Editorial
Pakistan to Assess its Strength
Pakistan is currently faced with a unique issue. It seems that the current system of governance
is in shambles. One government has been overthrown but not completely and the new
government, while being supported by all institutions, does not has the full support of the
people of Pakistan. Majority of the masses still believe Imran Khan to be their rightful Prime
Minister.
Apparently, the majority of Pakistanis have rejected the new government of the PML-N, JUI-F,
and PPP coalition based on their corruption and due to the harm, these parties have caused to
Pakistan in their respective tenures. The ousted Prime Minister Mr. Imran Khan has built the
narrative that his government was overthrown to appease the United States of America. He has
successfully proven to the general public that it was due to the direct interference of America
that his government was overthrown. Imran Khan before being voted out of office had declared
that the Pakistani embassy staff based in the US was told by Mr. Donald Lu Assistant Secretary
of State for South and Central Asian Affairs that Pakistan should ensure that Imran Khan is
voted out of the office and that if Imran Khan's government remained in power than Pakistan
would face serious consequences.
On the other hand, if the vote of no confidence against Imran Khan becomes successful then
'All will be forgiven. It is important to note here that the vote of no confidence did not tabled
until a day after this threat was given to the Pakistan's Embassy staff in USA. Pakistanis are
furious with the institutions that came under the pressure of United States of America which
has long history of bullying Pakistan. And Pakistan has remained under USA as European
Countries are under complete control of USA The current government as the people of
Pakistan believes this is all a part of an American conspiracy to enslave the people of Pakistan.
Since he was removed from office, Imran Khan has witnessed a massive surge in popularity and
his protest gatherings, in all the major cities of Pakistan, are witness to that.
In the very first week, he has given a call to the entire country to record their protests
peacefully at specific locations in their respective cities and according to many authentic
reports, and also accepted by CCN the USA television network nearly 80 million people
responded throughout the country to Imran Khan's call. This decision of the courts and the
establishment has created a huge rift between the civilians and the institutions. This reflects
the feelings of the general public and Pakistanis are angry right now. This is a very different
situation that Pakistan is facing. The institutions need to realize that this movement of the
people of Pakistan cannot be squashed by force and it needs to be taken seriously as it is
turning ugly now.
In this crucial situation, the establishment needs to decide the next course of action for
Pakistan. They need to evaluate Pakistan's strength and they need to evaluate our need for the
US. The result of these evaluations will decide our future. If Pakistan is strong enough to
withstand American pressure, which we feel it is, and if our need for American support is low
then we should stand and amend our mistake.
While evaluating the above, our establishment should also remember that America has already
realized that India cannot deliver hence the US needs Pakistan. Based on this fact of realization

it is safe to conclude that Pakistan has the upper hand in this and if we were to take a stand for
our national stability then the US won't be able to do resist our stance as it has proved now and
then. General Zialul Haq case of Afghanistan when USSR attacked is one of the examples to be
quoted as he resisted for two years and got what he wanted to. Also, American support
towards Pakistan would increase not diminish. And if we go on accepting American pressure its
DO MORE mantra will continue. This time it will be too hard and cross the past limits.

Summarized News & Articles
Shehbaz Sharif elected Pakistan’s 23rd Prime Minister
Sharif elected prime minister by parliament following the removal of Imran Khan in a noconfidence vote.
Mian Muhammad Shehbaz Sharif was the unanimous candidate of the parliamentary parties
including PPP, PML-N, BAP, MQM-Pakistan, BNP-Mengal, ANP, MMAP and independent
candidates in the 341-seat House (excluding a seat that fell vacant due to demise of MNA
Khayal Zaman Orakzai) that had secured 174 votes in the no-confidence motion to knock out
the PTI government.
Earlier, taking the floor, Shah Mahmood Qureshi announced to boycott the election to the
leader of the house. He said the decision to this effect was taken in a party meeting chaired by
Chairman Imran Khan. On behalf of the PTI members, he also announced resignations from the
National Assembly.
No prime minister has ever completed a five-year term in office during the country's nearly 75year history.
The parliamentary vote was held under tight security, with nearly all roads leading to the
National Assembly sealed.
The Prime Minister New Policy measures
Minimum wage to be increased to Rs25,000 from April 1
10pc increase in pensions from April 1
Wheat flour to be made available at a reduced price under a Ramazan package
Shehbaz commits to making Pakistan a "paradise for investments”
High electricity prices will be addressed
Measures to be taken for the progress of smaller provinces, where the youth will be given
technical education and laptops
Ties to be strengthened with China, Saudi Arabia, the UAE, UK and Iran
Good ties with India conditional on the "just" resolution of Kashmir dispute
Voice will be raised for Kashmiris, Palestinians and Afghanistan
Shehbaz expressed the resolve to improve the economy through hard work and national unity.
The newly elected prime minister announced that he would be making arrangements for an incamera briefing of the Parliamentary Committee on National Security to discuss and determine
the authenticity of a cable that the PTI claimed contained evidence of a foreign conspiracy to
topple its government.
Benazir card to be reintroduced

PPP’s Raja Pervaiz Ashraf Elected as 22nd New Speaker Of Pakistan's National Assembly
The NA speaker's office fell vacant on April 9 when PTI's Asad Qaiser resigned, stating that he
can not hold voting on the no-confidence against the then-prime minister Imran Khan, which he
said, was a part of a “foreign conspiracy” against the PTI government.

3 Chinese nationals among 4 killed in Karachi University suicide attack
Tuesday April 26, 2022
KARACHI: At least four people were killed, including three Chinese nationals, and four sustained
injuries in a suicide attack on a van inside the University of Karachi near Confucius Institute. CTD
confirmed that it was a suicide attack and a burqa-clad woman, who could be seen in the CCTV
footage of the incident, was responsible. The CTD, in a report, said that about three to four
kilogrammes of explosives were used in the blast, adding that the explosives were made up of
steel ball-bearings. The blast took place at 1:52pm and after being informed, police and rescue
officials rushed to the scene and shifted the injured to the nearby hospital. Sources said that
the foreign teachers, onboard a van, were heading towards the department when the explosion
occurred. Rangers personnel riding on two motorbikes were escorting the van. Police sources
said that four Rangers personnel were injured in the explosion, adding that that the personnel
were deployed for the security of the van. Those killed in the explosion were identified as
Confucius Institute's Director Huang Guiping, Ding Mupeng, Chen Sai and the van's driver
Khalid. PM Shahbaz assures Sindh CM of full cooperation He expressed deep sorrow over the
loss of precious lives in the blast and received details about the incident. The prime minister
assured the chief minister of complete cooperation to eradicate terrorism in the country. He
vowed to eliminate the menace of terrorism from the country through joint efforts and unity
Banned Majeed Brigade of Baloch Liberation Army accepts responsibility of today's suicide
attack on Chinese in Karachi University. The mission was carried out by first female fidayee
Shari Baloch alias Bramsh of the Brigade, claims Jeeyand Baloch, spokesperson for BLA.
(Courtesy: The News International)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------79th Formation Commanders' Conference at GHQ General Qamar Javed Bajwa, Chief of Army
Staff (COAS) presided the conference.Rawalpindi - April 12, 2022 | No PR-35/2022-ISPR
79th Formation Commanders' Conference was held at GHQ. General Qamar Javed Bajwa, Chief
of Army Staff (COAS) presided the conference. The conference was attended by Corps
Commanders, Principal Staff Officers and all Formation Commanders of Pakistan Army.
Participants were briefed on professional matters, national security challenges and measures
being undertaken to counter traditional and non-traditional threats. COAS expressed
satisfaction over operational preparedness of formations and response mechanism to deal with
emerging challenges. Forum paid rich tribute to the supreme sacrifices of officers and men to
ensure security of borders and safety of masses.
The forum took note of the recent propaganda campaign by some quarters to malign Pakistan
Army and create division between the institution and society. National Security of Pakistan is
sacrosanct. Pakistan Army has always stood by the state institutions to guard it and always will,
without any compromise. The forum expressed complete confidence in leadership's well
considered stance to uphold the constitution and rule of law, at all cost. Pakistan Army is aware

of its responsibilities and shall continue to defend territorial integrity and sovereignty of
Pakistan against all internal and external threats under all circumstances, COAS concluded.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Pakistan conducted successful flight test of Shaheen-III surface to surface ballistic missile
(9 April 2022) Pakistan has conducted successful flight test of Shaheen-III surface to surface
ballistic missile. The test flight was aimed at revalidating various design and technical
parameters of the weapon system. (ISPR) "The test flight was aimed at re-validating various
design and technical parameters of the weapon system," the Inter-Services Public Relations
(ISPR) stated through its official Twitter account. The launch was witnessed by Lieutenant
General Nadeem Zaki Manj, Director General Strategic Plans Division, Dr Raza Samar Chairman
NESCOM, Lieutenant General Muhammad Ali Commander Army Strategic Force Command,
senior officers from Strategic Plans Division, scientists and engineers of Strategic Organizations.
Director General Strategic Plans Division, congratulated the scientists and engineers on
achieving dynamic design and development capabilities and expressed his full confidence in
Pakistan's Nuclear Deterrence Capability.President, Prime Minister of Pakistan, Chairman Joint
Chief of Staff Committee and Services Chiefs congratulated the scientists and engineers on this
achievement. Prime Minister Office: Congratulations to Pakistan Army for the successful launch
of Shaheen-III. We are proud to have a professional & globally competent armed forces
defending the country. Salute to all the brave scientists & soldiers bending this great success.
United we stand as one Pakistan.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Six sentenced to death for lynching Sri Lankan national
(18 Apr 2022) A court in Pakistan has sentenced six people to death after convicting them for
their roles in last year's vigilante killing of a Sri Lankan factory manager accused by workers of
committing blasphemy. The six men sentenced to death were convicted of murder of Priyantha
Kumara Diyawadana in a case that outraged many Pakistanis. The Anti-Terrorism Court in
Lahore, set up inside a high-security prison, also gave life sentences to nine people, five years'
jail to one, and two-year sentences to 72, according to a statement from the public prosecutor.
Eight of those sentenced were juveniles. Diyawadana was killed in December by workers at a
sports equipment factory in Pakistan's eastern Sialkot district where he was a manager. Few
issues are as galvanising in Pakistan as blasphemy, and even the slightest suggestion of an insult
to Islam can supercharge protests and incite lynchings. “The prosecution team worked very
hard to present its case to the court and to reach this judgement,” Abdul Rauf Wattoo, the lead
public prosecutor, told AFP news agency. “We are satisfied with the outcome.” The special antiterror court was established to speed up justice in high profile cases that can otherwise spend
years being processed.(SOURCE: AL JAZEERA AND NEWS AGENCIES)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Mother of orphans, unwanted children, Bilquis Edhi dies
Friday, April 15, 2022
KARACHI: Bilquis Bano Edhi, who was known as the mother of thousands of orphans and
unwanted children, passed away on Friday. She was 74. Edhi Foundation spokesperson
Muhammad Bilal said she had been suffering from heart and lung issues. She had been
admitted to a private hospital a few days ago, where she died of congestive heart failure.
Bilquis was the wife of renowned philanthropist Abdul Sattar Edhi. They got married in April

1966. After her husband's death in 2016, she co-chaired the Edhi Foundation with her son
Faisal. Born in Karachi in 1947, she was a nurse by profession. She was awarded the 1986
Ramon Magsaysay Award for her outstanding services for the well-being of unwanted children.
She was also a recipient of the Lenin Peace Prize. Brief profile: Born in Indian Gujrat on August
14, 1947, Bilquis was a professional nurse and headed the Bilquis Edhi Foundation. She married
Abdul Sattar Edhi in April 1966. She spent more than six decades of her life serving humanity in
need. Her charity has saved over 42,000 unwanted babies so far by placing "jhoolas" [cradles]
at the Edhi Homes and centres across the country. She leaves behind four children, Faisal,
Kubra, Zeenat and Almas from her marriage with Abdul Sattar Edhi. In recognition of her
services to humanity, she was awarded the Hilal-e-Imtiaz by Pakistan, the Lenin Peace Prize by
Russia, as well as the Mother Teresa Memorial International Award for Social Justice in 2015.
Bilquis Bano Edhi buried: Bilquis Bano Edhi buried in the port city's Mewa Shah graveyard
Karachi on Saturday, 16 April, after Zuhr prayers. Her funeral prayers were offered at the New
Memon Masjid Kharadar shortly before her burial. Chief Minister Sindh Murad Ali Shah, Amir
Jamaat-e-Islami Karachi Haiz Naeemur Rehman, and other political leaders were present at the
funeral of the philanthropist.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------86 attacks on press recorded in 2021-22
Dawn Report Published May 1, 2022
KARACHI: At least 86 cases of attacks and violations against media and its practitioners,
including journalists, took place in Pakistan over the course of one year between May 2021 and
April 2022. While the overall number of documented violations in the preceding year have gone
down several notches, there is a continuing trend of targeting journalists working for digital
media, according to the research and analysis report by Freedom Network, an award-winning
Pakistan-based media rights watchdog that tracks violations against journalists and attacks on
freedom of expression on an ongoing basis. The report, released to mark the World Press
Freedom Day observed globally on May 3, reveals that the state actors continue to be the
largest threat source for journalists in Pakistan in a period marked by a dramatic escalation of
coercion by the former Imran Khan government resulting in violence, legal cases, abductions,
detentions and threats. “As the digital media landscape is the new horizon over Pakistan, the
government is more than anxious to crack down on online freedom and digital journalists are
systematic target of harassment, abuses and legal threats. We must protect our borderless
Internet freedom,” Iqbal Khattak, the executive director of Freedom Network, said. The data
shows that no place in the four provinces, Islamabad or even Gilgit-Baltistan and Azad Jammu
and Kashmir is safe attacks against journalists are taking place everywhere.

News In Brief International
Kabul School Blasts Kill Six as Afghanistan Violence Continues
By Saeed Shah and Ehsanullah Amiri (Apr. 19, 2022) A deadly bombing hit a high school in
Kabul, an attack that analysts said was likely carried out by Islamic State, showing the militant
group's continued threat despite months of operations against it by the Taliban authorities.

Explosions at the gate of the school in a Shiite neighborhood killed at least six and wounded
more than 11 others, according to the Ministry of Interior. A list of wounded compiled by the
school had 34 names, many aged between 16 and 18. Shiites in Afghanistan aren't only a
religious minority. They also include an ethnic minority, the Hazaras, a prime target for Islamic
State, which regards them as infidels. Some are questioning whether the Taliban are committed
to ensuring their safety.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Twin blasts kill at least nine in northern Afghanistan
(28 Apr 2022 ) The victims of the attack were travelling home to break their dawn-to-dusk
Ramadan fast. The blasts on Thursday targeted two separate vehicles in Mazar-i-Sharif, the
capital of Balkh province. The victims of the attack were travelling home to break their dawnto-dusk Ramadan fast, said Mohammad Asif Waziri, a spokesman for a Taliban-appointed police
chief. The ISIL (ISIS) group later claimed responsibility for the attack in a post on its Telegram
account. Taliban officials insist their forces have defeated ISIL, but analysts say the armed group
is a key security challenge. SOURCE: (The Wall Street Journal/ NEWS AGENCIES)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Israeli forces raid Al-Aqsa Mosque, over 150 Palestinians injured
(15 Apr 2022) Israeli police have raided the Al-Aqsa Mosque compound in occupied East
Jerusalem, with medics reporting at least 158 Palestinians injured in the ensuing violence as
hundreds were detained. The Islamic endowment that runs the site said Israeli police entered in
force before dawn on Friday, as thousands of worshippers were gathered at the mosque for
early morning prayers. Videos circulating online showed Palestinians throwing rocks and police
firing tear gas and stun grenades. Others showed worshippers barricading themselves inside
the mosque amid what appeared to be clouds of tear gas. The Palestinian Red Crescent
emergency service said it evacuated the majority of the wounded to hospitals. The endowment
said one of the guards at the site was shot in the eye with a rubber bullet. The Palestinian Red
Crescent added that Israeli forces had hindered the arrival of ambulances and paramedics to
the mosque, as Palestinian media said dozens of injured worshippers remained trapped inside
the compound. Israeli police said they arrested at least 300 Palestinians during the latest
escalation. However, Palestinian sources put the number at 400.(Source: Al Jazeera)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------China's Iraq investments and its growing foothold in the Middle East As Washington
withdraws from the region, Beijing expands its influence.
Despite ongoing regional and global turmoil, China hasn't ceased its investments in the Middle
East. A recent report from Fudan University in Shanghai revealed that Beijing secured a new
construction deal in Iraq for around $10.5 billion in 2021 a sum constituting almost one-sixth of
China's Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) investments that year. Iraq has emerged as China's
number one trading partner in the region and third-largest oil supplier, right after Saudi Arabia
and Russia. Its energy reserves and strategic location near the Persian Gulf and Strait of
Hormuz prove critical for the BRI. As Washington withdraws from the region, Beijing is poised
to expand its influence; rising economic relations with Baghdad will likely translate to political
influence over time. The US, Iran, and Türkiye, all actively and deeply connected to Iraq, are
closely watching China's moves. Geopolitical threat China's growing presence in the Middle East
under the BRI appears to stymie US regional strategy. While the US has been trying to

disengage from the Middle East for over a decade, Washington is also concerned about the
threat to its still-strong political, economic and military presence in the region. China's possible
role in the reconstruction of Iraq and growing China-Iran relations are accelerating Beijing's
presence in Iraq at the expense of the US. China-Iraq energy cooperation has been the
cornerstone of their bilateral relationship since 1981, when the China Petroleum Engineering
and Construction Corporation started operations in the country. However, the raising of
relations to a 'strategic partnership' in 2015 was an alarming turning point for the US. Iraq
requires a massive $88 billion for its post-Daesh reconstruction needs an ample opportunity for
Beijing to increase its visibility through investment and construction. While bilateral trade
topped $30 billion in 2018, relations were enhanced under former Iraqi Prime Minister Adel
Abdul Mahdi, who described the ties as poised for a 'quantum leap' during Beijing's 2019 visit.
In the first half of 2021, trade volume between the two countries exceeded $16 billion.
Contrary to the US' hard power initiatives, China uses soft power strategies in Iraq, particularly
economic investments and non-intervention politics. Beijing has recently been benefitting from
post-conflict opportunities with mediation efforts and commercial commitment as opposed to
military involvement and discourse elsewhere. It has also already used its UN veto right many
times, acting with Russia and against the Western bloc on the Syrian conflict. It is more active in
major regional files like Afghanistan and will likely limit US political and military power in Iraq in
the foreseeable future.Source: TRT World
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Iran warns Israel on National Army Day
By Maziar Motamedi | 18 Apr 2022
Tehran, Iran President Ebrahim Raisi has warned Israel against making even “the smallest
movement” against Iran. The remark came on as the Iranian military displayed homegrown
weapons and defence systems marking National Army Day. A large televised parade was
organised on the occasion in the capital, Tehran, which was attended by Raisi and Iranian
military officials. Our message to the Zionist regime is that if you are after normalizing relations
with some countries in the region, you must know that not even your smallest movements are
hidden from our intelligence, security and armed forces,” Raisi said in reference to Israel. “And
you must know that if you make the smallest movement against the Iranian nation, the
destination of our armed forces will be the centre of the Zionist regime,” Raisi added. Iran fired
missiles last month at a site in Erbil, the capital of northern Iraq's autonomous Kurdish region.
Tehran claimed that the site was being used by Israel, despite denials from the governor of
Erbil. In a message to the United States, Raisi referred to an acknowledgement by US State
Department spokesman Ned Price that former President Donald Trump's so-called “maximum
pressure” campaign of harsh sanctions against Iran had failed to achieve its goal of subduing
the country. “This is the faith of those who wish to be hostile to the holy establishment of the
Islamic Republic,” Raisi said. Raisi's comments come as indirect negotiations with the US to lift
sanctions and restore the country's 2015 nuclear deal have stalled for weeks. “We have no
agreement in hand to comment on,” said Iran's foreign ministry spokesman, Saeed
Khatibzadeh,. After Raisi's speech, a series of missiles, launch systems, drones, tanks and other
military vehicles were displayed. They included the surface-to-surface Fath-360 missile, the
medium-range Majid missile defence system, and the Dezful, the Iranian version of the Russian
Tor missile launch system. More than a dozen types of unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) were

also displayed. Moreover, the Iranian army flew its fighter jets and helicopters over the
procession. Two Iranian-made fighters, the HESA Saeqeh and the HESA Kowsar, could be seen
flying. State television also showed a group of Iranian vessels, including warships and
submarines, passing through the waters of the Gulf in the south of the country. SOURCE: AL
JAZEERA
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Biden warns Modi not to buy Russian oil
By Reuters | 12 April 2022
Starting an hour-long video call U.S. officials described as “warm” and “candid,” Biden and Modi
both publicly expressed growing alarm at the destruction inside Ukraine, especially in Bucha,
where many civilians have been killed. Biden stopped short of making a “concrete ask” of Modi
on Monday, an official said, noting India has concerns about deepening ties between Russia and
China. But he told Modi India's position in the world would not be enhanced by relying on
Russian energy sources, U.S. officials said. “The president conveyed very clearly that it is not in
their interest to increase that,” said White House spokesperson Jen Psaki. India's External
Affairs Minister Subrahmanyam Jaishankar, at a news conference later on Monday, pushed
back against a question on India's energy purchases from Russia, saying the focus should be on
Europe, not India. “Probably our total purchases for the month would be less than what Europe
does in an afternoon.”The South Asian nation has tried to balance its ties with Russia and the
West but unlike other members of the Quad countries the United States, Japan and Australia it
has not imposed sanctions on Russia. Biden recently said that only India among the Quad group
of countries was “somewhat shaky” in acting against Russia.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Religious freedom in India 'significantly worsened': US panel
(25 Apr 2022) In its annual report released on Monday 15 April, the US Commission on
International Religious Freedom (USCIRF) urged the State Department for the third straight year
to place India on the US list of “countries of particular concern”. The independent bipartisan
panel accused India of “engaging in and tolerating systematic, ongoing, and egregious violations
of religious freedom”. The USCIRF puts forward recommendations and documents alleged
abuses, but the State Department ultimately makes the decision on the religious freedom
blacklist. “During the year, the Indian government escalated its promotion and enforcement of
policiesincluding those promoting a Hindu-nationalist agendathat negatively affect Muslims,
Christians, Sikhs, Dalits, and other religious minorities,” the report (PDF) said. “The government
continued to systemize its ideological vision of a Hindu state at both the national and state
levels through the use of both existing and new laws and structural changes hostile to the
country's religious minorities.” India has previously rejected the commission's recommendation
to blacklist the country over alleged violations of religious freedom, calling its findings “biased”.
Report comes as US officials say they are seeking “maximum alignment” with India over Russia
policy and the war in Ukraine. Washington has also been strengthening ties with New Delhi
amid growing competition with China.SOURCE: AL JAZEERA AND NEWS AGENCIES
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------India releases 2020 death data ahead of WHO Covid mortality study it objects
Reuters Published May 4, 2022

India registered about 475,000 more total deaths in 2020 than the previous year, government
data released months ahead of schedule on Tuesday showed, as the World Health Organisation
(WHO) readies its estimates of excess Covid-19 deaths whose methodology New Delhi has
opposed. Some experts estimate India's actual Covid death toll is as high as 4 million, about
eight times the official figure, especially as a record wave driven by the Delta variant killed
many people in April and May of last year. Vinod Kumar Paul, a top health official who has
overseen India's fight against the pandemic, said there was nothing "dramatic" in the total
death data for 2020 and that those were "absolute, correct and counted numbers". He said the
data showing 8.1 million total deaths in India in 2020 was released by the Office of the Registrar
General two to three months in advance because of the attention on the country's Covid toll.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------The U.S. COVID Death Toll Is Nearing 1 Million: These Documentaries Offer Context
MAY 5, 2022| by Patrice Taddonio
The COVID death toll in the U.S. is nearing 1 million people, according to Johns Hopkins
University's COVID tracker. The grim and once-unthinkable milestone comes more than two
years after the coronavirus pandemic was declared in March 2020. It's a toll reflecting a U.S.
COVID death rate that a February 2022 New York Times analysis found to be “far higher” than
that of other wealthy countries. Officially, there have been more than 6 million COVID deaths
recorded worldwide since the coronavirus first emerged. But the World Health Organization
said May 5, 2022, that there had been an estimated 14.9 million excess deaths “associated
directly or indirectly” with the pandemic in 2020 and 2021. “These sobering data not only point
to the impact of the pandemic but also to the need for all countries to invest in more resilient
health systems that can sustain essential health services during crises, including stronger health
information systems,” WHO Director-General Dr. Tedros Adhanom Ghebreyesus said in an
announcement. FRONTLINE has been chronicling developments in the coronavirus pandemic
since the beginning. The following films from FRONTLINE's collection of streaming
documentaries provide context on how we reached this point, how COVID spread across the
country and the world, and how the pandemic has impacted communities in America and
around the globe that were already vulnerable.(Source: Frontline Org.)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Read before attacking Holy Quran: Erdogan
Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan condemned burning of Holy Quran in Sweden.
By Anadolu
Speaking at the final program of Turkish broadcaster TRT's Quran Recitation Competition in
Istanbul, Recep Tayyip Erdogan said that “some European countries are trying to gain political
profits by being hostile to Islam and Muslims.”
There are also people who are being hostile to the Quran by burning it, said Erdogan, adding
“the vandalism displayed by these hostile people is a sign of their ignorance.”
“It is impossible for anyone who reads the Quran once to harbor enmity towards this blessed
book,” he said.
“Of course, we will not tolerate any hostility against the holy book, but we will never forget that
the main thing is to read, understand and live by the Quran.”
On April 14, Rasmus Paludan, the leader of the far-right Stram Kurs (Hard Line) group, burned a
copy of the Muslim holy book in Sweden's southern city of Linkoping. He also threatened to

burn copies of the Quran during further rallies. “In the holy month of Ramadan, we once again
condemn in the strongest possible terms the attacks and provocations against Islam, Muslims,
the Quran and places of worship in different parts of the world,” the Turkish Foreign Ministry
said in a statement. Ankara calls on all countries and international organizations to take the
necessary measures against Islamophobia and racism, it added.
Russia to deploy Sarmat missiles by autumn in historic nuclear upgrade
(Compiled by Interaction )
Russia said it planned to deploy its newly tested Sarmat intercontinental ballistic missiles
(ICBMs), capable of carrying several hypersonic weapons, by autumn. Colonel General Sergei
Karakayev, the commander of the Russian military's Strategic Missile Forces, said in televised
remarks on Sunday that the new Sarmat ICBM is designed to carry several Avangard hypersonic
glide vehicles. Russia's Defense Ministry said the Sarmat was test-fired for the first time, on
Wednesday, from the Plesetsk launch facility in northern Russia and its practice warheads have
successfully reached mock targets on the Kura firing range on the far eastern Kamchatka
Peninsula. The Sarmat is capable of carrying 10 or more nuclear warheads and decoys. The
launch of this "super-weapon" was a historic event that would guarantee the security of
Russia's children and grandchildren for the next 30-40 years, said Dmitry Rogozin, head of the
Roscosmos space agency. Russian President Vladimir Putin hailed the Sarmat launch as a major
achievement, claiming that the new missile has no foreign equivalent and is capable of
penetrating any prospective missile defense. "This really unique weapon will strengthen the
combat potential of our armed forces, reliably ensure Russia's security from external threats
and make those, who in the heat of frantic aggressive rhetoric try to threaten our country, think
twice," Putin said. 'Super-weapon' Sarmat The Sarmat is a heavy missile that has been under
development for several years to replace the Soviet-made Voyevoda, which forms the core of
Russia's nuclear deterrent. The military has said that the Avangard is capable of flying 27 times
faster than the speed of sound and making sharp maneuvers on its way to the target to dodge
the enemy's missile shield. In anticipation of the deployment of the Sarmat, the new hypersonic
vehicle has been fitted to the existing Soviet-built ICBMs, and the first unit armed with the
Avangard entered duty in December 2019. The director and the designer-in-chief of the
Makeyev missile-maker that developed the Sarmat, Vladimir Degtyar, said in televised remarks
that its range allows it to fly along any trajectory across north or south poles to hit any target
around the world.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Russian flagship Moskva missile carrier sinks
(Thursday, 14 Apr 2022)
Russia's Black Sea flagship Moskva missile carrier has sunk after an explosion and fire that
Ukraine claimed was a successful missile strike. The Moskva missile cruiser had been leading
Russia's naval effort in the seven-week conflict. Russia's defence ministry said the blast on the
vessel was the result of exploding ammunition and added that the resulting damage had caused
it to “lose its balance” as it was being towed to port on Thursday.“Given the choppy seas, the
vessel sank,” the Russian state news agency TASS quoted the ministry as saying. On the
Ukrainian side, Odesa military spokesman Sergey Bratchuk said the ship had been hit by
domestic Neptune cruise missiles. Russia earlier said the flames on the ship, which would

typically have 500 sailors on board, forced the entire crew to evacuate. It later said the blaze
had been contained. The Moskva could carry 16 long-range cruise missiles, and its removal
reduces Russia's firepower in the Black Sea. It is also a blow to Moscow's prestige in a war
already widely seen as a historic blunder. In his nightly video address to the nation, President
Volodymyr Zelenskyy alluded to the sinking as he told Ukrainians they should be proud of
having survived 50 days under attack when the Russians “gave us a maximum of five”. The
news of the flagship overshadowed Russian claims of advances in the southern port city of
Mariupol where Moscow's forces have been battling the Ukrainians since the early days of the
invasion in some of the heaviest fighting of the war at a horrific cost to civilians.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Number of civilian casualties during the war in Ukraine 2022 (OHCHR) 5,801,159 Refugees
fleeing Ukraine (since 24 February 2022) Published by Statista Research Department, May 6,
2022
The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) verified a total
of 3,280 civilian deaths during Russia's military attack on Ukraine as of May 4, 2022. Of them,
231 were children. Furthermore, 3,451 people were reported to have been injured. However,
OHCHR specified that the real numbers could be higher. (source: Statista )
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Serbia shows off China missiles amid build-up concerns in Balkans
(30 Apr 2022) Serbia has unveiled its new Chinese-made surface-to-air missiles, a display of
military clout at a time when Belgrade is performing a delicate balancing act over Russia's
invasion of Ukraine.
The purchase of the Chinese missile system, which was displayed publicly on Saturday 30 April,
has raised concerns in the West and among some of Serbia's neighbours that an arms build-up
in the Balkans could threaten the fragile peace in the region. Members of the public and the
media were invited to the display at the Batajnica military airfield near Belgrade, where Chinese
and French missiles were lined up beside helicopters, Chinese-armed drones and Russian
fighter jets. “I'm proud of the Serbian army, I'm proud of a great progress,” said Serbian
President Aleksandar Vucic, who attended the display flanked by military commanders who
watched an aerobatics show featuring overhauled MiG-29 jets donated by Russia in 2017. The
sophisticated Chinese HQ-22 surface-to-air system, whose export version is known as FK-3, was
delivered last month by a dozen Chinese Air Force transport planes in what was believed to be
the largest-ever airlift delivery of Chinese arms to Europe.(SOURCE: NEWS AGENCIES)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Wheat prices in Africa soar 60% due to Ukraine conflict
Global prices of sunflower oil and crude oil have also been rising in the wake of Russia-Ukraine
conflict that erupted on February 24. The Russia-Ukraine conflict has disrupted wheat exports,
driving wheat prices up by 60 percent in Africa, and the continent will lose up to $11 billion
worth of food due to the conflict. The conflict has created global problems but particularly for
Africa, which imports a huge percentage of its food from Russia and Ukraine, the president of
the African Development Bank (AfDB) said. “Already, the price of wheat has gone up about
60%. Maize and other grains will also be affected. There may be a fertiliser crisis, as there
would be about a 2 million metric ton deficit," said Akinwumi Adesina. "And that will affect
food production by about 20%,” Adesina added, speaking in the Nigerian capital Abuja while

meeting the county's President Muhammadu Buhari. Warning that Africa will lose up to $11
billion worth of food due to the conflict, he said the AfDB has developed a $1.5 billion Africa
Emergency Food Plan, which is pending approval by the bank's top management.(Source: AA)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Somalia and millions face food insecurity
APRIL 13, 2022 | BY LEE JAY
The United Nations is warning that Somalia faces famine concerning the ongoing drought. Thus
six million people face food insecurity in this country of these six million, four million are
blighted by the drought in certain regions of Somalia. Therefore, international and regional
support is needed to help Somalia. Various U.N. agencies are appealing for donors to come
forward and support Somalia. However, with G-7 nations being overtly focused on Ukraine and
the entire Sahel region and other parts of the world needing support (Northern Mozambique to
Yemen) the current funding to help Somalia is inadequate. The UN fears that Somalia is in the
grip of famine. This concerns three extreme years of drought, with the knock-on effects being
crop failure, acute hunger, death of livestock, and other tragedies related to the crisis.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------WHO Chief Says Racism Leads to Greater Focus on Ukraine Than Ethiopia and Other Crises
(APR 14, 2022) The head of the World Health Organization says the world is failing to treat
humanitarian crises in countries like Ethiopia and Yemen with the same concern provided to
the people of Ukraine. Dr. Tedros Adhanom Ghebreyesus spoke during Wednesday's weekly
WHO press briefing in Geneva. Tedros Adhanom Ghebreyesus: “All attention to Ukraine is very
important, of course, because it impacts the whole world. But even a fraction of it is not being
given to Tigray, Yemen, Afghanistan, Syria and the rest. A fraction. And I need to be blunt and
honest that the world is not treating the human race same way.” Dr. Tedros, who is originally
from Ethiopia, said a three-week-old humanitarian ceasefire in the country's Tigray region has
failed to prevent widespread hunger and starvation. He said some 2,000 trucks were needed to
supply millions in the region with food and medicine, but that only about 20 trucks have so far
arrived.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------UN: Yemen's Houthi rebels agree to stop using child soldiers
(19 Apr 2022) The Houthis signed what the UN described on Monday as an “action plan” to end
and prevent recruiting or using children in armed conflict, killing or maiming children and
attacking schools and hospitals. UN spokesman Stephane Dujarric said the rebels committed to
identifying children in their ranks and releasing them within six months. One of the Houthis' top
diplomats, Abdul Eluh Hajar, signed the agreement. Representatives from the UN's children's
agency posed with Houthi officials for the media at a ceremony to mark the agreement in
Yemen's capital, Sanaa. The Houthis called it a plan to protect children. Yemen's internationally
recognised government, which is operating in exile, made similar commitments in several
documents signed since 2014, the UN said. Virginia Gamba, the UN's top official looking out for
children in war zones, called the Houthis' move “a positive and encouraging step”, but she
noted that “the most difficult part of the journey starts now”. “The action plan must be fully
implemented and lead to tangible actions for the improvement of the protection of children in
Yemen,” Gamba, who signed in New York as a witness to the Houthis' commitment, said in a
statement. The UN says nearly 3,500 children have been verified as recruited and deployed in

Yemen's civil war. More than 10,200 children have been killed or maimed in the war, the UN
says. It is unclear how many may have been combatants. War monitors estimate the conflict
has killed more than 14,500 civilians and 150,000 people when combatants are included. The
fighting also created one of the world's worst humanitarian crises. (SOURCE: AP)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------WFP: 20 million risk starvation as Horn of Africa drought worsens
(19 Apr 2022) Twenty million people are at risk of starvation this year as delayed rains worsen
an already brutal drought in Kenya, Somalia and Ethiopia, the United Nations has warned.
For months, extreme drought has left the Horn of Africa on the verge of a humanitarian
catastrophe, destroying crops and livestock and forcing huge numbers of people to leave their
homes in search of food and water.
As long-awaited rains fail to materialise nearly a month into the current rainy season, “the
number of hungry people due to drought could spiral from the currently estimated 14 million to
20 million through 2022”, the UN's World Food Programme (WFP) said.
Six million Somalis almost half of the population were facing extreme levels of food crisis and
there was “a very real risk of famine in the coming months” if current conditions prevailed, WFP
said.In Kenya, half a million people were on the brink of a hunger crisis, with communities in
the north of the country especially at risk due to their reliance on livestock. The number of
Kenyans in need of assistance has risen more than fourfold in less than two years, the agency
said.The agency warned that a lack of funding could trigger a catastrophe, calling for $473m
over the next six months. (SOURCE: AFP)
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------South Africa flood toll rises to 443; dozens still missing More than 40,000 people left
homeless by the raging floodwaters.(18 Apr 2022)
Sihle Zikalala, the province's premier, said that the dead included two emergency workers and
added that a further 63 people remain unaccounted for. The floodwaters are the strongest to
have struck KwaZulu-Natal in recent memory and were triggered by torrential rains that lashed
the province. The deluge engulfed the region, smashing into the port city of Durban and
surrounding areas, pulling with it buildings and people. Most of the casualties were in Durban,
and parts of the city have been without water for days. Scores of hospitals and more than 500
schools in the region have also been destroyed.(SOURCE: NEWS AGENCIES)

PAKISTAN
US ousts Imran Khan but his revolutionary narrative endures
By M K Bhadrakumar
Washington has reactivated old cronies in Islamabad to unseat PM Imran Khan, but the latter
has sown seeds of immense dissatisfaction with the old guard and their US backers within the
Pakistani public. And Khan's domestic and foreign allies will not sit by idly either.
Last Wednesday, during a meeting with Pakistan's Foreign Minister Shah Mahmood Qureshi in
the Tunxi city of eastern China's Anhui province, China's State Councilor and Foreign Minister
Wang Yi made the thoughtful remark that there was a need to “to guard against the negative

spillover effects of the Ukraine crisis” in the Asian region: “We can't allow the Cold War
mentality to return to the Asian region. It's impossible to allow a repeat of camp confrontation
in Asia. We mustn't allow turning medium and small states in the region into an instrument or
even a victim of the games of big powers. The Chinese side intends to move in the same
direction along with Pakistan and neighbouring countries, play a constructive role in ensuring
regional and global peace and make its contribution to Asia.” Curiously, as it turned out, that
was also Qureshi's last tour abroad as Pakistan's top diplomat. No sooner than he came back
home, his government fell, engulfed in a murky situation of precisely the kind that Wang Yi
warned against. Did Wang Yi have a premonition? We may never know but it is inconceivable
that he was unaware of the tensions in Pakistan's domestic politics fueled from outside, which
led to the regime change last weekend. From all accounts, the coup attempt in Pakistan
unfolded as per an Anglo-American script. Prime Minister Imran Khan claimed to have
documentary evidence to show that the senior-most official in the US state department dealing
with the region, Assistant Secretary of State for South and Central Asian Affairs Donald Lu, had
sent to him a threatening message via the Pakistani ambassador in Washington that his time
was up in Islamabad as prime minister. Imran Khan also alleged that the US embassy in
Islamabad had been fraternizing with local politicians who subsequently defected from his
coalition government. Washington has been vaguely dismissive about the allegations.
According to Khan, it was his official visit to Moscow in February, which coincided with the
launch of Russia's special operation in Ukraine, that provoked Washington the most apart from
his independent foreign policies and stubborn refusal to set up US military bases in Pakistan. On
Saturday, against the backdrop of the tumultuous political developments in Pakistan, the
powerful army chief General Qamar Javed Bajwa waded into an unusual topic Russia. He
openly criticized Russia for its special operation in Ukraine, calling it a “great tragedy” that had
killed thousands and made millions refugees and “half of Ukraine destroyed,” demanding that it
must be “stopped immediately.” He noted that Pakistan had enjoyed excellent defence and
economic relationships with Ukraine since its independence but relations with Russia were
“cold” for a long time because of numerous reasons, and that Pakistan had sent humanitarian
assistance to Ukraine via Pakistan Air Force planes and would continue to do so. Significantly,
Bajwa also stated that “we share a long and excellent strategic relationship with the US,” and
that Pakistan sought to broaden and expand relations with both China and the US “without
impacting our relations with either.” Without doubt, the powerful general spoke with an eye on
Washington, acutely conscious of the political transition in his country and taking care to place
himself on the 'right side of history.' Bajwa's message to Washington was three-fold: one, he
didn't share Imran Khan's enthusiasm for close ties with Russia; two, nor did he share Imran
Khan's 'anti-American' foreign policies; and, three, he wouldn't allow Pakistan's alliance with
China to overshadow his desire to deepen relations with the US. Make no mistake, Pakistani
generals are first and last seasoned politicians. That is why both China and Russia are acutely
conscious of the geopolitical significance of the regime change event in Islamabad. Wang Yi's
prescient remarks find their echo in a report by the influential Russian daily Kommersant on
Monday, based on expert opinion in Moscow: “The dynamics of the current crisis indicate that
Pakistan is at the threshold of a power change which may nullify many agreements with
Moscow, considering that the new regime in Pakistan which will form in the next few months
will be much more pro-American.” According to the Director of the analytical center at the

Moscow-based Russian Society of Political Scientists Andrey Serenko, “A special concern is
caused by the fact that… Bajwa openly supported Russia's adversaries. The drift of militarypolitical heavyweights in Pakistan towards the US may have much more negative consequences
for it Russia in the Central Asian region bordering Afghanistan. Belligerent and extremist
elements in the Taliban, which are traditionally controlled by Pakistan's special services, as well
as the terrorist groups of the Islamic State and Jamaat Ansarullah have not lost interest in
spreading jihad beyond Afghan borders.” Equally, a member of the faculty of the Russian
Foreign Ministry's Diplomatic Academy, Vadim Kozyulin, had this explicit warning to give:
“Washington putting pressure on the Pakistani government inevitably leads to the complication
of the security situation in the Central Asian region and the emergence of new risks for the
CSTO countries.” Succinctly put, Russian experts anticipate a reversal of Imran Khan's friendly
policies seeking Eurasian integration. China too will be apprehensive that one of the US's top
priorities is to undermine the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), of which Pakistan is a major hub.
Certainly, the US will not want Islamabad to be a facilitator for the expansion of Chinese
influence in Afghanistan. During a recent visit to Kabul, Wang Yi had proposed to the leadership
of the Taliban Interim government the extension of the China-Pakistani Economic Corridor
(CPEC), the flagship of the BRI, to Afghanistan. From Iran's perspective too, any surge in the US
presence in Pakistan would have serious security implications, especially if US bases were to
reopen. The negotiations in Vienna for the revival of the JCPOA are yet to come to fruition, and
in any case, even with the lifting of US sanctions, Washington's containment strategy against
Iran is expected to continue in some newer form. The agenda of the recent conclave of the top
Abraham Accords signatories, Egypt and the US [(hosted by Israel), was to build up a
coordinated approach to countering Iran's regional policies. Pakistan has a history of aligning
with the US' Persian Gulf allies in their rivalry with Iran. Imran Khan deviated from that path and
genuinely sought rapprochement with Tehran. To be sure, Washington will encourage the new
regime in Islamabad to revert to the default position. The broader US objective will be to roll
back the Chinese presence in the Persian Gulf region. Thus, for a variety of reasons, while in the
US strategic calculus, Pakistan always remained an important player, in the current context of
global realignment, this becomes a pivotal relationship. The Pakistani military has an
impeccable record of subserving American regional interests and, it does have a rare capability
and 'expertise' to do so which no Muslim country is willing to perform in the current
circumstances. The US may be able to count on the Pakistani generals to ensure that Imran
Khan does not ever again return to power. But the paradox is that his electrifying narrative
against corruption, for social justice and inclusion, Islamism and 'anti-Americanism' has struck
deep roots in Pakistani soil and will be difficult to vanquish. The main opposition parties stand
hopelessly discredited in the public perception, given their track record of corruption and
cronyism in office. So, the big question is: Who will garner Imran Khan's revolutionary rhetoric?
A prolonged period of political turmoil can be expected. Now, in such a scenario, the role of the
military becomes extremely crucial. The military leadership's future intentions remain unclear.
Traditionally, Pakistani military leaderships have been pro-US, and for its part, Washington
always regarded the General Headquarters (GHQ) in Rawalpindi as its number one interlocutor.
The military denies involvement in civilian politics but the generals have in the past never
hesitated to take advantage of political chaos to assume power. Of course, US backing for such

a dispensation is indispensable and that is where Bajwa's olive branch to Washington sets the
agenda for politicking.

Pakistan....... Adrift again………….
By Saeed A. Malik
It was towards the end of March 1971 that the military crackdown took place in Dhaka. This
was predicated on the belief among the army high command that this would “pacify” East
Pakistan. I was a platoon commander at the PMA then and could not understand this thinking. I
was certain that with the two wings of the country divided by a thousand miles of enemy
territory; this war would be lost the day it was initiated. A young officer could only holler his
objections against what was afoot. And this I did. And the other two things I did was to draw my
Bengali cadets as close as possible in order to give them what little confidence that I could, and
to immediately retrieve all my “assets” from East Pakistan. This was just my life insurance policy
with Eastern Insurance Company headquartered in Chittagong. I wrote to them, surrendered
two thirds of the premium paid to them, and got back a third which amounted to about Rs
900/-. The result of the crackdown was that within the year we lost half of our country. And at a
personal level, this led me to become a part of what came to be known as the Attock
Conspiracy. The younger ones among us wanted the generals [and Z. A. Bhutto] to be held
accountable for the disaster in East Pakistan. It was our view that all those holding the rank of
general who could not prove that they voiced their opposition against the misadventure
unleashed against East Pakistan; face a Court Martial for being remiss in their duty towards
their country and the service. The following is one paragraph of my statement to the Court.
"When the war became imminent, I took leave from the PMA and joined my unit, with thanks
to the CO who requisitioned my services. The next day the war started. But instead of glory, I
found only disillusionment. The truth was that we were a defeated army even before a shot
was fired. This was a very bitter truth. With each corpse that I saw, my revulsion increased for
the men who had signed the death warrants of so many very fine men. Yes, fine men, but poor
soldiers, who were never given the chance to fight back, because they were not trained to fight
back. When they should have been training for war, they were performing the role of labourers,
farmers or herdsmen, anything but the role of soldiers. This was not 'shahadat.' This was coldblooded murder. Who was responsible for this? I was responsible! But more than me someone
else was responsible. People who get paid more than me were responsible. What were some
of these men, these callous, inhuman degenerates, doing when their only job was to prepare
this army for war? Were these men not grabbing lands and building houses? Did it not appear
in foreign magazines that some of them were pimping for their bloated grandmaster? Yes,
generals, wearing that uniform (pointing at Maj Gen Zia ul Haq, the court's president) pimping
and whore-mongering!" A price had to be paid for saying this, and that was duly paid. Today, in
2022, what is happening in Pakistan is a catastrophe on the boil. And this is existential. Again,
this has to do with the thinking among the top brass. Again some words of truth need to be
spoken. Again they will be spoken. It is worth therefore deconstruction to the bare bones, what
the core issue agitating the “politics” of Pakistan is. Very simply put, theft of national assets,
which had gained steady respectability over the years, was formally legitimated by Musharraf's
NRO. Led by the high command yet again! After this NRO it became a “right” of the powerful to

pilfer from the national treasury first surreptitiously, and then as boldness grew, pilferage gave
way to highway robbery conducted by day, and the spoils shipped abroad by launches!
Improving “immunity”. Burning offices holding documentary proofs of theft. Staffing NAB by
officers who instead of prosecuting offenders, gave legal cover to their crimes. And throwing
the occasional crumb to the brothers of the high command who waited at their tables! What
has been happening in Pakistan over the last three years is, that the leadership elite, the
beneficiaries of unrestrained theft, have been striving to make the exercise of this right to be
made inviolable, and the immunity against this crime to be vouchsafed for all times to come.
On the other side of this divide stood a Prime Minister, greatly emasculated by blackmail on
every side, supported by it is now clear a huge majority of the people of Pakistan, included
among whom are a vast number of junior officers and rank and file of the military. They want
their money back and the dacoits jailed! They want leadership which has at least a minimal
commitment to Pakistan and Pakistanis…that Pakistan is not just a name for a treasury waiting
there to be looted by its elite----politicians, generals, judges, businessmen etc. How we got to
this point needs to be understood. A “ Return on Investment Democracy”, in which one needs
to first invest in one's election, then retrieve one's investment, and then make a profit, can only
prosper if it is basically founded on theft i.e on the principle of undermining of the rule of law,
and the destruction of all institutions dedicated to the upholding of law. After theft is
committed, the thief needs immunity and thus he subverts police and other law enforcement
agencies. Then the judges are to be suborn ed. Then the opposition must be made “friendly”
and is co-opted in the larger scheme of theft. And then finally, in partnership with this
opposition, they subvert the constitution which ensures both their immunity and longevity i.e.,
governance is to be swapped among them with the help of a pliable Election Commission, and
no outsider is to be allowed to come to power! In U.K where this parliamentary democracy
began, those standing for elections are funded by the party. And the party is largely funded by
its members. But because we are dedicated thieves, this cannot happen here. If it does happen,
the national treasury will be made off limits to thieves. And thus the main fun of playing politics
will be lost! In most countries it is the constitution which protects a citizen against a grasping
state / government. But in Pakistan the citizen has instead looked towards the Army to salvage
his lot. And the Army has obliged him again and again, except that it has always cited
corruption as a justification for its forays into governance, but it is only its own lot it has tried to
salvage. NOT once has it made a single honest attempt to cleanse the elite reaches of
corruption. In the last couple of weeks the high command has gone further. It has quite
brazenly joined the dacoits and foisted them on us, to “govern” and ravage us…to deprive us of
our destiny and to rob the future of our children. And to think that it would be the army high
command that would be behind this sellout! I cannot find words or metaphors which may do
justice to the enormity of this crime by those sworn to defend us. What is happening on the
streets of Pakistan is a protest against this, the ultimate betrayal of the country and its people.
The high command's fingerprints can clearly be seen all over this betrayal, but fumbling badly; it
is trying to put a gloss on its role in this betrayal. Its narrative has few takers. This is a classic
case of reinforcing a failure If the high command has even an iota of love left for its motherland,
it must sit with the judiciary, and retrieve the lot of a country sold; to the extent it can be
retrieved. It must pray for forgiveness and use its considerable heft to take the country to
elections without loss of time---and to ensure that these elections will be fair beyond stain.

Each day of delay will drive polarization in the country. It will drive the army away from the
people. And make the wedge between the high command and the rank and file ever deeper.
The high command has to realize that it has lost respect and credibility to an extent that the
same are now almost irretrievable, unless they put in a herculean effort to do so.In parallel, it
must redefine the national security parameters, and place mega corruption as a prime national
security imperative. Theft by high ups must be brought up for discussion in the National
Security Council when such theft is at an embryonic stage before the shit can hit the fan. And if
the government takes no action, they must ask the Supreme Court for an in-camera hearing to
explain to them implications of such theft from a national security viewpoint. Theft cannot be
eliminated, but surely it can be contained, before the country is bankrupted ever again. This
country cannot survive, if it is dedicated to seeing theft thrive. The high command must redeem
itself without loss of time. In 1971 half the country was lost. The prime responsibility of that
must rest on our high command. In 2022 the groundwork for the loss of the other half has been
laid. This time once more and unerringly, the high command is the architect of what has
happened, and shall remain responsible for the outcome which lies in the future. From here it is
downhill all the way unless every effort is made to correct the situation. And as the situation
unfolds, a suggestion is bound to occur that if IK is bumped off, it would be best for all
concerned. The high command should be able to anticipate this and assess the consequences of
such an event coming to pass. I need not say anything more on this.

Militarization of the civilian mind in Pakistan
By Saleem Akhtar Malik
In the context of Pakistan, and especially for this article, militarization refers to the peculiar
mindset of Pakistan's who's who the civil bureaucracy, feudal lords, politicians, media persons,
and businessmen, in short, all those who matter in the society. In the wake of the “Letter Gate”,
the Army is again in the eye of the storm. It is the same old story. To wrest power, the civilians
are partners in hatching conspiracies with the generals. Once in power, they don't want to
share it with their former co-conspirators. And when booted out of power by the generals, they
try to project themselves as martyrs and champions of democracy. This is their dilemma.
Militarization here does not mean the universally acknowledged process by which a society
organizes itself for military conflict and violence. In the context of Pakistan, and especially for
this article, militarization refers to the peculiar mindset of Pakistan's who's who the civil
bureaucracy, feudal lords, politicians, media persons, and businessmen, in short, all those who
matter in the society. Let us see what is so unique about all these groups. They envy the armed
forces, particularly the army, use it to reach the corridors of power, try to ride the military
horse, and scream when the horse throws them to the ground.
I had written earlier
During the Cold War era, Pakistan was the only country in the so-called “Free World” where the
political government had the serving army chief (General Muhammad Ayub Khan) double as the
country's defense minister. Behind the Iron Curtain, Marshall Grechko of the Soviet Union held
this honor. The point here is, that the civil governments involved the army in politics and then
cursed it when it went out of their control. This pattern was refined during the decade spanning
the period between the end of the First Kashmir War and the imposition of martial law in 1958.

Pakistan's civilians I mean all those who rub shoulders at the high places, have a love-hate
relationship-an obsession, with the army. They hate the army's “condescending demeanor”
while envying its way of life. A majority of Pakistan's civil elite believe, or tend to believe that it
was Ayub Khan who had imposed Pakistan's first martial law in 1958. It was Iskander Mirza,
Pakistan's first civil president, who abrogated the constitution, declared martial law, and made
Ayub Khan PM and Chief Martial Law Administrator. Iskander Mirza had intended to
commission a team of foreign and Pakistani constitutional experts to frame a new constitution
based on the presidential form of government and continue ruling as the president. Mirza was a
civil bureaucrat who had left the Royal Indian Army after a brief service and joined the Indian
Political Service. After the partition, he was appointed defense secretary in Liaqat Ali Khan's
cabinet. After Quaid's death, Iskander Mirza prevailed upon Governor General Ghulam
Muhammad to grant him the local rank of Major General.
He liked to be addressed as General Iskander Mirza
We all know that Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto was introduced into politics by President Iskander Mirza
and was assigned different ministries during President Ayub Khan's military rule. Appointed
Foreign Minister in 1963, Bhutto was the proponent of Operation Gibraltar in Kashmir, leading
to the 1965 war with India. After the Tashkent Agreement ended hostilities, Bhutto fell out with
Ayub Khan and was sacked by the government. It is interesting to know how these aces of the
civil society tend to forge friendships with the Army top brass, socialize with them, manipulate
to use them as movers and shakers in their quest for power, and then loath them when the
generals de-seat them and assume power. One such case of the naked quest for power was
Bhutto's role before the 71 war. On leaving Ayub Khan's government, Bhutto started confiding
with his friends that, to come into power, it was imperative that the army should be destroyed,
even if it required a manipulated war with India. In November 1971, General Yahya sent Bhutto
as the head of a delegation to China. He was accompanied by Lieutenant General Gul Hassan
and Air Marshal Rahim Khan, CGS Pakistan Army, and Air Chief respectively. The purpose of this
visit was to appraise the military and political situation in erstwhile East Pakistan and ask for
Chinese help.
What happened next?
Contrary to the Bhutto instigated propaganda that the Chinese leadership expressed their
inability to help Pakistan at this critical juncture, this is what they told Bhutto, Gul Hassan, and
Rahim Khan: “The Chinese leadership expressed deep concern over the situation and agreed
that India was poised to attack East Pakistan in the name of Bengali freedom fighters, the Mukti
Bahini that had been raised and equipped by the Indian Army for fighting the civil war in East
Pakistan. While the Chinese assured of their complete political, diplomatic and material
support, they were apprehensive of any meaningful military support. This was because of the
approaching winters, which would make the Himalayan passes snow-bound and
insurmountable. The movement of Chinese troops along the Sikkim border, or raising any form
of military threat by China would be unrealistic and void of the desired effect. The Chinese
leadership, therefore, advised that we should stall an open conflict with India, if possible
altogether or at least until the opening of mountain passes, the following year.” After the
meeting with the Chinese leadership, while Bhutto went to sleep in his bedroom on the pretext
that he was having a headache, Gul Hassan, who was already in cahoots with Bhutto, told

Rahim Khan that: “The East-West break-up was a foregone conclusion. And with it the fall of
Yahya regime, discrediting the ability of armed forces leadership to rule the country anymore”.
Having painted a gloomy scenario Gul came up with his punch line. The situation could still be
salvaged he said, 'if we play our cards right. When East Pakistan falls 'we should somehow make
Yahya willingly step down in favor of a civilian set up that would protect the likes of us who
were only marginally involved in Yahya's martial law'…….. “When the Air Marshal asked Gul to
come to the point, he disclosed his plan, which in fact, was a downright conspiracy”. 'When East
Pakistan falls and there is a call to bring in a civilian set-up, they should suggest installing Bhutto
at the helm of affairs.” Saleem Akhtar Malik is a Pakistan Army veteran who writes on national
and international affairs, defense, military history, and military technology.

Interpreting president Putin's congratulations to Prime Minister Shahbaz Sharif
By Andrew Korybko
Russia is a Great Power with centuries of world-class diplomatic experience and therefore
knows how to pragmatically react to all situations, even those that evolve in directions that it
might not have expected nor preferred from the perspective of how it might have interpreted
such events considering what was known to it at the time and its own perspective on
everything. Russian President Vladimir Putin congratulated newly-elected Pakistani Prime
Minister Shehbaz Sharif on Tuesday. This came a week after Russian Foreign Ministry
spokeswoman Maria Zakharova said that the recent political process in that country which
ultimately led to him replacing former Prime Minister Imran Khan represented “another
attempt of shameless US interference in the internal affairs of an independent state for its own
selfish purposes.” Some observers were thus surprised that the Russian leader would
congratulate what his own Foreign Ministry implied was a US-backed political figure who just
replaced its prior Russian-friendly leader. This development, therefore, deserves to be clarified.
For starters, everyone should recognize that Russia practices an informal policy of what can be
described as “regime reinforcement” towards its partners. This refers to the political support
that it provides to those internationally recognized authorities who are under American
pressure for their independent foreign policies, especially when such pressure is imposed upon
them as punishment for their friendly ties with Russia former Prime Minister Khan claimed.
There's nothing unique about this approach per se since all countries actually practice it
towards their partners whenever they suspect that another country is trying to pressure them
to change their policies in a zero-sum way.
Understanding the matter better
Such was the way in which Russian authorities interpreted the recent sequence of political
events in Pakistan considering the international and domestic contexts that were considered
from afar to be interconnected due to the former Prime Minister's accusations. About those,
one school of thought is that everything might have actually just been a misunderstanding of
sorts whereby US Assistant Secretary of State for South and Central Asian Affairs Donald Lu who
was portrayed by the former premier as the villain in this plot innocently made some
observations about US interests in these contexts that were then misperceived by the thenincumbent due to his own innocent perspective. The other school of thought is of course that
the former Prime Minister accurately assessed these dynamics and thus correctly concluded

that they were interconnected, believing that Lu's supposedly innocent comments implied a
more nefarious intent considering the sensitive domestic and international context in which
they were shared. Whatever the reality may be, from the Russian perspective, the public
accusations by an incumbent leader whose government had overseen a geostrategically gamechanging rapprochement with them would naturally be taken for granted as the truth,
especially since the sequence of events conformed to Moscow's assessment of US intentions.
Nevertheless, Russia is also a Great Power with centuries of world-class diplomatic experience
and therefore knows how to pragmatically react to all situations, even those that evolve in
directions that it might not have expected nor preferred from the perspective of how it might
have interpreted such events considering what was known to it at the time and its own
perspective on everything. This explains why President Putin congratulated Prime Minister
Shehbaz despite the scandalous events surrounding his election and his own Foreign Ministry
spokeswoman's publicly expressed concerns that aligned with Russia's policy of “regime
reinforcement” (which to remind everyone, isn't exclusive to it). The reader should also be
made aware that President Putin expressed a similarly pragmatic position towards former
Brazilian President Michel Temer who also scandalously replaced his predecessor Dilma
Rousseff in a sequence of events that were also assessed as a US-orchestrated regime change.
Several days after President Temer entered office, he met with his Russian counterpart during
an informal BRICS Summit in Hangzhou ahead of that Chinese city hosting that year's G20.
President Putin addressed his Brazilian counterpart, thus tacitly extending credence to him in
spite of the scandalous events that brought him into office, which speaks to Russia's pragmatic
flexibility in the face of dramatic events.
The Wiki leaks conundrum
Several months later, President Putin was asked by a reporter about WikiLeaks' revelation in
2011 that President Temer used to be a US informant. The most relevant part of the Russian
leader's response to the present analysis was that he said, “I don't know who has been
recruited and where, and I don't care. You know, people at a certain level are guided by the
interests of their own country, state and people. I cannot imagine, even theoretically, that a
different approach is possible. I simply cannot even imagine it. We always work with
representatives of a government, and we try to build positive and trustful interstate relations.”
WikiLeaks has literally never been proven wrong so it should be assumed that their revelation
about former President Temer's past as a US informant was accurate, which President Putin
was probably informed of by his intelligence agencies upon his counterpart coming to power.
Nevertheless, the Russian leader stayed true to his Great Powers' centuries-long world-class
diplomatic traditions of remaining pragmatically flexible in the face of dramatic events,
including those that might at least superficially be considered contrary to its presumed interests
such as Prime Minister Shehbaz Sharif replacing Imran Khan after the latter accused the
opposition of being part of a US regime change plot. It's unimportant in this context whether
one agrees with the former premier's interpretation of events or not since the significance lies
in the fact that Russia responded in a diplomatic way aimed at maintaining the enormous
progress in bilateral relations that was achieved by the prior government. That's why President
Putin said in his brief congratulatory note that “Our countries share friendly and constructive
relations. I hope that as Prime Minister you will seek to further promote closer multifaceted

cooperation between Russia and Pakistan, as well as partnership in the Afghan settlement and
countering international terrorism.”
Any other response would have been counterproductive
The multipolar flagship projects of the Pakistan Stream Gas Pipeline (PSGP) and February 2021's
agreement to build a Pakistan-Afghanistan-Uzbekistan (PAKAFUZ) railway are mutually
beneficial and not aimed against any third party like the US. The same can of course be said for
their cooperation on containing Afghan-emanating Hybrid War threats like uncontrollable
refugee outflows and terrorism. Regarding the second-mentioned, it's important to note that
their yearly anti-terrorist drills that rotate between one another's countries began in 2016
under the government that preceded former Prime Minister Khan's, which shows a continuity
of interest across administrations to improve ties with Russia. So too is it sincerely hoped by
Russia that the latest administration will build upon the progress of its predecessors in order to
maximize the mutual benefits of their multifaceted cooperation over the past few years. Once
again, it's unimportant in this context however one interprets the latest sequence of political
events in Pakistan since Russia has no influence over them and is thus compelled to
pragmatically respond to what just happened in the most flexible way that ensures both
parties' objective interests. The Kremlin truly hopes that Prime Minister Sharif will continue the
course pioneered by his predecessor and perhaps even take relations to their next level with
time. Andrew Korybko is a Moscow-based American political analyst, radio host, and regular
contributor to several online outlets. He specializes in Russian affairs and geopolitics,
specifically the US strategy in Eurasia. The article has been republished and the views expressed
in the article are the author's own and do not necessarily reflect the editorial policy of Global
Village Space.

Rupturing the plug the coming non-kinetic war in Gilgit-Baltistan
By Saleem Akhtar Malik
The breakdown of our critical systems, particularly in the theatre of war such as Gilgit-Baltistan,
will cease all governmental and economic functions in the CPEC, shutting it off till we capitulate
to India. Our national electricity and gas grids passing through the CPEC will be paralyzed
because these are also computer-controlled. The China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC),
being developed with Chinese financial and technical assistance, may be likened to an overland
Suez Canal. Running about 2395 kilometers from Gwadar to Kashgar, it will link Gwadar port
with China's Xingjian region via a network of highways, railways, and oil and gas pipelines. The
Corridor will open trade routes in western China and provide China direct access to the Gulf via
the Arabian Sea, bypassing longer logistical routes. For Pakistan, it will bring hundreds of
thousands of jobs and economic opportunities for the people, particularly those belonging to
the backward province of Baluchistan. During the first Kashmir war, the Indian Army fought
essentially against a ragtag force of tribesmen, locals, and retired/serving army personnel on
leave. Pakistan Army entered the fray only when the Indian Army was threatening to advance
beyond line Uri- Poonch-Naushera. Indians captured two-thirds of the disputed state but failed
to get the mountain barrier, constituting Azad Jammu &Kashmir, vacated from the
raiders/Pakistan Army. It also could not dislodge the freedom fighters from Gilgit and Baltistan

a huge plug that blocks the future Indian advance towards Afghanistan and ingress into Central
Asia.
Understanding the matter better
India has not given up its claim on the areas it lost to Pakistan and China during the First
Kashmir War (1947-49) and the Sino-India War (1962). To achieve its geopolitical objectives,
India is raising a mountain strike corps to capture Aksai Chin, Gilgit, and Baltistan in a future
two-front war against Pakistan and China. The likely objectives against Pakistan will be Skardu,
Gilgit, and the under-construction Bhasha Dam. The military operation will be preceded by
building upon the already simmering unrest in Baluchistan and Gilgit-Baltistan. This will bring
Iran into the matrix of confrontation. Also, in her designs to sabotage CPEC, India enjoys full
support from the US. Why will it not be possible for India to capture Gilgit-Baltistan in a kinetic
war with Pakistan? An Indian offensive against GB may unfold with the Indian Army advancing
with a division each along the river valleys to capture Gilgit and Skardu with the third division in
reserve. The quantum of forces employed by the Indian Army, however, is subject to discussion.
Due to terrain friction, advancing large forces along the river valleys may not be possible. The
only practical way an offensive across the Karakorams may materialize is through infiltration
like the one Pakistan Army attempted during the Kargil war. But it was also a slow-moving
operation that took more than a month to infiltrate a maximum of two brigades up to 11 km
across the LoC.
And it failed, among other reasons, because of logistics failure
Most likely, there will be an operation where the Indian Army captures Skarduairfield in a
surprise attack by airborne troops and follows it up with a massive airlift of troops to rapidly
build up a force of the size of a reinforced infantry division. This appears more practicable. The
same holds for an operation to capture Gilgit. Any attempt by India to capture Gilgit and
Baltistan through an airborne operation will be immediately countered by the Pakistan Army
holding the likely landing zones. Even if the response is late, the attacker will be eventually
embroiled in fierce ground battles with the defender. Establishing a firm base inside the
Pakistani territory will face stiff resistance. The point here is, that it will not be a walkover. The
actual battle will start soon after the attacker's boots are on the ground. While the landing of
troops is in progress, the defender will retaliate by engaging the enemy aircraft, airfields,
landing grounds, and heliports with air, air defense artillery, field artillery, and SSMs. So, the
Indian Army, due to the factors like nuclear deterrence, terrain friction, lack of kinetic war
capability, and the likelihood of Chinese intervention will not be able to hack off Gilgit- Baltistan
in kinetic war with Pakistan. It will, therefore, resort to non-kinetic means fuelling sectarian
tension, leaning on the US support, superior use of the electromagnetic spectrum, cyberspace,
and outer space. A webinar, attended by a former Indian general and academicians, was held
onMay 29, 2020, to ponder upon non-military strategic methods to wrest back AJKand GB from
Pakistan.
Addressing the webinar, General Ata Hasnain (Retired) stressed
The reason behind India's moves over GB to date has been a lack of strategic culture among
Indians. Arguing about the need of developing a long-term strategy amid geopolitical
developments taking place in the Covid era, he said, “Nothing works overnight. GB is not
something that is like to be taken as a low lying issue, rather it is a challenge! A lot of things are
changing and panning out during the pandemic and Ladakh is currently going through a rapid

development phase. The action of the Chinese is to send us and the world a message. It also
reflects the fact that actually, Pak is too worried.”
Hasnain further said:
“The generational integration is going to take place in GB and India must ensure that GB should
not integrate into Pakistani society. “We also must explore the Shia connect. We have a Shia
connection with Turtuk, Kargil, and 25 million Shias across India. We need to integrate the Shia
identity from Lucknow to Kargil. Social media shall indeed be a part of it. Looking at the
diaspora, they have a huge GB, Mirpuri, and PoK diaspora. We must look for exclusive meetings
with those diasporas whenever our leaders visit foreign countries.”
The Electromagnetic Dimension
Pakistan is an urbanized country and its population relies on national networks vulnerable to
disruption and manipulation. Anon-kinetic war, relying on the electromagnetic spectrum (radio
waves, microwaves, infra-red radiation, visible light, ultraviolet radiation, X rays, and Gama
rays) will break down our critical systems, eliminating critical nodes within our electricity,
communications, transportation, military, and industrial systems. These will also result in the
breakup of all the national services dependent on satellite communication. The breakdown of
our critical systems, particularly in the theatre of war such as Gilgit-Baltistan, will cease all
governmental and economic functions in the CPEC, shutting it off till we capitulate to India.
Our national electricity and gas grids passing through the CPEC will be paralyzed because these
are also computer-controlled. Military operating systems based on the electromagnetic
spectrum will rely more heavily on conventional backup systems. Simultaneously, India and the
US will arm and actively support sectarian dissensions to turn sections of the CPEC into
autonomous zones. The war will end before it even starts.
How to counter the threat of a Non-Kinetic War?
We must keep in mind that Pakistan will not be alone in countering the Indian threat. China, the
other stakeholder in the CPEC, possesses capabilities in the utilization of electromagnetic
spectrum, cyberspace, and outer space which are superior to those possessed by India. China is
even more advanced in 5G technology than both the US and India. The only weak link in
Pakistan's ability to fight the non-kinetic war is the human factor. Half a century earlier, India,
supported by the USSR and the US, was successful in breaking up Pakistan by waging a massive
propaganda campaign in East Pakistan. It was the defeat on the psychological front that paved
the way for defeat in the kinetic war. Saleem Akhtar Malik is a Pakistan Army veteran who
writes on national and international affairs, defense, military history, and military technology.

Pakistan - A hybrid coup
There is an irony. In our part of the world, in 711 AD, tears of a woman moved an army into
Sindh. 13 centuries later, neutrality moved women to tears!
Brig (R) Samson Simon Sharaf
With everything going hybrid in current times, it is unimaginable that the 'Powers that Be'
pulled off in Pakistan a hybrid coup against the populist government of Prime Minister Imran
Khan? Though it is a momentary success, the far-reaching implications entail serious
consequences for the country. The ultimate objective could be dismantling the state itself. The
alarming fact about this external sponsored regime change by a country; universally notorious

for such operations through politically, financially and morally corrupt carpetbaggers was
allowed to happen by 'manifested neutrality call apolitical' with the noble objective of
strengthening democracy in the country. The breakneck speed of the Judiciary, one sided
interpretations and refusal to open the Pandora's Box indicates more complicity than fair play.
As for PDM, they all moved in well-coordinated unison at a single point of impact; Imran Khan.
Notwithstanding good intentions, the road to hell is always the same; a dictum we learned in
the armed force during tactical and strategic planning. To obviate failures, particularly when
they impinge the mission, there are always alternatives and variants put into place
imaginatively. Notwithstanding that Conspiracy and Intervention fall in the same band of
spectrum, the deafening silence till now raises far more questions than the answers it gave.
The kettle will keep boiling still such time this Conspiracy, Interference or whatever perceived
does reach the logical conclusion. Is the game over, or it has yet to unfold towards the logical
end? I do not have an answer. But what can be written with clarity is that Pakistan is in an
uncontrolled somersault down the abyss and lowest of pit. As the public uproar on 11 April
indicated, people across all political divides thronged in Pakistan's cities, towns and villages to
protest against US sponsored regime change. Though there was a blackout on Pakistani TV
Channels, the events were telecast live by foreign TV channels and cell phone applications from
mega cities to villages. It is estimated that over 10 million protesters began gathering after Iftar
and continued to swell till dawn on 12 April. Conspicuously, the ousted Prime Minister did not
make an appearance. Commentators expected much bigger crowds when Imran Khan begins
his countrywide tour from 13 April onwards. In Peshawar, the crowds that gathered eclipsed
both 11 and 27 April. With cell phone torches lit, even drone cameras could not cover the
length and breadth in one single shot. This is the public outrage over treatment of a National
Icon who has made Pakistan proud over the past four decades. Let there be no doubt that he
controls the hearts and minds and no counter narrative building can oust this perception. This
was a power show by a political party that had for two decades galvanised the people of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa and FATA towards a national cohesion despite emergence of secessionists,
foreign sponsored terrorists and WOT; and one that has representation countrywide, rules two
provinces, Azad Kashmir and Gilgit Baltistan. It was also a party that had picked body bags in
Karachi when MQM hitmen menaced the city and lost some of its leadership to assassins. If the
momentum and impetus of these gatherings persist and increase, it will turn out to become the
'Option of Last Resort'. I pray it does not escalate into 'people versus them'. With each passing
day, while Imran Khan would not have full control over the masses, vested interests and hostile
intelligence agencies could infiltrate to ignite the ball of fire. The people for a besieged Imran
Khan are a synergy and the responsibility to calm the situation lie with the apolitical and
certainly not the plotters of the Hybrid Coup. In the National Power Matrix, this is the 'Fleeting
Opportunity of National Character and Morale'. The cautious approach on a Razor's Edge was
overtaken by the speed of events 3 April onwards. The courts were opened on a Sunday on a
Suo Moto and yet the Presidential reference sent to the courts was evaded. What happened
next was perhaps an over use of the Law of Necessity that took over all Executive Powers of the
Prime Minister. The Review Petition of the government against its ruling was never entertained.
For 48 hours before the prime minister left his office, the establishment was getting orders
passed and implemented; sometimes against the government officials. There was a media
blackout, a sudden surge of propaganda and arrests of grass roots activists. Workers of a party

long admired for their patriotism suddenly became subversive elements. The quickness and
mopping up of the pace of events proves that it was a well-planned swift operation. Perhaps,
even the last-minute interlocutors were following orders but not aware what had hit the fan
and the roof' or did they pretend so? There is no evasion before an onslaught of masses and
adjective-ism will not work. Some actors of this hybrid coup are clearly identified. The actions
taken by the Bureaucracy, police, FIA, Immigration Department and the honourable judges
were all coordinated. PDM that planned negotiated and the only beneficiary is complicit.
Postings, transfers and sackings had already started. Exit Control is a very serious affair and
could not have been exercised against members of the government despite prime minister
restricted in exercise of powers due to vote of no confidence. Who had planned these
loopholes and on whose orders these were put into quick execution. Perhaps we will never
know. The judiciary by ignoring its Advisory Jurisdiction, invoking Suo Moto and Contempt
Jurisdiction used the No Confidence Motion to justify impingement upon the executive
functions and powers of the Speaker and Prime Minister. The intervention raised the
perceptions of a weakened Prime Minister. There was a domino effect on fence sitters who
walked over to the adversary. Neither the court realised nor did the government lawyers point
out the effect of these proceedings into the political domain. The Court never opened the
Pandora Box. The worst spill over of this political conflict created by the opposition, external
powers that benefit from Imran Khan's ouster and the single dimensional judiciary is on the
military establishment. Everyone blames their neutrality that does not fit with public
perceptions built over decades. The word Selected used by PDM itself was a contempt towards
armed forces. The reality of Memo-gate and Dawn Leaks cannot be eclipsed. So, while PDM has
to take flak for its role, public ire is being craftily channelized towards the military. Inasmuch
they despise Imran Khan and take him 'Head On', discrediting military is a crucial objective of
Destabilisation Trajectory. As events stand and back to my opening paragraph, the ultimate
objective could be dismantling the state itself. According to US research organisations and
statements of their functionaries, chaos in Pakistan would provide the instability necessary to
defang Pakistan. Armed forces cannot be apolitical rather provide crucial stability to the
country where looters, cheaters and corrupt rulers seize the helm. Meanwhile the class struggle
between the 'Have Not' and 'Haves' takes a new dimension. They have endured the weather,
trying conditions and long journeys in cramped vehicles for a dream. The past of 1970 is being
repeated. The deep malaise of ruling elites is endemic and needs a strong medicine. Status quo
political parties in denial of civil liberties are intransigent. The events in Marriot Hotel
Islamabad and Lahore are indicators of events to follow. Consequently, peaceful protests could
become violent and spread all over the country. Within this political turbulence, sceptics do not
rule out an intervention; an invisible force to hijack Pakistan for good. Unlike Julius Caesar,
folded within the 'Conspiracy and Intervention', a murder is planned and not executed. There
are not one but many Noble Brutus, 'who just in an honest thought and common good to all,
made one of them.” It is time for these Brutus' to realise and put their act together.

Questioning Pakistan's future under current political turmoil
By Amnah Jabeen

It is observed that the new government is expected to reach out to the IMF to revive the $6
billion bailout program, which will be put on hold due to the existing political uncertainty and
instability in the country. It won't be wrong to say that many in Islamabad's corridors of power
are heaving a sigh of relief that everything ended well. Since independence in 1947, it won't be
wrong to say that Pakistan a long period has been under military rule however in 2008 tables
turned in favor of political parties somehow when the parliamentary and presidential elections
in Pakistan were successful enough to complete a peaceful and a non-violent transition from
the military rule to democracy. In 2013, for the first time in the history of Pakistan, our leaders
managed to hand over from one democratically elected government to the next. In 2010, a
constitutional amendment was adopted which strengthened not only the parliament but also
the position of the Prime Minister, the power of provinces, central government and the
independence of the judiciary. Also, it gave the right to information and education which were
also enshrined in the constitution. However, despite all of this, our military leadership
continues to have a strong influence, especially on the foreign and security policy of Pakistan.
Understanding the matter better
In 2018, the constitution of Pakistan was amended again in order to make what used to be
called Federal Administrative Tribal Areas (FATA) part of the Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
no doubt this reform was indeed a decisive step as it played a major developing role in
completing Pakistan's unity and harmony and it also established rule of law and democracy in
the region.25th July 2018, was another important year in Pakistan's history as again elections
took place which was massively won by Imran Khan and his Pakistan Tehreek-e-Insaf even
though significant restrictions were imposed during the whole election campaigning, these
selections can be described as democratic which led to a second peaceful change of
government in succession. But unfortunately, after weeks of political drama, Prime Minister
Imran Khan was ousted from power through a no-confidence vote in parliament. Pakistan's
parliament then elected a new prime minister, Shehbaz Sharif, the opposition parties' jointly
selected him prime minister's post, was elected without opposition. Khan's Pakistan Tehreek-eInsaf staged a walk-out in protest and did not participate in the voting. It is observed that the
new government is expected to reach out to the IMF to revive the $6 billion bailout program,
which will be put on hold due to the existing political uncertainty and instability in the country.
It won't be wrong to say that many in Islamabad's corridors of power are heaving a sigh of relief
that everything ended well. However, the tragic end to the PTI government has not only
devastated us but also made us wonder if this is the real end of the PTI party politics, once
considered to be the party of the military. It is widely believed that Imran Khan was brought to
power by the country's military leadership, in the hope that he would bring betterment in the
governance and would be more manageable, unlike the other leaders who came before him. It
was believed that the security elite with the help of technocrats was helping Imran Khan with
governing the country. But after all this chaos and drama main point to ponder is where on
earth our country is heading towards what this new government is all about like if we question
ourselves being a lay man do we really think that all this fuss created by an opposition that is
now the new government had the ideology to make Pakistan prosper, were they really thinking
about the betterment of the people, absolutely not and any individual who comes up with this
stance that the new government aims to bring prosperity in Pakistan is simply I would say living
in a fool paradise. Like from the day they have occupied these offices things are getting worse

in Pakistan their blind supporters are not currently realizing it at the moment but the little do
not know that their leader's greed will lead Pakistan to great suffering and eventually those
leaders won't suffer it will be us who would face those hardships. A few days back a news was
circulating that new government is banning Twitter in Pakistan, now the question arises that if
they claim themselves to be a democratic party, they believe in freedom of expression and
promote western ideologies then why are they moving our country towards the stone age if
one uses its common sense one would see that either a country is a superpower or it's a
developing one, digitally they are striving hard to gain a strong position because they know that
future is all about being digital but in our country who is already way behind such technicalities
plus this new government with its own insecurities and ego I would say is taking Pakistan off
the track from the road of prosperity by banning the social media platforms and shutting down
the institution like digital media wing. They need to understand that we are living in the 21st
Century.
Such steps will further create disputes
Even they have blacked out PTI's rallies from the mainstream media, on the other hand, the
country's institutions which are backed by the security elite are now geared up to provide full
protection to the new government. As we all know that Shehbaz Sharif was going to be charged
in a corruption case but the hearing, in this case, is now postponed for no reason at all even
though the investigating officer has gone on leave. The worst part in this whole crisis is that our
courts have refused to take up petitions asking for an investigation into the alleged foreign
conspiracy to remove Khan's government, even Islamabad High Court rejected a petition
seeking an inquiry into the alleged U.S. conspiracy to overthrow Khan's government and instead
of investigating the matter they imposed a heavy fine on the petitioner. So we can have a clear
picture on the working of our institutions either its military or judiciary our whole system is
rotten because none of them is working for the country's benefit they all have gathered around
for their own interests and in the end I'm mentioning again that public is the one who'll suffer, I
would say that it's high time now that people should realize that who is actually on their side
who is really working for their interest. Slogans like “Jiye Bhutto or Aj bhi Bhutto Zinda hai aur
Sher Ek Warri Phir” won't sell anymore. Our ancestors didn't go through such hardships for
these corrupt leaders to rule us and take advantage of us, we need to understand the real
meaning of Pakistan, or let me be clearer the current scenario is leading to a situation that
either it's now or never and I won't oppose it because if we really believe that we as a nation
are not beggars, we have to prove it unlike are Prime Minister Shehbaz Sharif who say beggars
can't be choosers. We have to remind our leaders and institutions that we are not beggars but
self-sufficient. The writer is working as a Lead Outreach & Advocacy in G5 internet observatory.
The views expressed in this article are the author's own and do not necessarily reflect the
editorial policy of Global Village Space.

Pakistan political crisis Why Imran Khan's enemies want him out
The prime minister has been vulnerable to attack - both domestically and externally - since
coming to power in 2018
By Peter Oborne

Prime Minister Imran Khan's decision to dissolve the Pakistani parliament to head off a vote of
no-confidence has been greeted by global shock and bemusement. That bemusement is
misplaced. I've covered Pakistani politics over two decades. As a long-term student (and
admirer) of the country, I can state with confidence that the real shock is not that Pakistan has
been struck by political crisis; it's that it has taken so long. Few democratically elected leaders
of Pakistan last long. Indeed, not one of Khan's predecessors has survived a full term since the
country's founding 75 years ago. And Khan is no ordinary prime minister. Showing exceptional
courage, he challenged vested interests. He tried to root out corruption. He forged a new,
independent foreign policy. To his immense credit, he even jeopardised his rule by refusing
point-blank to be a pawn of the US. Above all, Khan broke the mould of the stinking, corrupt
and rotten two-party system that dominated Pakistan's democratic politics for decades. That
has meant making enemies - plenty of them. Some are internal and others external. And now,
they have come for him. But before analysing the current standoff, it's important to grasp that
Khan has been vulnerable to attack ever since the party he founded, Pakistan Tehreek-i-Insaf
(PTI, translated as Movement for Justice), secured power in 2018. PTI did not win the majority
that Khan had yearned for, meaning that from the start; he was obliged to cobble together a
coalition government. In recent months, that precarious coalition has crumbled, as fairweather supporters have succumbed to the entreaties of enemies - and, according to some
reports, bribery or the covert encouragement of US diplomats.
Abiding weakness
Khan has many strengths as a politician, but in the context of Pakistani politics, one abiding
weakness. True to his own nature and the precepts of his deep Islamic faith, he is not corrupt.
This quality is not simply unusual in Pakistani politics; it's a crippling drawback. Khan's honesty
makes him fundamentally unsuited to the debased methods that are second nature to many
successful Pakistani politicians. Last weekend, when Khan's enemies thought they were about
to destroy him, the embattled prime minister simply dissolved parliament, paving the way for
elections. This decision has left Khan's opponents in the Pakistan Muslim League (Nawaz) and
the Pakistan Peoples Party (PPP) clutching their pearls in horror. How outrageous, they are in
effect now saying, that the future of Pakistan should be decided by the democratic will of the
people, rather than sordid deals struck in darkened rooms. I have been racking my brain to
think of a precedent, not just in Pakistan but any country, for Khan's decision to go to the
country at a time of deep crisis. I've failed. In Britain, my own country, how much better would
it have been if, back in 1990 (when Khan was still captain of the Pakistani cricket team), Tory
party plotters had chosen an election, rather than conspiring in smoke-filled rooms behind
closed doors to destroy Margaret Thatcher, one of the greatest prime ministers in British
history. It would have been the right thing to do, and so much more democratic. That's, of
course, why the plotters didn't want an election. They secretly feared that Thatcher was more
popular than them, and I dare say they were right. I have seen neither Bilawal Bhutto Zardari
nor Shehbaz Sharif, the leaders of the two main opposition parties aiming to force Khan out,
attempt to explain what's wrong with a popular vote. Both men know that Khan will fight on his
record - and that it's stronger than they admit.
Economic disaster
Sharif especially knows that Khan inherited an economic mess when he took office four years
ago - the legacy of egregious mismanagement by his own party, the Pakistan Muslim League. A

highly intelligent and gifted man, Sharif must be agonisingly aware in private that his party was
the architect of the massive debt and gross economic incompetence that Khan has struggled to
confront since taking office. The new leader inherited a virtually empty Treasury, a broken tax
system and barely two months' worth of foreign exchange reserves. To deal with Pakistan's
external debts, the Khan government hiked up the prices of power and fuel, bearing most
heavily on the poor. Popular anger was inevitable, and Khan has certainly not solved all the
country's problems. But he has done reasonably well given the need to deal (alongside every
other world leader) with the Covid-19 pandemic. It is especially invidious, as his opponents
have done, to blame Khan for the raging inflation that is a feature of the general global
economy, and not only of Pakistan's. Yet, amid these difficulties, Khan has brought optimism
and confidence to his high office. He has a more commanding presence on the international
stage than any Pakistani leader since Zulfikar Ali Bhutto, the brilliant and charismatic founder of
the PPP (and grandfather of Khan's current opponent, PPP chief Zardari). Like Ali Bhutto, Khan
has worked to shape Pakistan as an independent nation. Ali Bhutto turned Pakistan away from
the craven dependence on the US that characterised the long dictatorship of Mohammad Ayub
Khan. Imran Khan has sought to do the same, building alliances with China and Russia, while
also reaching out to Muslim states such as Iran, Malaysia and Turkey. Even supporters must
acknowledge this policy has enjoyed only mixed success.
Saudi influence
Pakistan's economic predicament has left it dependent on its creditors, especially Saudi Arabia
and China, two regimes with ruling principles far different from its own. This dependence is the
main reason why Khan has not spoken out publicly against Chinese maltreatment of Uyghur
Muslims in Xinjiang. Khan has also been silent on the ongoing tragedy in Yemen, where
hundreds of thousands of people have died as a direct or indirect result of the Saudi-led war.
The fact that Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman (MBS) is for all intents and purposes
Khan's bank manager restrains him from speaking out - and not just over Yemen. When Khan
wanted to join Malaysia and Turkey in an Islamic alliance, MBS intervened. It is also important
to note that Khan has disappointed onetime supporters who saw him as a fierce defender of
human rights. They now accuse him of sanctioning attacks on journalists and the free press,
allowing himself to become a willing tool of the Pakistani military. Nevertheless, Khan has
shown statesmanship over Kashmir, where his efforts to make peace have been thwarted by
Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi. Khan has also struck an independent line over
Afghanistan. Since the fall of Kabul last August, there has been tension with Washington about
US overflights of Pakistan. More importantly, Khan and the US have been at odds over Afghan
state assets frozen by Washington, at a time when the funds are desperately needed to relieve
starvation and poverty in Afghanistan. Crucially, as with Ali Bhutto, this independence has
infuriated Washington, which since its military defeat in Afghanistan has an even greater need
for Pakistan to resume its traditional role as a US client state.
Vassal state
From my perspective here in London, I have no idea whether Khan's claims that the US has
been working to undermine him are true. But anyone with more than a passing familiarity with
Pakistani history knows they are not, to put it mildly, absurd. The US has treated Pakistan like a
vassal state since its independence in 1947. The CIA engineered the coup that brought to an
end to 11 years of civilian rule in 1958, and installed Pakistan's first military dictator in the

shape of the brutal Ayub Khan. With indecent alacrity, former President Dwight Eisenhower
signalled US approval of the dictatorial regime by visiting Pakistan not long afterwards. It is
telling that only five US presidents have ever visited Pakistan - Eisenhower, Lyndon Johnson,
Richard Nixon, Bill Clinton and George W Bush - and never during periods of civilian rule. US aid
to Pakistan always skyrockets during military dictatorships, making a mockery of US claims to
support democratic institutions. As for President Joe Biden, Imran Khan told David Hearst and
me, when we interviewed him for Middle East Eye last autumn, that the US leader had never so
much as rung him up. Incredible, given the crisis in Afghanistan - and punishment, beyond
doubt, for not taking the US line. Do not forget that Khan first made his reputation as a highly
principled critic of the US role in Pakistan, and in particular, his country's acquiescence to
American drone strikes against suspected Taliban leaders.
Overcoming the odds
It is also highly relevant that Khan's foreign minister, Shah Mahmood Qureshi, is equally as
principled, displaying this a decade earlier when serving as foreign minister in the government
of Asif Ali Zardari, father of the current PPP leader. In 2011, then-CIA contractor Raymond Davis
shot two Pakistanis in the back in the streets of Lahore, and then claimed diplomatic immunity.
Rather than ensuring he faced justice, Zardari shamefully allowed the US to smuggle Davis out
of the country. I was in Pakistan at the time and vividly remember the national sense of shame,
and even moral horror, at Zardari's craven supplication to US criminality. Qureshi shared it. He
resigned from Zardari's government and joined Khan's PTI shortly afterwards. Khan's critics,
both in Pakistan and overseas, have made light of his claims that the US could be responsible
for his current political troubles. This attitude reflects either naivety, ignorance or
disingenuousness. While the facts are still obscure and may never be fully known, history shows
that Khan is entirely reasonable in fearing US interference in the country he governs.
Thirty years ago, Khan famously told his Pakistani cricket team that they needed to fight like
“cornered tigers” when all appeared lost in the 1992 Cricket World Cup. The task that faces
Khan is yet more awesome today - but don't write him off just yet. He overcame immense odds
to win that World Cup. I believe he deserves the chance to finish the task he began three and a
half years ago, when he won the 2018 election. Or at the very least, to defend his record in a
fresh set of elections. The views expressed in this article belong to the author and do not
necessarily reflect the editorial policy of Middle East Eye.

CHINA
Japan should be open to China joining the CPTPP
Beijing's application is a one-off opportunity for Tokyo to exert influence
By Wang Huiyao
In 2012, two U.S. analysts penned an article in Foreign Policy headlined "A Tale of Two Asias,"
describing the continent's contrasting Jekyll and Hyde sides. On the one hand, there is
"Economic Asia," a vibrant, integrated region with an economy worth over $30 trillion that is
the most dynamic on Earth and an engine of global growth. On the other hand, there is
"Security Asia," a fractious and increasingly militarized region riven by mistrust, nationalism,

historical antagonisms and territorial disputes. Though crude, this dichotomy captures
something of Tokyo's balancing act as it seeks to navigate a changing world. Like the rest of
Asia, Japan is being pulled in two different directions as new trade pacts reinforce trends
toward peaceful integration, even as growing security concerns cause friction in the region.
Japan has long been a driving force in forging a more integrated and prosperous economic Asia.
It set up the Asian Development Bank in 1966 and gave development assistance to support
China's reform and opening-up in the 1970s and 1980s. After the Asian financial crisis in the late
1990s, Tokyo pushed for monetary integration measures that led to the Chiang Mai Initiative
currency swap arrangements. More recently, Tokyo led the Comprehensive and Progressive
Agreement for Trans-Pacific Partnership (CPTPP) to fruition after the U.S. pulled out and was a
founding member of the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP) trade deal. In
contrast, forces pushing Japan to focus on security Asia are never far away. Conservatives
remain determined to amend the nation's pacifist constitution and Tokyo has signed up to new
security arrangements like the Quad and reciprocal access with Australia's defense forces.
Following Russia's invasion of Ukraine, Prime Minister Fumio Kishida has sought to reinforce
ties with NATO and Washington to bolster Japan's security, and former Prime Minister Shinzo
Abe has even raised talk of nuclear weapons and is agitating for a sharp increase in defense
spending. Balancing economic and security interests amid U.S.-China competition will be
Kishida's most important foreign policy task. This year, on the 50th anniversary of the
normalization of ties with China, he faces several decisions that will set the tone for Tokyo's
future relationship with Beijing. Perhaps the most significant is what stance to take on China's
application to join CPTPP. As he considers this question, Kishida should keep an open mind and
draw on the legacy of the Kochikai faction he leads, which has traditionally emphasized
economic diplomacy and healthy ties with China. His current focus on narrow security alliances
is understandable in the wake of war in Ukraine. But in the long-term, Japan's interests, both in
terms of its domestic economy and long-term security, are best served by ensuring that Asia
remains on a stable, rules-based track to become more integrated, more cohesive and more
prosperous. CPTPP is an ideal vehicle to achieve this, and China appears increasingly ready to
play ball. On Feb. 3, Chinese customs announced it would trial CPTPP rules in the nation's free
trade zones. On March 1, vice minister of commerce Wang Shouwen affirmed China's
willingness to "fully meet" the high standards of the trade pact. So far, Kishida's reception of
Beijing's application has been tepid. But there are good reasons why Tokyo should be open to
China joining CPTPP. First, it would support Kishida's domestic agenda to spur domestic growth
and equality. Although Japan and China are both members of RCEP, CPTPP goes much further
with tariff reductions and trade facilitation. Including China would increase Japan's real income
gains from CPTPP in 2030 by $68 billion and quadruple worldwide income gains to $632 billion
a year, according to projections by the Peterson Institute for International Economics, a
Washington-based think tank. Since 2020, China has replaced the U.S. as the top destination for
Japanese goods. Last year, exports of food, farm, forestry and marine products to mainland
China soared by 35.2%. Under CPTPP, Japanese farmers and workers would be ideally placed to
benefit from the growing demand of China's massive middle class. There would also be benefits
for Japanese multinationals, for whom China continues to be a crucial manufacturing hub.
Second, even before potential trade benefits come to fruition, accession negotiations could
provide a platform for productive dialogue with China. This would widen Kishida's scope for

diplomacy and support efforts to promote regional harmony. Third, China's application to join
CPTPP is a one-off opportunity for Tokyo to exert influence and encourage what is soon to be
the world's largest economy to evolve in line with the highest international standards These
include behind-the-border issues such as economic, industrial and environmental policies. As
well as benefiting Japanese companies and energizing China's reforms to build a modern, open
economy, this would also help alleviate wider trade tensions, including with the U.S., creating a
better global environment for Japan's development. CPTPP is one pathway to deeper
integration and eventually realizing a Free Trade Area of the Asia Pacific. But it is not the only
one. If the CPTPP door is prematurely shut to China and other countries, momentum may shift
to alternative tracks like RCEP. This would not be in Japan's interests, given that this would be a
process geared to lower standards over which Tokyo has less say. For now, any prospect of
China entering CPTPP remains distant. Accession negotiations are bound to be long and
arduous. Other members remain divided on China joining and unanimous consent is required
for accession. There is also the thorny issue of Taiwan, which has applied to join despite
Beijing's opposition. Still, Japan has put itself in an advantageous position by taking up
stewardship of CPTPP, and its stance on China's application will hold considerable sway. Moving
forward, Tokyo should build on its achievements in helping to realize a thriving economic Asia
and not allow hawkish voices to foreclose viable routes toward long-term stability and
prosperity in the region. Professor Wang Huiyao is founder and president of the Center for
China & Globalization and dean of the Institute of Development Studies at Southwestern
University of Finance and Economics in Chengdu.

AMERICA
A new kind of terrorism - Numbered Bird strategy, which Russia accuses America!
For those who want to know what the numbered birds are... and how the United States kills the
world without a single shot... I leave the information here:
Birds of Mass Destruction
Russia did not expect to discover, as part of its military campaign in Ukraine, numbered birds
produced by biological and bacteriological laboratories in Ukraine financed and supervised by
the US.
But what are the numbered birds?!
After studying the migration of birds and observing them throughout the seasons,
environmental specialists and zoologists will be able to know the path these birds take each
year on their seasonal journey, including those that travel from one country to another and
even from one continent to others. Here comes the role of the intelligence services of the
parties that carry out a malevolent plan. A group of these migratory birds are “detained”,
digitized and provided with a capsule of germs that carry a chip to be controlled through
computers. They are then released again to join migratory birds in countries where damage is
planned. These birds are known to take a route from the Baltic Sea and the Caspian Sea to the
African continent and Southeast Asia, as well as two other flights from Canada to Latin America
in spring and autumn. During its long flight, its movement is monitored step by step by means

of satellites and its exact location is determined. If they want, for example, to harm Syria or
Egypt, the chip is destroyed when the bird is in their skies. Kill the bird that falls carrying the
epidemic. Thus, diseases spread in this or that country. In this way, the enemy country is
harmed at no military, economic and political cost. The numbering of migratory birds is
considered a crime by international law, because they are birds that penetrate the sky and air
of other countries. If you supply them with germs, then this bird becomes a weapon of mass
destruction. Therefore, in international law, it is considered prohibited to use birds to launch
deadly attacks against an opponent. Anyone who commits such an immoral and inhumane act
is punished. The US does not tremble at any punishment, for no one dares to punish it. But they
tremble before the stigma that will accompany their life and their complete exclusion as a
credible country, even before their allies. The Russians have a strong pressure card when they
say they captured the birds. This means that the Americans were caught with their hands in the
dough, with all the details contained that prove the decisive condemnation. This forces us to
think about the possibility that all the viruses that have infected humans in this century,
especially the last ones, such as the Ebola that affected Africa, anthrax, swine and avian flu, and
currently Covid-19, all come from funded laboratories and administered by the US. And this is
what prompted China to submit an urgent, serious and strict request to carry out an
international investigation into the sudden emergence of the coronavirus. It is very likely that
the United States used migratory birds to kill Chinese citizens. The serious thing is that the US
scandals are on the rise.

Contesting Russia requires renewed US engagement in Central Asia
By Dr. James M. Dorsey
When US Defense Secretary Lloyd J. Austin III declared that Washington wanted to see Russia
so “weakened” that it would no longer be able to invade a neighbouring state, he lifted the veil
on US goals in Ukraine. He also held out the prospect of a long-term US-Russian contest for
power and influence. Mr. Austin's remarks were problematic on several fronts. For one, they
legitimised Russian President Vladimir Putin's justification of the invasion of Ukraine as a
defence against US-led efforts to box Russia in and potentially undermine his regime. “US policy
toward Russia continues to be plagued by lack of rhetorical discipline. First calling for regime
change, now goal of weakening Russia. This only increases Putin's case for escalating & shifts
focus away from Russian actions in Ukraine & toward Russia-US/NATO showdown,” tweeted
New York-based Council of Foreign Relations president and former senior State Department
official Richard Haas. Mr. Haas was referring to President Joe Biden's remark last month, which
he subsequently walked back, that Mr. Putin “cannot remain in power.” Leaving aside that Mr.
Austin's remark was inopportune, it also suggested a lack of vision of what it will take to ensure
that Mr. Putin does not repeat his Ukraine operation elsewhere in the former Soviet Union.
That is an endeavour that would involve looking beyond Ukraine to foster closer ties with
former Soviet republics that do not immediately border Ukraine. One place to look is
Kazakhstan, a potential future target if Russia still has the wherewithal after what has become a
draining slug in Ukraine. Mr. Putin has long set Kazakhstan up as a potential future target. He
has repeatedly used language when it comes to Kazakhstan that is similar to his rhetoric on the
artificial character of the Ukrainian state. Referring to his notion of a Russian world whose

boundaries are defined by the presence of Russian speakers and adherents to Russian culture
rather than its internationally recognised borders, Mr. Putin asserted last December that
“Kazakhstan is a Russian-speaking country in the full sense of the word.” Mr. Putin first sent a
chill down Kazakh spines eight years ago when a student asked him nine months after the
annexation of Crimea whether Kazakhstan, with a 6,800 kilometre-long border with Russia, the
world's second-longest frontier, risked a fate similar to that of Ukraine. In response, Mr. Putin
noted that then-president Nursultan Nazarbayev, Kazakhstan's Soviet-era Communist party
boss, had “performed a unique feat: he has created a state on a territory where there has never
been a state. The Kazakhs never had a state of their own, and he created it.” To be sure,
Russian troops invited in January by Kazakh President Kassym-Jomart Tokayev to help put down
anti-government protests were quick to withdraw from the Central Asian nation once calm had
been restored. Mr. Putin's remarks, coupled with distrust of China fuelled by the repression of
Turkic Muslims, including ethnic Kazakhs, in the north-western province of Xinjiang, and the
shutdown of Russia's Black Sea Novorossiysk oil terminal, Kazakhstan's main Caspian oil export
route, creates an opportunity for the United States. Last month, Kazakhstan abstained in a
United Nations General Assembly vote that condemned Russia for its invasion of Ukraine. Since
then, its sovereign wealth fund announced that it would no longer do business in rubles in
compliance with US and European sanctions against Russia. This week, Kazakhstan stopped
production of Russia's Sputnik V vaccine against Covid-19. In an apparent effort to stir the pot,
Russian media accused Kazakhstan of preventing Russian nationals from expressing support for
Mr. Putin's invasion and firing Kazakhs who supported the Russian president's actions from
their jobs. At the same time, opponents of the war were allowed to stage demonstrations. “As
Washington policymakers look for ways to counter Russian influence and complicate Mr.
Putin's life, helping Kazakhstan reduce its dependence on Moscow-controlled pipelines, reform
its economy, and coordinate with neighbouring Central Asian states to limit the influence of
both China and Russia might be a good place to start,” said Wall Street Journal columnist
Walter Russell Mead. Last month, Mr. Tokayev, the Kazakh president, promised sweeping
reforms in response to the January protests. A high-level Kazakh delegation visited Washington
this week to discuss closer cooperation and ways to mitigate the impact on Kazakhstan of
potentially crippling sanctions against Russia. Supporting Kazakhstan would involve a renewed
US engagement in Central Asia, a key region that constitutes Russia as well as China's backyard.
The United States is perceived to have abandoned the region with its withdrawal from
Afghanistan last August. It would also mean enlarging the figurative battlefield to include not
only military and financial support for Ukraine and sanctions against Russia but also the
strengthening of political and economic ties with former Soviet republics such as Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, and Tajikistan. Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan are, alongside Kazakhstan,
members of the Russian-led Eurasian Economic Union (EEU), which Mr. Putin, referring to
Kazakhstan, described as a bulwark that “helps them stay within the so-called 'greater Russian
world,' which is part of world civilization.” The invasion of Ukraine has given Uzbekistan second
thoughts. Uzbekistan failed to vote on the UN resolution, but Uzbek officials have since
condemned the war and expressed support for Ukraine's territorial integrity. As a result,
Uzbekistan appears to have reversed its ambition to join the EEU and forge closer ties to the
Collective Security Treaty Organisation (CSTO), the region's Russian-led military alliance. “The
way Central Asia thinks about Russia has changed. While before, Russia was seen as a source of

stability, it now seems that its presence in a very sensitive security dimension has become a
weakness for regional stability, sovereignty, and territorial integrity,” said Carnegie Endowment
Central Asia scholar Temur Umarov. “I think that Central Asian governments will seek to
minimise the influence of Russia, which will be difficult to do, but they have no choice since it
has become an unpredictable power.” Mr. Umarov predicted. Dr. James M. Dorsey is an awardwinning journalist and scholar, a Senior Fellow at the National University of Singapore's Middle
East Institute and Adjunct Senior Fellow at Nanyang Technological University's S. Rajaratnam
School of International Studies.

US pledges not to conduct destructive anti-satellite tests
And it's asking other nations to make the same promise
By Elizabeth Howell
The Biden administration just pledged not to conduct destructive anti-satellite missile tests in
space, and it wants other nations to follow suit. U.S. Vice President Kamala Harris made the
announcement today (April 18) at Vandenberg Space Force Base in California, saying that the
administration wants to establish a good precedent for responsible behavior in space. Harris'
comments came a few months after a Russian anti-satellite test in November 2021 that created
a debris cloud so large that the International Space Station had to move out of the way. And
that's not the first such incident by any means; in 2013, for example, a Russian satellite was hit
by debris spawned six years earlier by a Chinese anti-satellite test. "The long-lived debris
created by these tests now threaten satellites and other space objects that are vital to all
nations' security, economic and scientific interests, and increases risk to astronauts in space,"
the Office of the Vice President said in an emailed statement on Monday. "Overall, these tests
jeopardize the long-term sustainability of outer space and imperil the exploration and use of
space by all nations." "There is no doubt that human spaceflight and the future of the space
environment are incompatible with destructive direct-ascent ASAT missile tests," Nelson said in
a statement on Tuesday (April 19). "Vice President Harris and the Biden Administration's
leadership to address these threats and reduce risk is an important step forward to foster a
safe, sustainable space environment now and into the future," he added. "I encourage the
world to join us in making this important commitment." Harris has spoken out before about
such testing. At the December 2021 meeting of the National Space Council (NSC), which she
chairs, she noted that activity in space is growing and action must be taken to reduce space
debris effects as much as possible. "Without clear norms for the responsible use of space, we
stand the real risk of threats to our national and global security," Harris said at the NSC
meeting, which was held just weeks after the Russian anti-satellite test. "We must establish
and expand rules and norms on safety and security, on transparency and cooperation to include
military, commercial and civil space activity," she added. The Biden administration launched a
U.S. Space Priorities Framework in December that, in part, talks about how the United States
plans to pursue its national security interests in space. "As part of bolstering space mission
assurance, the United States will leverage new commercial space capabilities and services to
meet national security requirements and will deepen the integration of U.S. national security
space capabilities and activities with those of our allies and partners," the framework states.
"The United States also will engage diplomatically with strategic competitors in order to

enhance stability in outer space," it added. The administration added that one of the ways by
which it engages diplomatically is through the Artemis Accords, a set of international
agreements concerning the United States' crewed Artemis moon program modeled after similar
ones created for the International Space Station. In March, Romania became the 16th country
to join the NASA-led effort for peaceful moon and space exploration.

Iran - backed Houthis the winner in Yemen
With a ceasefire agreement in place, the Houthis hold the high ground in any long-term deal
made in Yemen
By Interaction Desk
These are early days and Yemen has witnessed many a ceasefire in its tortuous civil war that
started in September 2014 when Houthi forces took over the capital city Sanaa, which was
followed by a rapid Houthi takeover of the government. There is a feeling of déjà vu about the
two-month Ramadan ceasefire that has been announced. But then, this could also be a
defining moment. The controversial central figure, Saudi-backed President Abed Rabbo
Mansour Hadi, last Thursday agreed to “irreversibly” relinquish power to an eight-member
transitional council, which will temporarily be in charge of Yemen's political, military and
security sectors during the transition period until the election of a new president. According to
the presidential decree, the newly formed council will have all executive powers and the
authority to hold talks with Yemen's Iran-backed Houthis and find a solution to the incessant
violence. Possibly, the dramatic development can be attributed to growing Saudi frustration
with Hadi, an unpopular figure, who, as Annelle Sheline at the Quincy Institute has pointed out,
“had effectively empowered the Houthi rebels and others who opposed his rule.” A second
reason could be the groundswell of opinion in the US Congress for ending American support for
Saudi-led military actions in Yemen. The two-month-long ceasefire agreement during Ramadan
brokered by the United Nations is an uneasy truce predicated on a delicate balance of forces on
the ground. The Zaydi Shia Houthis control the capital city Sanaa and most of northern Yemen,
bordering Saudi Arabia. The composition of the transition council does not generate much
optimism. It is a body of disparate groups who are united only in their opposition to the
Houthis. The Houthis themselves have rejected the council. The probability is high that both
protagonists are seeking to re-engage militarily first and try to negotiate from a position of
strength.
UNSC resolutions ignored
But the good part is that the terms of the ceasefire include the partial lifting of the blockade of
Sanaa Airport to allow a handful of commercial flights and of fuel imports through the Hodeida
harbor both are of interest to the Houthis. Also, the framework of discussions drawn up by UN
special envoy Hans Grundberg of Sweden in effect ignores the existing Security Council
resolutions that have called for Houthi disarmament and territorial surrender. Interestingly,
Washington seems to be backing Grundberg's pragmatic approach toward the Houthis.
Fundamentally, the regional alignments and priorities are changing. Saudi Arabia could be
looking for an exit from the costly war and the United Arab Emirates has already rolled back its
involvement. Iran's expected surge following any lifting of sanctions becomes an “X” factor for
all regional states, which Saudi Arabia, the UAE and Egypt will have to handle in a different way

than previously by taking into account the United States' steady disengagement from the
region. Unlike former president Donald Trump's administration, US President Joe Biden tends
to regard the past uncritical support for the Saudi-led war as a delusional mistake. This is
already a tipping point, where the Houthis will negotiate without having to surrender their
weaponry. The advantage goes to the Houthis. Equally, Iran emerges as the regional player to
gain the most. Its robust support for the Houthis has paid off. To quote the noted ex-CIA Middle
East expert and author Bruce Riedel: “Tehran *now+ has a foothold on the Arabian Peninsula
overlooking the strategic Bab el-Mandab Strait between the Red Sea and the Indian Ocean.”
Now, there is also some irony here insofar as the last hump for the negotiators in Vienna on
reviving the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) to cross is reportedly the last-minute
demand from Tehran that the US should remove the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps from its
list of terrorist groups. Indeed, it is the IRGC that is driving the Yemen policy, acting as the
Houthis' friend, philosopher, guide and mentor in waging a lonely war against a phalanx of
powerful enemies such as Saudi Arabia, the UAE, the US, the UK, France and so on.
Iran in the driver's seat
Tehran tends to see the GCC-Saudi decision to get rid of Hadi as more of a tactical move driven
by an acute need to divert public opinion, especially after the recent Houthi attacks on the
Aramco facility in Jeddah. To be sure, Iran will question the credibility of the newly announced
council (composed of figures who fought for the Saudi-UAE coalition) and indeed Saudi Arabia's
credentials to host the intra-Yemeni talks. Iran has consistently advocated the Houthi peace
formula as the most feasible and realistic way to end the war the cessation of Saudi attacks on
Yemen, the complete lifting of the siege and sanctions, a general exchange of prisoners, the
reopening of airports and ports, etc. In geopolitical terms, the Yemen issue poses an intractable
foreign-policy conundrum for the Biden administration. The Houthis are never going to accept
terms that require them to give up all power and disarm before there is a political settlement.
But for that to happen, the US needs to put pressure on Saudi Arabia and the UAE. In the
present climate when oil is about to be traded for gold, that is easier said than done. Second, a
Houthi victory will mean the ascendance of Iran in a region straddling one of the world's most
strategic straits. That will be a bitter pill to swallow for a host of regional states, including Israel.
But then, the war itself is terribly unpopular on Capitol Hill, although US lawmakers would
agree that the IRGC is the epitome of international terrorism. The lifting of sanctions against
Iran will almost certainly boost the IRGC's financial resources, and that has profound
consequences, since Tehran remains wedded to the Axis of Resistance, JCPOA or no JCPOA.
However, for the Biden administration, a scenario without a deal with Iran is fraught with the
danger of a Middle Eastern war. Paradoxically, the Houthis hold the key to a satisfactory
denouement. The Biden administration had hoped to wean away the Houthis. In fact, the US
never really explored that pathway. Conceivably the Houthis, who are fiercely independent, are
not controlled by Iran. Who knows? That said, the Houthis must be much closer now to Tehran
than they were seven years ago at the outset of the Saudi intervention. Suffice to say, for a
start, the US needs to have a good conversation with Iran.

Is Saudi buying its way out of justice for Khashoggi murder?

Turkey, economically squeezed and looking to mend ties, suddenly turns the case over to
Riyadh
By Annelle Sheline
President Recep Tayyip Erdogan has decided to sacrifice Turkish efforts to seek justice for the
brutal murder of Washington Post columnist Jamal Khashoggi, apparently in hopes of attracting
Saudi financial support and investment for Turkey's inflation-ravaged economy. That appears to
be what's behind the sudden announcement by the lead prosecutor in the trial in abstentia of
26 Saudis indicted for Khashoggi's murder that the case should be moved to Saudi Arabia. The
Saudi chief public prosecutor's office had requested the transfer, and evidently the Turkish
courts are planning to comply. The decision reflects Erdogan's apparent desire to improve
Turkish-Saudi relations and reap the financial rewards, as he has with the UAE, specifically with
Abu Dhabi's Crown Prince Mohammed bin Zayed. The two leaders recently visited each other's'
capitals, ending a decade of hostility culminating in Abu Dhabi's announcement that it intended
to make $10 billion in new investments in Turkey. The Turkish-Emirati rivalry reflected tensions
left behind by the political upheaval of the 2011 Arab Spring. Erdogan sought to support newly
elected Islamist governments in Tunisia and Egypt and provide assistance to Islamist actors
vying for power from Libya to Syria. In contrast, both the UAE and Saudi Arabia actively worked
to undermine the effectiveness of Islamist-led governments and to bolster counterrevolutionary forces throughout the region in the aftermath of the mass protests of that year.
The UAE and Saudi Arabia blamed both Turkey and Qatar for supporting Islamist movements
around the region, a fear that prompted them, along with Bahrain and Egypt, to initiate a
blockade against Qatar in June 2017, with the initial approval of the Trump administration. The
Saudi decision to lift the blockade following Biden's election, and the subsequent detente
within the Gulf Cooperation Council, established a trend toward enhanced diplomacy across the
region throughout 2021, including rapprochement between Turkey and the UAE. Yet TurkishSaudi relations have remained strained since Khashoggi's murder and dismemberment in the
Saudi consulate in Istanbul in October 2018. At the time, the Turkish media's slow and steady
release of information helped to maintain attention on the gruesome story, while subsequent
investigations by Turkish authorities concluded that the hit team was closely linked to, if not
ordered by, the kingdom's de facto leader, Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman. With the
announcement that Turkish courts will no longer seek to hold Khashoggi's murderers
accountable, it seems clear that Erdogan has decided to prioritize his political future over the
pursuit of justice in the Khashoggi killing. Erdogan has held power as either prime minister or
president of Turkey since 2003. Erdogan and the AK party's electoral strength derived primarily
from Turkey's economic growth throughout much of his tenure, driven in part by massive
investments in construction, funded by foreign credit and a gaping current account deficit. The
pitfalls of this approach became clear during the Turkish debt crisis in 2018, when the value of
the Turkish lira plummeted, touching off an inflationary spiral that reached 54 percent in
February. In 2018, the ruling AK party lost its majority in the Turkish National Assembly, and
with general elections just 14 months away, Erdogan's political future may depend on securing
new sources of foreign investment and financial support. In addition to his efforts to improve
ties with the Saudis and Emiratis, Erdogan has also looked to ameliorate relations with Israel,
which have been tense for over a decade. In 2010, a flotilla of Turkish ships carrying thousands
of tons of humanitarian aid sought to break Israel's blockade of Gaza; the Israeli military

intervened to stop them and killed ten civilians in doing so. Since then, Erdogan frequently
highlighted the plight of Palestinians while providing diplomatic support to Hamas, including
offering the party's leaders sanctuary in Turkey. Israel responded by allying with Turkey's rival
Greece as well as the Republic of Cyprus, holding joint military drills, and partnering on gas
exploration in the eastern Mediterranean. The recent visit to Ankara by Israeli President Isaac
Herzog signals a reset in Erdogan's stance. Despite the preceding decade of acrimony, TurkishIsraeli ties are long-standing: Turkey was the first Muslim-majority country to recognize Israel in
1949, and, encouraged by the administration of Ronald Reagan, its military developed
particularly close ties with the Israel Defense Forces during the 1980's. Despite Erdogan's
efforts to champion the Palestinian cause and support Islamist movements around the region,
Turkish-Israeli business ties remained strong. Given the emerging degree of cooperation
between Israel, the UAE, Saudi Arabia, and the U.S. against Iran, Erdogan's recent efforts to
pursue closer ties with each of these countries may reflect not only his interest in winning
foreign investment but a strategic calculation about the future balance of power in the region.

RUSSIA
American sponsored Ukraine crisis
By Interaction Desk
The United States of America is playing the role of a tyrant and it intends to maintain its
dominion over the entire world by spreading terror and bloodshed, all the while claiming to be
the champion of peace. If American history is analyzed, it is stained with the blood of the
innocent and is one of spreading terror. The cowboy mentality of plundering and killing is deeprooted in the American mindset. This country was founded by criminals who brutally killed the
natives for the riches of the land. This country was founded on violence and has thrived on it.
Americans have a habit of lying and interfering in the matters of other sovereign countries,
those who are willing to submit to the will of America are allowed to live a life of subjugation
and humiliation while those who chose freedom over slavery are subject to fire and
destruction. The American dream of global domination knows no bounds. They keep birthing
and nurturing new enemies for themselves and then wage wars in a name of eliminating those
enemies. Americans did this with Al-Qaeda and then invaded Afghanistan and Iraq for their
personal gains. Later, they sponsored TTP in Pakistan, Boko Haram and others in Africa, South
Asia, Central Asia and a few more countless other terrorist organizations to wage war on
Muslims. When the AL-Qaeda era came to an end the American administration created ISIS to
justify their false occupation of countries like Iraq, Syria and Afghanistan to further wage wars
for their personal gains. While America continued terrorizing Muslims they also started
challenging China as it was rising in economy, all the while encircling Russia. At the time of the
creation of ISIS the world had started calling out America on its lies and wicked practices. The
ultimate goal of ISIS was to destabilize Russia and stop China to enhance its influence in the
neighboring countries. In response China has openly come out against American cruelty and
through their OBOR initiative had started to liberate the region of the western influence. CPEC
is at the heart of the OBOR initiative and it was welcomed whole-heartedly by Pakistan. The
CPEC project provided Pakistan the opportunity to overcome its economic problems and

emerge as an economically independent nation all the while providing China and Russia and all
the partnering countries to benefit from the ensuing trade opportunities. This idea obviously
didn't sit well with the US and in order to prevent this from happening America sponsored and
is continuing to sponsor multiple obstacles. The most recent and the most dangerous one is
the prevalent Ukraine crisis. In order to encircle Russia US and its allies installed a puppet
regime in Ukraine which pushed for Ukraine's inclusion in NATO. This problem led to the
Russian invasion of Ukraine because it was a threat to Russian national security and all of the
Russian attempts at reasoning with the Russians failed due to American interference. The
result is a global crisis in the making. Innocent people are dying or maimed for life, all because it
is in the American interest to destabilize the region and hinder its progress. America wants to
maintain a strong presence in the region to keep Russia and China in check and in order to
further its imperialistic cause the Americans have succeeded in destroying an entire country.
Additionally, USA got changed the regime in Pakistan which was going closer to Russia and was
very close to China. Against Russia, America has gone too far as Russian president Putin has to
give nuclear warning to USA and western countries to save its survival. USA will not let live any
country in peace or without thrusting its primacy over it. The world peace is under threat with
American design. One can hope that sense will prevail and European countries pressurize USA
to limit itself within the boundaries of its own country. It is itself is in the interest of European
countries to which America is blackmailing since long.

Return of Pax Americana
Ukraine crisis is about US strategy to reimpose Western dominance on Asia
By M K Bhadrakumar
India's current entanglement with the United States as to whether to buy or not to buy Russian
oil wears a surreal look. After all, India's Russian oil purchases meet barely 4 per cent of its daily
consumption of crude. External Affairs Minister S Jaishankar put matters in perspective when
he said last week, “Probably, our total purchases for the month would be less than what Europe
does in an afternoon.” When this ruckus began, Petroleum Minister Hardeep Singh Puri had
told Parliament that after all, India's US oil imports are projected to have risen to 16.8 million
tonnes in 2021-22 while from Russia; only 419,000 tonnes were imported in the first 10 months
of the financial year. So, where's the beef? The Anglicised Indian intellectual, even when filled
with grievances against the West, is mostly mute about the double standards of the West and
blithely accepts the spread of Western power as synonymous with liberty and liberal values,
free trade, good administrative practices, religious toleration, and so on. He simply refuses to
read the writing on the wall that, quintessentially, the Ukraine crisis is about the US strategy to
reimpose Western dominance on Asia, which will be three-pronged put down Russia, isolate
China, forestall the 'Asian century'. Compared to the period since the arrival of Vasco da Gama
in Calicut in 1498, when most of Asia had fallen under European economic and political
domination, this time around, the Western powers plan to dominate collectively. One singular
outcome of the Ukraine crisis is that the US has re-established its transatlantic leadership. The
US hopes to formalise during the NATO summit in June in Madrid its decade-old vision to
transform the Western alliance into a global security organisation. In a related move, a draft

resolution has been initiated at the UN (on behalf of the US and EU) by Liechtenstein proposing
that the UN GA must convene within a 10-day period whenever the veto is exercised in the
Security Council. The seemingly innocuous idea is that the decisions of the Security Council will
remain binding but Russia will be divested of veto power. That is to say, the US will dominate
the UN Security Council decisions and will also be in a position to unilaterally legitimise all
NATO interventions globally. Behind all this is the growing fear that Washington cannot
dominate Russia and China militarily anymore and that the century of American hegemony in
the international economic, financial and political order is ending. With a national debt
exceeding $30 trillion and with no hope on earth that it can be redeemed at all, and with an
ailing economy out of control saddled with dated infrastructure and falling productivity, the US
cannot compete anymore in the world market. On the other hand, the spectre of a multi-polar
world order haunts the US that is, principally, Russia and China today. But India can as well be
in the Western crosshairs tomorrow. Therefore, don't ask for whom the bell tolls today. The US
blueprint actually goes back to 2014 when within three months of the coup and regime change
in Ukraine, then President Barack Obama said in his famous speech addressing the cadets at
West Point: “The United States is and remains the one indispensable nation. That has been true
for the century passed and it will be true for the century to come… Russia's aggression toward
former Soviet states unnerves capitals in Europe, while China's economic rise and military reach
worries its neighbours. From Brazil to India, rising middle classes compete with us, and
governments seek a greater say in global forums… It will be your generation's task to respond
to this new world.” Obama bracketed Russia, China and India in the Rogues' Gallery of
revisionist powers! Suffice to say that the present ruckus in the US-Indian ties isn't really about
Russian oil or even weaponry. The EU and the US have belatedly sensed the danger that the
vindictive 'sanctions from hell' against Russia the militarisation of money could in fact be
hurting the West in equal, if not greater, measure, especially with regard to the weakening
prominence of the US dollar (USD) and euro. A reputed Swiss asset management firm noted
that 'de-dollarisation efforts have received a new boost from Western sanctions, as has the
desire expressed by Russia, China and India for a new, multi-polar world and monetary order…
Meanwhile, a core function of money, its intrinsic value, has been affected in recent months.
Record high inflation rates, at 40-year highs in some cases (as in America), continue to
undermine confidence in fiat currencies and, this erosion of confidence is only just the
beginning.' The sanctioning of Russia's currency reserves confirms that the USD is no longer a
neutral currency, but rather a highly politicised weapon. While de-anchoring from the USD as a
world reserve currency will not happen overnight, the fact of the matter is that trust in fiat
currencies as a whole is falling. Russia's move to trade more in rouble will have a ricochet effect
on other nations such as China and India to tilt toward de-dollarisation in future agreements,
with global trade becoming increasingly multi-polar and multi-currency. All things considered,
the current détente between India and the US can only be short-term opportunism for India.
India's vision of the regional future might well follow KM Panikkar by seeing no significant longterm role for the US in Asia. The repeated incursions by Western imperialist powers in our
history have left an indelible mark on India's strategic thinking, leading to an emphasis on
national sovereignty and fears of encirclement.
Re-discovering strategic autonomy thank you, Ukraine Crisis!

By Bharat Karnad
Diverted by the prospect of easy pickings west of the Dneiper River, which did not materialize
with the Ukrainian resistance showing more mettle and staying power than Moscow expected,
Russia is getting back to achieving its original goal. As predicted in a February 23 post “There
will be no war over Ukraine, here's why” when hostilities were initiated, that limited goal is the
absorption of the Russian-majority areas of Luhansk and Donetsk in the Donbas region and an
eastern border belt comprising Mariuopol, Khersan and possibly Odessa as a logical extension
of Kremlin's 2014 move that annexed Crimea. It will enable it to control the Sea of Azov and,
more importantly, the Black Sea. The command of the Black Sea coast, in particular, eliminates
Russia's biggest vulnerability NATO naval forces potentially exploiting the maritime approaches
from the south. External Affairs Minister S. Jaishankar's declaration in Parliament yesterday that
India's stand on Ukraine is guided solely by the national interest and, hence, that it can no more
ignore the availability of Russian oil at discounted prices needed for growth than the looming
China threat, which requires the military supply line to Russia be kept well-oiled and the
historically warm relations with Russia maintained, was a formal reassertion of India's policy of
strategic autonomy. It is several steps away from the conspicuous tilt to the US and the West
manifested in the 2008 civilian nuclear cooperation deal with America that Jaishankar,
ironically, had engineered as Joint Secretary (Americas) in the MEA. The three Indo-US
foundational accords (LEMOA, COMCASA, BECA) that followed during Narendra Modi's time as
Prime Minister were merely the icing on the cake. The relentless campaign waged by
Washington and West European governments to pressure New Delhi into siding with them
against Russia, was not a surprise. Washington pulled out all the stops, including a ham-handed
effort by the Biden Administration's advertised economic “hitman” and deputy National
Security Adviser, Daleep Singh. He visited Delhi only to end up firing blanks and sounding silly
with his public threats of “consequences” to India if it failed to fall in line with respect to
imports of Russian energy and weaponry. “The more leverage that China gains over Russia, the
less favourable that is for India. I don't think anyone would believe that if China once again
breaches the Line of Actual Control, Russia would come running to India's defence,” he said.
Appropriately, Daleep Singh said this on April Fool's Day, because the obvious riposte to that is
if there's anyone anywhere who believes the US, India's “strategic partner”, will “come running
to India's defence” in the same situation! This makes one wonder why the US and the West
expected India to make common cause with them on Ukraine, in the first place. Is it because of
Jaishankar's success in smoothtalking the US, in particular, into believing that New Delhi had
turned a corner, was now more firmly with the West than ever before, and even gradually
aligning its armament-sourcing accordingly? That the sale of military hardware is, in effect, the
lifebouy that's keeping Indo-Russian ties afloat was accepted as a given by Messrs Lavrov and
Jaishankar a condition both agreed would not be upset. Referring to the same condition, US
Defence Secretary Lloyd Austin informed the US House Armed Services Committee on April 6
that the American government agencies “continue to work with India to ensure they
understand that it's not in their …best interest to continue to invest in Russian equipment.”
Coincidentally or otherwise, these exchanges happened just when Boeing is preparing to
conduct a fly-off of the twin-engined F/A-18 from the static ski-deck at INS Hansa in Goa. This
aircraft is competing with the Rafale-Marine and the Russian MiG-29K fleet air defence aircraft
to outfit the first Indian (Kochi) shipyard-built aircraft carrier now undergoing final seatrials. The

deal is for some 27 carrier aircraft worth several billions of dollars. The sale of armaments is the
lynchpin-reason persuading US and Russia to desist from pushing the Modi regime too hard on
Ukraine lest it react by going the other way, the former because it hopes to replace the latter as
prime arms supplier, and the latter because it expects to hold on to its pole position as the main
high-value arms vendor. In any case, had the Ukraine crisis not occurred, the Modi government
would have had a more difficult time of shrugging off American and Russian pressure. Still, with
the Ukraine issue front and centre, the Indian government rediscovered the joys and strategic
benefits of remaining conspicuously neutral in disputes that do not directly involve India, and of
exercising policy latitude and freedom of manoeuvre that such positioning affords it. Neutrality
has allowed India to reassert its strategic autonomy and to play off the US and Russia against
each other for strategic gain. Abstaining from voting on resolutions in the Security Council has
so far served India's purposes. The resolution in the UN General Assembly later today
(Thursday, April 7) moved by Lithuania to suspend Russia's membership in the UN Human
Rights Council on account of alleged Russian human rights violations, however, is a more testing
proposition. Because an abstention will help the West, Moscow has warned it will be construed
as an unfriendly act. Did MEA anticipate such a situation and alert the visiting Russian foreign
minister Sergey Lavrov last week that Delhi could not be consistent and not abstain? If it did,
then India is in the clear. If it did not, then the question arises why not? And were the Indian
Permanent Representative and his office and MEA at this end all sleeping on the job? After all,
Vilnius aided by the US and Western delegations at the UNHQ in New York would have been
busy this past fortnight getting the resolution up and marshaling the support for it. If an
abstention is unavoidable but Moscow was informed beforehand, it will be Kremlin's call on
how punitive it wants to get with India because that will possibly incur for Russia huge cost.
Considering India has been firm about not taking sides and, given what's at stake global
correlation of forces-wise, Moscow will likely lump it, as the US and its camp followers did on
previous Indian absentions. This aside, the anodyne statements that Delhi has issued urging
end to the conflict and offer of India's good offices as peacemaker are par for the course. Not
that either Kyiv or Moscow will accept Indian mediation when the direct line of
communications between Presidents Vladimir Putin and Volodymyr Zelensky is buzzing, and it is
only a matter of time before Kyiv accepts a compromise solution around Moscow's original
intervention aim. The funny thing in all this is to see how the lot of Indian-origin academics and
such in US universities and thinktanks have uniformly echoed the Washington line about India
needing to come in on the side of the great and the good, of democracy and freedom. Their
unsolicited advice, it is evident, is less owing to any conviction than personal professional gain:
On such drivel are tenure tracks to the professoriate firmed up and “research funding” finagled.
In which case why does the media in India take these guys seriously or feature their writing in
op-ed space? May be because most Indian newspapers and television media intentionally or
otherwise too are serving foreign interests? Strategic autonomy is a function of India's size,
location, resources and potential. It is a necessity if India is to make anything of itself on the
international stage. The leverage it gives India is something Modi, perhaps, is only now
beginning to appreciate. Except, the correct lesson needs to be drawn, which is that when
China next attacks India, New Delhi should at most expect sympathy but no material or other
support from the US and Western European states, or America's Asian allies (Japan and South
Korea). Not because India “faulted” on the Ukraine issue, but because that's the natural

position for the uninvolved with their own national interests to look after, to alight on. It will be
prudent, in the event, for Delhi to prepare to fight China on its own no quarters asked or given,
and whatever it takes, which last is what I have all along been advocating that India do.

Nuclear weapons for protection
Is it a fait accompli?
By Sikandar Azam Khan
The Ukraine crisis imitates those major states that will try to win wars if it involves nuclear
weapons. The recent statement by Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov implies that the next
world war will certainly involve nuclear weapons and major power, the US, UK, and France will
be the culprits behind it. With the changing world order, major states are working relentlessly
to acquire what has been seized from them in the past. The recent Russian attack on Ukraine
proves the notion that states will never reiterate the injustices bestowed upon them by their
rivals. Aiming to maintain the status quo and ensure security, some states acquired nuclear
weapon capabilities. Since the inception of nuclear weapons in the world, they have become a
sign of deterrence and of building strategic parity among the adversaries. The current chaotic
situation in Ukraine highlights the history of nuclear weapons when Ukraine possessed 176
intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBM) and approximately 1,240 nuclear warheads left by the
Soviets after their disintegration. Could the scenario have been different if Ukraine had those
nuclear weapons today? Could the possession of nuclear weapons have prevented the invasion
and war, or could it have been a nuclear war?
The answer is not as simple as it seems
The Ukraine crisis imitates those major states that will try to win wars if it involves nuclear
weapons. The recent statement by Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov implies that the next
world war will certainly involve nuclear weapons and major power, the US, UK, and France will
be the culprits behind it. The deterrence capability of nuclear weapons halts states to take
aggressive actions because of the devastating effects it possesses. Having said that, it was
pertinent that the nuclear bomb destructed Hiroshima (7000013500 casualties) and Nagasaki
(6000080000 casualties) back in 1945. Similarly, within the changing political order states are
prone to act aggressively to the imminent threat to their national and international interests.
During Cold War, the national interests of the US and USSR were formulated according to their
interests. Band wagoning remained the epicenter for developing states to secure their survival.
As history tends to repeat itself, the Ukraine crisis portrays that alliance is shaped in accordance
with major stakeholder comforts. The Russian attack on Ukraine is strikingly important to
understanding the international political dilemma, where the arch-rivals consistently push each
other to the corner time and again resulted in conflict. The West and the US tend to force
Russia to accept their NATO and EU expansionism formula for Ukraine, which failed in 2014,
when Russia annexed Crimea. This particular move by the west triggered Russia's response as a
direct attack on their national security, thus adding further fuel to the fire. Back in 1998, US
diplomat George Kennan articulated this perspective, when the US Senate approved the first
round of NATO expansion. “I think the Russians will gradually react quite adversely and it will
affect their policies.” Besides, there is another element that can make the ongoing conflict and
future conflicts more lethal: the nuclear element. Nuclear deterrence comprises or is

dependent upon three things, i.e., confirmed capability, will of response, and the adversary's
mindset. When the adversary thinks that either one of the above conditions is lacking, war
erupts because deterrence fails. In the current prevailing crisis in Ukraine, major states (the US
and Russia), irrespective of their bitter rivalry, know their adversary's motives, so they are
signaling their moves in clear-cut terms.
Hence, the battlefield, which is Ukraine, is suffering
According to the predominantly theoretical paradigm realism for non-nuclear armed states to
seek their weaponization agenda ultimately enhances their chances of survival and improves
their security parameters. However, nuclear weapons are more like a porcupine to swallow,
which entails security risks, putting humanity at risk. The debate among the non-nuclear-armed
states about acquiring the nuclear capability to achieve the desired deterrence that nuclear
weapons provide is overwhelmingly prone to the destructive side. The Ukraine crisis surfaced
this ugly reality that states would now seriously think of allying with the nuclear-armed states
would ensure their survival in a conflict, if not go down the path of nuclearization. Seemingly, if
Ukraine allies with major power, which it did, it is imminent that Ukraine will suffer in the
future. An African proverb deemed appropriate for the situation says that “when an elephant
fights, it is the grass that suffers.” Furthermore, if Ukraine did possess nuclear weapons, which
it renounced back in the 1990s after the Budapest Memorandum, it would have been a
different story. The ironclad guarantees that Ukraine demanded back while singing the
agreement were all ripped to pieces when Russia annexed Crimea in 2014. The current
situation is no different, where powerful states' security interests surpass those of weak states.
When guarantees by the major states do not comply with those of non-nuclear armed states,
then it is certain that a nuclear element will be the key for the states to ensure their security. In
this case, it will be Ukraine. However, the nuclear arming debate is not the solution because it
will drag countries to the verge of no return, which seems unlikely given the already existing
treaties and agreements in place. However, Ukraine will almost certainly rely on a nuclear
umbrella guarantee from a major power, which in this case will be provided by the United
States, or go down the path of nuclear armament.
Also, it is not in the hands of small states to go nuclear from scratch
Building and mastering a nuclear facility is an overwhelmingly difficult task, as every small state
knows. Eventually, if and only if, those states are compelled to go down the road of nuclear
power, things will get messy. The United Nations and other regional blocks should make sure
and must sensitise the smaller nations about the pros and cons of the nuclear realm and
capability. Furthermore, conflict resolution strategies to avert the conflict altogether must be
the focus of states that want to build and sustain a peaceful environment. However, if the
danger persists, a state like Ukraine could go down the road of nuclearization. Also, the nuclear
element that is involved in adversary relationships all around the world poses numerous
challenges to the peaceful coexistence of states (like India-Pakistan, China-US, Russia-US, etc.).
So, it is important that the world community must work as a whole to address the Ukraine crisis
and should resort to conflict resolution strategies to avert further destruction both at the
regional and international levels. Sikandar Azam Khan is a Research Officer at Balochistan Think
Tank Network (BTTN) at BUITEMS, Quetta. The views expressed in the article are the author's
own and do not necessarily reflect the editorial policy of Global Village Space.

Back off US, says Putin Putin warns US to back off in Ukraine
The Biden Administration's geopolitical agenda is to prolong the military conflict, weaken Russia
militarily and diplomatically and make Europe heavily dependent on US leadership
By M.K. Bhadrakumar
The Western narrative of the two-month old war in Ukraine imbued with the rhetoric of
“democracy versus autocracy,” has dramatically changed with the assertion by the US Secretary
of Defence Lloyd Austin at a news conference in Poland on Monday following his and Secretary
of State Antony Blinken's trip to Kiev, that Washington wants to “to see Russia weakened.”
David Sanger noted that Austin was “acknowledging a transformation of the conflict, from a
battle over control of Ukraine to one that pits Washington more directly against Moscow.” But
this is not really a transformation. Sanger's colleague at the Washington Post, David Ignatius,
had written over three months ago that the Biden Administration was working on a road map
to get Russia blogged down in Ukraine and attrition it in a way that it becomes a much
diminished power on the world stage. For the Kremlin, most certainly, Austin's remark would
not have come as surprise. As recently as on Monday, President Vladimir Putin repeated at a
meeting in the Kremlin that the US and its allies have sought to “split Russian society and
destroy Russia from within.” Putin revisited the topic again on Wednesday pointing out that
“the forces that have been historically pursuing a policy aimed at containing Russia just don't
need such an independent and large country, even enormously large, in their view. They
believe that its very existence poses a threat to them.” In fact, several perceptive Western
observers had estimated that the Kremlin has effectively fallen into a trap laid by the US that is
intended to bring down Putin's regime. Come to think of it, that famous gaffe on March 26,
wasn't a gaffe after all, when President Biden, speaking in Warsaw, had blurted out the
impromptu, unscripted remark: “For God's sake, this man (Putin) cannot remain in power.” All
the same, Austin's remark signifies that a dramatic change is taking place in the geopolitical
situation, which could have positive or negative results. On Monday, Russian Foreign Minister
Sergey Lavrov warned the West that staying involved in the Russia-Ukraine war posed “serious”
and “real” risks of a World War III and “we must not underestimate it.” To be sure, the conflict
is slowly but steadily turning into a new phase. Foreign fighters and soldiers from NATO regular
units are increasingly beefing up the depleted Ukrainian army's front lines. That said, the optics
also needs to be understood. Austin's war cry comes soon after Mariupol fell to the Russian
forces. A couple of thousands Ukrainian nationalists and a few hundred military personnel from
NATO countries are trapped in an underground labyrinth at the Azovstal complex in the city,
which Russian forces have sealed off. It has been a severe blow to the US' prestige. The Russian
special operation is on track “grinding” the Ukrainian forces to the ground, to borrow the
graphic expression from UK Prime Minister Boris Johnson. On Monday, Russian high-precision
missiles hit at least six railway sub-stations in Western Ukraine destroying railway facilities in
Krasnoe, Zdolbunov, Zhmerinka, Berdichev, Kovel, Korosten, which were meant to be key
transshipment points for the supply of Western weaponry to the Ukrainian forces in the Donbas
region. Rail communication in several western regions of Ukraine is effectively blocked.
Reports from the east show that Ukrainian forces are suffering heavy losses. Russian forces
have taken the city of Kremennaya and are approaching the town of Lyman, which would give
them control of a direct road to Slavyansk from the east. Austin's hyped up rhetoric
notwithstanding, Ukraine is not only not showing any signs of winning but keeps bleeding, and

the territory under the actual control of the Ukrainian government is steadily shrinking. The US
officials admit that Pentagon lacks the ability to track the weapons that are going in. Yet, the
Biden administration has so far spent around $4 billion on Ukraine. Therein hangs a tale. Who
are the real beneficiaries of the US supplies? The level of corruption in Ukraine is a legion. The
plain truth is that it will be many weeks or months before meaningful volumes of heavy
weapons could be delivered to Ukrainian combat units but in the meanwhile, the Battle of
Donbass will be fought almost entirely on the basis of the current strength on the ground. In a
detailed analysis this week, a former colonel in the US Army and prolific media commentator
Daniel Davis concluded: “It will take too long for Western governments to come up with a
coherent equipping plan and then prepare, ship, and deliver the kit to its destination in a time
frame that could provide Kyiv's troops the ability to tip the balance against Russia.” The
bottomline is this: The Biden Administration's geopolitical agenda is to prolong the military
conflict, which apart from weakening Russia militarily and diplomatically, turns Europe into a
battlefield and makes the continent heavily dependent on the US leadership for a very long
time to come. For Biden, the war provides a useful distraction in US politics in an election year.
Austin hosted a conference of the US' allies on Monday at the American base in Germany to
form a monthly contact group on Ukraine's self-defence to coordinate the “efforts to
strengthen Ukraine's military for the long haul.” It has the ominous look of a “coalition of the
willing.” Even Israel was recruited. But the US is under-estimating the steely Russian resolve to
fully realise the objectives behind the special operation in Ukraine. Moscow will not brook any
roadblocks, no matter what it takes. Putin issued a stern warning today: “If someone from
outside moves to interfere in the current developments, they should know that they will indeed
create strategic threats to Russia, which are unacceptable to us, and they should know that our
response to encounter assaults will be instant, it will be quick.” He was explicit that Russia has
military capabilities that the US cannot match. “We have all the tools to do it, the tools that
others can't boast of at the moment, but as for us, we won't be boasting. We will use them if
the need arises and I would like everyone to be aware of it. We have made all the necessary
decisions in this regard,” Putin warned.

INDIA
'Nobody in India will be saved’
'Nobody will be saved if you don't stop this ideological and political-strategic bulldozer’
By Neeta Kolhatkar
The North Delhi Municipal Corporation launched a demolition drive to allegedly remove
encroachments in the C Block in Jahangirpuri in the national capital. Most of the residents of
the area -- workers and small-time shopkeepers -- are Bengali Muslims who settled down in the
capital before the Emergency. A group of petitioners, which included Brinda Karat, the
Communist Party of India-Marxist leader, drew the Supreme Court's attention to the
demolitions. Despite the highest court in the land staying the demolitions, the NDMC
demolitions reportedly continued for a couple of hours more, a shocking disregard for the
Supreme Court's order.

"We have been seeing that they do not adhere to court orders, they also flout sections of the
Constitution. So why shouldn't they be also charged with contempt of court? They have
breached the orders of the Supreme Court," Brinda Karat tells Senior Contributor. On the day
the demolitions were taking place, you were the only politician who confronted the bulldozers.
None from the Opposition was present. What was going on in your mind at that time? I wasn't
alone, my party members and comrades were there with me. Since April 16th, the various
incidents that have taken place -- be it on Hanuman Jayanti, the Shobha Yatra -- we have been
there, taking fact-finding teams, to find out who are the people behind it. I was not alone; all
my comrades work with me. But the fact is that it was only us. Yes, nobody from the Opposition
was present. Isn't it surprising that while calls are being issued for the Opposition to unite, none
from the other political parties was present during the demolitions. Yes, it was only us
comrades (smiles). As for your question, you should ask them, it is for them to answer. I can
only speak for my party and myself. I do not wish to speak for others nor do I find it necessary.
You went by the law book and your actions were borne out of sensitivity to basic human rights,
but it has been deemed 'anti-national' by some people. My action was to uphold the Supreme
Court orders which they flouted. I was opposing only that. These people were flouting the
Supreme Court's orders. At that time I was coming with the Supreme Court stay, Jahangirpuri is
far so by the time I reached, what do I see? That they had begun bulldozing. Why was this being
done? Why were the houses being demolished? This is contempt of court. We have been seeing
that they do not adhere to court orders, they also flout sections of the Constitution. So why
shouldn't they be also charged with contempt of court? They have breached the orders of the
Supreme Court. Although I am not one to use 'seditious' and 'anti-national', which you have
asked, if at all anyone is, it's them who have disobeyed the Supreme Court's rules. Let me tell
you, I know the people of C Block. I also know the entire layout of the C Block in Jahangirpuri.
The people settled there 40 years ago. It is completely wrong the kind of malicious accusations
being flung -- that they are Rohingya, Bangladeshis. They are poor Indian citizens. You cannot
deprive them of citizenship just because they are poor. These are Bengali Muslims who settled
40 years ago. They are poor labourers who first came and settled along the river Yamuna.
During the Emergency, when Sanjay Gandhi launched his (demolition) drive, they were made to
settle in Jahangirpuri. Have they been evicted prior to this? Why do you think this demolition
drive was undertaken? This demolition drive has been done deliberately and selectively.
Everybody who knows Jahangirpuri is aware workers and self-employed shopkeepers live and
work there. In every block the people have outside the houses cycle shops, mobile repair shops,
mithai shops, any small shop where they work. That is their livelihood. This you will see
everywhere in Jahangirpuri. The bulldozers came to demolish only in C Block. It is because of
the demographics of C Block. So first, they attack the poor, and second, they attack because the
poor belong to the minority community. This is selective demolition. Now in the Supreme
Court, they (the NDMC) said some Hindu (owned) shops too have been broken. Yes, but the
selection was of the (C) block. So they need to answer why did they select this particular block.
Once the bulldozer starts working, it doesn't discriminate whether the shop is owned by a
Hindu or Muslim, it destroys everything in its way. This bulldozer is only a machine. But this
bulldozer represents a very narrow minded ideology and a political strategy which belongs to
the Hindutva and Sangh Parivar ideology. Today they are attacking the minority. But this is not
just the minority. What happened in Uttar Pradesh in the case of a Dalit who was asked to lick

the feet of an upper caste person? How did they have the guts to do such a thing? Today, it is
the minorities to create a so-called Hindu identity. But within that Hindu identity, caste is there,
gender is there, they are equally oppressed by this ideology. Nobody will be saved if you don't
stop this ideological and political-strategic bulldozer. Nobody in India will be saved. The CPI-M
has been consistently opposing this government's actions. You face flak, but despite that you
and your party stand up against the government's actions. What drives you? As a Communist I
can say that is our creed, that is why we exist, to be there wherever there is injustice and
whereever there is exploitation. When we take the red flag in our hands, we do not think about
what is going to happen to us. What we do is clear to us -- that every action is geared towards
the unjust economic and social system.

Indian state sponsored terrorism and false flag operation
By Ahsan Ali Zahid
Pakistan on many occasions has provided sufficient evidence to Indian authorities, about Indian
covert support in a number of terrorist acts in Pakistan. Hindu fundamentalists were right on
the track to instigate proxies against Pakistan after the installation of Modi government, and
the game gets worst especially when Indian PM Modi nominated Ajit Doval as national security
advisor. The odd belief that Pakistan maintains a hidden relationship with jihadis to conduct
attacks on India has often been publicized in Western media, but the actual reality is not
revealed that India is persistently involved in state-sponsored terrorism and false flag
operations as a cover to portray itself as a victim of terrorism. The reality is that India is
involved in the proxy war against Pakistan, and it has staged several false flag operations to gain
sympathies, domestic policy change, malign Pakistan and divert the attention of the
international community from heinous crimes. Pakistan on the other hand on several occasions
has tried to enlighten the international community regarding clandestine Indian terror links and
the desire to destabilize not only Pakistan but also the region. Once again on 13th Jan,
Pakistan's Foreign Office spokesperson Asim Iftikhar during a weekly press briefing stated, “We
are also concerned about India's dangerous track record of orchestrating false flag operations,
and we continue to alert the international community about that. There is a real possibility
that India might stage another false flag operation to complicate the current situation.
Therefore, we continue to alert our friends in the international community about this
prospect.”
How India has been involved in acts of terrorism?
Pakistan on many occasions has provided sufficient evidence to Indian authorities, about Indian
covert support in a number of terrorist acts in Pakistan. Hindu fundamentalists were right on
the track to instigate proxies against Pakistan after the installation of Modi government, and
the game gets worst especially when Indian PM Modi nominated Ajit Doval as national security
advisor. Doval is a perfect manifestation of India's ongoing surreptitious war against Pakistan.
While classifying Pakistan as an Indian Enemy, Doval advocated an extensive range of
clandestine actions against Pakistan i.e., isolating Pakistan internationally OR aiding TTP to
create internal security of Pakistan chaotic. On the same note, Chuck Hagel has also indicated
that India is using Afghan soil to finance the problems for Pakistan. John Pike, renowned expert
on defense, space, and intelligence policy, evidently reported that RAW is a major source of

espionage and sabotage against Pakistan and other neighboring countries. Indian intelligence
agency RAW has been persistently involved in planning and plotting terrorist attacks in Pakistan
even if it is sports realm. The agency was furtively involved in a 2009 attack at Sri Lankan cricket
team. India's double-speak on terrorism is not tolerable as on one side it is involved in terrorism
in Pakistan and on the other side it is also involved in terrorist attacks in its own country. For
instance, after the Mumbai attacks, Pakistan demanded to let its envoy investigate Ajmal Kasab
but obviously, there was something dubious that is why India did not allow it. On 19 July 2013,
the ex-investigating officer of CBI Satish Verma unveiled the secret that the Indian government
killed hundreds in Mumbai and Parliament attacks just to strengthen the counter-terror
legislation. This brings to another whistle blown on 20 Jan 2013, by Indian Home Minister Sushil
Kumar Shinde that political party in power BJP and RSS are running training camps to promote
Hindu terrorism. These extremist groups are also responsible for Samjhauta Express, Mecca
Masjid and Malegaon blasts. Story does not end here, Webster G. Tarpley in an interview with
Alex Jones stated, “The Hindus (RSS), the RSS is Hindu racist extremist organization, now we
have religious extremist party in India and U.S. is backing them… The Research and Analysis
Wing of Indian intelligence, they are up in Afghanistan, recruiting crazies from there to bring
them down and help them to engage in terrorism inside Pakistan. So, the Indians have this real
dirty aspect.”
The role of media
Media plays an important role in creating influence and we all know dramatic Indian media is
famous for creating melodramas. Yellow journalists in Indian media emphatically spread hatred
among the civil society and if anyone talks rationally; he or she is accused of being pro-Pakistani
or ISI agent. India wants to be recognized as a major geopolitical player internationally, but the
shift from a diverse and secular society into a repressing and stifling society is a concern. The
U.S. and its allies are today arming and funding this radical Hindutva terrorism as a
counterweight to China. If Hindutva religious fanaticism goes on rising, it will destabilize peace
not only of India or the South Asian region but also of the globe. The international community
will then be fighting against Global War on Hindutva Terror (GWoHT), instead of Global War on
Terror (GWoT). We cannot allow ourselves to be quiet in the face of such a danger. Peace is not
a one-way ticket; Pakistan wants talks with India, but Indian efforts are disappointing and
insufficient. India should make efforts to fight against terrorism the way the global community
is and the best way to start it is from the home ground. There is a realization among the
analysts in the world that Indian involvement in terrorism is a security threat to the region and
the world. The international community together must advocate for a ban on weapon sales to
India by major powers keeping in view the human rights violations, support for terrorism and
extremist policies of the Indian government. France, who has taken over the presidency of the
Council of EU, must realize its responsibility and push EU to stop weaponizing India. The writer
is a Senior Research Officer at the Center for International Strategic Studies, Islamabad.

'Hatred, bigotry and untruth' - communal violence grips India
Country appears more divided than ever along Hindu - Muslim lines and for many, Modi's BJP is
to blame
By Hannah Ellis-Petersen & Aakash Hassan

The procession had begun peacefully. Marching through the streets of Delhi's Jahangirpuri
district on Saturday, the devotees had gathered to celebrate the Hindu festival of Hanuman
Jayanti. But the peace did not last long. As the evening drew in, an unauthorised parade began
to gather. This time, men clad in saffron, the signature colour of Hindu nationalism, filled the
streets brandishing swords and pistols, and started to shout provocative communal slogans.
Previous agreements between Hindu and Muslim residents for the procession to avoid passing
by a local mosque, which was holding evening prayers, were ignored. “A Hindu mob smashed
beer bottles inside the mosque, put up saffron flags there and chanted Jai Shri Ram Hail Lord
Ram,” said Tabreez Khan, 39, a witness. “A caretaker of the mosque started resisting them,
leading to a brawl. It was only after they started to desecrate the mosque that Muslims got
angry and clashes started and stones were thrown.” Muslim and Hindu witnesses blamed each
other for the violence. Rinku Sharma, a Hindu taking part in the procession, said the clashes
began “when we entered the mosque area”. “Most of the people living in this area are
Muslims,” said Mohamad Fazal, 35. “This was not a religious rally but an attack on us Muslims.”
Six police officers were injured in the violence, and more than 20 people arrested, the majority
of whom were Muslim. But among those questioned by police was the leader of the local
branch of Vishwa Hindu Parishad (VHP), a notorious rightwing group who had co-organised the
evening procession. “There was no instigation, it seemed the attack was planned to create
communal tensions,” added Khan. Delhi Police Commissioner Rakesh Asthana denied that a
saffron flag had been placed in the mosque and said people from “both communities” were
being investigated. “Action will be taken against any person found guilty irrespective of their
class, creed, community and religion,” he said. The events in Jahangirpuri were far from
isolated. Over the weekend, almost 140 people were arrested in connection with incidents of
communal violence and rioting between Hindus and Muslims in the states of Uttarakhand,
Andhra Pradesh and Karnataka during celebrations of Hanuman Jayanti. It had been a similar
story in previous weeks. Celebrations of the Hindu festival of Ram Navami in seven states as far
flung as Madhya Pradesh, Gujarat, Jharkhand and West Bengal were marred bay communal
violence, mostly against Muslims, who are observing Ramadan. The clashes left one person
dead, resulted in dozens of Muslim-owned homes and shops being set alight or demolished,
provocative slogans being shouted outside numerous mosques and attempts to install saffron
flags inside Muslim places of worship. The surge in communal violence has sparked concern
among many in India who fear the country is becoming more polarised than ever along HinduMuslim lines. For many, the blame has been directed at the ruling Hindu nationalist Bharatiya
Janata party, led by the Prime Minister, Narendra Modi. The BJP is accused of overseeing a
religiously divisive agenda and emboldening hostility towards India's 200m Muslims, relegating
them to second-class citizens. Meanwhile, Hindu vigilante groups such as VHP have been
allowed to operate freely and have increasingly begun to take the law into their own hands. In
the southern state of Telangana, a BJP legislator, T Raja Singh, was among those booked for
provocative slogans during a procession. “There is a strong case to be made that we are passing
through the most difficult phase for Muslims in independent India,” said Asim Ali, a political
researcher at the Centre for Policy Research thinktank, writing in the Telegraph, an Indian
newspaper. “Being in the crosshairs of the dominant party of the country is a bad place to be
for a community, and the Hindu nationalist stance towards Muslims seems to be becoming

more hostile with time.” The wave of violence in recent weeks, added Ali, was evidence that
“this anti-Muslim mobilisation … has also acquired a momentum of its own”. In Muzaffarpur, a
district of Bihar, Muslims alleged that a saffron flag was hoisted on to the entrance of a mosque
during one of the processions. Video footage showed the crowd cheering and brandishing
swords and hockey sticks while the flag was raised. But it was in Khargone, a district of Madhya
Pradesh, that some of the worst clashes took place. The violence began when a Ram Navami
parade of about 5,000 devotees passed by a mosque. It was alleged that a confrontation broke
out between Hindus and Muslims after inflammatory Hindu nationalist slogans and threats
began to be shouted by Hindu hardliners and stones thrown in retaliation. Local Muslims say
their homes were vandalised and around 10 were set on fire. “I was in my home with my family
preparing to break Ramadan fast when a large mob started attacking our house,” said Farooq
Khan, 23. “They were shouting kill the Muslims.” Khan said he had to beg the sword-wielding
mob, which entered his house and started looting, to let him and his family flee. About 24
people, including a police officer, were injured in the violence. Muslims in Khargone accused
police of refusing to file cases against Hindus involved in the violence and arresting mainly
Muslims instead. There was also outcry after the local administration bulldozed at least 16
houses and 29 shops belonging to Muslims accused of throwing stones at the procession.
Nawab Khan, a Muslim whose house was set alight, said he had been beaten by police when he
had tried to file a report at the station, showing the wounds on his back he said were caused by
officers. “Our properties have been burned, we have been attacked and we are the ones who
are being accused of it and punished,” he said. Supt Shalendra Singh denied Muslims had
mainly been targeted and said the police were taking proper action against all communities
involved. Clashes also broke out at the beginning of April in Karauli, Rajasthan, when a Hindu
procession was passing through a Muslim area and about 70 shops, mostly belonging to
Muslims were set alight. The violence this month even reached one of India's top universities,
Jawaharlal Nehru University in Delhi, after rightwing Hindu activists objected to the cooking of
non-vegetarian food at a student hostel. Over the weekend, the leaders of 13 opposition
parties condemned Modi for staying silent over the surge in communal violence. “We are
shocked at the silence of the prime minister, who has failed to speak against the words and
actions of those who propagate bigotry and those who, by their words and actions, incite and
provoke our society,” they said in a statement. Modi's minority affairs minister, Mukhtar Abbas
Naqvi, blamed the events of the past few weeks on “fringe elements, who … try to defame
India's inclusive culture and commitment”. Activists and academics have pointed to increasingly
violent rhetoric against Muslims seeping into India's mainstream, stirring up communal
tensions to dangerous levels. In December 2021, a religious assembly of Hindu holy figures was
held in Haridwar, Uttarakhand, during which the speakers called for a genocide against
Muslims. Last week, police arrested Bajrang Muni Das, a Hindu priest accused of threatening
mass rape against Muslim women during a speech two weeks ago in presence of officers. The
attacks also come after the passing of state legislation accused of being discriminatory towards
Muslims, including a hijab ban in schools in BJP-ruled Karnataka. Writing in the Indian Express
over the weekend, the leader of the opposition Congress party, Sonia Gandhi, said: “an
apocalypse of hatred, bigotry, intolerance and untruth is engulfing our country today … We as a
people cannot stand by and watch as peace and pluralism are sacrificed at the altar of bogus
nationalism.” Source: The Guardian.

The next CDS - Admiral Karambir Singh!
By Bharat Karnad
The Narendra Modi government, having looked at all options, including “deep selection”, have
apparently determined that the former Chief of the Naval Staff, Admiral Karambir Singh, who
retired end-November 2021, is the best person to succeed the late General Bipin Rawat as Chief
of the Defence Staff and Secretary, Department of Miltary Affairs. The announcement is likely
to be made soon.
Unlike Rawat whose Pauri-Garhwal connections helped, Karambir is being brought in after
considerable thought expended on his selection in the PMO and elsewhere, whence he will, in
some respects, enjoy even greater backing in the inevitable bureaucratic turf battles and in
fights over critical decisions.
When advocating Karambir's appointment as CDS in a Dec 14, 2021 I had alluded to the
“democratic” precedent of the US President, John F Kennedy, in 1961 installing a retired US
Army Chief of Staff, General Maxwell Taylor, as his Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff. By way of
Admiral Karambir's qualifications, I had said that, as a naval helicopter pilot he had professional
skills and the experience to empathize with, and to win the respect of, the air force and of the
helicopter-equipped army aviation wing and hence of the army “the sort of background” few
chiefs of staff have possessed, and which Rawat plainly lacked (leading to such boo-boos as his
dismissal of the IAF as a “supporting arm”).
And the Admiral will have to root out from the CDS secretariat his predecessor's antipathy to
expeditiously and extensively establishing military bases on the Indian Ocean littoral and in
archepelagic island nations (Maldives, Mauritius, northern Mozambique coast, etc) and to
carving out a ready-use expeditionary element in the Indian armed forces to counter China's
fast-growing footprint, and effectively handling crises, in the region.
His naval helicopter background is pertinent. Unlike aviator naval chiefs in the past mostly
carrier-borne fighter pilots (Arun Prakash, Sureesh Mehta) who flew combat aircraft off decks
(VSTOL Harriers and, in Prakash's case, also Hunter, as part of an IAF squadron during the 1971
War, in which stint he won the Vir Chakra), and with an attitude more akin to that of the “Flyboys” in the air force, the no-nonsense Karambir flew Kamovs and, as CNS, wore his
phlegmatism on his sleeve.
It is a trait that will stand him in good stead as CDS when he will be required to juggle the
demands of the three armed services and of the Coast Guard, and to alight on inter se priorities
where expenditure programmes are concerned, on the one hand and, on the other hand, to
deal with the sometimes difficult political leaders (Modi, defence minister Rajnath Singh) and
the civilian MOD bureaucracy, withut rubbing anyone too much the wrong way. What may have
impressed the powers that-be is also the Admiral's reputation as a “straight arrow” which,
incidentally, will deter these other parties from pushing him on issues.
It will be interesting to see if as CDS, the Admiral stays with the Rawat plan for the
consolidation of resources and “theaterization” of the numerous military commands, or tweaks
it to make it more practicable. Many military stalwarts who have headed the Andaman &
Nicobar Command (ANC), such as the former CNS, Admiral Arun Prakash, believe that an
excellent working model for integrating command and control as well as the fighting and other
military assets already exists in the Port Blair-headquartered ANC.

What needs to be done, they claim, is for it to be upscaled. Several such operationally
integrated commands, they feel, would ease the movement towards a genuinely integrated
Indian military, one in which the constituent services operate seamlessly. The trouble with the
ANC, however, is that all the good it does in fosterig a genuine “joint” mindset and habit of
working is frittered away as soon as officers on rotation in the Command revert to posts in their
original service on the mainland when they have to buckle on the same old mental and
attitudinal straitjackets. Even minimal loyalty to jointness is prevented from getting cemented
by the extant career reward structure the Confidential Reports that count of the senior staff
officers are written annually not by the Commander-in-Chief, ANC, but by the chiefs of the
services they belong to.
Thus, promising careers have been cut short because senior officers were perceived by their
chiefs as being too wedded to the concept of jointness or too supportive of the integrated
setup than was deemed good for the parent service! This aspect of the ANC offers a peek into
the promotion system that's in desperate need of overhaul which, hopefully, the new CDS will
undertake, pronto!
This is an absolute imperative if an integrated military is ever to bcome reality. Indeed,
Karambir Singh should consider incorporating a scheme for awarding additional points to
officers for pulling time in joint units/organizations, and to define minimum thresholds of
“jointness points” beyond senior-Major or equivalent level as prerequisite for promotion to the
next higher rank. Institutionalizing such promotion schema will provide just the incentive
necessary for the officer corps in the three armed services to become more military jointnessand integration-minded.

Meet the new, resource - based global reserve currency
A new reality is being formed: the unipolar world is irrevocably becoming a thing of the past; a
multipolar one is taking shape
By Pepe Escobar
It was something to behold. Dmitri Medvedev, former Russian President, unrepentant
Atlanticist, current deputy chairman of the Russian Security Council, decided to go totally
unplugged in an outburst matching the combat star turn of Mr. Khinzal that delivered palpable
shock and awe all across NATOstan. Medvedev said “hellish” Western sanctions not only have
failed to cripple Russia, but are instead “returning to the West like a boomerang.” Confidence in
reserve currencies is “fading like the morning mist”, and ditching the US dollar and the euro is
not unrealistic anymore: “The era of regional currencies is coming.”
After all, he added, “no matter if they want it or not, they'll have to negotiate a new financial
order (…) And the decisive voice will then be with those countries that have a strong and
advanced economy, healthy public finances and a reliable monetary system.” Medvedev
relayed his succinct analysis even before D Day as in the deadline this Thursday established by
President Putin after which payments for Russian gas by “unfriendly nations” will only be
accepted in rubles.
The G7, predictably, had struck a (collective) pose: we won't pay. “We” means the 4 that are
not large Russian gas importers. “We”, moreover, means the Empire of Lies dictating the rules.
As for the 3 that will be in dire straits, not only they are major importers but also happen to be

WWII losers Germany, Italy and Japan, still de facto occupied territories. History does have a
habit of playing perverted tricks.
Denial didn't last long. Germany was the first to break even before industrialists from Ruhr to
Bavaria staged a mass revolt. Scholz, the puny Chancellor, called Putin, who had to explain the
obvious: payments are being converted into rubles because the EU froze Russia's foreign
exchange reserves in a crass violation of international law. With Taoist patience, Putin also
expressed hope this would not represent a deterioration in contract terms for European
importers. Russian and German experts should sit down together and discuss the new terms.
Moscow is working on a set of documents defining the new deal. Essentially, that spells out no
rubles, no gas. Contracts become null and void once you violate trust. The US and the EU broke
legally biding agreements with unilateral sanctions and on top of it confiscated foreign reserves
of a nuclear G20 nation.
The unilateral sanctions made dollars and euros worthless to Russia. Hysteria fits won't cut it:
this will be resolved but under Russia's terms. Period. The Foreign Ministry had already warned
that refusal to pay for gas in rubles would lead to a serious global crisis of non-payments and
serial global-level bankruptcies, a hellish chain reaction of blocked transactions, freezing of
collateral assets and closures of credit lines.
What will happen next is partially predictable. EU companies will receive the new set of rules.
They will have time to examine the documents and make a decision. Those that say “no” will be
automatically excluded from receiving direct Russian gas shipments all politico-economic
consequences included. There will be some compromise, of course. For instance, quite a few EU
nations will accept to use rubles and increase their gas acquisitions so they may resell the
surplus to their neighbors and make a profit. And some may also decide to buy gas on the go on
energy exchanges.
So Russia is not imposing an ultimatum on anybody. The whole thing will take time a rolling
process. With some sideway action as well. The Duma is contemplating the extension of
payment in rubles to other essential products such as oil, metals, timber, wheat. It will depend
on the collective voracity of the EU chihuahuas. Everyone knows that their non-stop hysteria
may translate into a colossal rupture of supply chains across the West.
Bye bye oligarchs
While the Atlanticist ruling classes have gone totally berserk but still remain focused on fighting
to the last European to extract any remaining, palpable EU wealth, Russia is playing it cool.
Moscow has been quite lenient in fact, brandishing the specter of no gas in Spring rather than
Winter. The Russian Central Bank nationalized foreign exchange earnings of all major exporters.
There was no default. The ruble keeps rising and is now back to roughly the same level before
Operation Z. Russia remains self-sufficient, food-wise. American hysteria over “isolated” Russia
is laughable. Every actor that matters across Eurasia not to mention the other 4 BRICS and
virtually the whole Global South did not demonize and/or sanction Russia.
As an extra bonus, arguably the last oligarch capable of influence in Moscow, Anatoly Chubais,
is gone. Call it another momentous historical trickery: Western sanction hysteria de facto
dismembered Russian oligarchy Putin's pet project since 2000. What that implies is the
strengthening of the Russian state and the consolidation of Russian society. We still don't have
all the facts, but a case can be made that after years of careful evaluation Putin opted to really
go for broke and break the West's back using that trifecta (imminent blitzkrieg on Donbass; US

bioweapon labs; Ukraine working on nuclear weapons) as the casus belli. The freezing of
foreign reserves had to have been forecasted, especially because the Russian Central Bank had
been increasing its reserves of US Treasuries since November last year.
Then there's the serious possibility of Moscow being able to access “secret” offshore foreign
reserves a complex matrix built with Chinese insider help. The sudden switch from
dollars/euros to rubles was hardcore, Olympic-level geoeconomic judo. Putin enticed the
collective West to unleash its demented hysteria sanction attack and turned it against the
opponent with a single, swift move. And here we all are now trying to absorb so many in-synch
game-changing developments following the weaponization of dollar assets: rupee-ruble with
India, the Saudi petroyuan, co-badged Mir-UnionPay cards issued by Russian banks, the RussiaIran SWIFT alternative, the EAEU-China project of an independent monetary/financial system.
Not to mention the master coup by the Russian Central Bank, pegging 1 gram of gold to 5,000
rubles which is already around $60, and climbing.
Coupled with No Rubles No Gas, what we have here is energy de facto pegged to gold. The EU
Chihuahuas and the Japanese colony will need to buy a lot of rubles in gold or buy a lot of gold
to have their gas. And it gets better. Russia may re-peg the ruble to gold in the near future.
Could go to 2,000 rubles, 1,000 rubles, even 500 rubles for a gram of gold.
Time to be sovereign
The Holy Grail in the evolving discussions about a multipolar world, since the BRICS summits in
the 2000s featuring Putin, Hu Jintao and Lula, has always been how to bypass dollar hegemony.
It's now right in front of the whole Global South, as a benign apparition bearing a Cheshire cat's
smile: the golden ruble, or ruble backed by oil, gas, minerals, commodity exports.
The Russian Central Bank, unlike the Fed, does not practice QE and won't export toxic inflation
to the rest of the planet. The Russian Navy not only secures all Russian sea lines, but Russian
nuclear-powered submarines are capable of popping up all over the planet unannounced.
Russia is far, far ahead already implementing the concept of “continental naval power”.
December 2015, in the Syrian theater, was the strategic game-changer. The Black Sea-based
submarine 4th division is the star of the show.
Russian naval fleets may now employ Kalibr missiles across a space comprehending Eastern
Europe, West Asia and Central Asia. The Caspian Sea and the Black Sea, linked by the Don-Volga
canal, offer a space of maneuver comparable to the Eastern Mediterranean and the Persian
Gulf combined. 6,000 km-long. And you don't even need to access warm waters. That covers
around 30 nations: the traditional Russian sphere of influence; historical borders of the Russian
empire; and current political/energy rivalry spheres.
No wonder the Beltway is berserk. Russia guarantees shipping across Asia, the Arctic and
Europe, in tandem with the Eurasia-wide BRI railway network. And last but not least, don't
mess with a Nuclear Bear. Essentially, this is what hardcore power politics is all about.
Medvedev was not bragging when he said the era of a single reserve currency is over. The
advent of a resource-based global reserve currency means, in a nutshell, that 13% of the planet
will not dominate the other 87% anymore.
It's NATOstan vs. Eurasia redux. Cold War 2.0, 3.0, 4.0 and even 5.0. It doesn't matter. All the
previous Non-Aligned Movement (NAM) nations see which way the geopolitical and geoeconomic winds are blowing: the time to assert their real sovereignty is at hand as the “rulesbased international order” bites the dust. Welcome to the birth of the new world system.

Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov, in China, after meeting several counterparts from across
Eurasia, could not have outlined it better:
“A new reality is being formed: the unipolar world is irrevocably becoming a thing of the past, a
multipolar one is taking shape. It's an objective process. It's unstoppable. In this reality, more
than one power will “rule” it will be necessary to negotiate between all the key states that
today have a decisive influence on the world economy and politics. At the same time, realizing
their special situation, these countries ensure compliance with the basic principles of the UN
Charter, including the fundamental one the sovereign equality of states. No one on this Earth
should be seen as a minor player. Everyone is equal and sovereign.”

