EDITORIAL
Complete Failure of Governance
Prime Minister Imran Kahn came into office in 2018 and while many had reservations regarding
his victory but a majority of the general public had great hopes from his government. Prime
Minister Imran Khan succeeded in winning the hearts of the Pakistani people due to two main
reasons. Firstly the existing political leadership had proved time and again to be corrupt and
have been the major cause of Pakistan’s current crisis, knowing this the people of Pakistan were
tired of giving PPPP and PML-N chances to redeem themselves. Secondly, people had voted for
PM Imran Khan because he had no record of corruption and because he promised to address
the pressing concerns of Pakistan embossed in the hearts of the entire nation. He presented
himself as a ray of hope for Pakistan and the nation decided to trust him. Mr. Imran Khan
should remember his promises and should not forget the trust that the nation placed in him.
Mr. Imran Khan had vowed to end corruption, control the bills of his office bearers and he had
promised the nation that all appointments in his government will be based on merit. Prime
Minister has failed to deliver on these promises. His cabinet members are proving to be the
most corrupt and the most incompetent. It is highly unlikely that Mr. Imran Khan is unaware of
the corruption of his government; it just seems that he has turned a blind eye to the actions of
his cabinet members. On the off chance that the Prime Minister of Pakistan is unaware of the
corruption of his cabinet, then the role of a Prime Minister is not for Mr. Imran Khan. Imran
Khan as Prime minister has employed a huge cabinet whose extensive bills are being borne by
the taxpayers of Pakistan. Pakistan’s ministers and bureaucrats drive luxurious vehicles which
are known to consume huge amounts of fuel which is given to them free of cost. Prime Minister
Imran Khan himself commutes to work through a helicopter. This way of life is not suited to
government officials of a poor country like Pakistan. We need loans to survive on an annual
basis. The fuel that is being consumed so lavishly is given to us based on deferred payment and
is a facility given to the people of Pakistan, not to the corrupt individuals of the government.
The people of this country are committing suicide as they don’t have the means to afford
meals, we lack necessities to survive while P.M. and his cabinet are thriving on borrowed
resources. The people of Pakistan, trusted Imran Khan, are in a miserable state. The rise in USD
prices and the hike in fuel prices has increased inflammation to an alarming level.
Unemployment has risen considerably during Imran Khan’s tenure. People are losing hope and
the rise in suicides is evidence of that. In conclusion, Imran Khan as Prime Minister has failed on
all his major promises, and his team has set the stage for the likes of IMF to take control of
Pakistan’s economy and turn the people of Pakistan into slaves to the will of western powers.

SUMMARIZED NEWS & ARTICLES
Nation observes Quaid's 146th birthday with zeal
Civil and military leaders pay tribute to Muhammad Ali Jinnah, urge people to learn from his efforts and
dedication. The day saw national flag being hoisted at all public and private buildings across the country.
Recitation of Holy Quran, a change of guards ceremony was held at Mazar-e-Quaid in Karachi, while a
number of events, including seminars, debates and exhibitions, were also held both at official and civil
society levels to highlight life, achievements and different aspects of Jinnah's personality.
Special programmes, discussions, interviews and reports to highlight different phases of the
independence struggle and leadership role of the Quaid-e-Azam were also broadcasted.
President Dr Arif Alvi, in his message to the nation, urged countrymen to follow his great guiding
principles to make Pakistan a great nation.
The president said that due to his tireless efforts, capabilities, determination, and extraordinary
character, Jinnah materialised his dream of the creation of Pakistan.
He said that in order to cope with the prevailing challenges, the nation should follow Quaid's golden
principles of “unity, faith and discipline”.
In his message, Prime Minister Imran Khan emphasised upon the youth to adopt the Quaid's attributes
of honesty, hard work, perseverance and dedication.
Inter-Services Public Relations (ISPR) Director General Major General Babar Iftikhar said that the Quaid's
vision of a peaceful and progressive Pakistan and his principles of unity, faith and discipline are
imperative for our success as a nation.
************************************************************************
Pakistan test fires home-grown cruise missile ‘Babur’ with enhanced range
(21-12-2021) The indigenously developed Babur cruise missile has a range of more than 900 kilometres,
twice the distance of an earlier version.
An earlier version had a limited capacity to travel just 450 kilometres.
The missile's extended range further enhances nuclear-armed Pakistan's military capability.
The ordinance is capable of striking both land and sea targets with "high accuracy," the statement said.
This comes days after longtime rival India tested its own next-generation nuclear-capable ballistic
missile, Agni-P.
'Strategic deterrence’
Addressing the launch ceremony, Lieutenant General Nadeem Zaki Manj, who heads the Pakistani
army's Strategic Plans Division, said the test would further strengthen Pakistan's "strategic deterrence.”
President Arif Alvi, Prime Minister Imran Khan, the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Committee, and
three services chiefs also congratulated the scientists and engineers on conduct of "successful launch.”
************************************************************************
Pakistan: Gas explosion kills at least 12 in Karachi
(17 Dec 2021) A powerful gas explosion in a sewage system in the southern Pakistani city of Karachi has
killed at least Police spokesman Sohail Jokhio said the explosion was likely caused by accumulated gas in
the sewer beneath a bank building in the city's Shershah neighbourhood.
Windows were shattered in nearby buildings, while the impact of the blast damaged several cars parked
nearby and threw debris onto a gas station on the other side of the building.
One witness, Mohammad Sameer, said he was in the crowded bank branch moments before the blast
but left shortly before the explosion.

He said he rushed back to the damaged bank to rescue victims. “Thank God I left the venue otherwise I
would also been among the affected ones,” he said.
Karachi, which is responsible for 60 percent of Pakistan's economic output, has long endured creaky
infrastructure, unregulated construction and failing municipal services.
SOURCE: AL JAZEERA AND NEWS AGENCIES

News In Brief International
Putin: Insulting Prophet Muhammad is not freedom of expression: Russian President
(24-12-2021) During his annual press conference, Putin expressed the importance of artistic freedom
without hindrance to religious freedom. Russian President Vladimir Putin has said insulting Prophet
Muhammad does not count as freedom of expression.
Insults to the prophet are a "violation of religious freedom and the violation of the sacred feelings of
people who profess Islam,", Putin said on Thursday during his annual news conference, Russian News
Agency TASS reported.
Putin also criticised posting photos of Nazis on websites such as the one titled the Immortal Regiment
dedicated to Russians that died in World War Two.
Putin said these acts give rise to extremist reprisals, citing as an example the attack on the editorial
office of Charlie Hebdo magazine in Paris after its publication of cartoons of the prophet.
While praising artistic freedom in general, Putin said it has its limits and it should not infringe on other
freedoms.
Russia has evolved as a multi-ethnic and multi-confessional state, so Russians, he said, are used to
respecting each other's traditions.
In some other countries, this respect comes in short supply, Putin said. (Source: TRT World)
************************************************************************
Iran allows IAEA to reinstall cameras at Karaj nuclear facility
By Maziar Motamedi | (15 Dec 2021)
Tehran, Iran: The International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) said it has been given access once again by
Iran to a centrifuge parts manufacturing facility in Karaj to replace cameras that were damaged or
destroyed when the site was targeted by a sabotage attack in June this year.
Iran said it “voluntarily” agreed to grant access to the global nuclear watchdog in an effort to prevent
misunderstandings, according to a report by Nournews, an outlet close to Iran's security forces.
The report added that security and judicial investigations into the attack, which was blamed on Israel,
were concluded and that the IAEA recently agreed to Iran's request and condemned the attack.
As per a law passed by the hardline Iranian parliament, the IAEA will not have access to the recordings
from the cameras which will be installed “after technical reviews by Iranian experts”.
“The agreement with Iran on replacing surveillance cameras at the Karaj facility is an important
development for the IAEA's verification and monitoring activities in Iran. It will enable us to resume
necessary continuity of knowledge at this facility,” IAEA Director General Grossi said in a statement.
“I sincerely hope that we can continue our constructive discussions to also address and resolve all
outstanding safeguards issues in Iran.”

Since February 2021, Iran has stopped the voluntary implementation of the Addition Protocol, a
document that provided the IAEA with extended monitoring capabilities as part of the country's 2015
nuclear deal with world powers.
The cameras have not stopped recording, but Iran has said it will hand over the recordings only when
the United States which unilaterally abandoned the nuclear deal in 2018 lifts sanctions imposed on
Tehran.
The reinstallation of cameras and “other related technical activities” will take place before the end of
the year, the agency added in the statement. Earlier, Iran's Foreign Minister Hossein Amirabdollahian
told a gathering of Iranian diplomats in the capital Tehran that Iran and the IAEA reached a “good
agreement” on Tuesday night, adding that it was reached by a delegation from the Atomic Energy
Organization of Iran (AEOI) in Vienna.
He also renewed his criticism of the agency by saying the IAEA engages in political rhetoric that goes
beyond its technical mandate.
In Vienna, meanwhile, Iran presented two documents that contain its proposals on the lifting of
sanctions and bringing its nuclear programme back into full compliance with the nuclear deal.
The Western signatories of the deal have not welcomed the texts, saying they erase some of the
progress achieved during six rounds of talks that ended in June, and on some occasions go beyond the
original nuclear deal, claims that Iran rejects.(SOURCE: AL JAZEERA)
************************************************************************
Iran fires ballistic missiles during drills in warning to Israel
Iran says war games in Gulf were warning to Israel
ran's paramilitary Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC) has fired 16 surface-to-surface ballistic
missiles at the close of five days of military drills that generals said were a warning to archenemy Israel.
The official IRNA news agency on Friday 24 December, reported that the names of the missiles fired
during the military exercise across the country's south were Emad, Ghadr, Sejjil, Zalzal, Dezful and
Zolfaghar and that their ranges vary between 350km and 2,000km (220-1,250 miles).
It said the missiles successfully hit one target at the same time as 10 drones simultaneously hit their
targets. State TV showed missiles lunching in the desert.
“These exercises were designed to respond to threats made in recent days by the Zionist regime,” Iran's
armed forces chief of staff Major General Mohammad Bagheri told the state television.
“Sixteen missiles aimed and annihilated the chosen target. In this exercise, part of the hundreds of
Iranian missiles capable of destroying a country that dared to attack Iran were deployed,” he added. The
military drills dubbed Payambar-e-Azam, or “Great Prophet”, began on Monday in Bushehr, Hormozgan
and Khuzestan provinces, each of which touch the Gulf.
“The military exercise … is a serious warning to Zionist regime officials,” said IRGC chief Major General
Hossein Salami. “Make the slightest mistake, we will cut off their hand.”
The drills come after US national security adviser Jake Sullivan met Israeli Prime Minister Naftali Bennett
on Wednesday 22 December, amid Israel's opposition to efforts to revive the 2015 Iran nuclear deal.
Bennett has accused Iran of “nuclear blackmail” and charged that revenue it gained from sanctions relief
would be used to acquire weapons to harm Israelis.
Israeli leaders have also hinted at striking Iran.
Iran says it only wants to develop a civil nuclear programme, but Western powers say its stocks of
enriched uranium could be used to develop a nuclear weapon. Tehran has since started enriching

uranium up to 60 percent purity a short technical step from the 90 percent needed to mak (SOURCE:
NEWS AGENCIES)
************************************************************************
Indian Chief of Defence Staff, Gen Bipin Rawat's Helicopter Crashes
Gen Rawat Was On "Very Safe" Air Force Chopper, Crash Stuns Experts
(December 08, 2021) New Delhi: The Mi-17V-5 helicopters are extremely reliable and are the
workhorses of the Air Force, several former army officers told NDTV as a chopper with Chief of Defence
Staff Bipin Rawat, his wife and several staff members on board crashed in Tamil Nadu. General Rawat
and his wife were among the 13 people who died in the crash, which took place in Coonoor, a spot
between Coimbatore and Sulur.
The crash has perplexed the experts, who said the flight from Sulur to Wellington did not involve
complications.
The Mi-17V-5 is the latest twin-engine iteration of the Russian-made Mi-17 transport helicopter and is
used regularly for high-altitude operations. One of the most advanced military transports that can be
used in any topography and weather, it is one of the most powerful choppers used by Indian defence
forces.
Most experts NDTV spoke to described it as a "very reliable, safe, stable, and large" helicopter that is
also used to ferry VIPs, including the President and the Prime Minister.
According to information available on the website of Rosoboronexport -- the Russian arms supplier -the chopper is designed to "carry personnel, cargo and equipment inside the cargo cabin or on an
external sling, drop tactical air assault forces and reconnaissance and sabotage groups, destroy ground
targets and carry the wounded".
"Its armament system includes unguided rockets (up to 80 S-8 80mm unguided aerial rockets), cannons
(suspended pods with 23mm cannons and 250 rounds each) and small arms," the website says.
Gen Rawat was India's first chief of defence staff, a position that was established in 2019.
Who Was On Board
Gen Bipin Rawat, Madhulika Rawat, Brig LS Lidder, SM,VSM, Lt Col Harjinder Singh, NK Gursewak Singh,
NK Jitendra Kumar, Vivek Kumar, B Sai Teja, Hav Satpal. Five crew members were also there in the
chopper.
************************************************************************
Indian farmers return after year-long protest
(12-12-2021) Prime Minister Narendra Modi last month repealed agricultural reforms that farmers
claimed would let private companies control the country's agriculture sector. Thousands of Indian
farmers have headed home following a year-long protest against the government's agriculture policies.
Hundreds of farmers danced and celebrated the victory early Saturday as they began removing
roadblocks and dismantling thousands of makeshift homes along major highways in the outskirts of
Delhi.
They lit firecrackers, hugged each other and distributed sweets as blaring loudspeakers played patriotic
and revolutionary songs dedicated to the agitation.
At Singhu, one of the protest sites, long queues of lorries and tractors packed the highway heading
north into their home states of Haryana and Punjab.
"We were determined to protest as long as it had taken. But all of us are happy that the government
accepted our demands and we are going back to our homes," Sativinder Singh, one of the Singhu
protesters, told AFP.

"It is a big day for the farmers as we can peacefully go back to our homes," he said.
In a rare retreat last month, Prime Minister Narendra Modi announced and pushed through parliament
the repeal of three contentious laws that farmers claimed would let private companies control the
country's agriculture sector.
Farmers in India have political heft due to their sheer numbers tens of thousands had camped out since
November 2020 to protest against the laws in the biggest challenge to the Modi government since it
came to power in 2014.
Year-long protests
The three agricultural laws passed in September 2020 aimed to deregulate farm produce markets from
state control and allow private companies to enter the sector -- on which two-thirds of India's more than
1.3 billion population rely for a living. The government said the laws were a necessary reform but
farmers opposed the move, saying it would leave them at the mercy of big corporations. (Source:
TRT
World and agencies News)
************************************************************************
Do more to resolve Rohingya crisis: UN envoy in Bangladesh
(20 Dec 2021) A special rapporteur of the United Nations says the international community should build
a better partnership with Bangladesh and cut off the Myanmar military leadership in dealing with the
Rohingya refugee crisis.
“Bangladesh cannot and should not bear this responsibility alone,” Tom Andrews, the UN's Special
Rapporteur on the human rights situation in Myanmar, told a news conference in Dhaka on Sunday.
“The cause of this crisis and the ultimate resolution of this crisis is not here in Bangladesh, but in
Myanmar.”
The Rohingya are an ethnic group, more than 700,000 of whom fled persecution and violence in
neighbouring Myanmar in August 2017. Since then, Bangladesh has been sheltering nearly a million
refugees in crowded camps near its coast.
Bangladeshi officials say the crowded nation of more than 160 million people is overburdened because
of the refugee crisis.
Andrews met with Rohingya refugees, officials of the international aid agencies and Bangladesh officials
to review the refugee crisis in the country.
“I will do everything in my capacity to push for a stronger, more coordinated international response to
this crisis, including the imposition of pressure on the Myanmar military and for concrete measures to
hold the military junta fully accountable for this crisis,” he said.
He said the international community, if necessary, should block sources of revenue Myanmar's military
is receiving. A UN-sponsored investigation in 2018 recommended the prosecution of Myanmar's top
military commanders on charges of genocide, war crimes and crimes against humanity for the violence
against the Rohingya.
During his mission, the UN envoy also met with refugees relocated to Bhasan Char, a flood-prone island
some 60km (37 miles) away from the mainland.
In October this year, the UN and Bangladesh's government signed an agreement to work together to
help relocate Rohingya refugees to the remote island. More than 19,000 Rohingya have already been
moved to the island from the cramped camps.
“Nearly every Rohingya person I spoke with on this mission, whether in the Kutupalong camps or on
Bhasan Char, wants to return home as soon as they can do so voluntarily, safely, sustainably, and with
dignity. They want to go back home,” Andrews said.

He, however, said the relentless assault by the Myanmar military government against its own people as
well as systematic clearance in the country's Rakhine State continued till today.
“This means that the conditions for the safe and sustainable, dignified return of Rohingya to their
homeland currently do not exist. It'll take considerable time and significant efforts to create such
conditions in Myanmar,” he said.(SOURCE: NEWS AGENCIES)
************************************************************************
Bangladesh authorities demolish scores of Rohingya shops
(11-12-2021) About 1,000 shops belonging to Rohingya refugees have been bulldozed in several camps
in Cox's Bazar area in just two days. Bangladesh authorities have demolished about 1,000 shops
belonging to Rohingya in camps, with a rights' worker saying the move would have a "huge impact" on
refugees' livelihoods.
Bangladeshi camp officials armed with excavators, hammers and shovels bulldozed the shops in several
camps in the Cox's Bazar area on Thursday and Friday, leaving shell-shocked Rohingya shop-owners
scrambling to salvage their goods. Deputy Refugee Commissioner Shamsud Douza said authorities were
demolishing "illegal" shops in all camps.
"We have evicted about a thousand illegal shops. We are evicting illegal shops to build shelters for
Rohingya," he told AFP news agency.
Hundreds of Rohingya gathered at the eviction sites as excavators tore through the bamboo and steel
structures.
Some broke down in tears, while others panicked.
'Only means of livelihood'
"They broke down my shop. That was my only means of livelihood. With its income, I could support a
family of seven," said Al Amin, 30.
"Thousands of Rohingyas have been hit by this shop demolition drive," he told AFP.
"I don't know what to do now. What can I say? The Myanmar army has destroyed our fortunes. Now we
lost our fortune once again."
"My family has to be fed," said cosmetics trader Abdur Rashid, 24.(Source: TRTWorld and Agencies)
************************************************************************
US issues 'broad authorizations' to enable aid to Afghanistan
(22 Dec 2021) The Biden administration issued what it called “broad authorizations” to ensure that the
United Nations, American government agencies and aid groups can provide humanitarian relief to
Afghanistan without running foul of sanctions against the Taliban.
The US Treasury's Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) released three licences on Wednesday 22
December, allowing US government officials and international agencies, including the UN, to conduct
“official business” with the Taliban and Haqqani Network. It also authorised NGOs to deal with the two
US-blacklisted Afghan groups on activities involving humanitarian projects.
The US move came as Afghanistan faced an economic meltdown since the Taliban seized control of the
country in August. The crisis has left nearly 23 million people facing acute food insecurity, according to
the World Food Programme.
Deputy Secretary of the Treasury Wally Adeyemo said the US is “committed to supporting” Afghans
amid the humanitarian crisis unfolding in the country.
“Treasury has provided broad authorizations that ensure NGOs, international organizations, and the US
government can continue to provide relief to those in need,” Adeyemo said in a statement.

The country had long been dependent on foreign aid and most of its foreign assets were frozen after the
Taliban takeover. The humanitarian crises have been made worse by the continuing surge of COVID-19
with the fast-spreading Omicron variant.
Earlier, the UN Security Council adopted a resolution to facilitate the delivery of humanitarian aid to
Afghanistan.
The resolution said “payment of funds, other financial assets or economic resources, and the provision
of goods and services necessary to ensure the timely delivery of such assistance or to support such
activities are permitted.”
White House press secretary Jen Psaki welcomed the UN resolution, noting that it was drafted by the
United States.
“The resolution also requests periodic updates by the UN Emergency Relief Coordinator to ensure
assistance is reaching the intended beneficiaries,” she said.(SOURCE: AL JAZEERA AND NEWS AGENCIES)
************************************************************************
Australia, South Korea sign $717m defence deal
(Monday,13 Dec 2021) Australia's Prime Minister Scott Morrison and South Korean President Moon Jaein have signed a $717m defence deal. Worth about 1 billion Australian dollars, the contract was signed
during a four-day visit by Moon to Canberra. The South Korean president is the first foreign leader to
visit Australia since the pandemic began. The new defence deal will see South Korean defence company
Hanwha provide the Australian army with artillery weapons, supply vehicles and radars.
It is the largest defence contract struck between Australia and an Asian nation, and comes at a time of
heightened tensions between Australia and China.
Australia recently announced a deal to build nuclear-powered submarines in a partnership, dubbed
AUKUS, with the United States and the United Kingdom a move that China has strongly condemned.
Morrison said the new defence contract would create about 300 jobs in Australia, where a division of
Hanwha operates.
“The contract that we have signed today, I think, speaks volumes about what we believe are the
capabilities of the Korean defence industry,” he said.
“It's an important further chapter in the defence industry story for Australia as we continue to build our
sovereign capability and Korea is an important partner in that journey both in our security
arrangements, but also in the building of our sovereign capability in defence manufacturing.”
Moon said South Korea had similar values to Australia when it came to its geopolitical outlook and said
his Canberra visit “is very important for the national interest of Korea and to promote peace and
prosperity in the region”.
But he also said that South Korea's relationship with China was important, particularly when it came to
pursuing peace with North Korea.
Australian Defence Minister Peter Dutton said his government was committed to keeping the region
safe, and the new contract would help modernise the Australian army.
During their talks, Morrison and Moon agreed to upgrade the formal ties between their nations to a
“comprehensive strategic partnership”. (SOURCE: AL JAZEERA AND NEWS AGENCIES)
************************************************************************
US deploys F-15 fighters closer to Russian borders
(15 Dec, 2021) Washington has sent fighter jets to Romania to patrol the skies near Russia's borders as
part of a NATO mission designed to deter Moscow in the Black Sea region and around Ukraine.

F-15E Strike Eagles from the 336th Fighter Squadron landed at the Campia Turzii airfield in central
Romania. They will patrol the skies, taking off from an air base near the country's Black Sea coast along
with Romanian warplanes and Italian Eurofighter Typhoons, NATO said. The arrival of American planes
contributes to the Western military bloc's “deterrence in the region,” Brigadier General Joel Carey, the
Allied Air Command deputy chief of staff operations, said. “The ability to rapidly deploy Allied air assets
in support of NATO is vital to our readiness and demonstrates the force's agility.”
In 2014, NATO boosted surveillance flights and air patrols near Russia's western borders, as part of what
the bloc calls 'enhanced air policing'.
Tensions between Russia and NATO have been running high in recent weeks, as Western officials and
media claim that Moscow is amassing troops and military hardware with the possible intent to invade
Ukraine. During a meeting with Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky, NATO Secretary General Jens
Stoltenberg said that “any further aggression against Ukraine will have severe consequences.”
Russia has repeatedly denied claims it is planning to attack its neighbor. President Vladimir Putin said
Moscow seeks assurances that NATO will not move its military infrastructure closer to Russia's borders.
************************************************************************
US-led combat mission in Iraq ends, shifting to advisory role
The United States will continue to provide assistance, advice and training to Iraqi forces, Iraqi and US
officials say.
United States-led forces have ended their combat mission in Iraq, senior US and Iraqi officials said, as
the coalition transitions to an advisory role assisting Iraqi forces.
Qassim al-Araji, Iraq's national security adviser, said that a final round of technical talks to formally end
the US-led combat mission, which was tasked with rooting out ISIL (ISIS) in the country, had concluded.
“We are officially announcing the end of the coalition forces' combat mission,” al-Araji wrote on
Twitter, adding that the coalition would continue providing assistance, advice and training to Iraqi
forces.
Iraqi Kurdish Peshmerga Brigadier General Hazhar Ismail, who attended the meeting in Baghdad, also
told reporters the US-led coalition said it was ready to end the mission sooner than the previous
deadline. “They said we are ready starting from today,” he said.
Thousands rally in Baghdad against US military presence
The announcement reaffirms a July decision by the administration of US President Joe Biden to end the
coalition's combat mission in Iraq by December 31.
There are about 2,500 US soldiers and another 1,000 coalition troopers currently based in Iraq. It is
unclear how many will remain in the next phase of assistance to Iraqi forces.
“Many brave men and women gave their lives to ensure Daesh never returns, and as we complete our
combat role, we will remain here to advise, assist and enable [Iraqi security forces], at the invitation of
Republic of Iraq,” said coalition commander Major General John Brennan, referring to ISIL (ISIS) by its
Arabic acronym.
But the war against the group is not over, Brennan added. “Daesh is down, but not out.”
The formal end of the combat mission is unlikely to change the facts on the ground; the coalition
stopped engaging in combat missions early in 2020, and since then, the main US focus has been assisting
Iraqi forces.
Iraqi Staff Lieutenant General Abdul Amir al-Shammari, deputy commander of the Joint Operations
Command for Iraq, said Iraqi forces were ready to take up the fight against ISIL. “Our soldiers have

demonstrated their ability to maintain the defeat of Daesh, and we look toward the future with hope,
providing stability, security, and prosperity for the men and women of Iraq,” he said.
SOURCE: AL JAZEERA AND NEWS AGENCIES
************************************************************************
NYT investigation reveals 'hundreds' of civilian deaths uncounted in US strikes
(19 Dec, 2021 ) An investigation by the New York Times has found that the Pentagon severely
downplayed the civilian death toll from its “precision” strikes in Syria and Iraq, while failing to
investigate reports of potential civilian casualties.
The New York Times investigation, the first part of which was released on Monday, draws on over 1,311
casualty assessment reports that were previously kept under wraps by the Pentagon. Having reviewed
the files and visited “nearly 100 casualties sites” in Iraq, Syria, and Afghanistan, the Times reported that
the US military often dismissed reports of civilian casualties as non-credible, despite failing to visit the
sites or speak to the witnesses.
The Times revealed that in 216 instances in which the Pentagon found reports of civilian casualties
credible, its investigators visited the actual site of the bombing in only one case. None of the
investigations resulted in any penalties for those responsible for the strikes, and only one “possible
violation” in mapping out a strike was identified by the Pentagon.
The Times investigation also revealed that trigger-happy US troops tended to rely on “incorrect or
incomplete” intelligence to hit terrorist targets, sometimes killing dozens of civilians instead.
Confirmation bias was said to play a role in troops interpreting scant intelligence in a way that affirms
their “pre-existing beliefs” about the targets.
For instance, during a strike in Iraq in 2015, US forces killed a child after identifying him as “an unknown
heavy object” who was being “dragged” to a supposed Islamic State (IS, formerly ISIS) position by an
alleged militant.
Sloppy targeting practices resulted in around 120 Syrian villagers dying in a US strike on July 19, 2016,
according to the investigation.
At the time of the strike, the Pentagon apparently thought that 85 militants were killed in the bombing
instead, even though it took place “far from the front line.” In another botched strike, a warplane killed
an entire family escaping West Mosul in 2017, mistaking the civilian vehicle with two children for a car
bomb.
Even in instances in which the US acknowledged civilian casualties, it was not in a hurry to pay
compensation to the victims, with the Times reporting that “fewer than a dozen condolence payments
were made.”
The Times points out that the multiple lapses in the US air campaign cannot be discounted as “outliers,”
but rather represent a common trend in “a sharp contrast to the American government's image of war
waged by all-seeing drones and precision bombs.”
“Since 2014, the American air war has been plagued by deeply flawed intelligence, rushed and imprecise
targeting and the deaths of thousands of civilians, many of them children.”
While the Pentagon claims that a total of 1,417 civilians died as result of the US bombing campaigns in
Syria and Iraq, and 188 civilians were killed since 2018 in Afghanistan, the Times estimates the civilian
death toll to be significantly higher.(Source:RT NEWS)
************************************************************************
North Korea fires suspected ballistic missile: Japan, South Korea

(5 Jan 2022) North Korea fired a suspected ballistic missile off its east coast on Wednesday 5th Jan.
2022, authorities in Japan and South Korea said, in the nuclear-armed country's first show of force this
year.
Japan's coast guard, which first reported the launch, said the projectile could be a ballistic missile but
did not provide further details.
“Since last year, North Korea has repeatedly launched missiles, which is very regrettable,” Japanese
Prime Minister Fumio Kishida told reporters.
Defence Minister Nobuo Kishi told reporters the suspected missile had flown for about about 500
kilometres (310.7 miles) and landed outside Japan's exclusive economic zone.
South Korea's Joint Chiefs of Staff (JCS) said that the missile was launched eastwards at about 8:10am
(23:10 GMT) from a land-based platform, according to the Yonhap news agency.
“For additional information, the intelligence authorities of South Korea and the United States are
conducting a detailed analysis,” the Yonhap news agency reported JCS saying in a text message that was
sent to journalists.
The test comes days after the conclusion of a key party meeting in North Korea that focused mainly on
the pandemic-hit economy, although leader Kim Jong Un promised to continue to bolster the country's
defence but did not specifically mention weaponry.
Pyongyang carried out a series of missile launches last year, and in October said it tested a “new type” of
submarine-launched ballistic missile (SLBM). It was the first test of an SLBM since 2019.
The country is banned from carrying out ballistic missile tests under United Nations sanctions.(SOURCE:
AL JAZEERA, REUTERS)
************************************************************************
Nicaragua cuts ties with Taiwan, switches side to China
(10-12-2021) Managua says "there is only one China existing in the world," in a recognition of the "One
China" policy and reducing Taipei's dwindling pool of international allies.
Nicaragua has broken diplomatic ties with Taiwan and recognised "there is only one China," boosting
Beijing in a part of the world long considered the United States' backyard and increasing Taipei's
isolation.
"The government of the Republic of Nicaragua declares that it recognises there is only one China
existing in the world," Nicaraguan Foreign Minister Denis Moncada said on Thursday in a statement.
"The People's Republic of China is the only legitimate government that represents all of China and
Taiwan is an inalienable part of the Chinese territory," the statement added.
"The government of the Republic of Nicaragua ceases to have any contact or official relationship [with
Taiwan]," it added, in a decision that leaves just 14 nations recognising Taipei.
Taiwan expresses 'pain and regret'
Taiwan Foreign Ministry in a statement expressed "pain and regret" at the ending of diplomatic ties with
Nicaragua.
Taipei said it has always been a loyal and reliable friend of Managua and Nicaragua's president has
disregarded the friendship between the people of the two nations.
Beijing has spent decades successfully encouraging Taiwan's diplomatic allies to switch sides, including
three others in Latin America in recent years Panama, El Salvador, and the Dominican Republic.
China hails Nicaragua's decision
China's Foreign Ministry, after meetings with Nicaragua's finance minister and two of President Ortega's
sons in the northern Chinese city of Tianjin, said the country had made the right decision.

"This is the correct choice that conforms to the general trend and people's aspirations," it said.
But the United States said that Nicaragua's decision "does not reflect the will of the Nicaraguan people"
because its government was not freely elected.
"We encourage all countries that value democratic institutions, transparency, the rule of law, and
promoting economic prosperity for their citizens to expand engagement with Taiwan," State
Department spokesperson Ned Price said.Source: TRTWorld and agencies
************************************************************************
Despite Uproar Over Floyd's Death, the Number of Fatal Encounters With Police Hasn't Changed
George Floyd's murder set in motion shock waves that touched almost every aspect of American society.
But on the core issues of police violence and accountability, very little is different.
By Tim Arango and Giulia Heyward
(Dec. 24, 2021) For the second time this year, a jury in Minneapolis has ruled against a former police
officer for killing a Black man. Like the conviction of Derek Chauvin for the murder of George Floyd, the
verdict against Kimberly Potter on two counts of manslaughter for the shooting death of Daunte Wright
during a traffic stop represented an unusual decision to send a police officer to prison.
And yet, despite the two high-profile convictions in Minneapolis, a review of the data a year and a half
after America's summer of protest shows that accountability for officers who kill remains elusive and
that the sheer numbers of people killed in encounters with police have remained steady at an alarming
level. The murder of Mr. Floyd on a Minneapolis street corner drew millions to the streets in protest and
set off a national reassessment on race that touched almost every aspect of American life, from
corporate boardrooms to sports nicknames. But on the core issues that set off the social unrest in the
first place police violence and accountability very little has changed.
Since Mr. Floyd's death in May of last year, 1,646 people have been killed by the police, or about three
people per day on average, according to Mapping Police Violence, a nonprofit that tracks people killed
by the police. Although murder or manslaughter charges against officers have increased this year,
criminal charges, much less convictions, remain exceptionally rare.
That underscores both the benefit of the doubt usually accorded law officers who are often making lifeor-death decisions in a split second and the way the law and the power of police unions often protect
officers, say activists and legal experts.
The convictions of both Mr. Chauvin, the former Minneapolis officer who was captured on an
excruciating bystander video pinning Mr. Floyd to the ground for more than nine minutes as he gasped
for air, and Ms. Potter strike some experts as tantalizing glimpses of a legal system in flux. Ms. Potter's
case, in particular, reflected the kind of split-second decision she mistakenly used her gun instead of her
Taser after Mr. Wright tried to flee an arrest that jurors usually excuse even when something goes
horribly wrong.
Chris Uggen, a sociology and law professor at the University of Minnesota, said that even though the
number of people killed by police remained prevalent, high-profile cases could still send a message to
the police. “The probability of punishment is not zero,” he said. “So it moves the needle to some degree,
and it can certainly affect the behaviors of police officers.”
But many experts are reluctant to read too much into a few isolated cases carried out in the glare of
media scrutiny.(Nicholas Bogel-Burroughs contributed reporting. (source: NYT)
************************************************************************
US tornadoes: At least 70 people killed in 'one of largest tornado outbreaks in US history'
Samuel Osborne | 12 December 2021

Kentucky's Governor Andy Beshear said it was "the deadliest tornado system to ever run through
Kentucky".
He said: "Earlier this morning at about 5am we were pretty sure that we would lose over 50
Kentuckians. I am now certain that that number is north of 70, it may in fact end up exceeding 100
before the day is done."
Mr Beshear said four tornadoes had torn through the state, with the primary tornado travelling more
than 227 miles (365km) across the state.
He said the community of Mayfield had been devastated, with a roof collapse at a candle factory
resulting in "mass casualties".
Almost 60,000 people had been left without power, he added.
"It's been one of the toughest nights in Kentucky's history," he said.
Debris from destroyed buildings and shredded trees covered the ground in Mayfield, a city of about
10,000 in western Kentucky. Twisted metal sheeting, downed power lines and wrecked vehicles lined
the streets. Windows and roofs were blown off the buildings that were still standing.(Source: Sky News)
************************************************************************
Typhoon Rai aftermath in the Philippines Death toll surpasses 200
(19 Dec 2021)The death toll in the Philippines caused by Typhoon Rai has risen to 208 after the storm
carved a trail of destruction in central and southern provinces. At least 52 people were still missing,
according to police data, as relief efforts continued following one of the deadliest typhoons to have
struck the Southeast Asian country.
Many of those who died were hit by falling trees or walls, drowned in floods or were buried in
landslides. A 57-year-old man was found dead hanging from a tree branch and a woman was blown
away by the wind and died in Negros Occidental province, police said.
At least 14 villagers died and more than 100 others were injured by flying tin roofs, debris and glass
shards and were treated in makeshift surgery rooms in damaged hospitals in Dinagat, Bag-ao said. Many
more would have died if thousands of residents had not been evacuated from high-risk villages as the
typhoon approached.
More than 700,000 people were lashed by the typhoon in central island provinces, including more than
400,000 who had to be moved to emergency shelters. Thousands of residents were rescued from
flooded villages, including in Loboc town in hard-hit Bohol province, where residents were trapped on
roofs and trees to escape from rising floodwaters.
Coastguard ships ferried 29 American, British, Canadian, Swiss, Russian, Chinese and other tourists who
were stranded on Siargao Island, a popular surfing destination devastated by the typhoon, officials said.
About 20 storms and typhoons annually batter the Philippines, which lies between the Pacific Ocean and
the South China Sea. The Southeast Asian archipelago also lies along the seismically active Pacific “Ring
of Fire” region, making it one of the world's most disaster-prone countries.(Source:Al Jazeera)
************************************************************************
'Horrible': Dozens killed in Haiti fuel tanker explosion
(14 Dec 2021) At least 60 people have been killed and dozens more injured after a truck carrying fuel
exploded in the northern Haitian city of Cap-Haitien, a local official said, as authorities are calling for
additional supplies and staff to help treat the victims. The explosion occurred late on Monday 13
December 2021, in Haiti's second-largest city, on the country's northern coast, where survivors rushed
outside and yelled as they observed how the fire consumed part of their neighbourhood.

“We have now counted 60 deaths,” Deputy May or Patrick Almonor said, adding that authorities were
still searching for victims amid the charred debris.
According to Almonor, it appeared the truck driver lost control as it swerved to avoid a motorcycle taxi
and the tanker flipped over. He said fuel spilled onto the road and pedestrians rushed to collect it.
More than 100 people were reported injured in the explosion that also burned about 20 homes near the
site, Almonor said, adding that the number of deaths is expected to keep rising because people who
died in their homes have not yet been counted. (SOURCE: NEWS AGENCIES)
************************************************************************
Taiwan air force stages drill to intercept Chinese planes amid tensions
By Fabian Hamacher and Ann Wang
CHIAYI, Taiwan, Jan 5 (Reuters) - Taiwan air force jets screamed into the sky on Wednesday in a drill
simulating a war scenario, showing its combat readiness amid heightened military tensions with China,
which claims the island as its own.
Before takeoff, flight crews at a base in the southern city of Chiayi - home to U.S.-made F-16 fighter jets
that are frequently scrambled to intercept Chinese warplanes - rushed to ready aircraft as an alarm
sounded.
The exercises were part of a three-day drill to show Taiwan's battle readiness ahead of the Lunar New
Year holiday at the end of this month.
Tensions across the sensitive Taiwan Strait have been rising in the past few years, with Taiwan
complaining of repeated missions by China's air force near the democratic island.
Chinese military aircraft frequently fly into the southwestern part of its air defence identification zone
(ADIZ), airspace around the island that Taiwan monitors and patrols.
"With the very high frequency of Communist planes entering our ADIZ, pilots from our wing are very
experienced and have dealt with almost all types of their aircraft," Major Yen Hsiang-sheng told
reporters, recalling a mission in which he was dispatched to intercept Chinese J-16 fighters late last year.
China has not ruled out using force to bring Taiwan under its control.
Taiwan has termed China's activities as "grey zone" warfare, designed to both wear out Taiwan's forces
by making them repeatedly scramble, and also to test its responses.
In a new year message for China last week, Taiwan President Tsai Ing-wen said military conflict is not the
answer. Beijing responded with a stern warning that if Taiwan crossed any red line it would lead to
"profound catastrophe".(Source: Reuters)
************************************************************************
Moscow reveals preparations for possible conflict
22 Dec, 2021 | By Layla Guest
Russia does not want an armed conflict with Ukraine, but will continue to take steps to defend itself,
Moscow's top diplomat has said, as Kiev claims Moscow could order an offensive against its neighbor.
Speaking on Wednesday in an exclusive interview with RT, Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov said that
Russia “would not want to choose the path of confrontation,” referring to tensions with Kiev.
He warned “hot heads” in Ukraine against military confrontation and said that Russia will respond to any
provocations.However, the diplomat said that “the choice is up to our partners.”
According to him, "the fact that the US authorities have been quite expeditious with regards to
organizing future contacts, I believe it is a positive sign, regardless of the substantial work ahead."

Lavrov added that Russian President Vladimir Putin has previously said Russia "has all the capabilities in
place to ensure a full military and technical response to any kind of provocations that might unfold
around us."
The top diplomat's remarks come amid heightening tensions in the east of Ukraine, with a number of
Western officials and news outlets alleging that Russian forces are building up near the demarcation line
as a possible precursor to launching a full-scale invasion of its neighbor.
The Kremlin has consistently rejected the allegations, arguing that they are groundless and only
illustrate a “hysteria” whipped up in the press.
Moscow has instead accused the West of encouraging Kiev's officials to engage in anti-Russian
provocations. Earlier this month, Lavrov said that its authorities are “becoming more and more
insolent… with its aggressiveness towards the Minsk agreements, towards Russia, and in its attempts to
provoke the West into supporting its militant aspirations.”
The Minsk Protocol is a ceasefire pact, signed in 2014 in an effort to end the war in Donbass. The conflict
in the country's east broke out following the events of the 2014 Maidan, when the elected government
was overthrown following violent street protests, with the self-declared Lugansk and Donetsk republics
declaring their autonomy from Kiev.
Neither Russia or Ukraine nor any other UN member-state recognizes them as sovereign nations.The
Kremlin has insisted that it is not a party to the conflict, however, and has said the onus is on Kiev to
strike a deal with the leaders of the two breakaway regions on the Russian border.
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky, however, has refused to hold talks, insisting that the
separatists are Russian-backed, and has called for talks with Vladimir Putin. (Source: RT NEWS)
************************************************************************
NASA launches world's most powerful telescope view first stars
(25 Dec 2021) The world's largest and most powerful space telescope has rocketed away on a highstakes quest to behold light from the first stars and galaxies and scour the universe for hints of life.
NASA's James Webb Space Telescope soared from French Guiana on South America's northeastern
coast, riding a European Ariane rocket into the morning sky.
The $9bn observatory hurtled towards its destination 1.6 million kilometres (1 million miles) away or
more than four times beyond the moon. It will take a month to get there and another five months
before its infrared eyes are ready to start scanning the cosmos.
First, the telescope's enormous mirror and sunshield need to unfurl; they were folded origami-style to
fit into the rocket's nose cone. Otherwise, the observatory will not be able to peer back in time 13.7
billion years as anticipated, within a mere 100 million years of the universe-forming Big Bang.
“It's going to give us a better understanding of our universe and our place in it: who we are, what we
are, the search that's eternal,” NASA Administrator Bill Nelson said earlier this week.
But he cautioned: “When you want a big reward, you have to usually take a big risk.”
Reporting from Kourou, French Guiana, Al Jazeera's Manuel Rapalo said the historic mission which has
“revolutionised astronomy” is “going to allow scientists to peer back in time to the early stages of our
universe”.
“Scientists are also going to be able to examine the atmospheres of planets and determine whether or
not planets could not only be habitable and suitable for humans to possibly one day colonise, but to
determine whether or not those conditions are optimal for life,” he said.
The telescope's showpiece: a gold-plated mirror more than 6.5 metres (21 feet) across.

ARTICLES
PAKISTAN
USA: A Thankless Friend
By Nusrat Mirza
Examining the recent situation, it is necessary to express that USA is a thankless friend. Pakistan made it
single super Power of the world in 1989 by defeating USSR but he abandoned Pakistan as soon it
achieved its goal. In 2019 and 2020, Pakistan helped America in convincing the Taliban to negotiate with
the USA resulting in the commencement of the Doha Conference. Again as soon as America was relieved
from the Afghan war, America put Pakistan in trouble. The history of sanctions is very long. Sanctions
started after the 1965 war, despite Pakistan's help to America in connecting with China. During General
Ayub's era, Pakistan was progressing well. Our five-year plan was copied by Thailand, South Korea, and
many other countries. Pakistan had become an industrialized country. So much so Pakistan launched
two Rockets in space Rahber one and two. At that time the Ambassador of the USA had written a letter
to the president of the United States of America informing that Pakistan is going to become a major
world power. As per the book “ No Exit from Pakistan” written by Daniel S. Markey, the US President
ordered to Fix Pakistan, and then 65 war took place. India was a tool of the USA even at that time.
Pakistan was under sanction in the 1971 defeat of East Pakistan. Z.A Bhutto at a time was a tool of the
USA but when he tried to work for Pakistan to develop relations with USSR and initiated a nuclear
program after 1974 when India successfully tested its nuclear bomb in Pokhran. Henry Kissinger when
visited India, he overlooked the proliferation against NPT and decided to ensure no one else obtains
nuclear capability henceforth. And then Nuclear Supplier Group NSG was formed to ensure that no
other country becomes Nuclear. Pakistan took it as Pakistan specific. Bhutto was hanged by the USA
through Ziaul Haq who defeated USSR in Afghanistan and Americans admitted that it was Ziaul Haque's
war but his plane crashed after the USA achieved its objective. USSR was blamed for the crash by the
USA and even some of the Pakistani leaders in privacy. I was personally told by someone of importance
on 6th December 1988 that KGB would like to kill Zialul Haque. His plane had crashed on 17th August
1988. I attended his funeral. It came to my knowledge that some of the Pakistanis linked to the CIA were
involved in Zia's plane crash. Sanctions were again imposed on Pakistan when Pakistan became nuclear
in 1984 as told to me by A.Q. Khan. A letter written by A.Q. khan in 1984 to President of Pakistan Gen.
Ziaul Haque has seen by me when uranium was enriched to the level of making a bomb. I had a hot
exchange of words in Karachi in February 1997 with Michael Kreppon President of The Henry L. Stimson
Center Washington D.C. when he blamed Pakistan that it betrayed the USA. My argument was that the
USA has a history of betrayal. You are never a friend and you don't have a friend in the world. America
bullies, blackmails, through conspiracy murders the leaders or changes the governments. It was an open
discussion. I told him that the USA betrayed Pakistan when USSR was defeated in Afghanistan and US
become single Super Power. He replied that the USA helped Pakistan in Afghanistan on the condition
that Pakistan will not become nuclear. My rebuttal was that the USA knew that we became nuclear in
1984 why did it still support Pakistan. He was helpless and replied that the USA became single Super
Power and Pakistan became nuclear. So both countries have achieved their goals. A few days later in
March 1997, another American Professor Mr. Peter M. Lavoy came to Karachi to address Pakistan's
nuclear program. Peter thought that Pakistan's nuclear program is under the control of the military and

the USA would like it to roll back. In 1993, the consul general of the USA at Karachi Richard Folk told me
in person that Pakistan has to roll back its nuclear program as the only reason Pakistan was allowed to
develop bomb was because the USA was helping Pakistan against USSR. I told him very clearly that it is
not possible. Then I informed Chief of Army Staff General Asif Nawaz when we met within three days of
meeting with Richard. I also informed Corp Commander Corp V the same and wrote a letter to Benazir
Bhutto then Prime Minister of Pakistan and when we met after 15 days I requested her not to accept the
pressure of the USA as Richard has told me that now Benazir is in Power and the President of Pakistan
also belongs her party so Prime Minister has to accept US demand. He further told me that Pakistan's
troika was not on one page. One or the other rejects the US demands. Richard was friendly to me so I
very softly replied “Richard it is not possible and Banazir may not help you as Pakistan is determined to
be nuclear including Benazir Bhutto. No compromise on nuclear issue sir.” (This narrated in my Urdu
book “Pakistan Azmat ke safar per”) Benazir Bhutto smiled strangely after request like that I was
begging. I thought she knows more than me or she is more interested than me to keep Pakistan a
nuclear power. But to my great surprise she asked “ Mirza saheb You are so much speaking in favor of
nuclear program and writing articles but tell me who will possess the nuclear bomb.” At that time I
thought she is out of the program and she is not happy. She said something more but I will not describe.
With Peter Lavoy also the same thing, at least the question why not India? He gave the lame excuse
that the Indian program was in the hands of civilians. I again had a bitter exchange of words as I know
the psychology of Americans remaining and dealing with them for several years. They think if you are
strong then you can talk to us equally otherwise one has to obey the orders of USA. Peter was handled
very roughly.(the book Asian Atomic Club by Nusrat Mirza) The message was loud and clear to him that
Pakistan is not to roll back the nuclear program. This all happened before 1998, when India tested five
nuclear bombs and Pakistan in response tested six nuclear bombs on 28th to 31st May 1998. The
sanctions were again imposed. Most of the time Pakistan has remained under sanctions of the United
States of America, a thankless friend of Pakistan, and also it will be correct to say that America is not
sincere to any country of the world. It can bully, it can destroy but it cannot construct the world. It
cannot lead the world with the intentions and objectives it has.
In the case of Afghanistan, Pakistan did its best to help the USA but America is twisting Pakistan's arms
in different ways through IMF, FATF, and other means. But the USA is helping in a way and we are
learning to become independent in making our decisions and Pakistan has the resolve to remain a
reasonably independent country and choose new friends like China, Russia, Turkey, and others. In arms
supply, Pakistan is not looking towards the USA but manufacturing its arms and taking help from China,
Russia, and Turkey, or other countries.

No country suffered from conflicts as much as Afghanistan: PM Islamic world pitches ways to
aid desperately poor Afghans
OIC countries pledge fund to stave off Afghanistan ‘chaos’
17th Extraordinary Session of the OIC Council of Foreign Ministers Islamabad - December 19, 2021
90 foreign delegates including Saudi Arabia, Bahrain, Kuwait, Qatar, Indonesia, Malaysia and other
countries had participated.
The prime minister welcomed the delegates in Pakistan, saying it was ironic that Pakistan had hosted an
OIC moot on Afghanistan 41 years ago as well.
“No country suffered from conflicts as much as Afghanistan,” he added.

The Organisation of Islamic Cooperation (OIC) has pledged to set up a humanitarian trust fund for
Afghanistan as millions face hunger and poverty.
The crisis is causing alarm with billions of dollars in aid and assets frozen by the international community
after the Taliban takeover of the country in August this year.
The prime minister Imran Khan said the OIC had a huge responsibility as it was our religious duty too to
support the suffering Afghan brethren. The prime minister urged the world not to link their support to
the Afghan people with the Taliban, but they should think of 40 million Afghans heading towards
disaster.
“Unless action is taken immediately, Afghanistan is heading for chaos,” Prime Minister Imran Khan, of
Pakistan which is holding the summit, told a meeting of foreign ministers from the OIC.
“Any government when it can't pay its salaries for its public servants, hospitals, doctors, nurses, any
government is going to collapse but chaos suits no one, it certainly does not suit the United States.”
Economic meltdown
Pakistan Prime Minister Imran Khan said the world needed to separate the Taliban from ordinary
Afghans.
"I speak to the United States specifically that they must delink the Afghanistan government from the 40
million Afghan citizens," he said, "even if they have been in conflict with the Taliban for 20 years."
He also urged caution in linking recognition of the new government to Western ideals of human rights.
"Every country is different... every society's idea of human rights is different," he said.
An OIC resolution released after the meeting said the Islamic Development Bank would lead the effort to
free up assistance by the first quarter of 2022.
It also urged Afghanistan's rulers to abide by “obligations under international human rights covenants,
especially with regards to the rights of women, children, youth, elderly and people with special needs”.
The OIC meeting did not give the new Taliban government any formal international recognition and
Afghan Foreign Minister Amir Khan Muttaqi was excluded from the official photograph taken during the
event. Muttaqi said his government “has the right to be officially recognised”.
“The current Afghanistan government is cooperating with every foreign organisation,” he told reporters,
adding that sanctions “must be removed”.
In a speech to delegates, he said the US freezing of assets “is a clear violation of the human rights of
Afghans, and can be interpreted as enmity with an entire nation”.
Muttaqi reiterated the Taliban would not allow Afghanistan to be used as a base for attacks on other
countries and he said no reprisals would be carried out against officials of the former government.
Economy in 'free fall'
While some countries and organisations have begun delivering aid, a near-collapse of the country's
banking system has complicated their work.
United Nations' Undersecretary-General on Humanitarian Affairs Martin Griffiths was also present at the
OIC meeting and warned that Afghanistan's economy was “now in free fall”.
“If we don't act decisively and with compassion, I fear this fall will pull the entire population with it,” he
said in his remarks.
“Twenty-three million people are already facing hunger; health facilities are overflowing with
malnourished children; some 70 percent of teachers are not getting paid and millions of children,
Afghanistan's future are out of school.”
Six-point strategy to fix Afghan issue

Pakistan also shared a six-point strategy to address Afghanistan's humanitarian crisis, food security, and
economic revival besides its institutional capacity building to counter the threat of terrorism.
Pakistan Foreign Minister Shah Mahmood Qureshi said the deepening crisis could bring mass hunger, a
flood of refugees and a rise in extremism.
"We cannot ignore the danger of complete economic meltdown," he told the gathering, which also
included Taliban Foreign Minister Amir Khan Muttaqi as well as delegates from the United States, China,
Russia, the European Union and the UN.
Pakistan's Foreign Minister Shah Mahmood Qureshi said unlocking financial and banking channels was
essential “because the economy can't function and people can't be helped without a banking system”.
Beyond immediate aid, Afghanistan needs help ensuring longer-term economic stability.
Much will depend on whether Washington is willing to unfreeze billions of dollars in central bank
reserves and lift sanctions that have caused many institutions and governments to shy away from direct
dealings with the Taliban.
However, the Taliban has faced heavy criticism for keeping women and girls out of employment and
education and excluding broad sections of Afghan society from government.
They have also been accused of trampling on human rights and, despite their promise of amnesty,
targeting officials of the former administration.
US Secretary of State Antony Blinken, in an announcement on Twitter, said: “We thank Pakistan for
hosting this vital meeting and inviting the global community to continue cooperating to support the
Afghan people,” Blinken added.
The OIC Extraordinary Session on Afghanistan is a prime example of our collective determination and
action to help those most in-need.
The conference was the biggest session on Afghanistan since the US-backed government fell in August
and the Taliban returned to power.
The United States thanked Pakistan for accommodating a “vital” session of the Organisation of Islamic
Council (OIC) on Afghanistan.
(SOURCE: AL JAZEERA AND NEWS AGENCIES)

Gwadar heads to a promising 2022
City makes huge progress in port operation, aims to become logistics hub
GWADAR: “I will grow up to become a doctor. I want to travel around the world and show them what
we are capable of,” declared Habiba Qadir, a student of China-Pakistan Gwadar Faqeer Middle School, in
an interview with the China Economic Net.
The China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) reached an important milestone on November 13, 2016
with the first shipment of trade cargo from Gwadar Port to international destinations.
Five years on, Gwadar Port has entered 2022 with hope, determination and achieveme nt.
“For those who have visited it before, they do realise that there has been a lot of development here,”
Gwadar Port Authority Chairman Naseer Khan Kashani pointed out while reviewing the five-year journey
of Gwadar Port.
Reaching to a bigger world
Gwadar has made huge progress when it comes to port operation and port economy.
“According to our plan, Gwadar will become the logistics hub in this region within five years,” China
Overseas Port Holding Company (COPHC) Chairman Zhang Baozhong said confidently. There had been

no single commercial shipping line connecting Gwadar Port for the past 10 years, and the port merely
relied on government-diverted cargo with huge subsidised road transport, noted Baozhong.
But things have changed since COPHC took over the port and infrastructure improved, especially when
Afghan transit cargo started going through Gwadar Port on January 14, 2020.
In spite of the negative Covid-19 pandemic impact on business development, more than 100,000 tonnes
of Afghan cargo have been handled at the port. “LPG (liquefied petroleum gas) ships and bulk cargo
vessels can be seen coming frequently,” he underlined.
All these activities not only generated a lot of business opportunities for Pakistani stevedoring
companies, transporters, customer clearance and many others, but also helped stabilise supply to
Afghanistan and other landlocked countries in Central Asia. Talking about Gwadar Free Zone, the first
modern industrial park in Pakistan, Gwadar Free Zone Manager Dadaullah Yousuf said that until now 46
enterprises have been registered for investment in the free zone, mainly covering logistics, warehousing,
halal food processing, agriculture, textile, etc.
Right now, Gwadar Free Zone phase-1 has been successfully completed, while work on the much larger
phase-2, covering an area of 2,221 acres, has been started.
“More and more investors are showing keen interest in investing here,” Baozhong said.
Development benefits local community
The development of the economy relies a lot on people, and it also empowers people to lead a better
life. Education, first of all, is the foundation.
China-Pakistan Gwadar Faqeer Middle School, donated by China Foundation for Peace and
Development, has been in operation for five years with the sponsorship of COPHC.
Now, this school is one of the best in Gwadar. More than 700 boys and girls are attending the school to
receive education.
Naseem Ahmad, descendant of land donator and teacher at China-Pakistan Gwadar Faqeer Middle
School, told the China Economic Net that after the school had been made, the locals got more
development programmes, and real estate and businesses have increased.
“We can say that this school has contributed as an integral part of our area.”
Port boosting local employment
“Almost 80% of our workers are locals,” Muhammad Saleem Butt, Head of Gwadar Port Operations
GITL, told the China Economic Net.
“Actually almost 90% of our local staff was only capable of, maybe, the watchman job when they first
came here,” noted Zing, Office Manager of China Business Centre in Gwadar, adding that there were not
too many schools nor technical agencies in the city. As a big achievement, the construction of China Aid
Technical and Vocational Institute of Gwadar Port was completed on October 1, 2021.
(Source: THE CHINA ECONOMIC NET)

AFGHANISTAN
USA has betrayed Afghanistan and rejects to help Afghanistan
By Interaction Desk
As a plan USA left Afghanistan to handover the governance to Taliban keeping the Afghan assets of 9
Billion dollars seized and left the Taliban in economic crisis. Pakistan has said several times that there
will be humanitarian debacle in Afghanistan if Afghans are not helped and thus terrorism shall spread.

Pakistan has convened a OIC conference in Islamabad on 18-19 December 2021 and asked the World to
help Afghan people to save them from staving.
The Afghan people made a protest in front of US embassy in Kabul on 21st December 2021 to release
the Afghan Funds of 9 Billion dollars. The U.S. has agreed to provide humanitarian aid to a desperately
poor Afghanistan on the brink of an economic disaster, while refusing to give political recognition to the
country's new Taliban rulers, the Taliban said on 19th December 2021.
The statement came at the end of the first direct talks between the former foes since the chaotic
withdrawal of U.S. troops at the end of August. The U.S. statement was less definitive, saying only that
the two sides "discussed the United States' provision of robust humanitarian assistance, directly to the
Afghan people." The Taliban said the talks held in Doha, Qatar, "went well," with Washington freeing up
humanitarian aid to Afghanistan after agreeing not to link such assistance to formal recognition of the
Taliban. Taliban say they won't work with the U.S. to contain the Islamic State.
The United States made it clear that the talks were in no way a preamble to recognition of the Taliban,
who swept into power Aug. 15 after the U.S.-allied government collapsed. State Department spokesman
Ned Price called the discussions "candid and professional," with the U.S. side reiterating that the Taliban
will be judged on their actions, not only their words. “The U.S. delegation focused on security and
terrorism concerns and safe passage for U.S. citizens, other foreign nationals and our Afghan partners,
as well as on human rights, including the meaningful participation of women and girls in all aspects of
Afghan society," he said in a statement. In any case, USA has not left Afghanistan and irony of the fact it
would like Afghan people to suffer further.
The war is not over yet against Afghanistan but it has taken a new shape and mode. Though Taliban has
made the humble budget but USA would like to keep the blood Afghan eto bleed due to hunger. Its
dictation on Taliban growing day by day and USA would keep on the bay and suffer to revenge Pakistan
and Afghanistan led by Taliban. Pakistan is doing its best providing funds and food and even allowing
Indian food Support from India from its border which it would have never allowed had their no danger
of human tragedy.
USA is using human tragedy to keep its influence in Afghanistan and keep Pakistan under pressure of
Afghan refugees and export terrorism in Pakistan. TTP and Daesh are working in Pakistan in disguise of
refugees that numbered about 30 million only after 31st August 2021. Pakistan has rightly decided to
send them back to Afghanistan as after 31st August every Friday there are attacks on Pakistan's
institutions. Pakistan is ready to help with letter and spirit but United States of America has rejected to
support Taliban by denying to refuse the funds of 9 billion dollars which Afghanistan's money and should
be given to the Afghan government. This will give Afghan Taliban a respite for a while. The United States
of America is still waging war Against Afghan people. It cannot be said a human behavior.

Papers reveal what CIA did to captives in Afghanistan
By Kit Klarenberg
New published documents have shed fresh light on the CIA's detention and interrogation program in
Afghanistan, describing in alarming detail some of the extreme techniques used by officers that resulted
in deaths in captivity. In a recent legal filing, the lawyers of Abu Zubaydah the Guantánamo Bay detainee
almost tortured to death by the CIA, held without charge by the US for nearly 20 years urged that their
client be released, given Washington's wars in Afghanistan and with Al-Qaeda are finally over.
Writing to a DC district court, they argued that these developments meant there was no legal
justification for keeping him captive, and he must be immediately discharged. What the petition omits

to mention, however, is that Zubaydah's detention was, from day one, intended to be permanent in
order to keep the CIA's criminal maltreatment secret and ensure his abusers were insulated from
prosecution in perpetuity.
In July 2002, four months after his capture in Pakistan, the Agency's team in Afghanistan specifically
sought “reasonable assurances” from superiors that he would “remain in isolation and incommunicado
for the remainder of his life.” In response, a memo stated that there was “fairly unanimous sentiment”
within CIA headquarters that Zubaydah “will never be placed in a situation where *he+ has any significant
contact with others and/or has the opportunity to be released,” and would “remain incommunicado for
the remainder of his life.”
Langley's desire for total omerta in all matters concerning its torture program is understandable, for a
great many people have much to hide. At the start of December, BuzzFeed published hundreds of
declassified papers related to CIA Inspector General Investigations into child sexual abuse by Agency
staff and contractors. Buried among these was a May 2004 Special Review of the CIA's detention and
interrogation program, launched after Gul Rahman, an Afghan suspected of having militia ties, died at
the 'Salt Pit' black site in Kabul 18 months prior.
It notes that Rahman was subject to sleep deprivation sessions lasting 48 hours, during which he was
denied clothing “to cause cultural humiliation,” and subject to “hard takedowns” a euphemism for
“rough treatment.” Despite this, he remained uncooperative and provided no intelligence, only
admitting his identity after several days “in cold conditions with minimal food and sleep.” A
psychological assessment in November 2002 noted his “remarkable physical and psychological
resilience,” and resultantly recommended “continued environmental deprivations” to get him to talk.
One afternoon that month, when food was delivered to Rahman, he reportedly threw a water bottle
and his defecation bucket at guards, warning that he'd seen their faces “and would kill them upon his
release.” When Salt Pit's manager learned of this incident, he authorized 'short-chaining' the prisoner
tying his hands and feet to the floor so he could not stand or sit comfortably naked from the waist down
in his cell.
On the morning of November 20, Rahman was found dead. Subsequent investigations by the Inspector
General found that Salt Pit staff had employed a number of techniques and “improvised actions”
approved by neither the Department of Justice nor CIA headquarters. These included frequent freezing
showers, at such icy temperatures they left the suspect unable to speak properly.
A psychologist present at Salt Pit recalled observing Rahman “showing the early stages of hypothermia”
after being subjected to one such shower, and ordered guards to give him a blanket. Another contractor
declared that these showers were a deliberate “deprivation technique,” deployed when it was perceived
he was being uncooperative, and never for “hygienic reasons.”
Nonetheless, when asked by investigators whether cold was used for the purposes of interrogation, a
nameless CIA staffer coyly responded, “not per se,” but acknowledged physical and environmental
discomfort “was used to encourage the detainees to improve their environment.” They went on to
argue that “cold is hard to define,” asking rhetorically "how cold is cold? How cold is life-threatening?'”
While the Senate Intelligence Committee report on the CIA's detention and interrogation program
remains classified today, its 525-page executive summary referred to Rahman over 100 times. Details of
his death were largely absent, although it was revealed that not only was no Agency staffer disciplined
as a result of it, but Salt Pit's manager who was not a trained interrogator, and had a history of
behavioral issues was recommended for a $2,500 cash award for “consistently superior work” four
months later.

An Agency Accountability Board eventually decided to take the mild step of suspending the most junior
CIA officer involved for 10 days without pay, but even this was overturned by the Agency's thenExecutive Director Kyle Foggo, who wrote to the staffer personally to say, “while not condoning your
actions, it is imperative, in my view, that they… be judged within the operational context that existed at
the time of Rahman's detention.” Foggo was subsequently jailed for fraud, having helped friends
improperly profit from CIA contracts in Iraq.
The executive summary names Rahman as the only prisoner known to have died in CIA custody
although the Inspector General Review shows this to be untrue. It records how in June 2003, an Afghan
citizen allegedly implicated in rocket attacks on a joint US Army and CIA position in the country's
northeast attended Asadabad Base “at the urging of the local Governor,” whereupon he was detained in
a facility guarded by US soldiers for four days.
During his brief period in captivity, a CIA contractor “severely *beat+ the detainee with a large metal
flashlight and kicked him during interrogation sessions,” leading to his death. His body was then turned
over to a local cleric and his family, without an autopsy being performed. Neither the contractor nor his
Agency supervisor was trained or authorized to conduct interrogations, although he faced no penalty,
bar his contract not being renewed.
The review also makes clear that a penchant for extreme violence among CIA staff in Afghanistan, and
the impunity with which they committed crimes, wasn't restricted to its assorted prisons in the country.
For example, it records how in July 2003, an officer visited a religious school, to determine if any staff or
pupils could offer information related to the detonation of a remote-controlled explosive device that
had killed eight border guards a few days earlier.
A teacher reportedly “smiled and laughed inappropriately” while being interviewed by the officer,
prompting them to strike the man twice in the torso with their rifle butt, then repeatedly kick him as he
lay prostrate on the ground the incident was said to have been witnessed by 200 students. In response,
the CIA simply brought the officer back home, whereupon they were “counseled and given a domestic
assignment.” Still, the review cannot be considered comprehensive, for it merely reflects what incidents
were officially recorded. Disturbingly, the document concludes by noting that while documentation of
the capture, rendition, detention, and interrogation of “high value detainees” was “comprehensive,”
documentation related to detainees of “lesser notoriety” was “far less consistent.”
As the CIA wasn't compelled to document the capture and detention of all individuals until June 2003,
the Inspector General was “unable to determine with any certainty the number or current status of
individuals who have been captured and detained.” In other words, the question of how many detainees
were actually murdered under the auspices of the CIA torture program remains very much open which
in turn means anyone who could shed light on the matter, such as Zubaydah, can never be at liberty
again.

CHINA
Beware China's taking the gloves off over Taiwan
By Tom Fowdy
Beijing's had enough of Taipei's posturing and the stream of support being drummed up for Taiwan
across the West. Military action's unlikely, but it will use its economic and diplomatic muscle to punish
the island's supporters. It's been another busy week on China-related matters. Unsurprisingly, in line to
manufacture consent for America's and the Anglo sphere world's diplomatic boycott of the Winter

Olympics, there's been a coordinated front loading of anti-China content from various US affiliated
groups and organizations.
In addition, the US Congress has sought to advance a number of anti-China bills and resolutions. Most
seriously, tensions over Taiwan are ratcheting up yet again. Just as President Joe Biden undertakes his
self-proclaimed “democracy summit,” which Taipei has been invited to, Beijing has been making its
furious opposition known, not just in words, but with actions, too.
Another country breaks ties with Taiwan
Firstly came the news, deliberately timed to meet with yesterday's opening of Biden's summit that
Nicaragua, currently being targeted by the US for regime change, had declared that it had ended ties
with Taiwan and opened diplomatic relations with Beijing, with officials traveling immediately for a
meeting in Tianjin. The US State Department responded by condemning the Central American nation
and encouraging countries to expand their ties with Taiwan.
Then, in addition to that, there were unconfirmed reports claiming China had outright cut Lithuania off
from its own supply chain, allegedly barring international companies from exporting to the Baltic state
from China. This is in retaliation for the opening of a representative office by Taiwan in Vilnius, after
Lithuania's ruling coalition agreed to support “those fighting for freedom” on the island.
If this is confirmed, then it is clear that China is now “taking the gloves off” when it comes to Taiwan and
is backing up its words with serious action. Apart from the action against Lithuania, it is also doing other
things such as blacklisting “separatists” and fining companies who support Taiwan's ruling Democratic
Progressive Party (DPP). Beijing is increasingly prepared to leverage its “national power” and capabilities
in more sophisticated and creative ways in order to force countries to respect its position on the issue,
enforce its red lines and hit back, while also upping its diplomatic game.
To do this, China is slowly developing a more intelligent and extra-territorial “sanctions regime”. While
not as extensive, far-reaching or brutal as America's, it does begin to utilize some of the same concepts
which Washington employs: that is the capability to force one's will upon a country outside of its
sovereign boundaries, without kinetic action, by leveraging critical dependencies upon it.
Beijing's playbook was never as simple as a binary choice between “war or no war” in seeking to resolve
the “Taiwan problem”. It comes amid a policy from Washington which has sought to increasingly hollow
out and undermine Beijing's One-China Policy, as well as encourage others to do likewise, but then
accuse Beijing of being the one moving the goalpost for hitting back. In a nutshell: China has had
enough.
2020-2021 will almost certainly be looked back on as the year China “lost patience” over Taiwan to the
point it was forced to act. The middle ground where Beijing tolerated Taiwan sitting ambiguously for
years has collapsed. This is a consequence of the island being thrust into the international spotlight not
merely as an unresolved territorial issue, but as an active strategic and political counterweight to try and
contain the rise of China in Asia, which Taipei's leadership has taken advantage of to pursue an agenda
of formal independence and rubbish the idea of reunification.
During this period, Taiwan's foreign policy has been designed to exploit discord and opposition against
Beijing wherever it can, to garnish support for itself, put itself in the spotlight and to expand its political
space, enabled by US support. I have repeatedly described this strategy as “provocation diplomacy”.
Taipei's leader, Tsai Ing-wen, has front loaded visits of Western legislators and former politicians to the
island, penned op-eds in Western newspapers and made provocative comments such as confirming
there is a US troop presence on the island.

This public relations game seeks to make Beijing appear isolated, frustrated and helplessly sat on the
sidelines as Taiwan increases its support, seemingly unable to do anything about it other than to protest
and snarl or risk a catastrophic war which, even if it won, would be a pyrrhic victory. In taking this
gamble, Tsai's endgame is to change the status quo gradually and slowly escape Beijing's political grasp.
In reaction to this, China has doubled down on the stakes of reunification, affirmed by President Xi
Jinping himself, has repeatedly flown more warplanes near its “airspace defense identification zone,”
and is now, as of late 2021, taking more strident actions.
Out of all the Taiwan-related matters in the past months, Beijing has probably seen Lithuania's act of
opening a “Taiwan representative office” as the most alarming. While a visit to the island by a tedious
has-been politician like former Australian premier Tony Abbott can be dismissed as a bad joke, the
prospect of Taipei formally expanding its ties with countries sympathetic to it is seen as the graver
threat through the precedent of which it sets.
Despite Beijing's protests so far, Lithuania has seemed largely undeterred. This has left China feeling it
has to show the country not a mere sign of discontent or snub, but to impose serious and real costs on
the country to make a point to others, especially in that same part of Europe, that they should never
consider doing the same thing.
This has been the primary motivator of China enhancing its sanctions policy over Taiwan. Beijing is
hitting Vilnius where it hurts by cutting off its supply chain. Although Lithuania is largely insular and
depends more on intra-European trade, it imported $1.34 billion worth of goods from China last year.
Sanctions could easily force inflation upwards there by forcing it to look elsewhere for critical goods.
International firms are being made to subtly choose between the gigantic Chinese market, of which Xi
appears to be increasingly confident in as the world's largest, or the very much smaller, offending
countries such as Lithuania. But it's not just in relation to this issue either. China's fining of the
Taiwanese firm, Far-Eastern Group, over support for the DPP is the first example of this strategy being
used against the economy of Taipei itself, which is heavily integrated with the mainland.
On another front, China's winning over of Nicaragua is a reminder that Beijing will continue to hammer
away at the island's remaining “official relationships”. While in practice, the Central American country,
which the Biden administration has the knives out for anyway, does not mean a lot materially to Taipei,
the timing of the move was deliberately designed to overshadow its participation in the “democracy
summit,” as well as deal a jab to the US in its own backyard.
It's now the seventh country to switch sides since Tsai took office in 2016, which amounts to a loss of
one-third of its total diplomatic relationships to Beijing in five years. These moves usually come in twos
or threes, and Honduras is likely to be the next, given that its newly elected leader has shown interest in
doing so. However, there is ultimately only one relationship which matters to Taipei most in the end,
and that is the one which is still described as informal: that with the US. It is on this battleground where
Taiwan will be won or lost. But this isn't going to be a physical war: it is going to be a mutual war of
attrition where each side strives to undermine the credibility and political clout of the other in order to
attain the upper hand.
In doing so, Beijing is increasingly developing a new toolbox focused on painful precision, as opposed to
blunt force. The Lithuania saga and the Nicaragua breakthrough are reminders that its One-China Policy
is not a soundbite, but a deadly serious aim which will one day be fulfilled. If countries push against this
redline, Beijing has every intention to hit back and leverage everything it can to make its position clearly
understood.
Tom Fowdy is a British writer and analyst of politics and international relations with a primary focus.

(Source: RT Russian News)

China's BRI crown jewel joins the era of defiance and dissent
The crown jewel of China's Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) increasingly looks like a powder keg that has
exploded
By Dr. James M. Dorsey
Mass protests have for the past month swept Gwadar, a Chinese-dominated Pakistani port city 90
kilometres from the border with Iran that has long been plagued by intermittent protests and Baloch
nationalist attacks on Chinese nationals and targets. Making things worse from China's perspective, a
local cleric, a member of Pakistan's oldest Islamist political party, Jamaat-e-Islami, is leading the
protests.
Moreover, a breakdown of a ceasefire between the Pakistani government and Tehrik-i-Taliban Pakistan
(TTP), better known as the Pakistani Taliban, raises the spectre of not only Baloch nationalist but also
Pakistani religious militants further training their sites on Chinese targets. An attack in August, on a bus
in northern Pakistan that carried Chinese construction workers is believed to have been carried out by
the TTP although it did not claim responsibility. Thirteen people were killed, including nine Chinese
nationals.
The attack occurred before the conclusion of a since ruptured ceasefire between the TTP and Pakistan.
None of this bodes well for China as it seeks to come to grips with an Islamist regime in Afghanistan that
shares a sliver of a border with Xinjiang, the north-western Chinese province. Authorities in Xinjiang are
brutally trying to erase any seeds of Islamist thought, Sinicize the faith with practices that violate Islamic
law and practice, and cull potential ethnic identity or nationalist sentiment among the region's Turkic
Muslim population.
Sitting at the top of the Arabian Sea, Gwadar is at the core of the China Pakistan Economic Corridor
(CPEC), which is supposed to link Xinjiang to the Indo-Pacific and allow the People's Republic to
circumvent the Strait of Malacca that is fraught with geopolitical, big power rivalry risk. With an
investment of somewhere between US$45 and $60 billion, CPEC, involving infrastructure, energy, and
telecommunications projects, is the single largest Chinese country outlay along the Belt and Road, an
effort to make China the equivalent of all roads lead to Rome.
The last month of protests erupted as CPEC-related projects appeared to slow down and differences
emerged regarding CPEC between the Pakistani and Chinese governments as questions were being
raised in Beijing about the corridor's viability. Gwadar's predominantly Baloch population has long felt
that it has no stake in the city's development. Fishermen, a backbone of the city's traditional economy,
were pushed out of their traditional fishing waters replaced by deep-sea trawlers, some of which are
allegedly Chinese-owned.
Locals feel humiliated by multiple security checkpoints at which they repeatedly have to identify and
register themselves. The checkpoints were erected to protect the port, Chinese nationals and assets,
and Pakistani officials. In addition, many fear that they will be further marginalized with an influx of
foreigners. Meanwhile, Chinese development has produced few local jobs and done nothing to diversify
the economy away from fishing, diesel oil smuggling, and drug trafficking. Chinese investment has also
failed to help improve services in a region where potable water is scarce and electricity imported from
Iran is unreliable.
The protests demanding an end to the security checks, the curtailing of fishing by deep-sea trawlers, and
improved services fit a pattern of mass demonstrations that over the past decade have swept across the

Middle East, a stone's throw away from Gwadar. Those protests, like in Gwadar, expressed no
confidence in the political system and leadership, demanded systemic change, and at least initially and
with mixed results, forced the resignation of leaders in Egypt, Tunisia, Yemen, Libya, Algeria, Sudan,
Lebanon, and Iraq.
The scion of a local fisherman, Maulana Hidayat-ur-Rehman, the cleric who has emerged as a leader of
the protests, fits the bill. His appeal is his intuitive understanding of widespread discontent, his ability to
articulate it, the failure of militant nationalists to produce results, and the fact that he is not perceived
as part of the political establishment even though he ran several times unsuccessfully for a seat in
Balochistan's provincial and Pakistan's national assembly.
Speaking to Dawn, Pakistan's foremost English-language newspaper, Mr. Rehman insisted that “we are
doing politics to serve the people and society,” not to exploit people's grievances for the benefit of
himself or his party. “I am doing politics solely to represent them and become their voice in the face of
injustice,” he asserted. That is not to say that Mr. Rehman has not added a religious tint to the protests.
The region's Excise, Taxation, and Anti-Narcotics Department agreed late last month in talks with the
cleric to shut down alcohol shops.
Mr. Rehman's words appear to resonate with the thousands that have been on the streets of Gwadar
for the past month. “Through him, we have got a voice: Gwadar belongs to us, and we no longer want to
be ignored,” said a local resident. Few in Gwadar put any faith in Prime Minister Imran Khan's
recognition of the protesters' grievances as 'very legitimate” and promise to take them up with the
province's political leadership.
Neither Mr. Khan nor his predecessor, Nawaz Sharif, or China have, over the years, sought to ensure
that the local population would have a stake in the Chinese-led development of Gwadar. If protests in
Pakistan's greater neighbourhood are anything to go by, demonstrators are unlikely to surrender the
street unless forced to do so by a crackdown or external factors like the Covid-19 pandemic until they
see actions rather than words.
In recent weeks, promises by the provincial government to crack down on illegal trawler fishing within
12 nautical miles of Gwadar and handing over control of the border with Iran to provincial instead of
national forces failed to end the protests. “We have no trust in them,” Mr. Rehman told a protest rally in
late November after the government agreed to meet demonstrators' demands. That message stands
almost three weeks later as the protests continue unabated.
Dr. James M. Dorsey is an award-winning journalist and scholar and a Senior Fellow at the National
University of Singapore's Middle East Institute. The views expressed in the article are the author's own
and do not necessarily reflect the editorial policy of Global Village Space. (Source: Modern Diplomacy)

China has increasingly hardened its position
By Talmiz Ahmad
Maroof Raza, distinguished commentator on India's security challenges, has in this well-researched and
lucid book provided the various dimensions of the border dispute that lies at the heart of the ongoing
Sino-Indian confrontation. The ambiguous status of Tibet vis-a-vis China lies at the root of the presentday issues that divide India and China. Through the latter part of the 19th century, British officials in
India attached little strategic significance to this large landmass that straddled the northern borders of
their 'jewel in the crown'.

China has claimed full control over Tibet as part of its empire since 1644, but was then too weak to
assert any effective authority over this territory. The British position changed after the Young husband
expedition to Tibet in 1903-1904, after which British India established diplomatic ties with Tibet, sought
to settle border disputes between Tibet and Sikkim and open trade links. British officials viewed Tibet as
a buffer between India and China; however, not wanting to offend the rulers in Beijing, both Britain and
Russia, the other player in the regional 'great game', recognised China's 'suzerainty” over Tibet.
Following the fall of the Qing dynasty in 1911 and subsequent turmoil in China, Tibet enjoyed a brief
period of being 'free', but this was not recognised by India or any other major power. This independence
ended abruptly when China, under Communist rule from 1949, asserted its claims on Tibet and militarily
took control of it in 1951. India provided some modest military supplies to the Tibetans, but the latter
were no match for the Chinese forces confronting them.
Thus, Tibet became a part of the People's Republic and India now obtained a border with China of over
3,000 km. In 1954, India formally recognised Chinese sovereignty over Tibet. Since then, successive
governments in Delhi and Beijing have attempted to formally determine the border between the two
countries. India has based its claims on the McMahon Line that had emerged from the Simla Conference
in 1913-1914, though this line was never demarcated.
The agreement was accepted by the Tibetan representative, but was rejected in Beijing. This has
remained the position of subsequent Chinese governments who reject all agreements from the colonial
period. These differences relating to the border led to war between the two countries in OctoberNovember 1962. Both before and after the war, India turned down China's proposals to enter into a
'package' arrangement in which China would accept India's claims in the east territory of present-day
Arunachal Pradesh, while India would show similar accommodation towards Chinese claims in the west
the area of Ladakh.
After the 1962 War, China withdrew from the territories it had occupied, except Aksai Chin in Ladakh.
From the 1980s, both sides put in place arrangements to handle interactions between their soldiers,
ensuring that these did not escalate into conflict or permanently effect changes on the ground in
disputed areas. In recent years, however, military interactions at the border have acquired a sharper
edge, such as the 72-day standoff at Doklam at the China-Bhutan-India trijunction in June-August 2017.
The confrontation in Ladakh from April 2020 constitutes a significant change from previous interactions
in that the Chinese armed forces have retained control of certain disputed areas in the region. India's
expanding and deepening security embrace of the US could have led to the Ladakh standoff: Perhaps,
the hawks in China wish to remind India that its crucial interests lie in securing its vulnerable land
borders with China, where its affiliation with the US serves no useful purpose.
Raza has convincingly asserted that India's logistical and military capacities have significantly improved
since the 1962 debacle and the country is well-equipped to protect its interests in the face of an
aggressive China. However, given the vast canvas covered by the book, the author, not surprisingly,
makes some debatable contentions. Thus, he reflects the contemporary fashion to run down Nehru,
even rebuking him for not joining the US-led Cold War alliances! Again, while looking at the run-up to
the 1962 War, he has not explored the negative implications of India's collaboration with the CIA in
arming the Tibetan rebels in 1954-1959, and the cooperation between the CIA and India's Intelligence
Bureau in arranging the escape of the Dalai Lama to India in 1959.
Raza unconvincingly says that a future conflict with China 'would be a limited one', and that Chinese
troops are inferior to Indian troops as they have no battlefield experience, cannot cope with the
Himalayan winters, and, because of China's one-child policy, they are 'unwilling to die'. He also believes,

without sound evidence, that Pakistan will not support China in a war against India, while being
convinced that the US will back India militarily against China.
While India has been fixated on asserting its border claims based on the McMahon Line, China has
increasingly hardened its position with extravagant claims in both the eastern and western sectors.
What the situation needs is not the build-up of military capabilities or even the pursuit of alliances of
dubious value, but fresh ideas to manage contentions and pursue cooperation in areas of shared
security concern South Asia, West Asia, Southeast Asia and the Indian Ocean to ensure the two
countries do not sleepwalk into a mutually disastrous conflict.
Talmiz Ahmad is a former Indian ambassador to Saudi Arabia; Oman, and the UAE.
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1. Ladies and gentlemen. Good evening, and good morning, to all of you in your different time
zones. I start with good wishes for everyone and the hope that since I last spoke at the IISS-CISS
Workshop on the 6th of February 2020 at London everyone has remained safe from the ravages
of the Covid-19 Pandemic which started to engulf the world just about the time as we dispersed
that day.
2. Given the construct of today's topic the way I see it, there are four clear notions that need to
be addressed in an integrated manner: there is Strategic Stability; there is Nuclear Security;
Global Perspectives and Regional Perspectives on these. And because of the cooperative nature
and context of the IISS-CISS traditional academic focus, when we will talk of regional
perspectives South Asia will take center stage as the relevant context. Further, since today's
event is in the nature of a continuum, I have considered it appropriate in my talk to first
reconnect with the essence of what I had to say on the 6th of February 2020 as a recap, and
from there pick up the threads of international and regional developments that have taken
place during the last two years in as much as these are relevant to today's topic.
3. To recap I am highlighting three main points that I had made in the context of South Asian
Strategic Stability two years ago in London:
a. The first point I made was that in the strategic stability-instability paradigm of South Asia it
has become Pakistan's responsibility to ensure that strategic stability will not be disturbed to
Pakistan's disadvantage at any stage despite India's consistent efforts to swing the pendulum
towards instability. At each stage of the swing of the pendulum towards strategic instability
Pakistan restored the strategic balance through appropriate and effective counter measures. In
the last two years, the upward trend has continued unabated with India inducting, amongst
others, destabilizing systems like the Rafael fighters, the S-400 System, the Predator Drones and
generally upping the ante while pursuing the nuclear triad on land, air and particularly in the
Nuclearization of the Indian Ocean. Pakistan will not let these destabilizing inductions or even

doctrines to create instability; strategic stability will be maintained or re-established at all cost.
Pakistan's responses should therefore be seen in that context.
b. The second point I made was with reference to India's failed air strike against Balakot in
mainland Pakistan on 26th February 2019 consequent to its false flag operation at Pulwama, as
a reckless strategy for domestic electoral purposes. In this regard I had said two things:
(1) One, that Pakistan's nuclear policy of Full Spectrum Deterrence had prevented the conflict
from escalating to higher dangerous rungs and further therefore, I had cautioned India not to
consider Pakistan's robust nuclear capability as a bluff as was then evident in the flawed
thinking and statements of most in India's civil and military higher echelons.
(2) Two, if an irresponsible military adventure were to be undertaken by India, Pakistan will
respond forcefully under its retaliatory doctrine of Quid Pro Quo Plus. And indeed Pakistan did
lay out an effective practical demonstration of the Quid Pro Quo Plus doctrine successfully the
very next day of Balakot on the 27th of February 2019. Pakistan launched retaliatory air strikes
around, not one, but three sensitive Indian military targets, shooting down two Indian fighters
in the process, capturing one of the pilots (and letting him go home), creating operational
paralysis in the IAF system of forces leading to the shooting down of an Indian helicopter by
India's own air defences, generously sparing the Indian Army's very senior military leadership
present at one of the ground targets and, at sea, allowing one Indian Naval submarine which
had deliberately entered into Pakistani waters on an operational mission, to turn around and go
home safely with a warning only. These Pakistani responses on land, air and at sea, I think, were
'plus' enough for one Balakot - and for one day! Let me caution India once again that if
challenged Pakistan will do it again. I say this with emphasis because one hears again the
whispers of a possible false flag operation by India as a signature Modi/BJP electoral strategy
prior to the upcoming State Elections in February 2022 in 5 States including the critical States of
Uttar Pradesh and East Punjab.
c. The third point I made was with reference to India's unfortunate transition from a vibrant
secular democracy to a religious extremist-cum-fascist autocracy. I had said, and I quote,
“…..the gloves are off, the mask is off, and the veneer of secularism is dead. India in 2020 is now
well and truly Hindustan, of the Hindus, by the Hindus and for the Hindus. The transformation
from India to Hindustan, over a period of 72 years, now carries the duly stamped ownership of
the vast multitudes of the Hindu population which voted for the BJP/RSS heavily,” unquote.
Today, at the close of 2021, India's transition stands consolidated as reflected in India's formal
state policies inside India, inside occupied Jammu and Kashmir, all across on the streets of
India, in acts, in deeds, in formal legislation, and in the psycho-social schisms between
communities and castes that have been promoted and encouraged by the State. These trends
run contrary to the accepted norms of civilized societies and civilized behavior, and carry within
them the germs of not only internal social mayhem for India but also from Pakistan's
perspective, the potential to destabilize the region at large. The hardened extremist mindsets
and attitudes prevalent in India today prevent rational thinking, discourage dialogue and
diplomacy as instruments of peace and security, choose instead ill-considered indirect military
and intelligence based strategies as simplistic solutions to complex regional conflicts. The

cumulative effect of India's transformation from a vibrant secular democracy to a religious
extremist autocracy has put at serious risk the notions of regional strategic stability and
security; it is unsettling for India's neighborhood.
4. Having recapped the three essential points that I had made in my talk two years ago, I shall
now move on to recall some of the major global and regional events that have shaped geopolitics broadly in the last two years and how these have impacted strategic stability and
security especially in South Asia.
5. While the world grappled with the pandemic, global and regional competitions and
confrontations did not take a back seat. If at all the contours of the competition and
confrontation have assumed sharper and more defined shapes with fallout effects everywhere
especially, from our perspective, in South Asia. Strategic stability and security of nations
continues to remain under pressure and the four countries directly affected, that is, the US,
China, India and Pakistan continue to make policy adjustments according to their respective
national interests. This is history in motion and in the making even as we enjoy observing it
from our ringside seats. The final outcomes will perhaps be more clearly visible in the coming
years only when the dust has settled and hopefully the strategic competitions have stabilized
into a more manageable pattern.
6. The US election in November 2020, even though disputed strongly by both sides, resulted in
President Joe Biden replacing President Trump in January 2021. The change of guard however
signified no significant change in what may be labeled as a defining US C3 policy against China:
Containment, Competition and Confrontation, not necessarily in that order. The threat of a
rising, and some think an already risen, China has focused sharply the undivided attention of
the US and its allies. If at all the C3 policy has become only more strident generating far
reaching global and strategic effects in different regions. While the C3 Policy is likely to vary in
intensity and emphasis, on Containment, on Competition, on Confrontation according to the
demands of a particular time, it does somewhat unfairly compel countries to choose sides
reminiscent of the two decades ago syndrome of “you are either with us or against us”. Many
countries find that discomforting.
7. The world now seems to be on the cusp of a new cold war; groupings interestingly are being
defined in near geometric terms and shapes. While we had long gotten used to the shape of the
Pentagon as an international driving force but then we got the Quadrilateral or the Quad, and
now recently the Triangular AUKUS. Nevertheless, the effects of the rise of China and the US C3
policy now being articulated through some of these groupings touch South Asia in different
ways.
8. In this context I would like to mention two recent developments, one political and the other
military, which are open to interpretations in more than one way but whose immediate effects
have been felt but long term implications will take time to emerge.
9. First, the virtual meeting between President Biden and President Xi Jin Ping. It was historic, it
was timely but above all it was an act of statesmanship. While future results will take time to
emerge, one immediate effect probably should be to bring down by a degree or two the geo-

political global warming and that undoubtedly is good for global and regional strategic stability.
Pakistan welcomes the dialogue.
10. Second, the test by China of a nuclear capable missile carrying a hypersonic glide vehicle
including the launch of a separate missile from that vehicle after the vehicle had flown into
space and completed a partial orbit of the earth. To put it mildly, it was impressive, it was
unprecedented, and it was a surprise for most, some of whom quickly termed the event as a
possible Sputnik moment! Whether it was a Sputnik moment or not, the impact of the test on
global and regional strategic stability or instability will be determined in the coming years.
There lurks, however, the danger that the missile test and the reported alarm about the
exposure of a serious technology gap would be used or hyped to secure greater military
budgets under the garb of closing the reported technology gap. This may open another avenue
for an arms race down the strategic chain, a sure recipe for strategic instability globally and in
regions like South Asia.
11. From global developments of the last two years I shall now move on to some of the key
regional developments that from Pakistan's perspective have either impacted or have the
potential to impact strategic stability and security in South Asia. Amongst these I shall count
Kashmir, the Indo-China clashes of the summer of 2020, Afghanistan and the consequences of
US withdrawal.
12. First Kashmir. The strategic effects both political and military of the revocation of Articles
370 and 35-A of the Indian Constitution on the 5th of August 2019 continue to reverberate
strongly in the region. The Indian action of unilaterally declaring the territory of Indian Illegally
Occupied Jammu and Kashmir and Ladakh as Union Territories has had politico-military
consequences which are not going to go away. Both China and Pakistan rejected the action
instantly as did the under occupation hapless Kashmiris who continue to suffer immense
barbarities at the hands of nearly 900,000 Indian occupation forces as well as an open ended
inhumane lockdown of their lives and society. 7 million human beings have been locked up in
prison. That does not however weaken in any way the well-recognized fact that the Kashmir
conflict remains the fundamental source of strategic instability in South Asia and an
internationally acknowledged nuclear flashpoint.
13. Second, the Indo-China clashes on the Line of Actual Control (LAC). The undemarcated
borders between India and China have a long history of being unstable which in the past led to
the Indo-China War of 1962, the routing of India's Army, loss of territory and in 2017 to the
Doklam standoff. The 1962 War has left indelible scars on India's politico-military psyche.
Despite this, India's ill-considered expansion of its road communications network and
infrastructure development in the disputed areas of Ladakh on the Line of Actual Control with
China together with the unilateral announcement of the absorption of Ladakh as Union
Territory in 2019 invited what one might call the self-inflicted disaster in the summer of 2020.
Consequent to China's reactions to the provocations, India reportedly lost over a thousand
square kilometers of claimed territory without firing a bullet and was humiliated. Some of the
strategic consequences of the clashes were:

a. Political acceptance of the losses by India's political leadership as fait accompli when Prime
Minister Modi declared with a straight face that “no post has been lost, no territory has been
lost”. It amounted to capitulation indicating neither the capability nor the intention of
recovering the lost territories.
b. The Indian military's follow on redeployments on the Chinese border of nearly 3800
kilometers from Ladakh in the west to Arunachal Pradesh in the east following the major
intelligence failure and operational paralysis in mounting a response at Ladakh may affect its
strategic and operational capabilities on its western borders with Pakistan. These
redeployments in the north over time may even become permanent exacting a cost in men and
materials as well as in strategies and doctrines in the coming years.
c. The emergence of a massive logistical effort in the extreme cold, barren winters of Ladakh at
altitudes close to 14000 feet plus, is many times the size of the logistical effort required to
maintain the Indian military occupation of the disputed Siachen Glacier.
14. To begin with, India made an exaggerated choice of strategic over reach in the last two
years, driven by gung ho political over drive rather than military logic. Resultantly today, India is
riding three tigers simultaneously; the LAC (Line of Actual Control with China), the LOC (Line of
Control with Pakistan) and the Indian Illegally Occupied Jammu and Kashmir. Now having
trapped itself in a strategic quandary, India is propagating and selling the effects of its illconsidered strategic over reach under the bogus threat of a two front war scenario with China
and Pakistan. This in order to appeal to its distant allies for more and more military and
advanced technological assistance and play on the concerns of the US C3 Policy against China;
this is typical and reminiscent of what India did post the 1962 Indo-China War debacle. If India's
allies buy into these clever politico-military ploys of India, which they seem to, and introduce
technologically advanced weaponry in the region, strategic stability in South Asia would be
poorly served. It will create the effects of instability for Pakistan and will be unacceptable.
Pakistan will be compelled therefore to respond as it deems fit and enhance reliance for its
security in cost effective deterrence areas of its choice. History is witness to Pakistan's
determination.
15. Third, the developments in Afghanistan. The successful conclusion of talks between the
Trump Administration and the Taliban at Doha culminated in a framework agreement for
withdrawal of US and allied troops from Afghanistan. However, in the implementation stage
under the Biden Administration, the chaotic withdrawal of US and allied troops from
Afghanistan together with the surprisingly rapid collapse of the Afghan National Army and the
Ashraf Ghani Government led to the takeover of Kabul by the Taliban on the 15th of August this
year. This was followed by a relatively short consolidation phase as the Taliban established their
writ across all of Afghanistan including the Panjshir Valley.
16. The rapidly emerging adverse situation in Afghanistan came as a body blow to India as its
two decades old strategy of bleeding Pakistan on its western borders through blatantly
organized state terrorism collapsed overnight. The Indian contingents found safety in beating a
hasty retreat from Afghanistan and India was in a state of shock over the debacle. India not only
lost its politico-military-intelligence network and influence but also its heavy monetary and

strategic investment in Afghanistan. Pakistan for now breathes easy because the security
situation on the western border has started to improve.
17. At another level with reference to Afghanistan, however, Pakistan has been disappointed by
the post-withdrawal policies of some in the international community towards Pakistan. Despite
Pakistan's sincere cooperation and facilitation in the Doha talks for nearly two years,
subsequently in the evacuation of foreign citizens from Afghanistan, Pakistan has been
scapegoated ruthlessly for the failings of others. A strange narrative was coined whereby
Pakistan was held responsible for 20 years of follies. It remains quite beyond Pakistan's
comprehension. As an important and responsible regional country, Pakistan nevertheless will
exercise strategic patience for the headwinds to blow away and the dust to settle. Pakistan is a
pivotal regional country and cannot be ignored for long.
18. In the meanwhile, in the immediate aftermath of the rapid power transition in Afghanistan,
Pakistan has a vital role to play in preventing a looming humanitarian disaster in Afghanistan in
the upcoming winter. Pakistan has taken a series of urgent steps in terms of sending large
quantities of wheat, food, medicines and other relief goods to the stricken people of
Afghanistan. Pakistan has also gone the extra mile in making an exception on humanitarian
grounds and allowing the flow of 50000 Metric tons of wheat and medicines by road from India
to Afghanistan. Pakistan stands ready to offer facilitation in this respect; this has got to be
beyond politics.
19. And finally a few thoughts on the notion of nuclear security. In this context, let me start
with recalling one of the fundamental principles of global perspectives on nuclear security. The
fundamental principle that was agreed upon at the conclusion of the initiative taken by
President Obama in the series of Nuclear Security Summits (NSS) was that nuclear security was
a national responsibility. Let me repeat for emphasis nuclear security was a national
responsibility. These summits were meticulously planned and professionally conducted by top
ranking experts from a large number of countries after much debate. We are grateful to the
experts for making the world a safer place
20. Pakistan values and follows the NSS conclusions in letter and spirit. Post 9/11, with the
commencement of the War on Terror there were serious concerns the world over about
nuclear materials falling in the hands of terrorists. The specter of a nuclear Armageddon as a
consequence of such an eventuality happening, or at the very least the possibility of a dirty
bomb exploding in cities, became a catalyst for laying the highest emphasis on securing nuclear
materials and infrastructure the world over - but as a national responsibility. That is the global
perspective. I recommend strongly that the focus on worldwide nuclear security must remain;
however, the focus must be apolitical and not a tool for selective political intimidation.
21. As for Pakistan, we took our responsibilities and obligations with the seriousness that
nuclear security demanded not only to address the broader international concerns on the issue
but in Pakistan's own interest as a responsible nuclear power. Not after the post Nuclear
Security Summit process but 11 years before that since the establishment in April 1999 of
Pakistan's National Command Authority and the Strategic Plans Division as the one window
institution for all matters nuclear in Pakistan, nuclear security of men, materials and

infrastructure became a leading Pakistani priority. A professionally conceived comprehensive
national nuclear security plan was implemented across the country in quick time. Some of the
elements comprised of robust physical security including the raising of a variety of dedicated,
well trained and well equipped security and intelligence forces, Personal Reliability Programmes
(PRP), Material Control and Accounting (MC&A), establishment of a state of the art Training
Academy, later renamed as PCENS or Pakistan Center of Excellence for Nuclear Security. PCENS
has earned the distinction of recognition by the IAEA as a nuclear security regional training hub
and is open to visitors. Similarly, on the diplomatic side, Pakistan entered the mainstream of a
variety of international nuclear security related regimes. We went to the extent of saying that
for nuclear security there were no upper limits to education. Where we felt necessary, we did
not hesitate to cooperate and learn from the world while retaining our red lines.
22. I would like to say that like education in nuclear security, we also strongly believed that
there were no upper limits to investment in nuclear security. Nuclear security is a process, a
continuous process, where more and more investments reward you with more and more
professionally satisfying solutions to different threats and instills confidence. Pakistan invested
heavily and today draws the benefits, comfort and confidence of a nuclear weapons power that
has secured its nuclear men, materials and infrastructure according to the highest international
standards. I would like to mention with satisfaction that in Pakistan, despite the geographical
spread of vast numbers of nuclear facilities, there has not been a single instance of a nuclear
security lapse; this includes the most intense period of foreign sponsored terrorism inside
Pakistan between 2007 and 2014. Now that Pakistan has won its own war on terror through
determined and professionally conducted operations, the overall internal threat has largely
receded and the security environments have vastly improved. Having said that, the process of
continuous improvements in nuclear security must go on because there must never be
complacency. There are countries that I believe have strong National Technical Means (NTMs). I
am sure they must have made good use of these because a large number of responsible
international personalities whether visiting Pakistan or not, appreciated and expressed
confidence on record in Pakistan's efforts in the areas of nuclear security.
23. Before I end, ladies and gentlemen, I would like to express Pakistan's disappointment with
the revival lately of uncalled for insinuations about Pakistan's nuclear security in the aftermath
of the developments in Afghanistan post 15 August. First, in a consistent pattern of negative
media reporting as an extension and veritable arm of pressure policy. Second, strangely
enough, by some senior important personalities who I thought ought to know better from the
vantage points of professional information and their high offices. The apprehensions expressed
in certain otherwise responsible quarters about events in Afghanistan impacting Pakistan's
nuclear security, are not only misplaced and ill-founded but, in my opinion, stretch one's
professional imagination beyond reasonable logic.
24. Nuclear security is too serious a business to be used as tools of political intimidation, point
scoring or subjected to inadequately deliberated statements. Pakistan would expect that
considered opinions must reflect objectivity, evidence, professionalism, and meet the high
standards of confidentiality lest these become counter-productive. If the canvass of genuine

concern for global and regional nuclear security were to be broadened, politically and
geographically, I can recommend areas in Pakistan's immediate neighborhood which need
more focused attention and help in order to prevent smuggling of nuclear materials leading to
international catastrophes.
25. I thank you ladies and gentlemen.

MIDDLE EAST
The beginning of the end for the Saudi-Led coalition in Yemen
UAE, Saudi, and affiliated local forces have begun withdrawing from locations across southern and
western Yemen; while couched as “redeployments,” together the moves suggest the Saudi-led coalition
is actively looking for an exit strategy
By Gregory D. Johnsen
November was a busy month for the anti-Houthi coalition in Yemen. Much of the international attention
was, understandably, focused on the fighting in Marib and the ongoing Houthi offensive to take control
of the governorate and its all-important oil and gas fields. But it is what happened away from the
frontlines in Marib that will likely shape the immediate future of the war.
Over the course of four weeks in late October and November, United Arab Emirates, Saudi, and affiliated
local forces began withdrawing from locations across southern and western Yemen. Many of the moves
were couched as “redeployments” and, perhaps, if viewed in isolation they could be seen that way. But
when taken together, the moves suggest that the Saudi-led coalition is now actively looking for an exit
strategy in Yemen.
On October 26, UAE forces stationed at the al-Alam military base in central Shabwa handed over the
base to allied Shabwani Elite Forces and departed for Saudi Arabia. A few days later, in eastern Yemen,
reports began to trickle out that Saudi soldiers were withdrawing from outlying positions in Mahra and
regrouping at their main base in Al Ghaydah.
Saudi Arabia's expanded military footprint in Mahra, on the Omani border, has long been an issue of
contention with its Gulf neighbor. Oman, which is home to a sizeable Mahri-speaking population of its
own, views Mahra as part of its sphere of influence and resented Saudi Arabia's growing presence on its
border. Indeed, in recent years, Saudi Arabia and Oman embarked on a covert war for influence in the
governorate, with each backing different local factions as Saudi Arabia built up a constellation of military
outposts in Mahra.
Saudi Arabia's pullback in early November, as one analyst pointed out, yielded immediate dividends in
its relationship with Oman. Shortly after Saudi troops withdrew to Al Ghaydah, Oman's minister of
economy, Said bin Mohammed al-Saqri, floated the idea of an oil pipeline connecting Saudi oil fields to
an export terminal in Oman. Such a move, which was first proposed in the 1970s, would allow Saudi
Arabia to bypass the chokepoint at the Strait of Hormuz.
Around the same time Saudi Arabia was pulling back in Mahra, it also withdrew a contingent of soldiers
that had been stationed at the airport in Ataq, the capital of Shabwa governorate. On November 10,
Saudi Arabia withdrew more soldiers and equipment from its base in the Burayqah district of Aden. At
the time a Saudi spokesman pushed back on reports that Saudi Arabia was fully withdrawing from Aden,

calling them “baseless and unfounded.” Instead, he said, Saudi Arabia was simply redeploying its troops
in line with its military strategy.
But perhaps the most intriguing move came a day later when the UAE-backed Joint Forces, which are
headed by Tariq Saleh, withdrew from several key positions around Hodeidah and along the Red Sea
coast, which allowed Houthi forces to take over the evacuated areas. Like Saudi Arabia, the UAE had an
explanation ready for the withdrawal. In this case, the UAE characterized the move as a redeployment of
forces in keeping with the Stockholm Agreement. But the Stockholm Agreement is nearly three years
old, and neither the United Nations Mission to support the Hudaydah Agreement nor the Yemeni
government was informed of the move beforehand. Nor did there appear to be any pressing military or
strategic reason for the Joint Forces to withdraw from those positions in mid-November.
But there was a political reason. Indeed, what makes all these military moves on the ground in Yemen so
intriguing is their timing. For instance, Saudi Arabia's drawdown in Shabwa, Mahra, and Aden came in
the wake of an October 3 announcement from Saudi Foreign Minister Faisal bin Farhan that the
kingdom had held its first round of direct talks with Iran's new government. The talks, which were held
September 21, were part of a process that began in April and is still ongoing.
Similarly, following the UAE's ordered withdrawal from areas south of Hodeidah, the UAE and Iran
announced that the two countries were “opening a new chapter” in their relationship during a visit to
Dubai by Iran's deputy foreign minister. Anwar Gargash, a diplomatic advisor to the UAE's president, had
previously stated that: “The UAE is taking steps to de-escalate tension with Iran as part of a political
option that supports diplomacy and avoids confrontation.”
The military drawdowns and withdrawals in Yemen are less about a quid pro quo than they are about
confidence building measures. These are very likely the opening moves by Saudi Arabia and the UAE as
they prepare to fully exit Yemen. Both countries have wanted to leave Yemen for some time, but both
also need reassurances before they do. Neither the United States nor the U.N. has been able to broker
anything resembling a comprehensive peace in Yemen, nor are they likely to in the near future, so both
Saudi Arabia and the UAE are taking the first tentative steps toward a deal of their own.
For Saudi Arabia, this also means repairing strained relationships within the Gulf Cooperation Council
with countries like Oman and Qatar. If the kingdom is going to engage directly with Iran, it wants to
make sure its flank is protected, which explains the Saudi olive branch to Oman in Mahra as well as the
recent overture by Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman to the emir of Qatar.
In their own ways, Saudi Arabia and the UAE are hoping that Iran can be both a credible partner in
Yemen and keep the Houthis in check, ensuring that the insurgent group abides by whatever deal is
eventually made. A full Saudi and UAE military withdrawal is still a long way off, but both have shown in
the last month that they are preparing to leave Yemen.
Gregory D. Johnsen is a former member of the United Nations' Panel of Experts on Yemen and the
author of “The Last Refuge: Yemen, al-Qaeda, and America's War in Arabia.”

Israeli defense officials cast doubt on threat to attack Iran
Israel has threatened military action to destroy Iran's nuclear program if need be But defense officials
say Israel does not have the ability, at least not anytime soon
By Ronen Bergman and Patrick Kingsley
With diplomatic efforts to curb Iran's nuclear program teetering, Israel's defense minister has ordered
his forces to prepare a military option, warning the world that Israel would take matters into its own

hands if a new nuclear agreement did not sufficiently constrain Iran. But several current and former
senior Israeli military officials and experts say that Israel lacks the ability to pull off an assault that could
destroy, or even significantly delay, Iran's nuclear program, at least not anytime soon.
One current high-ranking security official said it would take at least two years to prepare an attack that
could cause significant damage to Iran's nuclear project. A smaller-scale strike, damaging parts of the
program without ending it entirely, would be feasible sooner, experts and officials say. But a wider
effort to destroy the dozens of nuclear sites in distant parts of Iran the kind of attack Israeli officials
have threatened would be beyond the current resources of the Israeli armed forces. “It's very difficult I
would say even impossible to launch a campaign that would take care of all these sites,” said Relik
Shafir, a retired Israeli Air Force general who was a pilot in a 1981 strike on an Iraqi nuclear facility. “In
the world we live in, the only air force that can maintain a campaign is the U.S. Air Force,” he said. The
recent discussion of a military attack on Iran is part of an Israeli pressure campaign to make sure that
the countries negotiating with Iran in Vienna do not agree to what Israeli officials consider “a bad deal,”
one that in their view would not prevent Iran from developing nuclear weapons.
At the moment, there appears to be little chance of that as the talks, aimed at resurrecting the 2015
nuclear agreement with Iran, have only regressed since Iran's new hard-line government rejoined them
last month. Until now, Israel has tried to curb Iran's nuclear program, which it considers an existential
threat, through a combination of aggressive diplomacy and clandestine attacks. Israeli officials
considered it a coup when they were able to persuade President Donald J. Trump to withdraw from the
2015 agreement, which President Biden now wants to salvage.
Israel has also waged a shadow war through espionage, targeted assassinations, sabotage and
cyberattacks smaller-scale operations that it has never formally claimed. Israel secretly considered
mounting full-scale airstrikes in 2012 before abandoning the plan. But as Iran's nuclear enrichment
program approaches weapons-grade levels, Israeli politicians have warned in increasingly open fashion
what the world has long assumed: that Israel could turn to open warfare if Iran was allowed to make
progress toward developing a nuclear weapon, a goal Iran denies.
In September, the head of the Israeli armed forces, Lt. Gen. Aviv Kochavi, said large parts of a military
budget increase had been allocated to preparing a strike on Iran. Early this month, the Mossad chief,
David Barnea, said Israel would do “whatever it takes” to stop Iran from making a nuclear bomb. This
month, during a visit to the United States, Defense Minister Benny Gantz publicly announced that he
had ordered the Israeli Army to prepare for a possible military strike on Iran.
But Israeli experts and military officials say that Israel currently lacks the ability to deal Iran's nuclear
program a knockout blow by air. Iran has dozens of nuclear sites, some deep underground that would be
hard for Israeli bombs to quickly penetrate and destroy, Mr. Shafir said. The Israeli Air Force does not
have warplanes large enough to carry the latest bunker-busting bombs, so the more protected sites
would have to be struck repeatedly with less effective missiles, a process that might take days or even
weeks, Mr. Shafir added.
One current senior security official said Israel did not currently have the ability to inflict any significant
damage to the underground facilities at Natanz and Fordow. Such an effort would be complicated by a
shortage of refueling planes. The ability to refuel is crucial for a bomber that may have to travel more
than 2,000 miles round trip, crossing over Arab countries that would not want to be a refueling stop for
an Israeli strike.
Israel has ordered eight new KC-46 tankers from Boeing at a cost of $2.4 billion but the aircraft are backordered and Israel is unlikely to receive even one before late 2024. Aside from the ability to hit the

targets, Israel would have to simultaneously fend off Iranian fighter jets and air-defense systems. Any
attack on Iran would also likely set off retaliatory attacks from Hezbollah in Lebanon and Hamas in Gaza,
allies of Iran that would try to force Israel to fight a war on several fronts simultaneously.
Iran's defense capabilities are also much stronger than in 2012, when Israel last seriously considered
attacking. Its nuclear sites are better fortified, and it has more surface-to-surface missiles that can be
launched swiftly from tunnels. “It is very possible that when the Israeli planes try to land back in Israel,
they will find that the Iranian missiles destroyed their runways,” said Tal Inbar, an aviation expert and
former head of the Fisher Institute for Air and Space Strategic Studies, an aviation-focused research
group.
Other military experts, however, say that Israel could still take out the most important elements of the
Iranian nuclear apparatus, even without newer aircraft and equipment. “It's always good to replace a car
from 1960 with a brand-new car from 2022,” said Amos Yadlin, a former air force general who also
participated in the 1981 strike. “But we have refueling capabilities. We have bunker busters. We have
one of the best air forces in the world. We have very good intelligence on Iran. We can do it.
“Can the American Air Force can do it better? Definitely. They have a much more capable air force. But
they don't have the will.” He cautioned that he would only support a strike as a last resort. Israeli
officials refuse to discuss the red lines Iran must cross to warrant a military strike. However, a senior
defense official said that if Iran were to begin enriching uranium to 90 percent purity, weapons-grade
fuel, Israel would be obliged to intensify its actions. American officials have said Iran is currently
enriching uranium up to 60 percent purity.
The fact that it could take years to ramp up a program to carry out a massive air campaign against Iran
should come as no surprise to Israeli military officials. When Israel considered such an attack in 2012,
the preparations for it had taken more than three years, Israeli officials said. But the distance between
the current government's threats and its ability to carry them out has provoked criticism of the former
Prime Minister, Benjamin Netanyahu, who led Israel's government until last June and was a dogged
advocate for a harsher approach to Iran. Since 2015, training for a strike on Iran had slowed, a senior
Israeli military official said, as the defense establishment focused on confrontations with militias in
Lebanon, Syria and Gaza. In 2017, the Israeli Air Force determined it needed to replace its refueling
planes, but Mr. Netanyahu's government did not order them until last March. And another senior
military official said the army had asked Mr. Netanyahu since 2019 for extra funds to improve Israel's
ability to attack Iran, but was rebuffed.
In a statement, Mr. Netanyahu's office said the opposite was true, that it was Mr. Netanyahu who
pushed for more resources and energy on a strike on Iran while the military chiefs insisted on spending
most of their budget on other issues and slowed down preparations to strike Iran. “Were it not for the
political, operational and budgetary actions led by Prime Minister Netanyahu over the past decade, Iran
would have long had an arsenal of nuclear weapons,” the statement added.
Whether or not Mr. Netanyahu restricted the funding, experts have said that the money under
discussion would not have significantly changed the army's ability to attack Iran. “You can always
improve buying more refueling airplanes, newer ones, bigger loads of fuel,” Mr. Shafir said. But even
with these improvements and a superior air force, he said, Israeli airstrikes would not end Iran's nuclear
program. They would likely, however, set the region on fire.
Ronen Bergman reported from Tel Aviv, and Patrick Kingsley from Jerusalem. Myra Noveck contributed
reporting from Jerusalem, and Rawan Sheikh Ahmad from Haifa, Israel.

AMERICA
Key US report on US - China ties hypes threat from Beijing
Conclusions from a federal commission's annual brief to Congress buried its more nuanced findings
By: Syrus Jin
In its annual report to Congress, the U.S.-China Economic and Security Review Commission offered a
grim picture of the U.S.-China relationship and urged Congress to do more to directly confront a rising
Chinese threat. The commission, or USCC, ostensibly charged with analyzing the national security
implications of the U.S.-China economic and trade relationship, argued that the Chinese Communist
Party “is a long-term, consequential, menacing adversary determined to end the economic and political
freedoms that have served as the foundation of security and prosperity for billions of people.”
But while the USCC's bottom line conclusions and recommendations described China as an existential
danger, many of the details and assumptions undergirding the report and not highlighted in its
published summary point towards a more complicated U.S.-China dynamic which is not destined for
imminent conflict. In its analysis of the cross-Strait military balance, the USCC report called on Congress
to “take urgent measures to strengthen the credibility of U.S. military deterrence in the near term,”
including prioritizing the delivery of weapons to Taiwan and deploying more cruise and ballistic missiles
to the Indo-Pacific.
Its recommendation was based on an argument that “today, the PLA either has or is close to achieving
an initial capability to invade Taiwan one that remains under development but that China's leaders may
employ at high risk while deterring, delaying, or defeating U.S. military intervention.” The full 551-page
report indicates, however, that there are widely differing assessments on PLA invasion capabilities and
the timeline for PLA readiness, as the PLA still faces critical obstacles in its modernization efforts.
Similarly, the report's executive summary sounded the alarm regarding China's growing economic ties to
countries in Latin America and the Caribbean, arguing that “China is laying the groundwork for
deepening influence and presence in a region of particular strategic significance for the United States.”
It recommended that the United States upgrade its investments in the region to compete with Chinese
economic engagement.
But the full report once again qualified its conclusions on the matter, noting that the United States has
“important advantages that China cannot replicate” in the Western Hemisphere and that “many Latin
American and Caribbean governments and publics… are seeking to guard against risks from their
relationship with China.” On economic linkages between the United States and China, the USCC noted
that the blurred line between state-owned and non-state Chinese firms increased the risks of U.S.
investment in Chinese markets.
It extrapolated that “U.S. capital and expertise may unwittingly contribute to improvements in China's
military capabilities or support a Chinese startup whose underdeveloped technology today may be used
to abuse human rights tomorrow.” The report then offered recommendations that Congress prohibit
U.S. investment in specific Chinese business entities and empower the president to prohibit critical
supply chain relationships with China.
The contrast between the USCC's alarmist conclusions and its more nuanced analysis which is not
highlighted in its executive summaries is part of a broader trend of U.S. commentary inflating the China
threat and hyping the possibility of the United States falling behind, even while the United States retains
advantages in important metrics. For example, the 2020 Department of Defense report on PLA

capabilities prominently noted in its executive summary that the PLA Navy outnumbers the U.S. Navy in
ship count.
But it didn't qualify that the PLA Navy's numbers advantage comes from its bigger fleet of coastal patrol
vessels that have a limited ability to operate beyond China's near seas or that the U.S. Navy is more than
twice as large as the PLA Navy in the key metric of tonnage.
The U.S.-China Commission consistently produces hawkish reports on China. Previous reports have
advocated for greater security cooperation between the United States and Taiwan including public
displays of U.S. military commitments to Taiwan closer scrutiny over universities and academic
researchers to protect U.S. technological prowess, and “Manhattan Project”-like efforts to maintain U.S.
superiority vis-a-vis China in key technological and economic areas.
Its 2021 report to Congress continued this trend, and further depicted Chinese leadership as “paranoid,”
“fearful of subversion and failure,” and “increasingly uninterested in compromise and willing to engage
in destabilizing and aggressive actions in its efforts to insulate itself from perceived threats.” The USCC
concluded with the fatalistic assertion that the United States must take purposeful action lest it face the
“slow but certain erosion of the security, sovereignty, and identity of democratic nations.”

The American polity is cracked, and might collapse. Canada must prepare
By: THOMAS HOMER-DIXON
The U.S. is becoming increasingly ungovernable, and some experts believe it could descend into civil
war. What should Canada do then?
Thomas Homer-Dixon is executive director of the Cascade Institute at Royal Roads University. His latest
book is Commanding Hope: The Power We Have to Renew a World in Peril.
By 2025, American democracy could collapse, causing extreme domestic political instability, including
widespread civil violence. By 2030, if not sooner, the country could be governed by a right-wing
dictatorship.
We mustn't dismiss these possibilities just because they seem ludicrous or too horrible to imagine. In
2014, the suggestion that Donald Trump would become president would also have struck nearly
everyone as absurd. But today we live in a world where the absurd regularly becomes real and the
horrible commonplace.
Leading American academics are now actively addressing the prospect of a fatal weakening of U.S.
democracy.
This past November, more than 150 professors of politics, government, political economy and
international relations appealed to Congress to pass the Freedom to Vote Act, which would protect the
integrity of US elections but is now stalled in the Senate. This is a moment of “great peril and risk,” they
wrote. “Time is ticking away, and midnight is approaching.”
I'm a scholar of violent conflict. For more than 40 years, I've studied and published on the causes of war,
social breakdown, revolution, ethnic violence and genocide, and for nearly two decades I led a centre on
peace and conflict studies at the University of Toronto.
Today, as I watch the unfolding crisis in the United States, I see a political and social landscape flashing
with warning signals.
I'm not surprised by what's happening there not at all. During my graduate work in the United States in
the 1980s, I sometimes listened to Rush Limbaugh, the right-wing radio talk show host and later
television personality. I remarked to friends at the time that, with each broadcast, it was if Mr. Limbaugh

were wedging the sharp end of a chisel into a faint crack in the moral authority of U.S. political
institutions, and then slamming the other end of that chisel with a hammer.
In the decades since, week after week, year after year, Mr. Limbaugh and his fellow travellers have
hammered away their blows' power lately amplified through social media and outlets such as Fox News
and Newsmax. The cracks have steadily widened, ramified, connected and propagated deeply into
America's once-esteemed institutions, profoundly compromising their structural integrity. The country is
becoming increasingly ungovernable, and some experts believe it could descend into civil war.
How should Canada prepare?
In 2020, president Donald Trump awarded Mr. Limbaugh the Presidential Medal of Freedom. The act
signalled that Mr. Limbaugh's brand of bullying, populist white ethnocentrism a rancid blend of
aggrieved attacks on liberal elites, racist dog-whistling, bragging about American exceptionalism and
appeals to authoritarian leadership had become an integral part of mainstream political ideology in the
U.S.
But one can't blame only Mr. Limbaugh, who died in early 2021, and his ilk for America's dysfunction.
These people and their actions are as much symptoms of that dysfunction as its root causes, and those
causes are many. Some can be traced to the country's founding to an abiding distrust in government
baked into the country's political culture during the Revolution, to slavery, to the political compromise
of the Electoral College that slavery spawned, to the overrepresentation of rural voting power in the
Senate, and to the failure of Reconstruction after the Civil War. But successful polities around the world
have overcome flaws just as fundamental.
What seems to have pushed the United States to the brink of losing its democracy today is a
multiplication effect between its underlying flaws and recent shifts in the society's “material”
characteristics. These shifts include stagnating middle-class incomes, chronic economic insecurity, and
rising inequality as the country's economy transformed by technological change and globalization has
transitioned from muscle power, heavy industry, and manufacturing as the main sources of its wealth to
idea power, information technology, symbolic production and finance. As returns to labour have
stagnated and returns to capital have soared, much of the U.S. population has fallen behind. Inflationadjusted wages for the median male worker in the fourth quarter of 2019 (prior to the infusion of
economic support owing to the COVID-19 pandemic) were lower than in 1979; meanwhile, between
1978 and 2016, CEO incomes in the biggest companies rose from 30 times that of the average worker to
271 times. Economic insecurity is widespread in broad swaths of the country's interior, while growth is
increasingly concentrated in a dozen or so metropolitan centres.
Two other material factors are key. The first is demographic: as immigration, aging, intermarriage and a
decline in church-going have reduced the percentage of non-Hispanic white Christians in America, rightwing ideologues have inflamed fears that traditional U.S. culture is being erased and whites are being
“replaced.” The second is pervasive elite selfishness: The wealthy and powerful in America are broadly
unwilling to pay the taxes, invest in the public services, or create the avenues for vertical mobility that
would lessen their country's economic, educational, racial and geographic gaps. The more an underresourced government can't solve everyday problems, the more people give up on it, and the more they
turn to their own resources and their narrow identity groups for safety.
America's economic, racial and social gaps have helped cause ideological polarization between the
political right and left, and the worsening polarization has paralyzed government while aggravating the
gaps. The political right and left are isolated from, and increasingly despise, each other. Both believe the

stakes are existential that the other is out to destroy the country they love. The moderate political
centre is fast vanishing.
And, oh yes, the population is armed to the teeth, with somewhere around 400 million firearms in the
hands of civilians.
Some diagnoses of America's crisis that highlight “toxic polarization” imply the two sides are equally
responsible for that crisis. They aren't. While both wings of U.S. politics have fanned polarization's
flames, blame lies disproportionately on the political right.
According to Harvard's renowned sociologist and political scientist Theda Skocpol, in the early 2000s
fringe elements of the Republican party used disciplined tactics and enormous streams of money (from
billionaires like the Koch brothers) to turn extreme laissez-faire ideology into orthodox Republican
dogma. Then, in 2008, Barack Obama's election as president increased anxieties about immigration and
cultural change among older, often economically insecure members of the white middle-class, who then
coalesced into the populist Tea Party movement. Under Mr. Trump, the two forces were joined. The
GOP became, Dr. Skocpol writes, a radicalized “marriage of convenience between anti-government freemarket plutocrats and racially anxious ethno-nationalist activists and voters.”
Now, adopting Mr. Limbaugh's tried-and-true methods, demagogues on the right are pushing the
radicalization process further than ever before. By weaponizing people's fear and anger, Mr. Trump and
a host of acolytes and wannabees such as Fox's Tucker Carlson and Georgia Representative Marjorie
Taylor Greene have captured the storied GOP and transformed it into a near-fascist personality cult
that's a perfect instrument for wrecking democracy.
And it's not inaccurate to use the F word. As conservative commentator David Frum argues, Trumpism
increasingly resembles European fascism in its contempt for the rule of law and glorification of violence.
Evidence is as close as the latest right-wing Twitter meme: widely circulated holiday photos show
Republican politicians and their family members, including young children, sitting in front of their
Christmas trees, all smiling gleefully while cradling pistols, shotguns and assault rifles.
Those guns are more than symbols. The Trump cult presents itself as the only truly patriotic party able
to defend U.S. values and history against traitorous Democrats beholden to cosmopolitan elites and
minorities who neither understand nor support “true” American values. The Jan. 6 storming of the U.S.
capitol must be understood in these terms. The people involved didn't think they were attacking U.S.
democracy although they unquestionably were. Instead, they believed their “patriotic” actions were
needed to save it.
Democracy is an institution, but underpinning that institution is a vital set of beliefs and values. If a
substantial enough fraction of a population no longer holds those beliefs and values, then democracy
can't survive. Probably the most important is recognition of the equality of the polity's citizens in
deciding its future; a close runner up is willingness to concede power to one's political opponents,
should those equal citizens decide that's what they want. At the heart of the ideological narrative of U.S.
right-wing demagogues, from Mr. Trump on down, is the implication that large segments of the
country's population mainly the non-white, non-Christian, and educated urban ones aren't really equal
citizens. They aren't quite full Americans, or even real Americans.
This is why Mr. Trump's “Big Lie” that the 2020 presidential election was stolen from him a falsehood
that nearly 70 per cent of Republicans now accept as true is such potent anti-democratic poison. If the
other side is willing to steal an election, then they don't play by the rules. They've placed themselves
outside the American moral community, which means they don't deserve to be treated as equals.
There's certainly no reason to concede power to them, ever.

Willingness to publicly endorse the Big Lie has become a litmus test of Republican loyalty to Mr. Trump.
This isn't just an ideological move to promote Republican solidarity against Democrats. It puts its
adherents one step away from the psychological dynamic of extreme dehumanization that has led to
some of the worst violence in human history. And it has refashioned into a moral crusade against evil
Republican efforts to gerrymander Congressional districts into pretzel-like shapes, to restrict voting
rights, and to take control of state-level electoral apparatuses.
When the situation is framed in such a Manichean way, righteous ends justify any means. One of the
two American parties is now devoted to victory at any cost.
Many of those with guns are waiting for a signal to use them. Polls show that between 20 and 30 million
American adults believe both that the 2020 election was stolen from Mr. Trump and that violence is
justified to return him to the presidency.
In the weeks before the November, 2016, U.S. election, I talked to several experts to gauge the danger
of a Trump presidency. I recently consulted them again. While in 2016 they were alarmed, this last
month most were utterly dismayed. All told me the U.S. political situation has deteriorated sharply since
last year's attack on Capitol Hill.
Jack Goldstone, a political sociologist at George Mason University in Washington, D.C., and a leading
authority on the causes of state breakdown and revolution, told me that since 2016 we've learned that
early optimism about the resilience of U.S. democracy was based on two false assumptions: “First, that
American institutions would be strong enough to easily withstand efforts to subvert them; and second,
that the vast majority of people will act rationally and be drawn to the political centre, so that it's
impossible for extremist groups to take over.”
But especially after the 2020 election, Dr. Goldstone said, we've seen that core institutions from the
Justice Department to county election boards are susceptible to pressure. They've barely held firm.
“We've also learned that the reasonable majority can be frightened and silenced if caught between
extremes, while many others can be captured by mass delusions.” And to his surprise “moderate GOP
leaders have either been forced out of the party or acquiesced to a party leadership that embraces lies
and anti-democratic actions.”
Mr. Trump's electoral loss has energized the Republican base and further radicalized young party
members. Even without their concerted efforts to torque the machinery of the electoral system,
Republicans will probably take control of both the House of Representatives and Senate this coming
November, because the incumbent party generally fares poorly in mid-term elections. Republicans could
easily score a massive victory, with voters ground down by the pandemic, angry about inflation, and
tired of President Joe Biden bumbling from one crisis to another. Voters who identify as Independents
are already migrating toward Republican candidates.
Once Republicans control Congress, Democrats will lose control of the national political agenda, giving
Mr. Trump a clear shot at recapturing the presidency in 2024. And once in office, he will have only two
objectives: vindication and vengeance.
A U.S. civil-military expert and senior federal appointee I consulted noted that a re-elected president
Trump could be totally unconstrained, nationally and internationally.
A crucial factor determining how much constraint he faces will be the response of the U.S. military, a
bulwark institution ardently committed to defending the Constitution. During the first Trump
administration, members of the military repeatedly resisted the president's authoritarian impulses and
tried to anticipate and corral his rogue behaviour most notably when Joint Chiefs Chairman General

Mark Milley, shortly after the Capitol insurrection, ordered military officials to include him in any
decision process involving the use of military force.
But in a second Trump administration, this expert suggested, the bulwark could crumble. By replacing
the civilian leadership of the Department of Defense and the Joint Chiefs with lackeys and sycophants,
he could so infiltrate the Department with his people that he'll be able to bend it to his will.
After four years of Mr. Trump's bedlam, the U.S. under Mr. Biden has been comparatively calm. Politics
in the U.S. seems to have stabilized.
But absolutely nothing has stabilized in America. The country's problems are systemic and deeply
entrenched and events could soon spiral out of control.
The experts I consulted described a range of possible outcomes if Mr. Trump returns to power, none
benign. They cited particular countries and political regimes to illustrate where he might take the U.S.:
Viktor Orban's Hungary, with its coercive legal apparatus of “illiberal democracy”; Jair Bolsonaro's Brazil,
with its chronic social distemper and administrative dysfunction; or Vladimir Putin's Russia, with its
harsh one-man hyper-nationalist autocracy. All agreed that under a second Trump administration,
liberalism will be marginalized and right-wing Christian groups super-empowered, while violence by
vigilante, paramilitary groups will rise sharply.
Looking further down the road, some think that authority in American federalism is so disjointed and
diffuse that Mr. Trump, especially given his manifest managerial incompetence, will never be able to
achieve full authoritarian control. Others believe the pendulum will ultimately swing back to the
Democrats when Republican mistakes accumulate, or that the radicalized Republican base so fanatically
loyal to Mr. Trump can't grow larger and will dissipate when its hero leaves the stage.
One can hope for these outcomes, because there are far worse scenarios. Something resembling civil
war is one. Many pathways could take the country there some described in Stephen Marche's new book
The Next Civil War: Dispatches from the American Future. The most plausible start with a disputed 2024
presidential election. Perhaps Democrats squeak out a victory, and Republican states refuse to recognize
the result. Or conversely, perhaps Republicans win, but only because Republican state legislatures
override voting results; then Democratic protestors attack those legislatures. In either circumstance,
much will depend on whether the country's military splits along partisan lines.
But there's another political regime, a historical one, that may portend an even more dire future for the
U.S.: the Weimar Republic. The situation in Germany in the 1920s and early 1930s was of course sui
generis; in particular, the country had experienced staggering traumas defeat in war, internal revolution
and hyperinflation while the country's commitment to liberal democracy was weakly rooted in its
culture. But as I read a history of the doomed republic this past summer, I tallied no fewer than five
unnerving parallels with the current U.S. situation.
First, in both cases, a charismatic leader was able to unify right-wing extremists around a political
program to seize the state. Second, a bald falsehood about how enemies inside the polity had betrayed
the country for the Nazis, the “stab in the back,” and for Trumpists, the Big Lie was a vital psychological
tool for radicalizing and mobilizing followers. Third, conventional conservatives believed they could
control and channel the charismatic leader and rising extremism but were ultimately routed by the
forces they helped unleash. Fourth, ideological opponents of this rising extremism squabbled among
themselves; they didn't take the threat seriously enough, even though it was growing in plain sight; and
they focused on marginal issues that were too often red meat for the extremists. (Today, think toppling
statues.)

To my mind, though, the fifth parallel is the most disconcerting: the propagation of a “hardline security
doctrine.” Here I've been influenced by the research of Jonathan Leader Maynard, a young English
scholar who is emerging as one of the world's most brilliant thinkers on the links between ideology,
extremism and violence. In a forthcoming book, Ideology and Mass Killing, Dr. Leader Maynard argues
that extremist right-wing ideologies generally don't arise from explicit efforts to forge an authoritarian
society, but from the radicalization of a society's existing understandings of how it can stay safe and
secure in the face of alleged threats.
Hardline conceptions of security are “radicalized versions of familiar claims about threat, self-defence,
punishment, war, and duty,” he writes. They are the foundation on which regimes organize campaigns
of violent persecution and terror. People he calls “hardliners” believe the world contains many
“dangerous enemies that frequently operate in and through purported 'civilian' groups.” Hardliners
increasingly dominate Trumpist circles now.
Dr. Leader Maynard then makes a complementary argument: Once a hardline doctrine is widely
accepted within a political movement, it becomes an “infrastructure” of ideas and incentives that can
pressure even those who don't really accept the doctrine into following its dictates. Fear of “true
believers” shifts the behaviour of the movement's moderates toward extremism. Sure enough, the
experts I recently consulted all spoke about how fear of crossing Mr. Trump's base including fear for
their families' physical safety was forcing otherwise sensible Republicans to fall into line.
The rapid propagation of hardline security doctrines through a society, Dr. Leader Maynard says,
typically occurs in times of political and economic crisis. Even in the Weimar Republic, the vote for the
National Socialists was closely correlated with the unemployment rate. The Nazis were in trouble (with
their share of the vote falling and the party beset by internal disputes) as late as 1927, before the
German economy started to contract. Then, of course, the Depression hit. The United States today is in
the midst of crisis caused by the pandemic, obviously but it could experience far worse before long:
perhaps a war with Russia, Iran or China, or a financial crisis when economic bubbles caused by
excessive liquidity burst.
Beyond a certain threshold, other new research shows, political extremism feeds on itself, pushing
polarization toward an irreversible tipping point. This suggests a sixth potential parallel with Weimar:
democratic collapse followed by the consolidation of dictatorship. Mr. Trump may be just a warm-up act
someone ideal to bring about the first stage, but not the second. Returning to office, he'll be the
wrecking ball that demolishes democracy, but the process will produce a political and social shambles.
Still, through targeted harassment and dismissal, he'll be able to thin the ranks of his movement's
opponents within the state the bureaucrats, officials and technocrats who oversee the non-partisan
functioning of core institutions and abide by the rule of law. Then the stage will be set for a more
managerially competent ruler, after Mr. Trump, to bring order to the chaos he's created.
A terrible storm is coming from the south, and Canada is woefully unprepared. Over the past year we've
turned our attention inward, distracted by the challenges of COVID-19, reconciliation, and the
accelerating effects of climate change. But now we must focus on the urgent problem of what to do
about the likely unravelling of democracy in the United States.
We need to start by fully recognizing the magnitude of the danger. If Mr. Trump is re-elected, even
under the more-optimistic scenarios the economic and political risks to our country will be innumerable.
Driven by aggressive, reactive nationalism, Mr. Trump “could isolate Canada continentally,” as one of my
interlocutors put it euphemistically.

Under the less-optimistic scenarios, the risks to our country in their cumulative effect could easily be
existential, far greater than any in our federation's history. What happens, for instance, if high-profile
political refugees fleeing persecution arrive in our country, and the U.S. regime demands them back. Do
we comply?
In this context, it's worth noting the words of Dmitry Muratov, the courageous Russian journalist who
remains one of the few independent voices standing up to Mr. Putin and who just received the Nobel
Prize for Peace. At a news conference after the awards ceremony in Oslo, as Russian troops and armour
were massing on Ukraine's borders, Mr. Muratov spoke of the iron link between authoritarianism and
war. “Disbelief in democracy means that the countries that have abandoned it will get a dictator,” he
said. “And where there is a dictatorship, there is a war. If we refuse democracy, we agree to war.”
Canada is not powerless in the face of these forces, at least not yet. Among other things, over threequarters of a million Canadian emigrants live in the United States many highly placed and influential
and together they're a mass of people who could appreciably tilt the outcome of coming elections and
the broader dynamics of the country's political process.
But here's my key recommendation: The Prime Minister should immediately convene a standing, nonpartisan Parliamentary committee with representatives from the five sitting parties, all with full security
clearances. It should be understood that this committee will continue to operate in coming years,
regardless of changes in federal government. It should receive regular intelligence analyses and briefings
by Canadian experts on political and social developments in the United States and their implications for
democratic failure there. And it should be charged with providing the federal government with
continuing, specific guidance as to how to prepare for and respond to that failure, should it occur.
If hope is to be a motivator and not a crutch, it needs to be honest and not false. It needs to be
anchored in a realistic, evidence-based understanding of the dangers we face and a clear vision of how
to get past those dangers to a good future. Canada is itself flawed, but it's still one of the most
remarkably just and prosperous societies in human history. It must rise to this challenge
(Source: .The globe and mail)

RUSSIA
Russia invade Ukraine and for it to become another “Afghan quagmire”
By Finian Cunningham
U.S. President Joe Biden and his top aides continue to assert that Russia is building up forces to attack its
western neighbor. A senior U.S. Democratic Senator revealed more than he intended when he gleefully
expressed a desire to see Russia invade Ukraine and for it to become another “Afghan quagmire”.
Senator Chris Murphy who sits on the policy-influencing Senate Foreign Relations Committee told CNN
at the weekend: “Ukraine can become the next Afghanistan for Russia if it chooses to move further.”
Murphy (48) is a vociferous anti-Russia hawk having previously declared Moscow a “permanent,
persistent” national security threat to the United States. He is well connected to the U.S. foreign policy
establishment through his committee work in the Senate and before that as a lawmaker on foreign
relations committees in the House of Representatives. He is prominently associated with the Atlantic
Council and Foreign Affairs journal which are the premier forums for debating U.S. imperial objectives.
Thus, Murphy's remarks about comparing Ukraine to Afghanistan can be seen as not just an unfortunate
slip of the tongue. His remarks reveal a deep-going calculation by Washington planners. The massive

media campaign orchestrated by the U.S. State Department and intelligence agencies over the past four
weeks in which Russia is accused of planning an invasion of Ukraine is an extraordinary development.
Bereft of facts or credible logic on the part of Russia, instead it seems most plausibly to be a contrived
crisis aimed at provoking Moscow into a conflict.
Just last week, U.S. Secretary of State Antony Blinken was playing to the gallery by “warning” Russian
Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov that there would be severe repercussions if Russia invaded Ukraine.
Moscow has dismissed these claims as unsubstantiated hysteria. It maintains that troops within its own
territorial borders are a sovereign internal matter. In any case, the satellite images purporting to show
Russian mobilization actually refer to military formations nearly 300 kilometers from the border with
Ukraine.
Nevertheless, U.S. President Joe Biden and his top aides continue to assert that Russia is building up
forces to attack its western neighbor. When Biden holds his video call with Putin Tuesday, it is expected
to be a major talking point for the American side, even though the evidence for such serious claims is
scant.
Western news media regurgitate tendentious American claims along with dubious satellite images as if
they are solid facts. There is an unmistakable echo of the media-driven fabrication over alleged weapons
of mass destruction in Iraq which was used to justify the U.S. and British war in 2003. U.S. intelligence
has also been shared at an unprecedented level with European and NATO allies in a bid to convince
skeptical nations such as Germany that Russia is allegedly intending an invasion. U.S. Intel is claiming
that the offensive is only weeks away, perhaps at the end of next month.
The whole media frenzy has a madcap tone that is disconnected from reality. The buildup of military
forces in the region is by the NATO-backed Kiev regime which has half of its total troop numbers now
positioned near the contact line against pro-Russian separatists in southeastern Ukraine. The Kremlin
warns that the Kiev regime is ready to launch an offensive against the breakaway region to settle the
more than seven-year civil war by military force. The Ukrainian political leadership has consistently
shown disregard for implementing the 2015 Minsk peace accord.
Moreover, the United States and other NATO members have supplied billions of dollars' worth of lethal
weaponry to the Kiev regime as well as military trainers on the ground.
The latest consignment of arms from the U.S. includes Javelin anti-tank missiles. In concert with this
arms funneling to a Russophobic regime, the U.S. and NATO powers have embarked on rapid
deployment of warships, nuclear-capable bombers and reconnaissance planes in the Black Sea region.
All the signals point to an invasion by an emboldened Kiev regime of the breakaway Donbass region. The
plight of the ethnic Russian population in the face of wanton aggression will bring strong political
pressure on Moscow to intervene militarily. However, the dutiful Western media will report this like a
self-fulfilling prophesy and lay the blame on Russia for “violating Ukraine's territorial integrity”. Putin
will be denounced as Europe's “new Hitler” along with other absurdities laundered as truth.
More economic sanctions will be unleashed against Moscow and most likely the Nord Stream 2 gas
project between Russia and the European Union will be axed as a matter of Brussels's “solidarity” with
oppressed Ukraine. The Americans will of course be laughing all the way to the banks in Wall Street
invested in U.S. gas exports to Europe. But the even bigger prize for Washington is the Machiavellian
ploy that Russia will become bogged down in a long, bloody war against Ukrainian military battalions
some of them diehard Neo-Nazi fanatics like the Azov Battalion which will be armed to the teeth by the
United States.

This is akin to the infamous scenario connived by the Carter administration under the influence of
national security advisor Zbigniew Brzezinski in 1979 when the Soviet Union was lured into Afghanistan
to combat U.S.-backed Mujahideen fighters armed with Stinger missiles. That decade-long war
grievously damaged the Soviet Union and arguably led to its collapse in 1991. No doubt, it is seen as
Washington statecraft's finest moment. It seems the ghost of Brzezinski is trying to make a second
coming for Ukraine.

A reinvigorated alliance
Steady enrichment of India's ties with Russia is a diplomatic achievement
By MK Bhadrakumar
Russian President Vladimir Putin's visit to India took place on the eve of his video conference with his US
counterpart Joe Biden which turned out to be a fateful event in post-Cold War geopolitics. But in the
Indian context, the deal over the Russian S-400 missile defence system became the leitmotif of the visit.
Washington has been coaxing Delhi to abandon the deal, since it violated US law. The Indian diplomacy
tactfully sidestepped the hump.
The US must be feeling frustrated that the deployment of the S-400 system will effectively close the
Indian market for its pricey F-35 stealth aircraft, erode significantly the potential for ‘interoperability',
cement India's strategic engagement with Russia in the military sphere for the foreseeable future and
strengthen Russia's defence industry. Looking ahead, settlement of payments in local currencies in
bilateral transactions will help create a firewall against the weaponisation of the dollar by the US for
coercive diplomacy.
In reality, although India-China border remains tense, peace prevailed through the past one-year period,
and that also seems to be a common desire, the adversarial posturing notwithstanding. In strategic
terms, the navigation of the S-400 deal ultimately becomes a litmus test of the inherent strength and
resilience of India's strategic autonomy, apart from throwing light on the alchemy of the India-US ties
beneath the confusing rhetoric of lobbyists.
The single biggest message coming out of Putin's visit is that the Russia-India partnership if the 1971
Treaty of Peace, Friendship and Cooperation and the 2000 Declaration on Strategic Partnership are to be
taken as the historical landmarks remains dynamic, mutually beneficial and is constantly 'upgraded' in
terms of the evolving international environment. Its timing underscores that India cannot be hustled
into a military alliance or lured into jettisoning its strategic autonomy despite the consensus opinion
within India favouring a productive partnership with America being vital for development.
Delhi hosted the first meeting of the foreign and defence ministers in a '2+2' format with Russia at a
highly sensitive juncture in international politics, with Russia-US tensions at an all-time high. This
symbolically rejects the US' demonisation of Russia and constitutes a compelling signpost on India's nonaligned foreign policies.
The joint statement highlights the Russia-India perspective on emerging regional security architecture in
Asia-Pacific that it 'should be free, open, transparent and inclusive, based on universally recognised
principles of international law and aimed at maintaining international peace and security, developing
friendly relations and mutually beneficial cooperation in the region' and states the common resolve 'to
strengthen joint efforts to build an architecture of equal and indivisible regional security.'
In every single foreign policy speech recently by Putin, he made it a point to highlight the Russia-India
partnership. The steady enrichment of India's relations with Russia should be counted as a singular

achievement of PM Modi's diplomatic agenda. The warm personal equations between Modi and Putin
continue to be the bedrock of bilateral cooperation. The strategic communication is being elevated to its
highest possible level with the institutional arrangements to hold meetings in the '2+2' format and
between the two national security advisers and National Security Councils.
The trajectory is looking up for bilateral cooperation in energy and space. Civil nuclear energy is
potentially a key template of cooperation. The military and military-technical cooperation continues to
be the pillar of the Special and Privileged Strategic Partnership. Around 60-70% of weapons used by the
Indian armed forces are of Russian origin. Putin's visit underscores that a reorientation of defence
cooperation is seriously underway to cater to India's quest for self-sufficiency. The accent is on joint
research and development, co-development and joint production of advanced defence technology and
systems.
Moscow sees no reason to get paranoid about India's close ties with the US. That said, the geopolitical
backdrop has become noticeably complicated as a result of a number of other issues. The confrontation
between the US on one side and Russia and China on the other has resulted in the US attempting to
separate India from Russia and to exploit to its advantage the Sino-India tensions, which are at their
worst in half a century, to create gravitas for Washington's Indo-Pacific strategy.
But the known unknown is also that the frontiers of Sino-India relations are far from explored. The point
is, beneath the radar, China's trade with India is set to cross the $100-billion mark for the first time in
2021 and the figures with India are among the fastest-growing among China's major trading partners. In
the context of the hostile mode of its ties with the US and the imbalance in the Sino-Russia partnership,
Russia too has a requirement to refine its engagement with India and inject greater transparency to
their mutual discourses.
Russia's latest National Security Strategy identifies the ties with both Delhi and Beijing as priorities.
These positive trends get obfuscated in the US-driven narratives regarding Indo-Pacific, which are both
China-centric and also subtly laden with Russophobia.
The Sino-Russia relationship stands at its highest level in history, but Moscow's preference is,
nonetheless, to remain neutral vis-a-vis China's rising tensions with Washington. Ideally, Russia would
have preferred to be a 'balancer'. It is against such a complex backdrop that Putin's recent reference to
India as a 'great power' needs to be understood. The Russian diplomatic idiom has unique connotations.

A Sino-Russian military alliance is gratuitous (as of now)
New York Times got the story correct when its Moscow bureau watched the outcome of the video
conference between Russian President Vladimir Putin and Chinese President Xi Jinping yesterday and
assessed that the US' two main adversaries “sought mutual support in their conflicts with the West but
have not yet declared a formal alliance.”
The Sino-Russian alliance is a geopolitical reality today and one has to be colour blind not to see its
spectacular hues. Yet, it is not (yet) a military alliance. To apply a western analogy, while the SinoRussian partnership has great potential to model itself after the European Union, neither Moscow nor
Beijing desires an Eurasian NATO to create synergy for it.
The westerners have a comprehension problem. Fundamentally, that is because of their colonial past.
Yet, six EU member states, all who have declared their non-alignment with military alliances, have
shown that there is life beyond the NATO: Austria, Cyprus, Finland, Ireland, Malta, and Sweden.
Curiously, none of them has a gory colonial history.

Neither Russia nor China has a colonial past. They have been imperial powers but their greatness didn't
come out of slave labour or plundered wealth out of Africa, West Asia or the Southern Hemisphere. This
important distinction is at the core of today's geopolitical conundrum. The Putin-Xi video conference has
taken place at a crucial juncture in regional politics with tensions rising over Ukraine and Taiwan. But the
two superpowers assess that as things stand, each side is perfectly capable of securing its core interests
on its own.
In fact, many American analysts also admit that the US will not risk a military intervention in Ukraine or
Taiwan, not only due to the spectre of defeat but also the catastrophic consequences for the world
order. Indeed, if conflict situations erupt simultaneously in the two theatres, it becomes a nightmarish
scenario for the Biden administration.
In an editorial today devoted to the Xi-Putin virtual meeting yesterday, the Chinese Communist Party
daily Global Times wrote, “To contain China and Russia simultaneously is arrogant thinking. Although the
US has an advantage in terms of strength, it cannot crush either China or Russia. Having a strategic
collision with any of the two countries will bring unbearable costs to the US. It's a nightmare for
Washington when China and Russia join hands… Threatening and coercing a major power is a bad
choice. It is especially unwise when doing so against two major powers. Washington should learn to
respect the core interests of the other major powers.”
Thus, while the prospect of a Sino-Russian military alliance hangs like the sword of Damocles, given the
trajectory of China's and Russia's accelerating surge as world powers, Moscow and Beijing may never
have any need of that sword. But the Putin-Xi video conference was a stark reminder of it. The Biden
Administration cannot browbeat Russia or China. Over Ukraine, stirrings of rethink are already
appearing. According to reports, the Biden Administration is counselling Kiev to act with self-restraint,
work on granting autonomy to the breakaway provinces in eastern Ukraine and seek a political solution
within the framework of the Minsk agreements (which has been Moscow's suggestion, too.)
Equally, behind the rhetoric, Washington may be engaging with Moscow as regards the latter's “red
lines” over NATO's further eastward expansion and the Western military deployments close to Russia's
borders. Deputy Foreign Minister Sergey Ryabkov conveyed Russia's security guarantee suggestions to
the US in a letter handed over to the US Deputy Secretary of State Karen Donfried who visited Moscow
yesterday.
Beijing is au fait with these developments. All the same, significantly, Xi Jinping told Putin that China
plans to expand cooperation with Russia and Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO) member
countries to support security in the region. The exact formulation per a Chinese foreign ministry
statement quoting Xi is as follows:
“The Chinese side intends to continue to develop flexible and diversified cooperation with Russia and
CSTO member countries and stand up for security and stability in the region.” The top Kremlin aide Yury
Ushakov later told reporters in Moscow that Putin and Xi also discussed “literally all pressing and
important issues” ranging from security guarantees for Russia in Europe to the creation of new alliances
in the Asian-Pacific region.
The Sino-Russian alliance is unlike any that the US today can claim to have with any of its Western
partners. The readouts of the remarks by Xi and Putin yesterday bear testimony to it. The heart of the
matter is that the Sino-Russian alliance is qualitatively superior to the US-led western alliance system in
its sheer contemporaneity. Washington is hard-pressed to match it, as the recent clumsy faux pas over
AUKUS shows. The Biden Administration is resorting to cherry-picking and bragging that the US has
more “allies” than China or Russia can count.

The mutual respect and mutual trust in the Sino-Russian alliance is steadily impacting the security of the
Asia-Pacific region as well. By coincidence or not, the Secretary of Russia's Security Council Nikolay
Patrushev, accompanied by a high-level delegation of representatives of Russia's Defense Ministry, the
Federal Security Service, the Foreign Ministry and the Federal Service for Military-Technical Cooperation
was on a “working visit” to Phnom Penh yesterday.
The Russian readout said, “The issues of Russian-Cambodian military cooperation and interaction on the
anti-terrorist track were discussed. The parties noted that cooperation along the lines of power
structures and special agencies and services is one of the foundations of bilateral relations between
Russia and Cambodia.” Cambodia is one China's closest neighbours and a key ASEAN partner. The
geopolitics of Cambodia is inseparable from the US' Indo-Pacific strategy. Ream Naval Base on the Gulf
of Thailand is the largest military base in Southeast Asia.
On December 10, Washington announced new sanctions on Cambodia, including an arms embargo to
counter PLA's influence in Cambodia. Patrushev's visit came a week after that. Patrushev's interlocutor
in Phnom Penh was General Hun Manet who is also the commander of the Royal Cambodian Army, the
head of Special Forces and the country's counter terrorism force. Hun Manet is the eldest son of
Cambodian prime minister Hun Sen.
Succinctly put, Cambodia becomes yet another template of the Sino-Russian alliance in play. A similar
play is happening in Vienna over Iran. This has been going on for some time also over North Korea. Of
course, this is very much in evidence in Afghanistan. In fact, External Affairs Minister S. Jaishankar said
recently at the Russia-India-China (RIC) ministerial format that it is necessary for RIC countries to
coordinate their approaches on the threats of terrorism, radicalisation and drug trafficking.
Clearly, even in India, which has been bombarded with American spin about the negative fallouts of
Sino-Russian alliance for its national security, there is appreciation today of that alliance as a factor of
peace and global stability. Thus, on December 13, Russia, China and India filed a draft Security Council
resolution on December 13 on aid for the Sahel region, where western intervention has spectacularly
backfired as in Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria, Libya and Yemen.
The bottom line is that a military alliance becomes gratuitous in the 21st century when the objectives of
creating space for a more democratised world order guaranteeing the security and sovereignty of small
and big countries alike and consolidating the emergent multi-polarity can as well be realised peacefully
through diplomacy.
However, a caveat must be put here. Putin has shared with Xi Russia's specific suggestions sent to the
American side aimed at developing legal guarantees for ensuring Russian security. According to a report
in today's Izvestia, the main issues covered in the letter were focused on “the attempts made by the US
and NATO to alter the military-political situation in Europe in their favour.”
Herein lies the catch. The legally binding issue here is, in effect, about amending the 1949 North Atlantic
Treaty, which defines the geographical scope of the alliance. This is easier said than done, as a
consensus will be needed amongst the NATO allies and approval by the US Congress. At any rate,
Washington's track record on the sanctity of international treaties is highly dubious. Therefore, how all
this pans out remains to be seen. The Russia-China alliance is inextricably linked to that.
(Source: Indian Punchline)
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Hindutva Leaders at Haridwar Event Call for Muslim Genocide
Despite the open calls for violence by leaders, many of whom have BJP connections, the police have
failed to register cases or make arrests.
By News Report | The Wire Analysis
Between December 17 and 19, a large collection of major religious leaders, right-wing activists, hardline
fundamentalist militants and Hindutva organisations came together at Haridwar for an event called the
'Dharma Sansad' or 'Religious Parliament'. Over the course of three days, this event witnessed an
extraordinary outpouring of hate speech, mobilisations to violence and anti-Muslim sentiment.
The event was also attended by BJP leader Ashwini Upadhyay, who has previously been arrested for an
event he helped organise where slogans were raised calling for violence against Muslims, and BJP
Mahila Morcha leader Udita Tyagi, giving the event a level of political encouragement from the ruling
party.
New Delhi: The 'Dharma Sansad' organised at Haridwar in Uttarakhand on December 17-19 saw an
assortment of leaders from the Hindutva ecosystem taking the stage to set a new benchmark for brazen
hate speech in the country.
“We have to make preparations,” said Swami Prabodhanand Giri, president of the Hindu Raksha Sena, a
right-wing organisation based out of Uttarakhand. “And I'll tell you what preparations those are. I will
make myself clear, this is the solution, and if you follow this solution, then the path is made for you… in
Myanmar, Hindus were being chased away. The politicians, government and police were just standing
and watching. They started by killing them by cutting their necks, and not only this, but they began to
cut them in the streets and eat them. The people watching thought we are going to die, we are not
going to live.”
“This is our state now. You have seen this at the Delhi border, they killed Hindus and hung them. There
is no more time, the case now is that either you prepare to die now, or get ready to kill, there's no other
way. This is why, like in Myanmar, the police here, the politicians here, the army and every Hindu must
pick up weapons and we will have to conduct this cleanliness drive (safai abhiyan). There is no solution
apart from this.”
The statements calling for ethnic cleansing and genocide are particularly alarming given Prabodhanand's
connections with the BJP.
On two occasions, Prabodhanand has shared photographs of himself with Uttar Pradesh chief minister
Yogi Adityanath.
The first 'photo op' took place in January 2018, and the second a little over a year ago in August 2020
and it continues to be the header image on his Facebook page today.
Adityanath is not the only BJP leader Prabodhanand has been connected with. On September 14, 2020,
he was pictured with Naresh Sharma, a former BJP leader from Haridwar, who joined the Aam Aadmi
Party a year later.
He was also photographed with the higher education minister of Uttarakhand and BJP member Shri
Dhan Singh Rawat on August 12, 2021.
In June 2021, he was also photographed with former Uttarakhand CM and BJP member Tirath Singh
Rawat, giving him a sword.
Prabodhanand's anti-Muslim rhetoric is not a recent event. In 2017, he issued a widely reported
statement calling for Hindus to have eight children for the purposes of contributing “towards
conserving, preserving and protecting Hindutva and the society.”

In a speech at Shamli in 2018, he said that only Muslims rape Hindu women and spoke about the bogey
of 'love jihad', apart from expressing other anti-Muslim sentiments.
He has also made genocidal statements in a video with Yati Narsinghanand Saraswati that was made
public in June of this year. In that video, he says, “In the entire world, if we want humanity to last, we
will need to clean it of jihadis. There should be treatment, management for jihadis on this earth. A few
days ago someone said that in Islam, rapists are born, jihadis are born I have been saying this for some
time, there is a jihadi and a terrorist in each Islamic home… Hindu society needs to stand up and find a
cure for jihadis, otherwise these jihadis will find a cure for Hindus, and there will be no place on this
earth for us to live… One thing is certain, if he comes into my space and I find out, he will not leave. I
have lived for 14 years among jihadis, I'm not that weak… They should not think that if Narsinghanand or
I are killed, you can live happily. There will be a pile of corpses, across the country you will see corpses.
This is certain, nobody will stop us.”
He goes on to tell all 'jihadis' to return to the Hindu faith and apologise.
At the just-concluded Dharam Sansad in Hardwar, Sadhvi Annapurna aka Pooja Shakun Pandey, a
mahamandleshwar of the Niranjani Akhara and general secretary of the Hindu Mahasabha also gave a
call to arms and incitement to genocide.
Without any ambiguity, she gave a direct call for the mass murder of Muslims.
“Nothing is possible without weapons. If you want to eliminate their population then kill them. Be ready
to kill and be ready to go to jail. Even if 100 of us are ready to kill 20 lakhs of them (Muslims), then we
will be victorious, and go to jail… Like *Nathuram+ Godse, I am ready to be maligned, but I will pick up
arms to defend my Hindutva from every demon who is a threat to my religion,” she said.
In an interview to a YouTube channel called 'Vishalviews' shot at the Dharma Sansad, she said, “Today is
the time when women need to take swords in one hand along with belans in the other. I request my
mothers to not become the weakness of their sons but instead become their strength. Tell them if
adharma is happening anywhere I will come with you to cut them up. There won't be any cases but only
a little inconvenience for some days; call us, we will be there with you.”
When asked about Prime Minister Narendra Modi's critical reaction in 2019 to Sadhvi Pragya's
endorsement of Gandhi's assassin Godse, she said that Modi has to compromise because of the secular
constitution. But she said it was “Modi and others like Modi” who in the past had explained what Godse
and Gandhi were all about.
Pandey is a prominent leader of the Hindu Mahasabha and is often in headlines for hate speech against
Muslims. Just recently, she made headlines for her comments against Modi after he announced that the
Union government will repeal the three farm laws in the wake of a year-long protest by the farmers at
the borders of Delhi. Pandey had Modi's portrait from the Aligarh office of the Hindu Mahasabha
removed, saying “Jiski ek baat nahi, uska ek baap nahi.”
In April 2020, a criminal case was filed against Pandey for promoting enmity between different groups
on religious grounds and issuing a statement conducive to public mischief after a video in which she
purportedly made provocative comments against Tablighi Jamaat members went viral. Later, she was
briefly arrested. In March 2021, after a minor Muslim boy was beaten up by Hindutva activist Shringi
Yadav for entering a temple in Dasna, Pooja Shakun demanded that other temples put up boards
prohibiting the entry of Muslims, like the one in Dasna.
In May 2019, Pooja Shakun distributed knives to minor girls on Savarkar Jayanti. In January 2019, Pandey
shot at an effigy of Mahatma Gandhi and raised slogans in support of Godse. She later set the effigy on
fire. While the BJP dismissed its association with Pandey, she regularly interacts with leaders of the

party like BJP MP Sadhvi Pragya and the Madhya Pradesh chief minister Shivraj Singh Chauhan. Despite
her open call to murder Muslims on multiple occasions, the police in UP is yet to act against Pandey.
A third religious leader, Swami Anandswaroop, whose hate speeches and incitement to violence have
been documented by The Wire in the past, was also seen making genocidal statements.
“The decision of this Dharma Sansad would be a word of God and the government will have to listen to
it,” he said. “If it won't, then we would wage a war that would be more gruesome than the revolt of
1857.”
He went on to explain through personal examples how Hindus should deal with Muslim street vendors.
“The street in which I live, every morning I used to spot a Mullah *derogatory word for a Muslim+ with a
big beard and nowadays they keep a saffron beard. This is Haridwar, Maharaj. There is no Muslim buyer
here, so throw him out,” he said.
Swami Anandswaroop had earlier also expressed support for Ajendra Ajay's campaign against the socalled 'land jihad' in Uttarakhand. Earlier this year, he had demanded non-Hindus should be banned
from entering Uttarakhand. “If the entry of non-Hindus is not banned, then Hindu priests will take to the
streets,” the far-right priest had said in a video posted on his Facebook account.
When The Wire asked if he agreed with the views of Anandswaroop that non-Hindus should be banned
from possessing land in Uttarakhand, BJP MLA Ajendra Ajay, who supported the unfounded allegations
of 'land jihad', replied, “I agree with him to a great extent. There are two reasons. First, it's a question of
national security since we are a border state. Second, Uttarakhand is sacred to Hindus and why can't we
have exclusive holy sites for Hindus?”
Swami Anandswaroop made headlines in January 2021 when he addressed a 'Hindu Panchayat' in
Meerut, explaining the rationale of these campaigns in clear terms.
“My argument is that if you *Muslims+ want to remain associated with us, you should first stop reading
the Quran and stop offering namaz,” he had said at the event. Then he had offered a 'solution' to
Hindus: “You decide that you will not buy anything from a Muslim. If you destroy them socially,
politically and economically, they will begin converting to Hinduism from Islam,” he had said.
(Courtesy The Wire-India)

India restricts foreign funding for Mother Teresa's charity
27 Dec 2021) India has moved to cut off foreign funding to a charity founded by Mother Teresa, saying
the Catholic organisation did not meet conditions under local laws, dealing a blow to one of the most
prominent groups running shelters for the poor.
The home ministry said in a statement the Missionaries of Charity's (MoC) application for renewing a
licence that allows it to get funds from abroad was “refused” on Christmas. The statement said the
reason was “not meeting the eligibility conditions” under the Foreign Contribution Regulation Act
(FCRA) after “adverse inputs were noticed”, without giving further details. The move came after several
right-wing Hindu groups disrupted Christmas mass in parts of India during the weekend, including in
Modi's parliamentary constituency in the most populous Uttar Pradesh state where local elections are
due early next year.
Hardline Hindu outfits affiliated to Prime Minister Narendra Modi's Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) have
repeatedly accused the MoC of leading religious conversion programmes under the guise of charity by
offering poor Hindus and tribal communities money, free education and shelter.

Earlier, the chief minister of West Bengal state, Mamata Banerjee, sparked outrage when she tweeted
that the government had frozen the bank accounts of the charity. “Shocked to hear that (at) Christmas,
Union Ministry FROZE ALL BANK ACCOUNTS of Mother Teresa's Missionaries of Charity in India!” wrote
Banerjee, an opposition leader and vocal critic of the Modi government.
“Their 22,000 patients & employees have been left without food & medicines. While the law is
paramount, humanitarian efforts must not be compromised.”
Nobel Peace laureate Mother Teresa, a Roman Catholic nun who died in 1997, founded the Missionaries
of Charity in 1950. The charity has more than 3,000 nuns worldwide who run hospices, community
kitchens, schools, leper colonies and homes for abandoned children.
Vicar General Dominic Gomes of the Archdiocese of Calcutta said the freeze of the West Bengal
accounts was “a cruel Christmas gift to the poorest of the poor”.
Hate attacks on Christmas weekend
Since Modi came to power in 2014, right-wing Hindu groups have consolidated their position across
states and launched hate attacks on religious minorities, saying their action is to prevent religious
conversions(Source: Al Jazeera)

India's next Chief of Defence Staff and his remit
By Bharat Karnad
Soon after the death in a helicopter crash of General Bipin Rawat, the first Chief of the Defence Staff and
Secretary, Department of Military Affairs (DMA), the army began canvassing for its chief, General MM
Naravane, to fill the CDS post on the basis of seniority. Whom seniority favours at any given time is
happenstance, not a qualification. Had this accident occurred, say, a week or so before the navy chief
retired November-end, Admiral Karambir Singh would have been a shoo-in.
As a naval pilot, moreover, he had the experience to deal professionally with the air force and army
aviation and hence the army the sort of background few chiefs of staff possess, and Rawat lacked
(whence his dismissal of the Indian Air Force as a “supporting arm”). Seniority is a bonus not a
prerequisite and, in any case, was ignored by the government when appointing Rawat as army chief in
2016 superseding two officers.
Rawat's appointment was no bad thing because CDS is a quintessentially political post. To prompt the
military to get on with integration required both the political will of the Prime Minister Narendra Modi
to drive the process and a CDS, au fait with his vision, to thrust jointness down sometimes resisting
throats of the military services too bureaucratically entrenched to fall in readily with the restructuring
demands made of them.
The PM's confidence in Rawat was due to the latter's native Pauri-Garhwal connection with Ajit Doval,
his National Security Adviser, whom Modi trusts. Having made the political decision to re-order the
armed services, Modi needed someone he could rely on to not botch things up. The Modi-Doval thinking
on the subject of CDS and military integration can be outlined thus: First establish the CDS post, next
install a person of choice in it, and then hope he carries out their remit within the constrained
bureaucratic ambit he is placed in, but help him out by backing him in the inevitable bureaucratic
tussles.
It helped that Rawat was the senior most service chief when he was made CDS. It pre-empted the
carping that follows any military promotion not based on seniority. Even so, Rawat faced covert defiance
because the government avoided doing the one thing in a hierarchy-minded military that would have

eased his dealings with the serving chiefs of staff raised CDS to Field Marshal or equivalent 5-star rank
to establish a clear line of authority and obviate foot dragging.
But that would have raked up the politically sensitive matter of installing a military supremo, which has
been anathema to the country's political leadership and government. The Modi regime instead vested
“the first among equals”-notion with bureaucratic heft the nascent CDS system cannot carry, unless
future CDSs are guaranteed the same access to the PM and NSA that Rawat was, which's unlikely.
Scanning the senior serving ranks, including the chiefs of staff, no name jumps off the page in terms of
visioning capacity, broad-based professional competence or, importantly, proximity to Modi (or Doval).
A former Defence Secretary G. Mohan Kumar has suggested sifting through retired four and three starrank officers of note. By this reckoning Admiral Karambir Singh is a frontrunner, as is the former Deputy
Chief of the Army Staff (Plans), retired Lieutenant General Subrata Saha responsible for pushing
indigenous procurement by the senior service.
There is a democratic precedent for such decision. President John F. Kennedy appointed retired army
General Maxwell Taylor as Chairman, US Joint Chiefs of Staff. Alternatively, Kumar mentions “deep
selection” preferably of an officer with tenure on the Integrated Defence Staff (IDS). But hoisting a CDS
junior to the services' chiefs is recipe for ruction. His solutions to unburden the CDS of “paper work” by
reverting “statutory matters relating to appeals, representations” to the Defence Secretary, and
appointing a Special Secretary reporting to the CDS to handle the “drab administrative work” of the
DMA, however, are worth considering.
Still, the military integration process has, in a manner of speaking, been initiated. There is a plan, albeit
army-friendly, that Rawat and the IDS worked on. Consider the schema Rawat publicly sketched out on
15 September. It envisions four theatre commands for the Pakistan front, the China front, national
maritime security in the Arabian Sea, Bay of Bengal and the Indian Ocean, and the Andaman and
Nicobar Integrated Command tasked with the defence of island territories. Further, while cyber warfare
and Space/air defence have merited separate commands, not so logistics, intelligence, and Special
Forces as was talked about earlier, which are the necessary adjuncts, along with cyber and Space/air
defence, to the theatre commands.
This design has faced tremendous resistance from the armed services and not just because it involves
collapsing 17 military commands into just six Commands four theatre commands plus the two
commands for support functions, and the concurrent loss of administrative and operational control by
the services' chiefs. But because it, prima facie, seems slapdash and insufficiently thought through.
There are some obvious deficiencies in the Rawat plan. Are Space and landbased and airborne
surveillance and air defence systems banded together just because, as Rawat said, some artillery shells
reach 15 kms into space, this when anti-satellite weapons for offense and retaliation will be in vogue in
future conflicts? Where's the sense, moreover, in splitting the navy's focus between the open seas and
“island defence”, or in the Coast Guard being relegated, implicitly, to a naval auxiliary?
And why in the maritime security domain are the coastal/brown water roles not the Coast Guard's
bailiwick, true blue water missions not the preserve of the navy, and the Andaman Command not tasked
expansively to consolidate Indian military presence on either side of the Malacca, Sunda and Lumbock
Straits? In the event, wouldn't the integration goal be better served with a capability and missions based
integration?
It would entail, for example, the aviation assets in all the Services being concentrated with the exception
of aircraft carriers in distinct national commands for helicopter and fighter aircraft-based Ground
Support, Air Defence, Strike and Transport. Military integration is too important an issue for the Modi

government to make a hash of by implementing a bad plan. Hopefully, the next CDS will present to the
government for approval a more balanced and coherent jointness scheme featuring capability-cummission based integrated Commands.

India in a double bind
Episodic foreign policy comes with more problems than solutions
India since Independence had a many-splendored foreign policy, but the present government has
steadily navigated it toward a quasi-alliance with America in a highly consequential paradigm shift. In
turn, it spawned a narrative that China has 'driven' India into the US camp. The current slide in relations
with China began in 2017 in Doklam. We were triumphalist that the Indian Army entered Chinese
territory for the first time, but then, the denouement turned out to be that the PLA established a
permanent presence close to our Sikkim border, and secondly, Bhutan decided to take matters into its
own hands and deal directly with Beijing.
Triumphalism once again surged in 2019 in the full flush of election victory, when the new government
in Delhi changed the status of Jammu and Kashmir and redrew India's northern borders which now
touch the Wakhan Corridor. In retrospect, the Valley bears the calm of a cemetery, but a prolonged
military standoff has ensued in eastern Ladakh.
However, the narratives over these self-inflicted wounds eventually engendered the hypothesis that
bandwagoning with the US is the only way left to 'settle scores' with China. This is a specious argument
because Delhi already had an a priori reasoning for India's foreign policy trajectory aligning with the US'
Indo-Pacific strategy. The point is, paranoia can be dangerous, as the very assumption that a conflict is
inevitable can create conditions for conflict.
The late George Kennan, who scripted the containment strategy against the Soviet Union (and lived to
regret it later when it morphed into Cold War) has written: 'The assumption of the inevitability of a war
is allowed to rest exclusively on the fact that 'we' and 'they' are both preparing so intensively for it. No
other reason is needed for the acceptance of its necessity.'
Now, as if one provocative Quad were not enough, Washington just ushered India into a second one
alongside Israel and the UAE. Quad-2 snubs West Asia's powerhouses Saudi Arabia, Turkey, Iran and
Egypt and is a 'B' team of America's regional subalterns, as anyone who follows the geopolitics of
Yemen and Sudan would know. How does India figure in it? In reality, Washington has created another
vector of its anti-China front in the Red Sea and inducted India into it.
How far Quad-2 intimidates the Chinese ships passing the Bab Al-Mandab Strait remains to be seen, but
it complicates India's ties with Iran. Israel is planning to open a new consulate in Chengdu, its third in
China, which is Israel's third largest trading partner globally and its largest trading partner in East Asia.
As for the UAE, it is China's second largest trading partner in the Persian Gulf and gains out of being a
regional gateway for China.
China has been a strong market for the UAE oil exports and the Emirates is set to play a major role in
China's Belt and Road projects regionally. The Emirati leaders hope to tap into Chinese technology and
artificial intelligence for smart cities, armed drones, healthcare and renewable energy to modernise
their nation. The indexes of markets, population projections, the global centre of gravity, economic
gravity and so on are inexorably moving eastward.
In India, too, while there is a general acceptance that the country's partnership with the US is important,
there is pervasive scepticism about the US intentions or authenticity. Yet, Nikki Haley, the Indian-

American politician, and Mike Waltz, the Republican Congressman and vice chair of the India Caucus, coauthored an article in the Foreign Policy magazine last week titled 'It's Time to Formalize an Alliance
With India'.
They envisage India as a 'swing state' which could give the Pentagon access to strategic bases to protect
American interests in Afghanistan and the broader region! When a Council on Foreign Relations news
publication takes to kite-flying a fortnight after Blinken's immaculate conception of Quad-2 and in the
run-up to the US-Indian '2+2' ministerial in Washington in November can it be coincidence?
Post-Afghanistan, the US is desperate that its regional strategies have become rudderless. The ASEAN
summits last week witnessed the unease among its members that the new AUKUS alliance erodes their
centrality and may fuel arms race. AUKUS has also dented the credibility of the trans-Atlantic
relationship.
On the other hand, China is on track to exceed the US by 2025 in artificial intelligence, microprocessors,
computers, electric vehicles, and other critical technologies. Technology provides munitions, and the
war is fought in two theatres defence and trade. China is building an impressive modern navy to claim
dominance in the Pacific. The US fleet needs bolstering and reorientation toward smaller, more agile,
and unmanned vessels, but this is unaffordable.
The actual cost of Biden's bipartisan infrastructure bill and American Family Plan would be closer to $5.5
trillion and with the annual federal deficit reaching $2 trillion, the US analysts anticipate that China's
industrial policy carrying that burden is becoming hard to beat. The less said the better about
'defending' Taiwan. Trump's tariff war simply burdened the American consumer.
In a caustic assessment recently, Washington Post's Fareed Zakaria observed that the US is 'now
retreating to a cold, curdled view of international life, one that is dark and zero-sum, in which we search
for villains to blame for our problems.' America’s economic travails stem from systemic failures such as
decades-long wage stagnation, crumbling infrastructure, and collapse of the manufacturing sector. The
Biden administration is clueless on China. This is what ought to make Indians wary. Washington binds
India closer than ever militarily, but totally abandons it economically and leaves it to its fate.

India in a world at war
New Delhi should take care not to get sucked into the big power confrontation
India faces an unprecedented foreign policy challenge as big-power conflicts are brewing in Eastern
Europe and in the Far East. Independent India has not witnessed anything like this before. Cataclysmic
events can wreak collateral damage when things fall apart and blood-dimmed tide and anarchy is
loosened upon the world. Proxy wars are one thing, but conflicts directly involving great powers hold
the high risk of escalation into apocalyptic proportions.
Twice it happened in the last century, when embedded within seemingly innocuous 'incidents', there
were germane seeds of world wars the assassination of an archbishop (1914) and the annexation of
Sudetenland (1939). Some Indian analysts make predictions that what is unfolding in Eastern Europe is a
storm in a tea cup since President Biden desires an entente cordiale with Russia to balance China's rise.
Such delusional optimism not only overlooks the mood in the US Congress, but lacks a sense of history
and borders on the naïveté about great power politics.
The Indian discourses are generally one-dimensional nowadays due to a tunnel vision. It should never be
that the present day India-China tensions are turned into a touchstone on any regional or international

situation or that we reduce ourselves to a state of dreamy forgetfulness and idleness that God is in
heaven and all is well with the world so long as India travels on the US bandwagon.
Any long-time observer of Russian-American relations knows that the crisis over Ukraine and NATO
expansion are symptomatic of a much larger struggle that began with the US military intervention in
Russia to stifle the Bolshevik Revolution. Putin, in his annual press conference last Wednesday, in
Moscow, spoke about the historicity of the US aspiration dating back to Woodrow Wilson that 'the
entire world would rest easier if instead of the currently enormous Russia there was a state in Siberia
and another four countries in the European part'.
What brings Russia and China into “an absolutely comprehensive partnership of strategic nature” today,
to borrow Putin's words, is also their profound realisation that an invidious common agenda is in play
behind the steady build-up of tensions by the US over Ukraine and Taiwan. India cannot afford to
miscalculate. Fundamentally, this is about the fate of the five centuries old western dominance of the
global order.
The US is openly daring Moscow to make a military move in Eastern Europe and is deliberately
provoking Beijing over Taiwan almost on a daily basis. The US is apprehensive that within a decade, the
global balance will have transformed phenomenally with multi-polarity gaining ascendancy in the world
order. Its best hope lies in bleeding Russia first and defanging it in Eurasia and to go for China's jugular
vein. Moscow and Beijing understand that they swim or sink together.
India should take utmost care not to get sucked into the big power confrontation. Basically, India faces
the same predicament as the ASEAN countries. In practical terms, India, too, should somehow mark its
distance from the Quad. Second, India must be vigilant about the US attempts to erode its time-tested
friendship with Russia. In uncertain times ahead, India's robust partnership with Russia is at the core of
its calculus.
Prime Minister Modi enjoys great trust and mutual confidence with Putin at the personal level. Their
mutual understanding is unshakeable. That said, Indo-Russian partnership is not directed at any third
party. Moscow knows full well how deeply India cherishes its strategic autonomy. The deployment of
the S-400 missile defence system in the face of threat of US sanctions testifies to the resilience of India's
strategic autonomy.
Third, India belongs to the region. The emergent situation demands that India should strengthen its ties
with the countries of the surrounding regions. The recent India-Central Asia Dialogue and PM's invitation
to the leaders of that region as chief guests at the Republic Day celebrations are initiatives in the right
direction. There is much goodwill towards India in Central Asia, Southeast Asia and West Asia. And,
there are really no obstacles to the pursuit of an active, constructive engagement with the regional
states.
Finally, there will be interest groups and lobbyists for America, who propagate the seductive thought
that India stands to gain if the US undermines China's development path. They reduce life to game
theory. The plain truth is, the US has always exploited India-China relations in its self-interests. IndiaChina bilateral issues, especially the border dispute, cannot be mixed up with the big power
confrontation.
It is unrealistic to expect China to give up its stance on the boundary dispute because it is embroiled in a
rivalry with the US just as Beijing knows it is unreasonable to expect Russia to turn its back on its
enduring friendship with India because of the Sino-Russian alignment in the grim struggle ahead. The
paradox is that the Indo-Russian strategic understanding can serve China's interests too. There are three
platforms BRICS, SCO and RIC where Russia, India and China harmonise their common interests.

Peace has prevailed in Ladakh for close to a year and a half. China is not seeking to create new facts on
the ground. It seems to be pinning hopes that with tensions steadily lowering and emotions calming
down, the diplomats and political leadership can charter a new course. The Chinese commentators
visualise that Delhi's decision to appoint a 'China hand' as its next ambassador to China could be a signal
that India seeks a 'breakthrough'. An improvement in relations with China will increase India's strategic
depth if an epochal great power conflict erupts, which cannot be ruled out.

MISCELLANEOUS
Spectre of war is haunting Europe
A fateful week is ending today for international security with the Russian Foreign Ministry releasing the
two documents on security guarantees that Moscow had proposed to Washington as the basis for
discussions to ease the tensions over NATO's eastward expansion and to cease the alliance's
deployments close to Russia's borders, including in Ukraine.
Out of the two documents, one is a draft treaty with the US which contains the following six provisions:
Russia and the US shall not use the territory of other countries to prepare or conduct attacks against the
other;
Neither party shall deploy short- or intermediate-range missiles abroad or in areas where these
weapons could reach targets inside the other's territory;
The US shall not open military bases in the post-Soviet countries that are not already NATO members,
use their military infrastructure, or develop military cooperation with these states;
Neither party shall deploy nuclear weapons abroad, and any such weapons already deployed must be
returned. Both parties shall eliminate any infrastructure for deploying nuclear weapons outside their
own territories;
Neither party shall conduct military exercises with scenarios involving the use of nuclear weapons; and,
Neither party shall train military or civilian personnel from non-nuclear countries to use nuclear
weapons.
The second document is in the nature of a multilateral agreement with the member countries of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO). It also contains 6 provisions, which are:
NATO shall not expand further east and must commit to excluding Ukrainian membership;
NATO shall not deploy additional forces or arms outside the borders of its members as of May 1997
(before the alliance started admitting Eastern European countries);
NATO shall not conduct any military activity in Ukraine, Eastern Europe, the South Caucasus, or Central
Asia;
Russia and NATO shall not deploy short- or intermediate-range missiles within range of each other's
territories;
All parties shall refrain from conducting military actions above the brigade level which shall be confined
to a border zone to be mutually agreed upon; and,
Neither party shall regard the other as an adversary or create threats to the other, and all parties shall
commit to settling disputes peacefully, refraining from the use of force.
Russia's proposals are true to its stated position spelt out in great detail and repeatedly in the recent
months seeking security guarantees from the West against the backdrop of larges scale military
deployments by the NATO countries in the countries of Central Europe and the Baltic states in the

recent years, and, secondly, amidst the growing signs that NATO is preparing further eastward
expansion that may include Ukraine, Georgia and Black Sea.
The latter part is crucial for Russia's security as NATO (read the US) is almost certain to deploy nuclear
missiles in Ukraine and Georgia, which would give it decisive tactical advantage to take Russia by
surprise by launching a nuclear attack (since the flight time will be extremely short and Russia's reaction
time becomes correspondingly shortened, and, secondly, the tactical missiles of intermediate range
would be in a position to hit deep inside Russian territory.
It was a foregone conclusion that the US will never agree to a security treaty of the kind Russia has
proposed, because the NATO expansion in contravention of the assurances given to Mikhail Gorbachev
at the time of German unification that the alliance would not expand “an inch” beyond the Cold War era
level in the late 1980s is a long-term US strategy to gain unilateral advantage over Russia and tilt the
global strategic balance in favour of the West, which would put Moscow on the defensive in its foreign
and security policies.
In sum, the Western strategy is to dictate to Russia from a position of strength. Moscow has been
protesting. But the NATO and the US chose to ignore Russia's protests and kept expanding in stages
since 1997. Today, an intolerable situation has arisen for Russia as the NATO forces are virtually at its
gates. The developing situation is reminiscent of the 1962 Cuban Missile Crisis when Washington
threatened to militarily stop Soviet missile deployments in Cuba.
The Biden administration's strategy is to first weaken Russia's global reach and strategic capability and
thereupon tackle the challenge of China's rise. The Biden Administration is taking a gambit that China
will remain neutral in the upcoming confrontation between the West and Russia. But President Xi
Jinping's initiative to hold a virtual meeting with President Putin on Wednesday has signalled that Beijing
is backing Russia.
The Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman Wang Wenbin's remarks in Beijing today point in such a
direction. Interestingly, Ambassador Wang was responding to a pointed question from the Tass news
agency. The relevant extracts are reproduced below:
TASS: “In his virtual meeting with Russian President Putin, President Xi Jinping said China will continue to
carry out flexible and diverse cooperation with Russia and other member states of the Collective
Security Treaty Organization to safeguard security and stability in the region. What challenges are China
and Russia facing in this aspect? What can China and Russia do to safeguard regional security?”
Wang Wenbin: “On December 15, President Xi Jinping had a virtual meeting with Russian President
Putin. The two head of states had an in-depth exchange of views on core and major issues of common
concerns including safeguarding regional security, and achieved new, important consensus.
“The world is witnessing the combined forces of changes and a pandemic both unseen in a century
against the backdrop of complex and profound changes in international and regional landscape. We
believe that China and Russia, two permanent members of the UN Security Council, take on important
mission in defending regional peace and stability and promoting development and revitalization of all
countries. For some time, certain countries have been drawing ideological lines, building new military
blocs and stoking regional tensions, which have all brought grave threats and challenges to regional
peace and stability and global strategic stability. China and Russia firmly reject this. We will continue to
follow the two leaders' consensus, take up responsibility, unite all forces that love peace and support
peace, and make active contribution to realizing sustained, universal and common security in the region
and the wider world.”

The release of the two documents in Moscow earlier today implies that Moscow is under no illusions
that the US strategy is about cornering Russia and browbeat it on the global stage. A grave crisis is
developing in international security, since from this point, Moscow's options are narrowing down
to“coercive diplomacy” in the pursuit of its security needs. In sum, there is real danger of military
confrontation with the NATO powers, since the US, Britain, France, etc. have already deployed Special
Forces on Ukrainian soil, which will act as “trip wires”.
In a series of highly provocative remarks on Thursday, NATO Secretary-General Jens Stoltenberg has
asserted the alliance's prerogative to intervene in Ukraine and bluntly rejected Moscow's notions that it
could have a say on the alliance's future expansion plans. Stoltenberg spoke with the prior approval of
the Biden Administration. Moscow's decisions to release the security documents has come a day later.
The White House spokesperson Jen Psaki has since reacted, virtually endorsing Stoltenberg's tough line.

The EU state set for a big fight with Brussels in 2022
By : Paul A. Nuttall - is a historian, author and a former politician. He was a Member of the
European Parliament between 2009 and 2019 and was a prominent campaigner for Brexit.
This year has seen Poland join Hungary as the bête noire of Brussels. The country has been at
war with the EU over a range of issues, including a dispute over LGBTQ rights and arguments
over climate change, border policies, the independence of judges, and most importantly, the
primacy of EU law.
With regards to the last of these, the issue surrounds the Polish Constitutional Court's ruling
that Polish law has primacy over certain aspects of both EU treaties and judgements made by
the European Court of Justice (ECJ). As a result, Brussels has withheld a significant amount of
Covid recovery funding from Warsaw and slapped the country with eye-wateringly large fines.
This matter came to a head just before Christmas, when the European Commission launched
legal proceedings against Poland. The EU's justice commissioner, Didier Reynders, wrote,
“We've tried to engage in a dialogue, but the situation is not improving. Fundamentals of the
EU legal order, notably the primacy of EU law, must be respected.”
The plucky Poles, however, are in no mood to back down. Beata Szydlo, Poland's former PM
and now an MEP, responded, “This is not a legal dispute, but an attack on the Polish
constitution *and+ the foundations of Polish statehood.”
The Polish government is also not convinced that it will get a fair hearing in the EU courts. The
country's deputy PM, Jaroslaw Kaczynski, who is also the head of the ruling PiS party, claimed
that the ECJ is “the basic instrument used” by the EU to impose federalist ideas. The Poles have
now referred the case to their own Constitutional Court, which will rule on whether the EU has
the right to link funding to the ongoing legal dispute.
What is happening forms part of a larger disagreement regarding the future direction of the EU,
and it will be played out in parliaments and the courts in 2022. Poland views Brussels' attempts
to impose its laws as an attack on the country's independence. It also sees the hand of Berlin
pushing the EU towards a single federal state. Indeed, Kaczynski claimed that numerous
countries “are not enthusiastic about the prospect of building a German Fourth Reich on the
basis of the EU.”

Regardless of the provocative language, Kacynski does have a point. The new German
government's coalition agreement document contained a commitment to the “development of
a federal European state,” which is something Poland has already determined to oppose.
Polish PM, Mateusz Morawiecki, is on record saying that “we should not expect that there will
be one 'United States of Europe', because it will never be.” He also predicted that “frictions and
tensions that are going to grow even bigger if those from Brussels, Berlin or Paris would try to
push all the others towards such a state.”
Poland vows to stop EU's encroachment
It was, therefore, telling that one of the first foreign visits made by the new German chancellor,
Olaf Scholz, was to Warsaw. Although he and Morawiecki exchanged kind words, there was
certainly no meeting of minds. Following the meeting, the Polish PM stated that “democratic or
bureaucratic centralisation” is utopian, and that instead he wanted to see an “EU made up of
sovereign states.”
Clearly, the EU is dividing into two camps: those who want to move towards a federal
superstate which will mean countries handing over even more sovereignty to Brussels and
those, like Poland, who want a looser arrangement.
Poland is not alone, however, and it does have allies, including Hungary and Slovenia, which is
also now in the EU's firing line. Moreover, the Romanian Constitutional Court also rejected the
primacy of EU law, which will surely be met with reprisals from Brussels.
So, the battle lines have been well and truly drawn, with Poland and her allies in central Europe
lined up against the Brussels bureaucracy and the Berlin government, and the stakes are
unbelievably high for both sides.
If Poland manages to successfully face down Brussels, then the primacy of EU law is dead. Other
countries will be emboldened, follow Warsaw's lead, and reject or ignore diktats from Brussels.
And with that, discipline and cohesion in the bloc will quickly dissipate.
On the other hand, if the Polish government backs down, then it too is finished. It has upped
the ante now to a point that to perform any kind of U-turn will destroy its credibility, and with
that any real hope of re-election.
Both sides cannot afford to blink first, and this will be a fight to the finish. So, 2022 could be the
year that makes or breaks Poland's membership of the EU. Although the Polish government
reacts furiously to any suggestion of Polexit, there can surely be no other option if it chooses to
stick to its principles. (Source: RT News)

