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India, U.S. sign pact to enhance defence ties

The framework charts ties across all the defence
domains — land, sea, air, space, and cyberspace

Saurab Trived

NEW DELHI

ndia and the Unised
States have unveiled a
Woyear defence ra

LS India Mugor Difiee
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by Defence Minister Raj
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tary of War Pete Hegseth
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ASEAN Defenice Ministers'
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Hegseth says coordination is being stepped up,
and defence ties have never been stronger

The Minsary Further

salkd that India and the U5,
continue 1o expand their
defence

relationship

one-of-ofe  interaction

st the US. for in-person
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context of the News

India and the U.S. signed a 10-year “Framework
for the U.S.-India Major Defence Partnership”
at the 12th ASEAN Defence Ministers’ Meeting-
Plus (ADMM-Plus) in Kuala Lumpur.

Signed by Defence Minister Rajnath Singh and
U.S. Secretary of War Pete Hegseth.

Aims to enhance peace, security, and stability
in the Indo-Pacific, amid ongoing tariff
tensions.

Builds on the 2013 Joint Principles for Defence
Cooperation and the 2016 Major Defence
Partner (MDP) status.

Key Points

Duration: 2025-2035 — provides long-term
strategic direction.
Scope: Land, maritime, air, space, and
cyberspace.
Objectives:
o Promote a free, open, and rules-based
Indo-Pacific.
o Enhance interoperability and maritime
domain awareness.
o Expand defence innovation and technology
collaboration.
COMPACT Initiative: Catalyzing Opportunities
for Military Partnership, Accelerated
Commerce and Technology — promotes co-
development and co-production.
Strategic Vision: Supports Quad cooperation,
deters regional threats, and safeguards
sovereignty.
Industrial Linkages: Boosts joint R&D,
innovation, and start-up-driven defence tech.

Static Linkages

India’s Major Defence Partner status (U.S.
NDAA 2017) enables advanced technology
sharing.

Key foundational pacts completed: LEMOA
(2016), COMCASA (2018), BECA (2020).
Indo-Pacific reflects India’s SAGAR doctrine —
Security and Growth for All in the Region.
ADMM-Plus: Forum for defence dialogue
among ASEAN and partners.

Critical Analysis
Opportunities

Reinforces India’s strategic autonomy and
multipolar balancing.

Boosts defence indigenisation under
Atmanirbhar Bharat.

Strengthens maritime surveillance and joint
exercises.

Expands R&D and innovation ecosystems.

Challenges

Trade frictions could affect trust.

Limited tech transfer due to export controls.
Managing China’s strategic sensitivity.

Need for genuine reciprocity and mutual
benefit.

Way Forward

Set up joint R&D hubs and integrated defence
corridors.

Broaden cooperation in Al, space, quantum,
and cyber via iCET.

Align Indo-Pacific strategy with ASEAN
centrality.

Ensure balanced tech access and policy
reciprocity.

Promote defence diplomacy through IORA and
East Asia Summit.



‘Probe agencies cannot force
lawyers to reveal client info’

The CJided Bench of the SC records that lawyers were not at the beck-and-call of probe agencies;
it says their ability to protect their clients without fear was part of their fundamental rights

Krishnadas Raj |
NEW DELHI

he Supreme Court
Tin a judgment on
Friday held that in-

vestigating agencies can-
not summon lawyers and
coerce them to disclose
any professional communi-
cation made in confidence
with their clients.

A threejudge Bench
headed by Chief Justice of
India B.R. Gavai said com-
pelling a lawyer to prejud-
ice his or her own client,
without the latter’s con-
sent  or  knowledge,
amounted to an “outrage-
ous" infringement of the
client’s constitutional right
against self-incrimination
under Article 2003) of the
Constitution.

“The facts and circum-

stances of a crime commit-
ted, or an FIR registered, is
not to be elicited from the
advocate who represents
the accused, which again is
a reflection of the abject
failure of the investigating
agency. It is for the investi-
gator to obtain indepen-
dent evidence of the culpa-
bility of the accused. The
position of trust the advo-
cate occuples vis-a-vis his
client cannot be put to test

Q The position of trust the advocate
oceupies vis-ivis his client cannot be put

o test by an avempt 1o breach the professional
confidence, under Section 132 -—

1 Sakshya Adhiniyam],
flections of the

constitutional protection against

selfincrimination

SUPREME COURT JUDGMENT

by an attempt to breach
the professional  confi-
dence, conferred with a so-
lemn privilege under Sec-
tion 132, which has
reflections of the constitu-
tional protection against
selFincrimination,” Justice
K. Vinod Chandran, who
authored the judgment for
the Bench also comprising
Justice NV, Anjaria,
observed.

Lawyer-client privilege
The judgment recorded
that lawyers were not at
the beck-and-call of probe
agencies. Their ability to
protect their clients with-
out fear was part of their
fundamental rights under
Article 19(1)(g) and Article
21 of the Constitution, cou-
pled with the provisions of
the Advocates Act, 1961,

KEY HIGHLIGHTS
Context of the News

e The Supreme Court ruled that investigating
agencies cannot summon lawyers or force

them to reveal confidential client

communications.
* Thejudgment, delivered by a Bench headed by
CJI B.R. Gavai, arose from a suo motu case
after the Enforcement Directorate (ED)
summoned two senior advocates for advice
given to clients.
e The Court held that such actions violate
constitutional rights under Articles 20(3), 19(1)
(g), and 21.
* The judgment reaffirmed lawyer-client
privilege under Section 132 of the Bharatiya
Sakshya Adhiniyam (BSA), 2023.

Key Points

The court sald lawver-
client privilege was pro-
tected in Section 132 of the
Bharatiya Sakshya Adhini-
vam (BSA) of 2023, which
mangdates that an advocate
cannot be coerced into re-
vealing any information
with respect to the client
he represents or the cause
he is engaged to prosecute
or defend. The exceptions
to this rule are clear. The
confidentiality of the la-
wyer-client  communica
tion can be waived only
with the consent of the
client or if it was in furthe-
rance of an illegal purpose
or a if a crime or fraud is
committed as a result.

The judgment was
based on a suo moty case
registered by the Supreme
Court after two senior ad-
vocates were summoned

by the Enforcement Direc
torate (ED) for legal advice
they gave their clients. The
Bar had risen up in unison
against the ED, which had
quickly withdrawn the
summaons. [n fact, even the
Artorney-General and the
Solicitor-General had high-
lighted that the such sum-
mons by investigative
agencies affect a large body
of advocates in the country
“whose voice is the voice
of the victim, the accused,
the marginalised and the
downtrodden”.

The court held that in-
vestigating or prosecuting
agencies or the police can-
not directly summon a la-
wyer Lo elicit the details of
the case, unless there was
something the investigat-
ing officer had knowledge
of, which fell under the ex-
ceptions [of Section 132].
In such cases, the excep-
tion had to be specifically
mentioned in the
SUMMONS.

The court made it clear
that summons issued
against a lawyer by a probe
officer should be approved
by a superior officer not
below the rank of a Supe-
rintendent  of  Police,
whose satisfaction has w
be recorded in writing.

e Lawyers cannot be compelled to disclose
confidential communications with clients.

e Article 20(3) protects against self-

incrimination; forcing a lawyer to reveal client

details breaches this right.

e Section 132, BSA 2023 ensures advocate-client
confidentiality. Disclosure allowed only when:

o The client consents, or

o The communication furthers an illegal act,

or

o A crime/fraud results from it.

e Summons safeguard: Any summons to an
advocate must be approved by a superior
officer (SP rank or above) with written
justification.

e Judicial observation: The advocate’s duty of
trust is part of professional ethics and
constitutional liberty.

Static Linkages

e Article 20(3): Protection against self-
incrimination.

e Article 19(1)(g): Freedom to practise a
profession.

e Article 21: Right to privacy and dignity (Justice
K.S. Puttaswamy case, 2017).

e Advocates Act, 1961: Governs conduct and
ethics of lawyers.

e Section 132, BSA 2023: Codifies privilege of
legal communications (replaces Sec. 126 of
Indian Evidence Act, 1872).

e Rule of Law: Ensures fairness and due process.

Critical Analysis
Positive Aspects:
e Protects client confidentiality and lawyer
independence.
* Prevents misuse of investigative powers.
e Strengthens due process and fairness in
criminal justice.
e Reinforces constitutional morality and privacy.
Concerns:
* May delay investigations if misused to hide
illegal acts.
* “lllegal purpose” clause can be open to
interpretation.
* Need clarity on privilege in digital
communications.
Stakeholders:
e Advocates and Bar Councils
* |nvestigating Agencies (ED, CBI, Police)
e Judiciary and Law Ministry
e Citizens seeking fair representation

Way Forward

e Guidelines for agencies to respect lawyer-
client privilege.

e Training for investigators on limits of privilege
exceptions.

e Clarify definitions of “illegal purpose” and
“fraud exception.”

e Digital protection for emails and online
consultations.

e Judicial oversight on cases alleging privilege
breach.



The case for a board of peace and sustainable security

he tension between the ideals of the
United Nations (UN) and the structure
created 1o uphold them has rarely
been as evident as it is today as the
organisation commemorates the 80th
anniversary of its founding. Designed to prevent
catastrophic war, the UN Security Council (UNSC)
still reacts to conflict but no longer sustains
peace. Across continents, conflicts endure for
years without resolution not only because they
mcnmﬁubmmmlm international

Diplomacy, rather than being an ongoing process
has become a form of crisis theatre xﬂnm-rilnn
late and withdrawn 100 early.

This problem is not simply about political
divisions. It is about institutional design. The UN
has no dedicated body 10 malntain political

shows and

equipped

Peacebuilding Commission, €
inatiative, lacks the mandate and the
engage during active
loses comtimuity. It boses comtext. [t:lous
Meementum. 1t forgets.

Saructural reform of the UNSC ks necessary and
long Mrrdut Bu‘l 'llvallrg for mrh rr(urm asa

or 4l isa

ﬂnh@cmkhke Functional reform - reform
that strengthens the UN's ability to act now, using

powers that exist under the Charter - is
Iboth possible and urgent. The UN General
Assemibly, under Antiche 22, has the authority to
establish new subsidiary bodies 1o carry ot is
work. It has used this power before. It can use it
again,
A clearly defined space
A ‘Board of Peace and Sustainable Security”
would fill the institutional void that now
undermines conflict resolution. 1t would not
«challenge the primacy of the UNSC in matters of
International peace and security. It would not
intrude into the sovereign affairs of states. It
would ot undentake early-warmning or
pre-conflict intervention - areas that raise real
puh.lhlmml‘u'mw)m Instead, it
kd aclearly d providing

8l

is 3 Rorrmer Foreign
Secretary of Indka

The United
Natlons must
create a new
institution that
can sustain

peace
beyond war

KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context of the News

* On the 80th anniversary of the UN, concerns
grow over its failure to sustain peace despite

reacting to conflicts.

e Experts propose creating a ‘Board of Peace
and Sustainable Security (BPSS)’ under Article

structured political engagement during and after
conflict, wherrwday the UN presence dissipates.
fts tools would be political mther than

stability by aligning peace effons with
governance, development and regional
cooperation, It avoids the intervention risks
associated with " preventive security™ and

‘oercive: ll'llm nationally-led dialogue,

n-,ﬁmn and
emurlnxlhm wmkm&cqmmmrhﬂm
achievable political pathways rather than
holding

Secretary-General and the UNSC, subsume the
Peacebuilding Commission q‘D(Hand help align

nationally led approaches).

Style of functioning

The board would not be another forum for
general statements. 1t would be a working
institution. It would stay engaged where others
mmdrw It would track commitments bong after

; and
with outcomes. it would not challenge
UNSC authority, or duplicate or encroach on the
Secretary-General's prerogatives under Article 59.

Keep it representative
The credibility of such a body would depend,
above all, on who sits at the table. It must be

nw‘n‘laherl:rrw:ls. Ilwml]dmducelhdnﬂ that
has become common in long-running UN

engagements. It would give political shape to
international presence when peace s young and
fragile.

s manckate would be modest in appearance
hnmruequend.i in practice. It would bnnga

representative but not unwieldy. That
ellite chib, bust nio open forum either. .I\rot:.dng
f about two d
hyrhequnenlnmbt)'folhadlm
would ensure balance and renewal.
dhrﬂnmm.lldhe ktrmllypunmﬂd with

Cnl:n]!p regomlupmsmommdmlbe
he reality

ﬂ:atpta:\ussha aimmhlnm&baha
Jakarta and i as in New York, Power would
not be inheriied penmanent seats, nor
paralysed by vetoes. The board would be buil
not on privilege but participation. Agenda items
would be introcsced only by a UN member-stae,
a regional organisation or the UN
Secretary-General. There would be no civil
society voting role, although they may have
consultative participation.

The concept of sustainable security is essential
here. It recognises that lasting peace cannaot be

i d by sexurin abone,

Stability endures when political agreements are
gradually legitimised through governance,
inclusion and responsible leadership. Sustainable
security is not preventive intervention by another

rather than imposed solutions. It inks security to
political reality (sustainable security combines
conflict management with long-term political

22 of the UN Charter, empowering the UN
General Assembly (UNGA) to set up new

bodies.

e Aim: ensure continuous political engagement
after conflicts, addressing UN’s institutional
gap between peacekeeping and peacebuilding.

Key Points

e UNSC remains reactive; peacekeeping

stabilises but lacks political follow-through.
* Peacebuilding Commission (PBC) has limited

mandate in active transitions.
e BPSS proposal:
o Established by UNGA (not UNSC).
o Focus on post-conflict political
engagement, not coercion.
o Align peacekeeping with political

outcomes.
o Around 24 rotating members; balanced

regional representation.

o Regional bodies (AU, ASEAN, etc.) as full

participants.

* Promotes concept of Sustainable Security -

peace built on governance, inclusion, and
legitimacy, not force.

of political nte
thie heart of the UN system. It would build
continuity without . coordination
without fon. It would reassure states
ithat sovereignty is protected and reassure
societies that peace will not be abandoned at the
first difficulty.

UN reform has been discussed for too long in
absolute terms. Either one acoepts the system as
it s or insists on rewriting it entirely. This isa
false choboe, Institutions do not survive by
remaining unchanged; they survive by evolving
responsibly. The ‘Board of Peace and Sustainable
Security’ would not solve all that alls the
mubtilateral system. But it would correct one of its
mast damaging weaknesses: the alsence of
pnln.ml.cmnmym the journey from war to

Im‘nmd.oesm :lwzysreqmnew doctrine,
5 it requires ing:
prlnq)les. Peace must be sustained. Political

must b accomp Diplomacy

mlu'he Instinutions must be built not
ffor moments but for processes, The UN once
understood this. It can understand it again -if it
«chooses to innovate where it still can. The "BFSS'
will not redistribute geopolitical power but would
improve the UN's ability 1o manage conflict
responsibly. This is where meaningful reform can
begin,

The views sxpresad are personal

Static Linkages

e Article 22, UN Charter - UNGA can
form subsidiary bodies.

e UNSC (Chapter V) - primary peace
and security organ; veto limits
effectiveness.

e Peacebuilding Architecture (2005) -
PBC, Peacebuilding Fund, and
Support Office.

¢ |ndia’s stand - long-time advocate
of UN reform and Global South
representation.

Critical Analysis
Pros:
¢ Fills institutional gap between
mediation and peacebuilding.
e Strengthens UNGA’s relevance and
reduces UNSC dependency.
e Encourages regional ownership and
continuity in peace processes.
Challenges:
e Possible overlap with UNSC & SG’s
powers.
e Limited enforcement capacity.
e Political resistance from P5;
funding constraints.

Way Forward

* Promote functional reform under
existing Charter.

e Link with SDG-16 (Peace, Justice &
Strong Institutions).

e Ensure regional balance and
inclusivity.

e Usedigital tools to preserve
institutional memory.

* India can lead Global South
advocacy for reform.



Trump drops a bomb, on US. nuclear weapons testing ,

the doomsday chock anc after 13 years of

a moratorium on nuclear esting, the
United Scates President, Donald Trump,
announoed that the U5, would be resuming
nuclear weapons testing, This adds yet another
confusing and alarming policy 1o a growi
assorumsent of such policies under Mr. Trump's
belt

‘ 1 8% seconds from midnight according to

The timing of the announcement is not
coincidental. Mr. Trump's post, on Truth Sodal,
came after Russia announcesd the successful test
of a ‘maclear-capable crutse missile”. i also came
the same day a3 Mr. Trump's meeting with
China’s President Xi finping. Given the current
state of the international order, the implications
aF this mave are likely 1o be widespread.

Speculation about the beginning of another
arms race has already begun and the sate of the
oyt i I is

P
likely 1o be determined by what happens in the

months ahead. While the details of what kined of
testing the UL5. intends 1o carry out are unclear,
this is Hkely 10 be percefved as a massive shift in
U5 nuelear posturing.

Effect on power equations, dynamics

On the obwious power equations, LU.S.China and
LL5-Russia dynamics are likely wo be direcily
impacted, Since the announcement on testing, a
spokesperson from China’s Foreign Minkstry has
urged the LS. to ‘abide by its commitments te
the comprehensive nucear test-ban teaty
(CTBTY.

Wtk LS. falls 1o do so, China and Russka could
both potentially resume thelr muchear testing. it
would allow them to try out new and advanced
weapons (such as low yield "tactical’ muchear
weapons), without being held responsible for
Deing the anes to break the morstoraum,

The New START Treary, which limits the
number of stracegic warheads and del
vehicles that the U.5, and Russia can deploy, will
expire in February 2026, If the U.5. resumes
Yesting, i sucoessor agreement will become even
more challenging 1o negntise. Coming o the less

)

Adbya Madhavan

is & restarcher
at the Takshashils
Instizution

The US.
President's
announcement
can undermine
nome
prodiferation
and
disarmament
regimes than
took decudes
tow bl

KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context of the News

e At 89 seconds from midnight on the Doomsday

jons of the

testing, 50 years of nuchear arms controls are now
likely b be under strain. While the CTBT never
entered into force, the mortorium on testing
served like a tacit agreement, which all magor
powers (apart fram North Kerea) have voluntarily
abided by since the 19905, Now, a5 the LS, w13 a
precedent for breaking the moratorium, other
countries apart from China and Fussia could use
this as justification for conducting their own
muchear fests,

This mowe alo undermines the premise of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Muedear

f muuchear

Security Implications: Could spur
development of low-yield tactical
nuclear weapons and erode trust in
U.S. extended deterrence among
allies.

security envirenmeents and re-cvaluate their
postures.

Today, we live ina world that is, by and Lirge,

by leaders who did nos live through the

World Wars or witness the harmors in Hiroshima
and Nagasald, This distance from history makes it
easy 1o forget the sheer destruction that ok
place, and become more open tothe idea of
muchear proliferatbon — even if it ks at a *ractical’
lewel,

Need for a global diabogue
Less-than-subtle threats have become
iy i warime rhetorke, and

Weeageons (NPT), whikch bound o
commit to maclear disarmament in pursuit of a
safer, nonemuchear world, By ratifying the NPT,
muchear weapons states sgreed to prrse
negotiations towards nuclear disarmament, and
non-nuclear weapons states agreed never 1o
acquire nuclear weapors.

Resuming nuchear testing is ikely tobe
perceived i 8 move in the st apposite
direction and irmvalidaces the so-called ‘grand
Bargain’ of the NPT. Non-nuclear s1ates can now
openly angue againa maintxining thedr sunus in
the imterest of thefr own security, with nuclear
powers publicly breaking their end of the
bargain,

Impact on global enviromment

US. muclear testing will also fundamentally aler
the global security environment. With the LS,
potentially working toward the developmens of
mare acvanced weapons systems, other
countries have an meentive 1o do the sime o
remain technologically competitive. 1If China aleo
resumes testing, it will set alanm bells ringing in
Ingdia. And if Indicy were to decide to test again,
the domine effect would push Pakistan in the
same direction, leading 1o instability in the
subcontinent. Also, uncertainty may push U5,
allies w question the rellability of its extended
deterrence, The hops is that states that have
historically advocated for disarmament should
redterate their position. Stll, it is more likely that
saves will also have 1o reconsider thelr respective

Clock, symbolising global instability, U.S.
President Donald Trump announced plans to

resume nuclear weapons testing after a 33-

year moratorium.

e The announcement followed Russia’s test of a
nuclear-capable cruise missile and coincided

with Mr. Trump’s meeting with Chinese
President Xi Jinping.

e The move has sparked global concern over a

potential new nuclear arms race and the
erosion of non-proliferation norms.

Key Points

e Moratorium Break: The U.S. has not conducted
a nuclear test since 1992; testing now would

effectively end the global moratorium.
e Treaty Impact:
o Could undermine the Comprehensive

Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), which
though not in force, enjoys near-universal

adherence.

o Threatens the New START Treaty, expiring
in February 2026, which caps U.S.-Russia

deployed strategic warheads.

e Global Domino Effect: Likely to push China,

Russia, India, and Pakistan toward
reconsidering their nuclear postures.
* NPT Undermined: The Nuclear Non-

Proliferation Treaty (NPT)’s “grand bargain” —
disarmament by nuclear states in return for

restraint by non-nuclear states — risks

collapsing.

this latest move, by Mr. Trump, is only another
stepin a dangerous divection. Instead of a rapid
arms race, which many alarmist pieces have
already herabded, Mr. Trump's announcement
hias thie potential 1o be detrimental 1o
non-profiferation and disarmament regimes thar
took decades to build, But if the situation s
managed with good judgment, it can herald the
strengthening of the ame regimes that Mr.
Trump's acthons ane threatening o destroy.

With the NPT up for review early next year,
perhaps a binding commitment from other
signatory countries to global no first use woukd
steer things in a safer direction,

Additionally, with the expiry of the New START @
soon, the ULS, and Russla, and additonally China,
should iniriate a dialogue that focuses on trilateral
anms control, which can set a precedent for the
rest of the worlkd. In order o restore faith in the
NPT's ‘grand bargain' and reinforce muckear arms
control, there is an usgent need for gobal
dialogue that reiterates a commirment 1o
disarmament. °

Ome can only hape that President Trump's
unfettered access to social media led him o slip
wp el post something that the U.S. will delnitely
not implement in a moment of weakness., Yet, in
the musch moge likely event that the 1.5, does
resumi testing, the rest of the workd should not
fall prey to Mr. Trump's questionable policy
choboes at the cost of its own stability amd

security.
¢ India’s Nuclear Doctrine (2003): Commitment to “No
First Use” (NFU) and credible minimum deterrence.
e The Doomsday Clock, set by the Bulletin of the
Atomic Scientists, represents proximity to global
catastrophe.

Static Linkages

e The CTBT (1996) bans all nuclear
explosions but is not in force as key
states (U.S., China, North Korea,
India, Pakistan) haven’t ratified it.
Article VI of NPT (1968) obligates
nuclear-weapon states to pursue
disarmament negotiations.
The New START Treaty (2010) limits
each side to 1,550 deployed
strategic warheads.

ritical Analysis

ros:

e U.S. could claim need for modernization of
deterrent and reliability testing.

* May serve as leverage in future arms control
negotiations.

Cons / Concerns:

e Erosion of Arms Control Frameworks: Undermines
NPT, CTBT, and New START.

e Arms Race Risk: Encourages Russia, China, and
regional powers to resume testing.

e Strategic Instability: Weakens trust-based
deterrence; fuels insecurity in South Asia.

e Environmental and Health Risks: Nuclear testing has
severe ecological and humanitarian impacts.

¢ Diplomatic Backlash: Damages U.S. moral authority
in advocating global non-proliferation.

Way Forward

* Global Dialogue: Launch trilateral U.S.-Russia-China
arms control talks ahead of New START expiry.

e Strengthen CTBT Regime: Encourage ratification and
transparency via the International Monitoring
System (IMS).

e Reaffirm NPT Commitments: Revitalize the Review
Conference with a focus on verifiable disarmament
steps.

e Adopt Global NFU Policy: Promote No-First-Use
commitments to restore mutual trust.

e |ndia’s Role: Continue supporting disarmament
through UN initiatives and NAM forums.




Chinese check
China has entrenched itself as
the worlds foremost factory

hile there may be much relief after
the détente in the tariff war between
China and the U.S., in Busan, South
Korea, following the meeting between U.S. Presi-
dent Donald Trump and his Chinese counterpart
Xi Jinping, the uneasy truce has laid bare a struc-
tural inversion of power between the two econo-
mies. What began in the 1980s as a reluctant em-
brace of World Bank/IMF-prescribed neoliberal
reforms by an overwhelmingly agrarian China,
has now evolved into an unimaginable assertion
of industrial dominance. A nation that once bar-
tered sovereignty for technology transfer and
market access has, through patient accumulation
of manufacturing depth, labour arbitrage, and
global supply-chain integration, positioned itself
as the indispensable node of world production.
The irony is sharp. The U.S., whose export and
technology corporations once defined global
trade cycles, now finds its fouryear political
rhythms ill-suited to contest a rival that plans in
decades. The concessions Mr. Trump has extend-
ed to Mr. Xi include some reductions in tariffs, a
pause on additions to the “no-trade list” of Chi-
nese firms, and a partial rollback on levies linked
to the fentanyl supply-chain dispute. China has
promised resumption of purchase of American
farm products, particularly soybean, and an eas
ing of export restrictions on critical minerals.
America’s tariff offensives since Mr. Trump's
first term in 2017 did yield some numerical op-
tics. U.S. goods trade deficit with China narrowed
by roughly 30%. But economists across the spec-
trum agree that this was less a triumph of re-in-
dustrialisation than a diversion of trade flows.
The deficit was largely re-routed through near-
shoring and friend-shoring: Mexico, Vietnam and
parts of ASEAN became new intermediaries for
supply chains once centred in China. Meanwhile,
China’s exporters diversified markets and adjust-
ed prices, while the tariffs’ direct burden was
borne mostly by U.S. importers and consumers.
The human geography of the impact was asym-
metric: in the U.S., retaliatory Chinese tariffs tar-
geted farm-belt commodities, hurting those very
rural constituencies that powered Mr. Trump’s
rise. Federal subsidies softened the blow, but on-
ly temporarily. In China, the pain was concentrat-
ed in export-processing hubs such as Guangdong
and Suzhou, where migrant and urban workers
in electronics, semiconductor, and smartphone
assembly absorbed the shock. Yet, the political
fallout remained contained, cushioned by Beij-
ing's domestic-stimulus measures and its “dual-
circulation” strategy of inward and outward reba-
lancing. This trade war has thus underscored a
decisive shift: the U.S. remains the world's largest
consumer market, but China has entrenched it-
self as the world's foremost factory with global
leverage over intermediate goods, high-end tech-
nology and critical minerals.

KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context of the News

e At the U.S.-China summit in Busan, Presidents
Donald Trump and Xi Jinping announced a
pause in the tariff war, with limited tariff cuts
and relaxation of trade restrictions.

e China agreed to resume U.S. farm imports
(especially soybeans) and ease critical mineral
export limits.

* The détente follows years of trade tensions
since 2017, highlighting deeper structural
power shifts in the global economy.

Key Points
e The U.S. trade deficit with China shrank by
~30%, mainly due to trade diversion via
Mexico, Vietnam, and ASEAN, not re-
industrialisation.

e China’s “dual circulation” balanced domestic
demand and exports, absorbing tariff shocks.

e Tariffs raised costs for U.S. consumers;
Chinese retaliatory tariffs hit U.S. farm states.

e Chinaretains dominance in critical minerals,
semiconductors, and intermediate goods,
consolidating its position as the world’s
manufacturing hub.

¢ The episode marks a structural inversion—the
U.S. as top consumer, China as top producer.

Static Linkages

e Comparative Advantage Theory — explains
China’s manufacturing rise.

* Balance of Payments - trade deficit affects
current account balance.

* Global Value Chains (GVCs) - fragmentation of
production across borders.

e WTO Norms - MFN principle challenged by
tariff escalation.

* Industrial Policy — Made in China 2025 reflects
state-led growth.

Critical Analysis
Pros:
e Reduces global trade uncertainty and inflation
risks.
e Encourages short-term stability in global
commodity and tech supply chains.
Cons:
e Temporary truce; strategic rivalry persists.
e Trade deficit reduction is cosmetic—driven by
relocation, not productivity.
* Rising geoeconomic fragmentation weakens
WTO credibility.
Stakeholders:
e U.S. manufacturers: Prefer stable input access.
¢ Chinese exporters: Benefit from policy
cushioning.
e Emerging economies: Gain relocation
opportunities.
e Multilateral bodies: Concerned about rule
dilution.

Way Forward

e Diversify global supply chains through resilient
sourcing.

e Strengthen WTO reforms and dispute
settlement.

* Promote technology partnerships and
domestic value addition.

e Encourage regional trade blocs for balanced
interdependence.

e Build autonomy in critical minerals and
semiconductors.



Consent is all

There must be an intolerance of sexual
violence, with support for survivors

ometimes, the most manifest gains are

won after the most Herculean of battles.

For France to establish that “force is the
crime” to establish that the use of force without
consent causing injury, rape, fear or annoyance
is a criminal act, took years; extraordinary cour-
age from one woman, and an uprising where oth-
er women stood in solidarity with her. France has
adopted a law that defines rape as any non-con-
sensual sexual act, a milestone for the women in
the country, but overall, a strike against sexual
violence. The law was passed in response to ur-
gent calls from society to infuse consent into the
law, and make sure that the law protects sexual
autonomy, particularly with reference to women.
Last year, Giséle Pelicot fought her toughest bat-
tle when she took the stand in court, in a case ac-
cusing her husband of drugging and allowing her
to be raped by several men, some complete
strangers. In December last year, the court grant-
ed 51 convictions in the case, but it was more sig-
nificant in how it became a watershed moment to
establish consent as a pillar of law. It has been
well established that survivors of sexual violence
have an arduous journey bringing their case to a
court of law, and many women from disadvan-
taged social and economic backgrounds, indeed
do not have that privilege, There is a great deal of
stigma, and worse, judgement of the survivors in
cases of rape, as recent public statements in India
by leaders blaming the women have painfully un-
derlined again, and again. Even when a case of
rape enters the trial stage, the chances of secur-
ing a conviction are not encouraging. According
to the NCRB's data, conviction rates for rape were
between 27%-28% from 2018 to 2022, And this,
despite the fact that Section 129 of the Bharatiya
Nyaya Sanhita recognises “criminal force”.

To establish sexual autonomy as the corner-
stone of the judicial process, while a first step, is
scarcely all. Preventing sexual violence will also
involve shaping community views on gender
roles, dismantling rigid patriarchal codes with a
measure of law, but also awareness programmes
that begin early, and orienting the police force to
these principles, besides funnelling resources in
to assisting survivors cope with the trauma. The
road ahead is long and arduous; for the journey
of the survivors to be eased, governments should
start with a complete intolerance for sexual vio-
lence, and a commitment to stand by survivors,
emploving empathy in the investigation and trial
processes. To do any less, would be an injustice
that would interrupt the momentum of the wo-
men's ‘Arab Spring’ Pelicot had set in motion.

KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context of the News

* France has passed a law defining rape as any
non-consensual sexual act, shifting from proof
of force to absence of consent.

* |nspired by Gisele Pelicot’s case, where 51 men
were convicted for rape, the law marks a
historic reform ensuring that “force is the
crime.”

* Reflects growing global demand to make
consent central to sexual offence laws.

Key Points

e Law aligns with the Istanbul Convention,
making consent explicit and voluntary.

* Brings France in line with Sweden, Spain,
Denmark, and the UK.

* |India’s Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita (Sec. 63) still
focuses on coercion, not pure consent.

e NCRB (2018-2022): Rape conviction rate only
27-28%.

e Highlights need for survivor-friendly justice
and police sensitization.

Static Linkages

e Article 21: Right to life » includes bodily
integrity and sexual autonomy.

e Articles 14 & 15: Equality and prohibition of
discrimination.

e CEDAW (1993) and Vishaka Guidelines (1997):
Basis for gender justice.

e Criminal Law (Amendment) Act, 2013:
Strengthened rape laws post-Nirbhaya.

Critical Analysis
Positives:
e Strengthens survivor protection.
* Reduces victim-blaming.
* Encourages reporting and shifts social
attitudes.
Challenges:
e Difficulty in proving absence of consent.
* Persistent stigma, weak investigations.
e Lack of gender sensitivity in enforcement.

Way Forward
e Amend Indian rape laws to be consent-based.
e Strengthen police training, survivor aid, and
awareness programs.
e Promote gender education in schools.
e Ensure empathetic, fast-track justice for
Survivors.



The anti-climate hoax

2

If Trump's denialism is dangerous, Bill Gates's

complacency, in garbof reasonable trade-offs, is more so

* Emerging economies face “growth
fatalism”—the belief that growth will
automatically solve environmental
issues.

PRATAP BHANU MEHTA

Static Linkages

LS PRESIDENT DONALD Trurmgp has declared
victory over the “clirnate change hoase”, citing
Billl Gates's recent memio: ing the ex-
tstential risks of global weammirg. This was pire-
dictable but revealing. ALane level, the world
should not be Bustened Compared to the United
‘Staves, oountres like India and China have at
least spared thermeschves outright denialism.
Gates's argument, Trump’s appropriation
notwithatanding, is notdeniaia, Norisigacall
toignone climate change. Yet his reframing of
priaritiesis, in some warys, more insidious —a
classic case of re-diversion with plausibe de-
niability. It seeks to take the foous away from
the irmediate prolem of tem peratiine e,
It rests om the assumption that the workd can
iss the 15°C or even 2 °C tangets, perhaps set-
tling closer to 3 "C, witheut cournting existential
risk. It dowmiplays what the late economist
Martin Weitzman called the central truth of
climate economics: That the extresme down-
side — the catastrophic tail risk — is non-neg-
ligible. Gates seems in think technologicalin-

And he suggests thatan excessive foous on di-

mate divertsattention from mare in-

miediate causes of suffering such as healthand
reduction.

Given the Gitigue surmounding collective
actionon dimate, these sentiments areursur-
prisingg Gates is not wrong that alarmism can
be paratysing, Bug the alarmem that did et
‘wasnot thecause ofnaction; itwas aresponse
tothe compilacency that Gates is now reenact-
ingg, Thee has-ahwanys been some gaming of cii-

di Tt this dorwmpl of

risk = the petreat intotechno-saluthonisem — i
attractive fior psychodogical, not scientific, rea-
soms. It offers a"get-out-of-jall-free™ card.
Technological peogress, especially in China,
hasindeed been remarkable: But this new soft-

‘climate change, or with the high

risks that even a three-degree warld would

pmc Saying climate change will not lead to
humanity’s demise is a nonsensical response

Lo Weitaman's central concerm, The pruden-

tial reason climate change matters is that it

rakes everyoitier chulienge — health, poverty,

ummﬁmLCmduimwryum

The technological
prerequisites for abundance
and welfare have existed fora
century. Yet the institutional,
secial, and ideological barriers
that prevent technology from
serving the poor remain
stubbom. Technology is
never free-standing; itis
always embedded in political
and financial structures that
determine who benefits. The
attack on climate
preoccupation, for the most
part, shiclds those structures
= from the nation-state

to global finance —

from scrutiny.

KEYHIGHLIGHTS

Context of the News
e Event: Former U.S. President Donald Trump
declared “victory” over the “climate change
hoax”, citing a memo by Bill Gates that
downplays existential climate risks.

e Backdrop:
o Gates suggests humanity can adapt even to

tional, social and ideclogical barmers that pre-
mmmimmthmmm
SAubborm

UNFCCC (1992) -
action.

Framework for climate

ing.floods inensifying and ghaciers diappear- @

dinzy 18 et froe-

is ahways embedded in political and finandal
structures tht determins who benefits The at-
tack on dimate preogoupation, for the mast
part, shields thase structures — from the na-
ticw-state o ghobal finance = from scrutiny,
This is precisehy the comversation Gates's
intervention threatens toshut down Hedaims:
that attention to-climate change diverts re-
sources from combating disease and poverty.
T bebea that theres i 2 trace-off betwien pre-
venting malaria and preventing climate
change ts, toputic mildly, bzarre. Cates writes,
“if we stopped all funding for vaccines and
sanvec] (L] ehegrees, o that Be.a smart tride

aly
Some of these are ardinary governance
failures, not specific to climate change. But = @
the underlying fatalism — that growth and
techmology will solve everything —willonly

Kyoto Protocol (1997), Paris Agreement

bereinforeed (2015) - Global emission reduction
troubling is the way elite opinion

mmrﬂsﬂ;ardebdlunnxbﬂmlham aCCO rdS.

democracy alike. Establishments,

everywhere

= [Fiem coMposations tounfversites, the Wikl °
Bank to burtaucracies — are using the fear or
cover of Trumiam as an exuse o show-walk
climate comsraments, Thereis nothingwiong
withrevising one'sviews when new evidence
mﬁgﬁ.&[mmmmm

ically, the damage to public @

IPCC ARG (2023) — Warns of irreversible
impacts beyond 1.5°C.
Weitzman’s “Fat Tail” Risk — Catastrophic

maost absurdly posed trade-offs imaginable.
Forane thing, we do not know what disease
peofiles wee will faoe with more warming. (A
question might be: Fweincreased taxes
md\enmby(h'eepﬁcemmmndanrrm
research, woukd that be worth it?) The fram-
ing of the trade-off is itself
making, deflecting blame fromithe real causes:
of poverty and ill-health, Our global systems

ol finance, tweation, and publicinvestmentane  Evenithe

not designed to address these protlems.
Climate policy is not what holds them badk.

(Courtries |ike India ase deeply torm on cli-
mate and the environment, Qur rhetoric is
pitch-perfect, but our practice is marked by
what might be called growth fatalisrn — the
beliefithat growthwill take care of everything.
‘This, toa, &s the meta-premise behind Cates's
memo. It echoes the Western experience,
where there appeared tobe a U-shaped rela-
tiorship between environment and growth.
China followed a similar trajectory — first ex-

cleantechratogies, But time maywork agains
us Gatesis not thath will
sist.and mﬂmm mmmngqc
af warming. organising scanamic and social
lifer many beoomne far more difficult than wedh-
nedogy can compensate for. Imagine sodeties
whene monsoon paters ae radcally altered,

3°C of warming, prioritizing technology,

health, and poverty reduction over climate

alarmism.

o Critics view this as “techno-solutionism”—
the idea that innovation alone can offset

global

warming.

o The statement reflects growing climate
fatigue amid slow progress on Paris
Agreement targets.

Key Points

e The Paris Agreement (2015) seeks to cap global

warming below 2°C, aiming for 1.5°C.
e The UNEP Emissions Gap Report (2024)
projects current trajectories at 2.7-3°C by

2100.

e Gates’s framing of a trade-off between climate
action and poverty reduction is scientifically

flawed—climate change worsens both.

e Trump’s rhetoric signals a policy retreat from

climate multilateralism, risking reduced
finance flows.

and lorﬂrphmfwmmlﬂmhdumﬂml
envimnmentalism:

reasonis incakoulable: Gates may notrealiseit,
but this retreat will also affect his cherished
ficld of global health, where the same dislec-

outcomes are economically significant.
SDG 13 - Climate Action — Calls for
urgent mitigation and adaptation.
India’s Commitments: Net Zero by 2070,
Panchamrit targets (500 GW non-fossil
capacity, 50% energy from renewables
by 2030).

mmmm«&mammm

T‘rmrualmaslnlunglad:ofwﬂmuf
i technological innovations Gages cel-
ebratsocaumed becase climate changewas. . @
treated a5 an urgent problern. He is right that
emissions projections ase going down — but
that is partly because tlemperatuse rise was
anoe regarded as avery semious Maoning
e wee need 2 Green New Deal™to climate
s o big deal™ will have major consequences:
for Evestrrenit aned Innovation.

Where does this leave the world? The
l.hms:ahulsuﬂ'mlymmd ad-crual

mﬂmshhe China is betting on massiwe
but it still does not add up

perforane :Critical Analysis
Pitch-perfect plans, but an inabdity to save their
T ERVITORMENTS, 1 this context, if derial- Pros-
Bmwas COMplacency may prove .
even mare £0 — especially because it now . . .
Innovation can reduce emission
intensity and spur green growth.

wearsthe garb of reasenabie trace-offs [ ]

Thewniter is contributing editor,
The Indian Express

e Avoiding excessive alarmism prevents policy
paralysis.

e Economic expansion creates fiscal space for
adaptation.

Cons:

e Downplaying risk encourages complacency
and policy rollback.

* Tech benefits are unequal, leaving developing
nations exposed.

e Climate change intensifies poverty, health
crises, and inequality.

* Denialist rhetoric weakens multilateral trust
and cooperation.

Way Forward

* Integrate Climate & Development Goals: Treat
them as complementary, not competing.

e Scale up Climate Finance: Fulfil $100 billion
annual commitment.

¢ Boost Green R&D: Promote indigenous
innovation under LiFE and Mission Innovation.

¢ Foster South-South Cooperation: Through ISA
and Coalition for Disaster Resilient
Infrastructure.

* Embed Climate in Governance: Include in
fiscal, urban, and agricultural planning.

e Enhance Public Climate Literacy: Counter
denialism and misinformation.




INDIA & SUPERPOWERS

Message of US-China detente is clear — New Delhi has to match
diplomatic dexterity with investments in domestic capabilities

ROM A BIPOLAR world between 1945 and 1989, divided between the United
States and the Soviet Union, to a unipolar one after the latter’s collapse, there is
now enoughevidence to suggest the return of bipolarity: Two superpowers com-
peting tocontrol and shape the world order. The US-China rivalry has increasingly
been characterised as the Group of Two, now even by US President Donald Trump, who
framed his summit with Chinese President Xi Jinping in Busan, South Korea, on Thursday
as the “G2". There are expectations and fears in some quarters that the G2 implies a system
inwhich the US and China strike bargains and collude to manage the world on their own
terms. However, the structural competition between the two — both seeking dominance in
military, advanced technologies, trade networks, and supply chains — is too intense for
them to enter a permanently cooperative relationship that marginalises other powers.
The Busan summit led toa deal under which China would defer export controls on rare
earths and increase agricultural purchases from the US, while Trump reduced tariffs on
Chinese imports. Yet, the truce is temporary, one that allows the US and China toundo the
damage from the trade war they themselves escalated, and is due for renegotiation in a year.
What can be expected of the G2, therefore, is a dynamic equilibrium swinging between con-
frontation and cooperation. Still, it is essential to recognise that China is, indeed, a great
power. Its influence is everywhere: Manufactured products, smartphones, green energy,
and trade. China's control over rare earths gives it significant leverage in international af-
fairs, and the technology gap between Washington and Beijing is evidently shrinking.
China's pawer is only going togrow. The 15th Five-Year Plan makes clear that its leadership
intends to prioritise further increasing the country’s industrial and technological strength.
For India, China remains its foremost strategic rival. Beijing’s adventurism on the bor-
der has grown; India runs a trade deficit of over $100 billion, and the China-Pakistan
nexus persists. The challenge for India, then, is to manage this unstable US-China dy-
namic in away that hamesses economic opportunities with Beijing while resolving dif-
ferences and strengthening its relationship with the US, with which it has shared inter-
ests (India and the US have just inked a 10-year defence framework pact in Malaysia).
Mew Delhi must also consolidate its partnerships across the world. Even within an emerg-
ing bipolarity, powers like Europe, Japan, and Brazil have an important role to play.
Ultimately, however, a nation’s influence in global affairs is determined by its assets and
the leverage they bring. India is projected to become the world's third-largest economy,
yet the gap between the countries in the third and second positions remains vast. India
has its task cut out. Diplomatic dexterity must be matched by the acceleration of defence
modernisation, economic and technological reform, investment in education and skill
development, and the strengthening of domestic institutions. Unlike China, India has a
long way to go to reap its demographic dividend. If India does not build up internally, its
capacity to navigate externally in a rapidly changing world will prove difficult.

KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context of the News

e At the U.S.-China summit in Busan, U.S.
President Donald Trump termed it a “G2” meet
—signalling two superpowers shaping global
order.

* The meeting led to a temporary truce:

o China deferred export controls on rare
earths and boosted U.S. farm imports.
o U.S. reduced tariffs on Chinese goods.

e The deal, valid for a year, reflects a fragile
equilibrium between competition and
cooperation.

* For India, this evolving bipolarity poses
strategic and economic challenges in balancing
ties with both powers.

Key Points
* Emerging Bipolarity: Global order shifting from
U.S. unipolarity to U.S.-China bipolarity.
* Rivalry Areas: Technology, military, trade,
supply chains, and Indo-Pacific influence.
e Power Shift:
o China controls 80% of global rare earths.
o U.S.-China tech gap narrowing.
* India’s Concerns:
o $100 bn trade deficit and border tensions
with China.

o China—Pakistan axis persists.
o Indiasigned a 10-year defence framework
with the U.S.
e Balancing Powers: Europe, Japan, and ASEAN
remain vital for multipolar stability.

Static Linkages

e Balance of Power and Collective Security
concepts.

e Strategic Autonomy rooted in India’s Non-
Alignment.

e Foreign Trade Policy, Atmanirbhar Bharat,
Make in India, Defence Production Policy.

e Multilateral platforms: BRICS, SCO, QUAD.

Critical Analysis
Pros:
e Reduces risk of U.S.-China confrontation.
e Stabilises global trade temporarily.
e Creates diplomatic space for India.
Cons:
* Marginalises middle powers.
e U.S.-China mistrust persists.
* India faces balancing pressures between both.
* Dependence on Chinese supply chains remains
arisk.

Way Forward

e Strategic Balancing: Pursue multi-alignment
via QUAD, 12U2.

e Economic Strengthening: Boost
manufacturing, semiconductors, renewables.

e |nstitutional Capacity: Build resilience to trade
and tech shocks.

e Diversified Diplomacy: Deepen ties with
Europe, Japan, ASEAN, Global South.

e Human Capital: Focus on education, R&D, and
skills for long-term strength.



DECOdi“.g India’S pIOjeCtEd GDP Static Linkages

e GDP represents the monetary value of all final goods
and services produced within a country’s borders in

Union Minister Piyush Goyal recently said India would become a $30 trillion economy in the next 20 to 25
years. However, this seems unlikely to happen unless India’s current rate of economic growth increases
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KEY HIGHLIGHTS

Context of the News

term growth potential.

Critical Analysis
Pros / Opportunities

Long-term vision statements can guide policy
direction and private investment.

Structural reforms (tax, labour, logistics, MSMEs,
infrastructure) could unlock higher potential growth.
India’s young demographic and digital ecosystem
create scope for innovation-led productivity.

Cons / Challenges
e Slowing nominal GDP growth and currency
depreciation reduce real growth potential.
e Dependence on consumption-led growth with low
manufacturing value-add constrains sustainability.
e Fiscal and current account deficits, and limited
export competitiveness, hinder momentum.
e Climate change adaptation costs may add fiscal
pressures.
Without boosting productivity, projections remain
aspirational rather than achievable.
Stakeholder Perspectives
e Government: Optimism based on structural reforms
and demographic dividend.
e Economists: Skepticism due to weak investment
cycle and trade imbalance.
¢ Globalinvestors: Look for sustained macroeconomic
stability and policy continuity.

e Union Minister Piyush Goyal recently stated
that India will become a $30 trillion economy
within the next 20-25 years.

* The statement came during the “Britain Global
Dialogue” where he emphasized India’s long-
term trade and economic vision.

e Economic analysts and institutions (e.g., CMIE,
Indian Express Research) have questioned the
feasibility of this projection based on India’s o
current growth trajectory.

* Historical data suggests India’s nominal GDP
and exchange rate trends make this target
highly ambitious without significant
acceleration in growth.

Key Points

e [ndia’s nominal GDP (FY 2024-25) is estimated
at $3.3 trillion.

* Based on the past 25 years’ average growth,
India could reach around $18 trillion by 2050.

* Based on the past 11 years’ trend, India’s GDP
could only touch $10.9 trillion by 2050.

* To reach $30 trillion by 2050, India must
sustain a compound annual growth rate
(CAGR) much higher than its current pace
(~10.3% nominal).

e Therupee’s depreciation (CAGR of 2.7% since
2000) also influences dollar-denominated o
GDP, reducing India’s real-dollar gains.

e Comparative context: The US GDP (California o
alone = $4 trillion) underlines the magnitude of
India’s challenge.

Way Forward

e Accelerate structural reforms in manufacturing,

labour, and capital markets.

e Stabilize exchange rate through stronger export

diversification and forex management.

e |nvestin human capital — education, skill

development, and R&D.

e Enhance infrastructure spending with green and
digital focus (aligned with Gati Shakti, National
Infrastructure Pipeline).

Fiscal discipline + Innovation push to ensure
sustainable growth, not debt-fueled expansion.
Regular data-driven review mechanisms (NITI Aayog
& RBI coordination) for realistic long-term
forecasting.




