted that Islamabad has the “right to respond”. The way out of an escalation in September
2016 was Pakistan denying that anything like the surgical strikes even happened. India did not
force Pakistan’s hands by choosing to hold back the video footage, which was released much
later. On this occasion, the Pakistani army has had to accept the IAF intrusion but it has tried to
find an escape route out of the escalation ladder by playing down the impact. One does not yet
know whether Pakistan will choose to retaliate or not.

Where does this leave us with the subcontinental escalation dynamics? Pakistan claims to follow
the concept of full-spectrum deterrence, which aims to completely eliminate any possibility of
conventional war with India. It has been able to get away with low cost, subconventional warfare
against India by flaunting its nuclear weapons. The 2016 surgical strikes had already dented
Pakistan’s fantastical doctrine. Tuesday airstrikes have now punched a bigger hole in its full-
spectrum deterrence. These two events have shown that there is ample space for a one-off
conventional operation, including the use of airpower in undisputed Pakistani territory, and below
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the nuclear threshold. Even if Pakistan chooses to escalate, unless it uncorks its nuclear
options, which is almost unimaginable, it further expands the space for conventional warfare
below the nuclear threshold.

This, precisely, is the big dilemma for the Pakistani security establishment. Its air defence
systems have been caught napping. The option of airstrikes left its battlefield nukes ineffectual.
The use of strategic nukes against airstrikes, which, the Pakistani army claims, hardly damaged
anything, can be safely ruled out. Any conventional response from Pakistan hurts its own
professed full-spectrum deterrence. India should be alert nonetheless. Pakistan’s response
could be conventional or through its terrorists proxies. These airstrikes alone won’t end
Pakistan’s sponsorship of terrorism. However, India should embed such strikes into a long-term
strategy of increasing Pakistan’s costs for pursuing subconventional warfare. Progress will be
gradual and uneven but India will need to persist with a military, diplomatic and economic
strategy to counter Pakistan whether an election is approaching or not.

First Published: Feb 26, 2019 18:50 IST

END
Downloaded from crackIAS.com

© Zuccess App by crackIAS.com



cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

cr
ac

kIA
S.co

m

Source : www.pib.nic.in Date : 2019-02-27

CURTAIN RAISER: INDIA-BANGLADESH JOINT
MILITARY EXERCISE SAMPRITI - 2019
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Ministry of Defence

Curtain Raiser: India-Bangladesh Joint Military Exercise
Sampriti - 2019

Posted On: 26 FEB 2019 3:25PM by PIB Delhi

As part of the ongoing India Bangladesh defence cooperation, a joint military exercise Sampriti-
2019 will be conducted at Tangail, Bangladesh from 02 March to 15 March 2019.  Exercise
Sampriti-2019 is an important bilateral defence cooperation endeavour between India and
Bangladesh and this will be the eighth edition of the exercise which is hosted alternately by both
countries.

The exercise is aimed to strengthen and broaden the aspects of interoperability and cooperation
between the Indian and Bangladesh Armies.  The exercise will involve tactical level operations in
a counter insurgency and counter terrorism environment under the UN mandate.

In addition to understanding each other in tactical level operations, emphasis will also be laid for
greater cultural understanding to strengthen military trust and cooperation between the two
nations.

 

Lt Col Mohit Vaishnava

for PRO (Army)
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