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India, the Blue Dot Network, and the “Quad Plus” Calculus 

The global geopolitical narrative is becoming increasingly anti-China post the 

outbreak of COVID-19, which was first identified in Wuhan, China, in December 

2019. The backlash is primarily focused on Beijing’s initial mishandling of the novel 

coronavirus crisis and suppression of the flow of information about the disease. In 

May 2020, several member nations of the World Health Organization (WHO), 

including India, called for an independent probe into the origins of the virus. 

Additionally, US president Donald Trump has been openly attacking China for 

spreading the pandemic, and various global citizen groups and “some governments 

want to sue Beijing for damages and reparations.” 

For India, the military clash in the Galwan Valley in the Himalayan territory of 

Ladakh, on 15 June 2020, has only amplified this anti-China view and given it a 

nationalist trend. Following this incident, boycotting Chinese apps and goods, 

reviewing engagements with China as a “developmental partner,” and aligning 

more with the United States and US alliance partners in the Indo-Pacific have 

emerged as trending story lines in India. Trump’s plans to include India in the 

expanded G7 (Group of Seven), New Delhi’s new “Comprehensive Strategic” 

partnership with Australia, and the United Kingdom’s offer to include India in the 

new D-10 alliance, a prospective grouping of 10 democracies including South Korea, 

Australia, and the G7 nations that aims to counter China’s monopoly on 5G 

technology, all highlight India’s importance as a regional and global power in the 

evolving structure of the Indo-Pacific. Indian foreign minister S. Jaishankar’s 

statement that the Galwan border incident will have “a serious impact on the 

bilateral relationship” indicates that India is set to review its China policy and 

perhaps transform it significantly. 

To state briefly, over the last one and half decade or so, India’s relations with China 

have been primed on a “power-partner” contention. Even though the “China 

threat” phenomenon was on the rise at the beginning of the twenty-first century, 

India decided to perceive China more as a multilateral partner within the rubrics of 

emerging powers narrative. For instance, when Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee 
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visited Beijing in 2003, he acknowledged China as a “rising economic power,” 

envisioning “comprehensive” bilateral ties in the years to come. The intent of such 

a partnership was to gain economic advantage, both within and outside the Bretton 

Woods institutions, without India worrying too much about the authoritarian rise 

of China in world affairs and the threat posed by a rising Chinese military to India’s 

security. India’s affiliation with China in the BRICS (Brazil, Russia, India, China, South 

Africa) association of five major emerging national economies, the Asian 

Infrastructure Investment Bank (AIIB), and the Shanghai Cooperation Organization 

(SCO) was primarily a culmination of this process. In other words, a partnership 

with China in multilateral forums was a conscious Indian stance to balance Beijing’s 

rising threat as a military power while aiming to take advantage in its association 

with China as an emerging economic partner. The Galwan border incident will have 

a serious impact on this established twenty-first-century Indian policy stance that 

started in 2003, as India already seems to be moving away from its partnership 

inclination with China, aiming to align more and more with the United States. 

In this increasing alignment toward Washington, India’s strategic consonance with 

the United States has become more Indo-Pacific–centric, which will perhaps 

transcend from the economic to the strategic-security spheres in the region. A good 

sign is that the US–India understanding is not only gearing for an alternative supply 

chain network in the post-COVID period but also about to likely expand maritime-

military cooperation (via Malabar) with a fourth partner, namely Australia, thereby 

strengthening the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue (Quad) process in the Indo-

Pacific, along with Japan. However, it remains to be seen to what extent India will 

depart from its existing China policy in the post-Galwan period. There is no dearth 

of opportunities and challenges, which will test New Delhi’s foreign policy resolve 

to forge a strategic alliance that would be commensurate with its economic, 

maritime, and security mandate in the Indo-Pacific region. The BDN, a 

multistakeholder initiative launched by the United States, Japan, and Australia, 

which primarily aims to advance an economic alliance framework for quality 

infrastructure promotion in the Indo-Pacific, is one such opportunity for India. 

India has largely positioned itself as an anti-BRI nation. Rather than endorsing a US-

led anti-China narrative, however, New Delhi has promoted a policy of 

“engagement with equilibrium” with Beijing. Post-Galwan, this narrative can see 

change with an inclination to behave as an anti-China nation, motivating New Delhi 
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to become a part of alliance frameworks with partner nations and join initiatives 

like the BDN. During President Trump’s maiden visit to New Delhi in February 2020, 

India and the United States discussed the prospects of the BDN; however, India 

refrained from making any commitment to join. New Delhi’s official stance is that 

“there is a certain level of convergence when we talk about ideas . . . but the 

initiative is a new one, we need a little bit of time to examine it, to study it and to 

revert on this issue,” which indicates India’s inclination to join the network. The 

recent G7 invitation from Trump has certainly raised the prospects of India joining 

the BDN. The BDN is promoted as an exclusive program that is widely perceived as 

an initiative to challenge China’s unilateral and nontransparent infrastructure 

investment and financing pattern in the Indo-Pacific, which Xi Jinping’s BRI 

promotes. Via the Indo-Pacific Business Forum (IPBF), the BDN intends to bring 

government, private sector, and civil society together through stronger trade and 

economic ties, as well as foster finance, investment, and technological cooperation. 

Given the rising anti-China narrative across the globe, the scope for promoting the 

BDN as an alternative to the BRI has risen tremendously. So will India, an Indo-

Pacific partner of the United States and a member of the Quad process (the United 

States, Japan, and Australia being the other members) consider joining the BDN in 

the near future? This article aims to examine these prospects in conjunction with 

the transformation that is taking place in Indian foreign policy. 

Blue Dot Network, Belt and Road Initiative, and India 

Building and financing quality infrastructure has been a matter of significant debate 

among the United States and other like-minded countries, such as India and 

Australia, particularly in light of the expanding BRI in the Indo-Pacific. The BDN, 

which was initially proposed at the 35th Association of Southeast Asian Nations 

(ASEAN) summit in Thailand, is an international certification program to promote 

quality infrastructure with a focus on transparency and sustainability—on 

expediting quality infrastructure in the lower- and middle-income countries 

particularly. Thus, the BDN aims to set a “standard of excellence” against the rising 

debt traps and cheap infrastructure that boosts quantitative and nontransparent 

aspects. In other words, the BDN envisions promoting a transparent and 

sustainable infrastructural environment as a strategic retaliation to Beijing’s BRI. 

BDN’s main feature is that it follows a project-based investment approach rather 
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than the country-based engagement that the BRI conducts, which has promoted 

debt traps. 

Besides, the network, which was launched by the US Trade and Development 

Agency (USTDA), the Australian Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, and the 

Japan Bank for International Cooperation (JBIC), draws its basis of cooperation on 

the G20 Principles for Quality Infrastructure Investment, the G7 Charlevoix 

Commitment on Innovation Financing for Development, and the Equator 

Principles—focusing on transparency and universality ahead of any form of 

unilateral mechanism. Such commitment allows the BDN to endorse the “free and 

open” Indo-Pacific essence that the Quad countries advocate. Further, with the 

recent expansion of the Quad process that included countries such as New Zealand, 

South Korea, Brazil, Israel, and Vietnam as new members, a conjectural alliance 

called “Quad Plus” has been created. This expanded strategic consultative 

framework points to the rapid creation of alignment structures in the Indo-Pacific 

that do not necessarily conform to a US-led alliance structure. 

India joining the BDN would emerge as a critical factor, given New Delhi’s 

opposition to the BRI. By joining the BDN, India will be inching much closer toward 

an alliance framework, moving away from alignment structures it has followed until 

now in its China, and global, policies. Since 2013, India has been firm in its stand to 

not endorse the BRI on the grounds that the initiative not only overlooks 

“sovereignty and territorial integrity” of other countries but also ignores universally 

guided norms that ensure “openness” and “equality” in the region.20 Moreover, 

under the pretext of its principal slogan, “Community of Shared Future of 

Humanity,” the BRI is China’s nationalist geo-economic strategy. India has 

displayed its resolute stance by not participating in the two BRI forums held in 

Beijing in May 2017 and April 2019. 

Since its inception, the BRI has posed multiple challenges for India. First, as an 

initiative primarily aimed to enlarge China’s strategic networks throughout the 

neighborhood, the BRI has constrained India’s strategic choices across the 

immediate and extended neighborhood. New Delhi cannot match Beijing’s financial 

clout, which the latter uses to offer advanced connectivity as well as infrastructural 

development in the region. The initial reported capital of 40 billion USD in 2014 has 

been key to Beijing’s Silk Road diplomacy, which seems to have only increased in 
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the process. More importantly, Beijing has emerged as a greater trading partner 

with most of India’s neighbors in South and Southeast Asia and the Indian Ocean 

Region (IOR). 

Second, India is concerned that the BRI investments in the region are slowly 

changing the status quo by interfering in a country’s sovereignty and territorial 

integrity, for example, in Pakistan Occupied Kashmir (PoK), where China is violating 

India’s historical claims by building the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor. The 

same has also been noticed in the case of the South China Sea, where Beijing seems 

to be emerging as an assertive and revisionist maritime colonial power with 

massive military-maritime infrastructure build-up so as to change the existing 

status quo. China’s approach aims to create a strategic divide among the claimant 

countries, particularly after the landmark Permanent Court of Arbitration (PCA) 

ruling on the dispute between the Philippines and China, which denied China’s 

“historic” claims in the region. In this regard, with the US government releasing its 

official “position” on the SCS on 13 July 2020 that deems Chinese claims 

“completely unlawful,” the scope to build US–India SCS synergy has increased. 

Third, the BRI’s Maritime Silk Road component that controls port financing and 

establishment, as well as builds commercial points and maritime assets, poses 

future strategic risks for India in the IOR. In other words, India’s major concerns 

include rising instances of unpayable debt load in the BRI beneficiary countries—in 

effect, worries about an impending debt crisis in region—and Beijing’s growing 

assertive posture owing to its military-commercial infrastructure construction 

activities: e.g., building ports and new naval bases. 

Nonetheless, as mentioned earlier, Beijing’s “charm offensive” strategy of pursuing 

a stronger public diplomacy through project financing across the Indo-Pacific region 

has constrained India’s strategic choices significantly. However, due to the lack of 

an effective international coalition against the BRI, thus far, India’s firm opposition 

has held little relevance. The relevant question, therefore, is: can the BDN, which 

is increasingly being regarded as a balance to China’s nontransparent investment 

outreach, act as such a coalition? 

India’s Indo-Pacific Outreach—the BDN Advantage 

Under the aegis of its Act East Policy, India has revamped and restructured its Asia 

ties and Indo-Pacific outreach. Indian initiatives like Sagarmala, Project Mausam, 
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the Cotton Route, and Security and Growth for All in the Region (SAGAR) can 

provide collaborative opportunities. Some of their key aspects are as follows: 

Sagarmala (a Hindi term that literally translates as “ocean necklace”) is India’s 

ambitious port development initiative. As part of the project, a National 

Perspective Plan (NPP) was released at the National Maritime Summit 2016; the 

NPP aims at revitalizing 7,500 km of India’s coastline; 14,500 km of navigable 

waterways; and its maritime sector. 

Under Project Mausam, the aim is to study monsoon patterns in order to better 

connect Indian Ocean littoral nations by building on cultural connections to 

empower maritime livelihoods. 

The revival of India’s Cotton Route initiative comes as a low-key counter to China’s 

Silk Route and aims at improving India’s ties with Central Asian nations (major 

producers of cotton) by not only building “dialogue and coordination” between 

them but also reviving ancient routes of cotton trade. 

SAGAR highlights India’s vision for the Indo-Pacific, and it is not an anti-China 

initiative. The program underscores India’s Indo-Pacific engagements by promoting 

the Indian Navy’s ties with nations of the region and beyond. 

These four initiatives cover infrastructural, cultural, trade, and security factors of 

India’s Indo-Pacific and broader Asiatic ambitions. Among these neighborhood 

policy frameworks, India’s port development programs and other maritime 

initiatives in the IOR are of utmost importance, and this is where the BDN could be 

of strategic advantage to India. The (re)introduction of these aforementioned 

maritime initiatives is aimed at reestablishing the bygone structural connections 

between India’s export-import supply chain networks in the IOR. India has 

identified a total of 577 commercial coastal projects between 2015–2035 for port 

modernization and development, port-linked industrialization, connectivity 

promotion, and community-based development. Linking some of these initiatives 

with the BDN is bound to exemplify India’s strategic standing in the IOR. 

Furthermore, India’s Indo-Pacific outlook, as emphasized by External Affairs 

Minister S. Jaishankar in 2019, is “for something” rather than “against someone.” 

The spirit of SAGAR is inward-looking, and its policies look oceanward. The free-

and-open spirit resonates with other like-minded partners —the Quad members—
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and focuses on how countries together can progress faster through an inclusive 

rather than an exclusive policy. Yet, a practical implementation of these ideas or an 

actualization of such policy prophecy necessitates capital investment, capacity 

building, and a consultative-cooperative mode of practice that a proposition like 

the BDN could shape. In the post-Galwan framework and post-COVID world order, 

India’s Indo-Pacific inclusivity approach will also see a more nuanced and guided 

China angle that is both welcoming and wary. 

The rise of an assertive China, the eastward trajectory of global economic and 

geopolitical centers, the onset of the “Asian Century,” and a dwindling US presence 

in the East at present form the crux of strategic transitioning in the international 

order. These factors, coupled with national security interests and internal 

developments, have allowed India to enhance its presence, both on land and sea, 

in its strategic neighborhood as well as the world. About 95 percent of India’s total 

trade by volume and over 65 percent in terms of value is transported via the sea; 

hence, the maritime zone is a strategic priority. The United States’ growing focus 

on the Indo-Pacific and Asia, coupled with India’s active efforts to create new 

opportunities for mutual growth and development in the region, provides 

convergence opportunities between like-minded nations. The Trump 

administration, in its 2017 National Security Strategy, while putting “America First,” 

named India “a leading global power and stronger strategic and defense partner.” 

Prime Minister Narendra Modi, too, had highlighted in his address before the US 

Congress in 2016 that “a strong India-U.S. partnership can anchor peace, prosperity 

and stability from Asia to Africa and from Indian Ocean to the Pacific.” 

Connectivity promotion and infrastructure diplomacy have emerged as key 

features of India’s neighborhood diplomacy. Making use of its strategic location, 

India is currently expanding its tactical wings through its Act East Policy, Link West 

Policy, and SAGAR program. India’s acceptance and endorsement of the Quad Plus 

narrative also points to New Delhi’s growing embrace of Washington’s worldview 

and policy overtures. Sharing the common aim to defend the liberal world order, 

the Quad has found new like-minded partners in South Korea, New Zealand, and 

Vietnam—all strongly connected to China economically and with large-scale 

infrastructural needs of their own. The BDN, too, has the same primary policy ambit 

of free and rules-based world order. Thus, if India decides to join the network, it 

will pave the way for a Quad Plus inclusion, as a growing synergy between the 

M
eg

a 
Le

ctu
re

For Live Classes, Recorded Lectures, Notes & Past Papers visit:
www.megalecture.com

+92 336 7801123
https://www.youtube.com/MegaLecture



04-09-2020 
 

nations seems to be actualizing amid the COVID-19 pandemic. India’s decision to 

join will hold important significance in maintaining status security for the United 

States, promote India’s own net-security provider role as an Indo-Pacific power, 

and check China’s rise as a revisionist power. In this regard, BDN is critical to the US 

Indo-Pacific strategy vis-à-vis China and the BRI. 

The United States needs a strong and stable India to further America’s China-

containment strategy, and India’s domestic economic stability and strength will 

develop only with successful implementation of its projects. Sagarmala can 

proceed much faster and stronger with US investments. The project involves large-

scale infrastructural spending, ranging up to 70,000 crore INR, with a thrust on port-

led infrastructure development. One of the primary goals of this initiative is to 

reduce logistics costs and make India more competitive in the global market: India’s 

current logistics costs are almost thrice that of China’s.38 Meanwhile, Project 

Mausam has the potential of serving as a major technology cooperation 

opportunity for the United States and India. 

India’s Cotton Route connectivity initiative with Central Asian nations has been 

facing the brunt of the ongoing US–China trade war, as international cotton 

markets have suffered severe losses. Further, the existing US–India trade tensions 

are not providing any impetus to economic growth either. Nonetheless, India is a 

major defense and strategic partner of the United States, and SAGAR is already 

receiving positive results with exercises like Tiger Triumph. Therefore, a more 

nuanced cooperative partnership that converges strategic and domestic initiatives 

can provide more complementarity to budding US–India ties. India must tap into 

potential cooperative engagement with the United States via initiatives like the 

BDN. With Japan and Australia as partners, BDN offers a ready-to-use platform for 

heightened cooperation across the region by building on the Quad strategic forum 

as well. 

The BDN aims to function on a regional partnership model; implementation of this 

model has already seen entry into India via investments in education and a training 

project for procurement workers in Maharashtra. Being nondependent on 

taxpayers’ money, the US International Development Finance Corporation has, 

with Congressional approval, managed to raise 60 billion USD for the project at 

present. Though the BDN is still not clear about its long-term strategic intent, it is, 
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however, safe to assume that the primary focus is going to be increasing the US 

presence in the Indo-Pacific region. India has much to gain from the initiative: most 

importantly, even though Beijing, being aware of the implications of the BDN, has 

been criticizing it for being anti-China—for the moment that is all China can do. 

Beijing cannot oppose, at least on principle, private investments in the region. It is 

here that India must find its leeway in the post–COVID-19 order to sell New Delhi’s 

strategic presence in the BDN as an anti-BRI, a pro-development, and a leading 

economic recovery power, especially in a world that will be facing the 

reverberations of this health pandemic for a long time. Also, with animosity 

between Beijing and New Delhi growing post-Galwan, India’s ties with its Quad 

partners take on more importance than before. 

A Coalition of “Like-mindedness”—India’s Choice 

The BDN has certainly raised the possibility of an international coalition of like-

minded countries ready to question, and possibly engage in a counter-capacity 

building exercise, the controversial BRI. The scope of the BDN is exclusive: to offer 

an alternate platform on quality and sustainable infrastructure while creating 

strategic awareness over the unilateral, nontransparent, and colonialist aspects of 

the BRI. The BDN aims to “grade infrastructure financing through a certification 

process” that is compliant with international standards. The objectives are twofold: 

improving transparency, quality, and legitimacy for infrastructure financing and 

development, while raising questions on unilateral and nontransparent financing 

patterns that the BRI encourages in region. Thus, as also mentioned above, the 

scheme becomes significant for a range of middle-income countries, including 

India, seeking infrastructure development financing, especially those that are 

skeptical of Chinese funding overtures. 

The BDN addresses India’s concerns about the BRI in the region. The BRI exhibits 

China’s revisionist approach in the Indo-Pacific: Beijing has transitioned from a 

“neo-mercantilist power” to a “neo-imperialist power.” These concerns 

compliment the broader strategic apprehensions of the Quad too—as a neo-

imperialist power, China exercises political command through economic leverage, 

transitioning from the low-profile risk-averse choices that a neo-mercantilist power 

would generally exhibit. Arguably as the richest government in modern history, 

China’s more than 3 trillion USD foreign reserves allow it to pursue a strategy of 
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“charm offensive” through impressive project financing strategies that India can 

hardly rival. Unsustainable practices, nontransparent financing, and stronger 

political contacts in the region have further complicated India’s choices. Thus, 

China’s neo-imperialist power base in India’s backyard might encourage New Delhi 

to consider joining the BDN in the post-COVID period. 

More than this, India choosing to join the BDN will imply a move toward improving 

quality infrastructure and connectivity beyond domestic needs. As an Indo-Pacific 

initiative, the BDN aims to grade infrastructure financing across the Indo-Pacific 

through a ratings system of international standards. By implementing a 

certification process, it will ensure transparency and confidence among 

economically weaker countries. As an emerging economy and a rising Indo-Pacific 

power, India’s quest for quality infrastructure domestically and search for finance 

to promote its connectivity network across the immediate and extended 

neighborhood might make the BDN a natural choice. 

A partaking in the BDN would imply a strategic modification in India’s Indo-Pacific 

narrative. For long, New Delhi’s policy drew on its SAGAR vision, which emphasizes 

inclusiveness, without engaging in a “power containment” strategy. In fact, the 

India–China chronicle suggests that India’s approach to China was always based on 

a case-by-case model; for example, India, as a founding member along with China, 

fully accepted the establishment of the AIIB for infrastructure financing and 

connectivity promotion in the region. 

Perhaps India’s post-Galwan China policy will decidedly change this process: China 

will no longer be seen as a partner, economic or otherwise. The new policy will 

likely focus on today’s realities, putting India’s security and sovereignty interests 

above other benefits. India will also not hesitate to resort to a confrontational 

measure, if needed. Thus, India’s foreign policy will actively pursue alignments with 

new partners, those who can potentially facilitate its emergence as an Indo-Pacific 

power. Hence, the US strategic frameworks like Quad Plus and BDN will take a 

primary place in the foreign policy overtures of New Delhi in times to come. 

By endorsing the Quad Plus ambit, India seems to be embracing the US worldview. 

Washington has reciprocated by involving India in the newly expanded G7. The 

Galwan incident can be expected to further build this synergy with the United 

States, which is “closely monitoring” the situation between India and China. In such 
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a scenario, the BDN allows India to create an “economic alliance exercise” poised 

to shape the post-COVID world order, which is expected to exact a heavy price on 

international trade and supply chain networks. 

The BDN is a strategic launch that focuses on the US interests in the Indo-Pacific. It 

is meant to strengthen the US alliances and security partnerships across the region 

that have roots in the “China containment” policy. Moreover, it is similar to the 

other US initiatives in the region, such as Digital Connectivity and Cybersecurity 

Partnership (DCCP), Infrastructure Transaction and Assistant Network (ITAN), Asia 

Enhancing Development and Growth through Energy (Asia EDGE), and the Better 

Utilization of Investments Leading to Development (BUILD) Act of 2018. 

Accentuated indirectly by these other US initiatives, BDN will seek to strengthen a 

conjoined US attempt at rebuilding American presence in the Indo-Pacific. 

For long, the US “carrot-and-stick” policy (primarily implemented for Iran)—a 

combination of US diplomacy and economic and military prowess that was 

implemented mainly during the Barack Obama administration—was unable to 

totally dissuade Beijing from challenging the former’s security order. Rather, 

massive Chinese adventurism through the BRI has challenged US supremacy in the 

Indo-Pacific. The Trump administration’s initiatives such as the BDN, the DCCP, 

ITAN, Asia EDGE, and the BUILD Act, therefore, intend to not only challenge Chinese 

adventurism in the Indo-Pacific but also strengthen Washington’s strategic 

outreach. To this effect, the United States would prefer an “India plus BDN” 

framework. This would also enhance the Quad’s “sphere of influence” in the sub 

regions of the Indo-Pacific, namely Southeast Asia, South Asia, and the IOR, where 

Beijing has emerged as the number one trading partner, much to the credit of its 

BRI diplomacy. 

The BDN is the first multi stakeholder, multilateral project in the Indo-Pacific 

advocated by the United States, and Indian presence in the network is vital for 

Washington. US Indo-Pacific strategies largely focus around India as a strategic 

partner; the South Asia office of the US Agency for International Development 

(USAID) functions out of New Delhi and is responsible for the implementation of 

ASIA Edge and ITAN in the region. In addition, the United States considers the Quad 

members as central to its Indo-Pacific strategy; Washington’s Asia Reassurance 

Initiative Act (ARIA) of 2018 regards the grouping as “vital to address the pressing 

M
eg

a 
Le

ctu
re

For Live Classes, Recorded Lectures, Notes & Past Papers visit:
www.megalecture.com

+92 336 7801123
https://www.youtube.com/MegaLecture



04-09-2020 
 

security challenges in the Indo-Pacific region.” While India is cautious about its role 

in the Quad, Indian presence in the BDN will go a long way in strengthening the 

US’s Quad ambition. 

“India Plus BDN” Strengthens the Quad Process 

India’s prospect of joining the BDN has substantially grown following its recent 

Ladakh standoff with China. It will rest on whether India finds strategic consonance 

in its partnerships with the United States, Japan, and Australia in an age of Quad 

Plus. An “India plus BDN” will not only strengthen the Quad process but also 

trilateral frameworks like India–Australia–Japan, US–India–Australia, and US–

India–Japan, providing a much-needed economic synergy boost in post-COVID ties. 

Nevertheless, a prospective India plus BDN setup is primarily dependent upon the 

India–US partnership. 

The United States has accorded a special standing to India as a partner in its “Free 

and Open Indo-Pacific” (FOIP) strategy, as also in its energy and defense sectors. 

For example, Asia EDGE has strengthened India–US energy cooperation. USAID 

under Asia EDGE is working with India to promote New Delhi’s energy mission for 

providing “Power for All,” targeting 175 gigawatts of renewable energy by 2022 

and modernization of the large energy sector. India’s involvement in the BDN might 

encourage a much more serious energy-specific cooperation across the Indo-

Pacific, especially considering the growing relevance of the sea lines of 

communication. 

Also, a cooperation framework like the BDN will allow India to address the urgency 

borne out of China’s increasing military-maritime-commercial footprint in the IOR. 

For instance, China’s warship presence in the IOR during the Maldives political crisis 

in 2018 signaled Beijing’s growing ambitions. Earlier, in 2017, Maldives had signed 

a free trade agreement with China as part of the Maritime Silk Road. Moreover, in 

September 2019, Chinese vessels entered the Indian exclusive economic zone near 

the Andaman and Nicobar Islands, which was perceived as a strategic challenge to 

Indian maritime superiority. 

A stronger regional partnership with Japan could be another motivating factor for 

India joining the BDN. Tokyo’s Free and Open Indo-Pacific Vision has a stronger anti-

China perspective, apart from other national security imperatives in the maritime 

domain. China’s charm-offensive economic strategy and maritime coercive 
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diplomacy have increasingly constrained Japan’s strategic choices across Asia. 

Japan’s infrastructure investment is witnessing a growing contest from BRI 

investments in Southeast Asia. China has not only replaced Tokyo as the top 

development financier in Southeast Asia but is also seeking to overthrow Japan in 

providing better “quality infrastructure.” The large-scale Chinese economy, which 

currently is roughly two-and-a half times the size of the Japanese economy, high 

military expenditure, and increasing infrastructure investment packages to 

Southeast Asia have compelled Japan to look for new partners through the 

Expanded Partnership for Quality Infrastructure (EPQI). Therefore, Japan needs 

reliable partnerships, both within and outside the region, and India’s Act East Policy 

emerges as a natural partner to the EPQI. The BDN comes in handy in this regard; 

India’s decision to join will only strengthen Japan’s strategic forte in the region. 

 

Further, this changing distribution of wealth, influence, and power in the region 

could also be a strong motivating factor for India to consider joining the BDN. Japan 

is a long-term economic investor in India, having emerged as the third-largest 

investor. For India, the benefits will be wider access to Japanese technologies and 

infrastructural projects, which enjoy a high reputation of ensuring transparency 

and quality products. Also, at a time when India’s domestic infrastructure needs 

massive upgrading, a partnership with Japan under the framework of the BDN will 

be to India’s advantage. Moreover, such a partnership could aid in scuttling the 

prospects of China’s BRI in the region. In the post-Galwan period when India is 

reviewing Chinese investments in the country, this partnership looks even more 

promising. 

More importantly, in India’s consideration, Tokyo’s FOIP is primarily aimed at 

securitizing Japan’s strategic interests and assets in the Indo-Pacific. Japan’s 

involvement in the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP), 

Comprehensive Partnership of the Trans-Pacific Partnership (CPTPP), and Japan-

European Union Economic Partnership Agreement are still not enough to replace 

the strong consumer market that Beijing has built over the years and the large 

manufacturing powerhouse of Chinese industries. China is Japan’s top import and 

export destination; hence, a continued engagement is vital. At the same time, 

Japan’s involvement in the BDN is an attempt to gradually break away from this 
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overdependence, which has been made starkly evident post the COVID effect on 

the global supply chains. The BDN provides a West-centered counter to China’s BRI 

but does not espouse an outwardly China-containment policy. Tadashi Maeda, 

governor of the JBIC, has said that the BDN draws on “the promotion of quality 

infrastructure investment committed by G20 countries.” Hence, Japan aims to 

expand a quality infrastructural campaign through the BDN while pursuing a China-

disentanglement strategy with its Quad partners. Finally, for the two countries, 

India joining the BDN would further reinforce the bilateral India–Japan resolve to 

expedite the process of developing industrial corridors across the Indo-Pacific (e.g. 

“Platform for Japan-India Business Cooperation in Asia-Africa Region”). 

 

Likewise, for Canberra, participation in the BDN strengthens its “Pacific Set-up” 

program, which is aimed at augmenting Australia’s stature in the regional and 

global order. A greater desire for India and Australia to work together in the region 

as custodians of the liberal order has been visible through the latter’s 

announcement of the new South Asia Regional Infrastructure Connectivity (SARIC) 

initiative, which would support regional economic connectivity along with quality 

infrastructure in South Asia through a 25 million USD investment over four years. 

Moreover, Australia is looking toward India and other potential partners to boost 

infrastructure in the Pacific Islands through developmental projects as part of 

Canberra’s Pacific Set-up initiative, especially amid the increasing Chinese footprint 

in the region. Nevertheless, infrastructural cooperation between India and 

Australia remains at a nascent stage, and the India plus BDN could transform the 

bilateral ties into a developmental partnership. 

Of late, Canberra has been showing greater signs of caution regarding China’s grand 

infrastructural initiative, particularly in response to the BRI’s autarkic governance, 

project transparency, amorphous rules for the dispute mediation, and increasing 

instances of debt-trap diplomacy in the Pacific Ocean region. Six Pacific 

governments are currently in debt to China: Fiji, Samoa, Papua New Guinea, Tonga, 

Cook Islands, and Vanuatu. It is against the backdrop of China’s opaque 

developmental projects that Australia has introduced its new debt-financing 

initiatives as part of its broader Pacific Step-up, besides spearheading the BDN. 

Australia reiterated these reservations in its foreign policy white paper in 2017, 
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which noted China’s intent to use economic power and infrastructural projects to 

meet strategic ends. Australian prime minister Malcolm Turnbull further echoed 

the sentiments in his statement in October 2017, in which he propounded that 

Canberra would be engaging in “specific projects and investments rather than 

engaging in generalities.” 

At the same time, Australia is one of the founding members of the China-led AIIB. 

In fact, Australia is the sixth largest shareholder in the AIIB, having contributed 738 

million USD to the organization over the last five years. In other words, Australia’s 

China policy has been similar to India’s: both perceived the AIIB as a plausible 

model for a China-led multilateral initiative that promotes rules-based operations, 

transparency in lending practices, and an accountable and differentiated 

governance model, unlike the BRI. This complementarity between the Indian and 

Australian developmental approaches could be fortified through the BDN. The 

envisioned infrastructural initiatives could be a promising platform for them to 

enhance their respective influence in the region. 

Further, moving investments out of China in the wake of the coronavirus pandemic, 

which has highlighted extreme dependence on China-based supply chains, is a 

difficult task for nations that cannot afford relocation costs. Investing in 

infrastructure needs instead, which allows boost in domestic growth and, in turn, 

creates prudent locations for industrial growth, is a far more feasible angle. The 

BDN can help in improving the “ease of doing business” ranking, making 

infrastructural promotion far more feasible for nations like Vietnam, South Korea, 

Japan, and India, all are part of the Quad Plus process, which are looking to attract 

large-scale investments but have more stringent policies. 

Summing Up 

India is still rightly weighing its options as far as joining the BDN is concerned: 

Foreign Secretary Harsh Vardhan Shringla has stated that despite convergence on 

the BDN, important foreign policy decisions require due process.69 While the BRI 

is a national security and sovereignty threat to India, Trump’s “America First” policy 

and the US–India trade concerns are no simplistic ordeals either. India and the 

United States first need a common minimum program that outlines their mutually 

shared priorities on China and its BRI upon which the New Delhi and Washington 

can hash out their differences. 
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India must keep in mind that the growing tensions between the United States and 

China are unlikely to disappear soon. In the post-COVID world, Washington and 

Beijing are likely to maintain their mutually confrontational stances. Graham 

Allison, in his recent Foreign Policy article, talks about the increasing chances of the 

two falling into the “Thucydides trap.” India, as an emerging power in the Indo-

Pacific, must walk a fine line and must not adopt a blatant anti-China approach. At 

the same time, India must not appear to snub the United States by rejecting the 

BDN outright. As has been discussed already, the BDN needs to be considered 

carefully, as it offers several regional benefits that are strategically significant to 

India. 

The BDN will help strengthen ties with all the Quad members: Japan and Australia 

were disappointed by India’s withdrawal from the RCEP; the BDN has reignited 

those hopes. Moreover, as a multi stakeholder initiative, the BDN would not only 

be able to involve important regional powers under the same umbrella but also 

improve their bilateral ties. Such a developed-developing coalition that aims to 

counter Chinese aggressiveness in the region has immense potential in this 

imaginary Asian Century. 

The BDN will also strengthen third-country cooperation, especially in supply chain 

and value networks. India and the United States have mutually agreed to include 

third-country cooperation as part of their strategic convergence in the Indo-Pacific: 

in February 2020, the leaders of the two nations talked about cooperation in third 

countries through a new partnership between USAID and India’s Development 

Partnership Administration. Earlier, in 2019, they signed the First Amendment to 

the Statement of Guiding Principles (SGP) on Triangular Cooperation for Global 

Development; and the second US-India 2+2 Ministerial Dialogue envisioned further 

cooperation in new areas via joint-judicial workshops between third-country 

partners. 

The Quad alliance can transform into one of the most dynamic economic and 

strategic Indo-Pacific partnerships of the post-COVID times. The Quad Plus 

grouping should for now though focus on recoveries from the COVID-induced 

economic setbacks, while formulating ways toward achieving economic self-

sufficiency. For example, members should consider eliminating trade and 

investment barriers and invest in strategic initiatives like the BDN. As Xi Jinping’s 
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China comes under greater global scrutiny in the post-COVID era—the BRI in 

particular has attracted controversy because of debt-ridden nations unable to pay 

off loans in these financially difficult times—the United States, Japan, and Australia 

must utilize this opportunity to strengthen the BDN. They must carefully induce 

India to join and also extend the invitation to the new Quad Plus countries. 

India must see the BDN as an extension of the Quad (as also the Quad Plus now) 

that has allowed New Delhi to create a “continental connect” and “corridor of 

communication.” It should therefore actively pursue engagements with non-China 

friendly countries, such as Japan, Australia, and the United States. India has to 

become more self-reliant and less dependent on China-led global supply chain 

mechanisms. Joining the BDN is a step in the right direction toward creating 

alternative supply chain and value mechanisms, boosting infrastructure 

investments, and protecting national interests in the wake of a resurgent and 

hyper-aggressive China. 

By: Dr. Jagannath P. Panda 

Source: Journal of Indo-Pacific Affairs 

The author is a research fellow and center coordinator for East Asia at the Manohar 

Parrikar Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses (MP-IDSA), New Delhi, India. Dr. 

Panda is an expert on China and Indo-Pacific security with a primary focus on East 

Asia: China, Japan, and the Korean Peninsula. 
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Playing Tibet card will incur damage to New Delhi 

Some Indian media recently said India's "Special Frontier Force" (SFF), a force 

recruited mostly from exiled Tibetans, has "thwarted" the People's Liberation Army 

(PLA)'s actions along the China-India border area. A Tibetan member died and 

another was critically wounded during the SFF's illegal crossing of the Line of Actual 

(LAC) near the south bank of the Pangong Lake on Monday.  

Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi in June declared that Indian deaths in the 

Galwan Valley clash "will not be in vain." And now, India is letting these exiled 

Tibetans rush to the forefront. It seems that New Delhi may try to play the Tibet 

card.  

These exiled Tibetans only act as cannon fodder in India's attempt to nibble into 

China's interests on the border issue. "These exiled Tibetans' status is very low in 

the Indian army. They can only use the opportunity to vent their dissatisfaction 

against the Chinese government," Qian Feng, director of the research department 

of the National Strategy Institute at Tsinghua University, told the Global Times in 

an interview on Thursday.  

After India once again unilaterally provoked the border issue, a video has been 

circulating on social media depicting Indian soldiers dancing with flags that show a 

separatist symbol adopted by the so-called "Tibetan government in exile."  

The authenticity of the video is unproven, but the Indian administration, kidnapped 

by soaring nationalism, may be enticed to play with fire on the Tibet question. Does 

India dare to openly recognize "Tibet secessionism," and deny that Tibet is an 

inalienable part of China? If New Delhi is bold enough to openly oppose this fact, it 

is clearly aware of the consequences and shooting itself in the foot. 

"If India openly supports 'Tibet secessionism' on border issues, does it mean that 

China can also support the insurgencies in Northeast India?" Qian said in the 

interview. India must realize that no country would allow another to wantonly 

violate its national sovereignty. 

After illegally crossing the LAC on Monday, India on Wednesday banned another 

118 Chinese mobile apps. It seems New Delhi has lost its rationality. India's national 

strength does not allow it to start an all-out war on China, nor allows India to play 

the Tibet card on the border issue.  
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India should stop immersing itself in extreme nationalism. If India openly plays the 

card of "Tibet secessionism" and launches an all-round confrontation with China, 

China has many countermeasures to make India feel the pain. After all, China is 

protecting its legitimate sovereign interests, which all countries would strive to 

protect at any cost.  

India has seriously overestimated itself by unilaterally provoking China and trying 

to change the status quo. If New Delhi wants to play the card of "Tibet 

secessionism," it will only make its own situation worse. Considering India's grim 

COVID-19 situation, the country would only be trapped in a quagmire domestically 

and externally. Respecting China's sovereignty and taking the initiative to withdraw 

its troops as soon as possible is India's only rational choice. 

By: Li Qingqing 

Source:  Global Times  
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The search for a leader in the post-coronavirus new order 

This is the first installment of a four-part series of conversations between Yoichi 

Funabashi, the chairman of the nonprofit independent think tank Asia Pacific 

Institute (API), and Yuichi Hosoya, a professor of international politics at Keio 

University and senior consulting fellow for API, about how the world may look in 

the aftermath of the coronavirus pandemic. 

Funabashi: The novel coronavirus seems to be transforming the global order by 

frightening societies and battering economies around the world. 

Hosoya: We are in the midst of a global decline because of the virus. In the United 

States, job losses in the past month alone equaled the number seen in the previous 

10 years: 20 million. 

China’s economy contracted 9 percent in the first quarter compared with the same 

quarter last year. 

About 20 years ago, though, some experts in China theorized that if the country’s 

gross domestic product growth rate fell below 7 percent, the ruling Communist 

Party would lose the legitimacy of its reign and potentially its grip on power. China’s 

GDP growth for this year could be nearly zero percent — an unprecedented figure. 

Mass job cuts in the U.S., the stagnant Chinese economy and other events that are 

happening around the world are emergencies that we had never predicted nor 

imagined. 

As a scholar on international politics, I feel responsible for not fully understanding 

and for underestimating the impact an infectious disease could have on the world. 

Parallels from history 

Funabashi: When it comes to a pandemic that opened a new chapter in world 

history, I immediately think of the plague in medieval times. 

Hosoya: Humans have experienced several upheavals triggered by pandemics, the 

prime examples of which are the plague that raged in medieval Europe and the 

Spanish flu during World War I. 

In medieval Europe, Catholic churches formed the spiritual pillars for Europeans 

and effectively ruled their society and lives. So people understandably stampeded 
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the churches in search of help without knowing that doing so would create 

conditions conducive to spreading the disease, known today in Japan as the three 

Cs — closed spaces, crowded places and close contact with people. 

As many places of worship became hotbeds, the bacterial infection spread quickly, 

and Catholic churches proved helpless in the face of the infection threat, leading to 

the downfall of their authority. 

A third of the population of Europe is believed to have been lost to the plague. 

The population decrease changed the social structure: The medieval feudal system 

was shaken by the relative rise of people from the bottom of the hierarchy. 

Together with the churches’ fall from grace, this gave rise to a modern society that 

has a nation state at the heart of politics. 

The plague was a key trigger for the transition from medieval times, ruled by 

churches, to modern times, ruled by states. 

The Spanish flu, meanwhile, hugely influenced the tide of World War I that lasted 

from 1914 to 1918 and led to the establishment of an international organization in 

the postwar era. 

The flu outbreak became a global pandemic in 1918 during the war. Although the 

precise tally is not known, the death toll is estimated to be anywhere between 17 

million and 50 million worldwide, well above the 16 million estimated deaths 

caused by World War I. The Spanish flu also hit the soldiers of warring countries 

such as Germany, France and the United Kindgom. 

Some research papers argue that the spread of the infection had an indirect bearing 

on Germany’s loss in the war by making it difficult for troops to fight. During World 

War I, warring countries did not disclose the fact that the infections were making 

their way through the domestic population and soldiers, out of fear of demoralizing 

their troops and discouraging applicants from joining their forces. 

Spain, which remained neutral throughout the war, was the only country that came 

forward to announce a domestic epidemic. The disease was named “Spanish” 

because the media reported that country’s announcement to the world. 

But there are many theories about the origins of Spanish flu. One suggests it was 

of American provenance. The flu may have been brought to Europe after the U.S. 
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entered the conflict in 1917. In other words, the troop deployments from the U.S. 

to Europe are believed to be the cause of the cross-continent pandemic. This can 

be compared with globalization. 

Based on this understanding, the League of Nations that was created after the war 

promoted awareness that international cooperation was indispensable to combat 

an infectious disease. The efforts culminated in the establishment of the League of 

Nations Health Organization in 1923, the forerunner of today’s World Health 

Organization (WHO). 

Just as the plague created modern society, the Spanish flu paved the way for the 

global order of today. World history shows that historically pandemics have 

dramatically altered the global order and the way a society is organized. 

In a similar vein, the ongoing novel coronavirus situation is highly likely to transform 

our society and world in ways we never imagined. In view of international politics, 

countries that predict where we are heading and respond accordingly can be 

expected to lead the post-coronavirus order. But it will be extremely difficult to 

determine to what extent — and in what way — the virus will change things. 

Telecoms technology 

Hosoya: Through the ages, some things have changed while others stayed the 

same. It is very important for us to be able to tell these things apart. 

Even in the post-coronavirus world, the international society will continue to 

function as a society of nations. A national government will remain the people’s 

last resort to seek help. 

The United Nations and WHO don’t offer people essential economic relief nor large 

amounts of masks. Similarly, we shouldn’t expect much assistance from the 

governments of other countries. The reality that people can only rely on their own 

government for aid is likely to incite them to move toward nationalism. 

Globalization, on the other hand, keeps advancing. The coronavirus will further 

accelerate the use of internet-based communications and businesses, conducted 

both within and across borders. 

This means that while politics grows increasingly nationalistic, our lifestyle 

becomes more reliant on the internet. If this premise is right, a country or a force 
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that dominates telecommunications technology in the post-coronavirus world is 

expected to hold great sway in forming the global order — just like the British 

Empire controlled the oceans as the dominant maritime power in the time of Pax 

Britannica during the 19th century. 

Our eyes therefore turn to China, which was quick to make the prediction and act 

on this ambition before the virus outbreak. It was already aiming to develop 

telecom giant Huawei Technologies Co.’s 5G, or fifth-generation, mobile 

communications system around the world so that it could gain full control over 

telecommunications. 

But such a future may or may not happen, since China has lost international 

credibility on some points. The outcome depends on whether countries such as 

Japan will choose to rely on the 5G system that China has constructed or seek an 

alternative. 

Worst-case scenario 

Funabashi: The latest pandemic is a very shocking event. As much as I expect this 

will foster a completely new world, I’m concerned about what will become of 

Japan. There is a vague sense of unease over how Japan can continue its nationwide 

fight against the coronavirus despite the unpredictable future. 

As a journalist, I have covered a variety of postwar crises in Japan. These included 

the U.S.’s unilateral cancellation of dollar convertibility to gold as part of its 

economic policy in 1971, known as the “Nixon shock;” the oil crisis of 1973; the 

1985 Plaza Accord on adjustments to currency exchange rates and the 1991 Gulf 

War. In the 21st century, I have looked at North Korea’s nuclear program; the 

collapse of U.S. investment bank Lehman Brothers and the nuclear disaster at the 

Fukushima No.1 nuclear power plant. 

Each crisis destabilized the global order and had a great impact on Japan’s national 

interests and strategy. When the crisis passed, I would cover it, write an article 

about it and publish a book — always left with a sense of defeat of sorts. This feeling 

stems from what I see as Japan’s problematic handling of crises. Particularly, the 

Fukushima nuclear disaster on March 11, 2011, exposed a lack of governance as 

the underlying issue with the government’s crisis response. A sense of defeat, in 

this case, comes from the belief that Japan was ill-suited to fight a national crisis. 
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When faced with an external crisis, a country cannot follow through on its strategy 

— no matter what it is — without effective governance. 

The fact that a strategy is only as good as the governance that underpins it was the 

takeaway from the Fukushima nuclear disaster. During the crisis, then Prime 

Minister Naoto Kan, who led the Democratic Party of Japan administration, 

instructed Shunsuke Kondo, chairman of Japan’s Atomic Energy Commission, to 

draw up a worst-case scenario. But that scenario was already unfolding. 

The government should have prepared the worst-case scenario before the crisis 

happened and kept the plans updated with conceivable new risks in mind. Only 

when a government can do this can it be considered well-prepared. 

After the nuclear accident, I was involved in setting up the Independent 

Investigation Commission on the Fukushima Nuclear Accident to publish reports on 

our findings. 

Based on this experience, as a second project, we studied how the Japanese 

government should approach crisis management and released a book on the topic 

in 2013 titled, “Japan’s Worst-Case Scenarios: The Nine Blind Spots.” 

Among those nine blind spots, the book discussed pandemics alongside risks such 

as a Japan-China clash over the Senkaku Islands, a plunge in the Japanese 

government bond market, a massive earthquake directly beneath Tokyo and 

cyberterrorism. 

The section on pandemics was penned by Mitsuyoshi Urashima, who was at the 

time an associate professor at the Jikei University School of Medicine in Tokyo. Dr. 

Urashima presented his version of a worst-case scenario in the book: “As an 

unknown virus runs rampant, medical facilities will face risk of collapse due to 

shortages of equipment such as ventilators, doctors and health care staff. The 

solution to the limited resources is to decide ‘the order of who dies.’” 

His argument was very striking, but it is now exactly the risk looming over us. 

In the face of the coronavirus threat, Japan must find what’s necessary to get it off 

a course toward a worst-case scenario. 
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No special capabilities 

Funabashi: The first point is that it is necessary for us to ditch any illusions that 

Japan has special capabilities. A day or two after the disaster at the Fukushima 

nuclear power plant, many of us had the hope that Japanese technology would be 

able to eventually prevent a meltdown. Optimism evaporated as the explosion 

occurred at the third reactor building at 11 a.m. on March 14, however. 

Honestly, I still believe that Japan can manage to make it through the latest 

pandemic. I share the view of Shigeru Omi, vice chair of the expert panel advising 

the government on the coronavirus, who said that “We are hoping that we will 

succeed (in combating this virus) by building a ‘Japan model’ based on our 

successful experience with containing the new flu outbreak in 2009.” 

But even if we could win this battle, I would refuse to credit what some argue are 

qualities unique to Japanese people, such as patience and unity. 

The national character is certainly part of the equation, but preparedness, a 

ruthless risk evaluation and management, as well as leadership among other 

factors, are essential to national security. 

We must always consider a worst-case scenario and get ourselves prepared as 

much as possible. 

A second point is that Japanese technologies have a history of failure when 

deployed in crises. 

One example is the World War II-era Zero fighter planes, which showcased Japan’s 

aerospace engineering of the time. But the country stumbled over sustainable mass 

production and retrofitting — the planes lacked the capacity for technological 

innovations, including radar. 

Parallels can be drawn with the Fukushima nuclear disaster. Before the disaster, 

Japan boasted of its status as a robotics powerhouse. But it was unable to introduce 

a robot into the reactors to perform automated tasks such as taking photo records 

or transporting equipment. 

The deployment of U.S.-made equipment from iRobot, which came to our aid, gave 

me a sense of defeat and embarrassment. 
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Technology lagging 

Funabashi: I have the same inkling regarding our fight against coronavirus. China, 

Hong Kong, South Korea and Singapore detect and trace people with the disease, 

implement social distancing alerts and manage the movement of people with bold 

applications of digital technology. In this way, these countries are seeking to stem 

the further spread of the virus and find an exit strategy. 

Japan is obviously lagging behind in this effort. 

Why is Japan incapable of providing more ventilators? Only a short while ago, the 

country seemed capable of manufacturing literally anything through three-

dimensional printers. Why are technologies and innovation that can be used to 

protect people’s lives slow to make strides? Digital innovation, especially, is 

hobbled. 

As previously pointed out, the post-coronavirus world will give rise to a new 

international order in which countries will battle to survive. Other than scientific 

technologies and innovations, data, in particular, holds the key. A country that can 

apply data to solve social problems and use it to ensure people’s safety will set the 

example and demonstrate its power. 

We are not only fighting against coronavirus but for a position in the post-

coronavirus world. Amid the two battles, the question arises as to whether Japan 

can conceive a post-battle vision. Japan should strive for a historic role. 

By: Yoichi Funabashi 

Source: The Japan Times  
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The Kamala Harris saga 

She is not Geraldine Ferraro. She is not Winona LaDuke. She is most certainly not 

Sarah Palin! She is sharp, eloquent, confident, charismatic and flexible and is a 

woman of colour! Exactly 100 years after the landmark 19th Amendment to the US 

Constitution triumphantly proclaimed that the “right of citizens of the United 

States to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the US or by any State on account 

of sex”, California Senator Kamala Harris, has become the first woman of colour to 

be selected as the running mate of a presidential candidate. Vandalised by brutal 

majoritarian identity-politics that verges on crass totalitarianism, the seething US 

democracy needs someone like Senator Harris to initiate a process of socio-racial 

reconciliation and compromise. 

Chosen by Biden through a discreet search team, Senator Harris had to compete 

with three other formidable women: Senator Elizabeth Warren of Massachusetts, 

Governor Gretchen Whitmer of Michigan and Susan E Rice, the former national 

security adviser. Senator Tammy Duckworth of Illinois and Representative Karen 

Bass of California were also considered. Harris is exceptionally good at blazing a 

trail: she is the first woman, first African-American and first Asian attorney general 

of California. Her personal history is remarkably multi-faceted. She is proudly 

biracial — her father was a Jamaican and her mother Indian. However, she was 

raised as an African-American and opted to attend Howard University, Washington, 

which is part of the Historically Black Colleges and Universities (HBCU) 

conglomerate. The institutions comprising HBCU were established before the 

passage of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 to educate the African-American community. 

Unsurprisingly, she is considered a dyed-in-the-wool African-American politician. 

This means that the next vice-president might be a South Asian, Caribbeanese, 

African-American woman whose Americanness is as vivid as it gets. 

The multiculturalism that is an intrinsic part of Harris’ personality also tends to 

reinforce Biden’s political persona. He is being projected as a leader who can 

trounce Trumpism: an acerbic model of governance that has bred discrimination, 

divisiveness and racial prejudice. Reeling from four years of disruptive politics, the 

socio-political milieu in the US needs the healing skills of someone like Biden, who 

is trying to construct multiracial and cross-generational alliances to nullify the 

effects of sheer political bedlam. He is simultaneously battling the invidious right 
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wing Republican agenda that enabled Trump to turn the White House into another 

Trump Tower. Senator Harris can help Biden succeed in these endeavours. 

Her selection is a striking response to Trump’s unswerving efforts to denigrate 

people of colour and immigrants. These people have no place in his “Great 

America”, which is a delusionary reincarnation of a pre-civil war white agrarian 

state wherein the malevolent master-slave relationship is not only institutionalised 

but also celebrated. In this hierarchical relationship, the white man is the master 

and Blacks and people of colour are the slaves. They are subservient to both society 

and state. Insidiously, women do not have any significant role to play in that unreal 

America. Alas, in a world which has metamorphosed into a moral entity much 

bigger than this hallucination, Trump’s rebarbative black and white dichotomy has 

become redundant. Harris personifies that redundancy. 

In contradistinction to Trump’s illusory “Great America”, Biden can rebuild the 

good old America, which was characterised by inclusivity and which frowned upon 

discrimination based on race, gender and class. He can reconfigure American 

society and nudge women, people of colour and others opposed to Trumpism to 

the political centre stage. A resilient fighter herself, Harris could be a force 

multiplier in this effort. 

If Trump’s electoral win four years ago was a black swan event for US politics, the 

rise of Kamala Harris might turn out to be a definitive interpretation of the 

proverbial American dream! 

By: Shariq Jamal Khan 

Source: The Express Tribune 
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Policies to empower Pakistani women 

Since International Women’s Day (IWD) began in 1911, much progress has been 

recorded in women’s political and economic empowerment. The world has 

witnessed formidable women leaders from Benazir Bhutto – who became the first 

female leader of Pakistan in 1988 – to Vietnam’s Nguyen Thi Phuong Thao, who has 

made history as the only woman to start and run a major commercial airline, Vietjet 

Aviation. Although we’ve marked major milestones in giving women the same 

opportunities as men, there’s still much more to be done. Particularly in low income 

and developing nations. 

In Pakistan – where nearly half the country’s population is female – How have we 

fared since Bhutto’s appointment? There has been little to no progress in 

unleashing women’s potential – they’ve been unable to contribute to the GDP and 

still remain elusive to the economy. Although some progress has been recorded in 

overcoming the persistent challenges of discrimination, gender-based violence and 

women’s unequal access to resources and decision-making, progress has been 

painfully slow. 

Among the numerous cultural and traditional hurdles that keep women deprived 

in low income countries, the lack of will from and capacity of policy makers to 

empower women remains a concern. Additionally, low quality research and weak 

implementation of pro-women legislation are also serious concerns that impede 

women’s economic and political empowerment. The way forward? 

IMF research suggests in developed economies, when policy makers keenly 

formulate and promote policies to increase female labour force participation, more 

women do indeed join the labour force, increasing overall productivity. Given that 

we can leverage our strengths by prioritizing the agriculture sector, this would be 

a great starting point. Moreover, Canada, for instance, observed a significant 

increase in women’s paid work when it began taxing individuals instead of families. 

Perhaps Pakistan should approach income taxation from this lens to enhance trust 

between the state and its citizens. Taxpayers should feel comfortable and confident 

that the state will deliver results against the tax deductions. 

Similarly, for low-income nations, programs aimed at reducing gender gaps in 

(secondary) education, have catalysed more economic opportunities for women. 
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Pakistan has a huge opportunity because more than half of the population is under 

the age of thirty. There should be a unanimous, long-term agreement on improving 

the quality of and access to schools, colleges and universities. Systematic and 

thorough training, education and capacity building in the agricultural, 

manufacturing, renewable energy and IT sectors are the need of the hour. In order 

to achieve gender parity in Pakistan, we will have to start implementing dynamic, 

gender-sensitive fiscal policies, run awareness campaigns around gender-biased 

social norms to empower women in the country 

Additionally, other effective fiscal policies, such as improved infrastructure, 

decreased time spent on unpaid work, while providing more women the access to 

and choice of entering into paid employment. Investments in roads, introducing 

new revenue measures, or offering free, high-quality childcare are some note-

worthy examples. Governments must not only consider what happens to per capita 

GDP, but also how these policies can reduce income and gender inequality. 

Backed by the law and the Judiciary, these policies require implementation in order 

to create an enabling environment for women. Ranging from poor – to lack there-

of – of legislation preventing sexual harassment in public places or at work, to 

discrimination in policies related to social security and protection, and inequities in 

pay for work of equal value, there are numerous legal challenges that women face. 

In order to achieve gender parity in Pakistan, we will have to start implementing 

dynamic, gender-sensitive fiscal policies, run awareness campaigns around gender-

biased social norms to empower women in the country. Last but not the least, we 

will have to unlearn conventional approaches to basic rights for women and replace 

them with newer belief systems, values, traditions, laws and policies. Our cultural 

and patriarchal societal structure cuts through these politically correct ideals. 

However, this is exactly why we must challenge these preconceived notions of 

suppressing women financially and politically just like the Chinese (Qing Dynasty) 

did in the early 1900’s. 

By: Saad Gul 

Source: Daily Times  

The writer is an Islamabad based writer and entrepreneur. 
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Peace deal or inviting a new threat? 

Israel and the United Arab Emirates assisted by the United States, reached a 

consensus over establishing formal diplomatic ties on August 13, referred to as the 

Abraham Accord. It includes business relations, tourism, direct flights, scientific 

cooperation, and in time, full diplomatic ties at the ambassadorial level. Aside from 

all, both countries will make their security cooperation transparent. Ironically, both 

countries and international think-tanks termed it a peace deal. 

The Emirati government stated that the Abraham Accord stopped Israel from 

annexing parts of the west bank and provided an opportunity for Israel and 

Palestinians to renew negotiations to end their conflict. Whereas, it seems 

incredible as Prime Minister Netanyahu won the election on the manifesto of 

annexing the West Bank. Indeed, it has been suspended, but annexation would 

become a reality after the completion of the process of ties. 

Just like in August 1907, Russia and United Kingdom signed the Anglo-Russian 

convention, which apparently settled their geostrategic differences and bought 

them into a rough alliance after nearly a century as bitter and bloody adversaries, 

the confrontation of Eurasia produced in part or in entirety, calamitous slaughters 

of the Crimean War, the Russo-Japanese War, the British invasions of Afghanistan 

in 1939 and 1878, a number of crises over Turkish traits and the endless 

competition across Central Asia recognised as the Great Game. Post WWII, it laid 

the template of the containment theory, leading to NATO, CENTO and SEATO. 

There was one problem: the Anglo-Russian convention was not the product of 

more peaceful attitudes in London or St Petersburg, but of a dramatic shift in the 

balance of power and the rise of a new threat. Wilhelmine Germany made the 

convention possible—and far from stemming conflict, the convention made it 

worse. Now backed by England (and France), Russia asserted itself more forcefully 

in the Balkans, egging on a terroristic Serb regime against Austria and so 

transforming the Balkans into the horror of World War I. If Britain had continued 

to oppose Russian interventionism, history would have been different. 

The lesson of the Anglo-Russian convention is that diplomatic events that bring 

closure to one long standing geostrategic rivalry may not be the great boon they 
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appear. Instead, it might be a herald of worse to come. And that is the reason to be 

concerned about the deal between UAE and Israel. 

Both the Emirates and Israel are long-standing strategic partners of the United 

States, and they share many views on the region: Iran is a hostile actor, Turkey is 

an increasing threat to regional stability, Qatar must be kept in a box in case and 

dissuaded to make trouble. 

Much like Europe suffered from the consequences of the Industrial revolution, the 

Middle East is being turned inside out by the impact of the information revolution. 

The result was massive economic, cultural, and demographic shifts that inevitably 

created political turmoil; Iran’s green revolution of 2009; the Arab spring of 2011; 

civil wars in Syria, Yemen, Libya, Sinai, Turkish Kurdistan and—to some extent 

Iraq—are part of this cataclysm. The unrest itself created new opportunities for 

Iran, which used the chaos and civil war to help its regional allies. Currently, 

Hezbollah rules Lebanon. Iran has greater influence in Syria and Yemen than ever 

before. It has influence in Iraq as well. 

Turkey, under the leadership of Erdogan, after leaving the American-led NATO, 

intended to exert its influence in the region by using hard power activities. It 

aligned itself with the Chinese-led bloc and Iran in contemporary times. On the 

other side, Qatar’s derailing relations with UAE and the diverse interest from 

likewise countries put adversaries into stress. 

Within the region, Bahrain, Egypt, Jordan and Oman publicly welcomed the 

Abraham Accord. Bahrain is more likely to follow UAE. King Hammad has overseen 

steps towards normalisation, including letting Israeli officials attend a regional 

security meeting in a country. Additionally, the Israeli Foreign Minister has met with 

his Bahraini counterpart and his predecessor. Besides Oman, another candidate 

seems to be normalising ties in the near future. Morocco and Sudan might also seek 

to establish diplomatic relations with Israel. Soon Jared Kushner, senior advisor of 

the Trump administration will visit Saudi-Arabia to persuade the leader to 

normalise ties with Israel, as the UAE did. 

The direct and official involvement of Israel in the Middle Eastern region explicitly 

indicates the possibilities of uncertainty of the region in upcoming times. 
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Another side of the coin portrays that the alliance politics has started. The People’s 

Republic of China opted Iran as its strategic ally by investing $400 billion in its 

energy and infrastructure. In the other camp, Washington is playing its cards by 

aligning the bitter adversaries of Iran, which might be a menace to China’s massive 

investment in Iran and ambitions in the Middle Eastern region. Sudan was also 

prompted to normalise its ties which seems an attempt to counter China’s Djibouti 

Naval Base in Africa. 

Pakistan, a significant country of the Muslim world, is emphatic to not normalise 

ties with Israel. The Gulf States’ strategic competition with Iran might affect 

Pakistan in forthcoming times as Iran is a next-door neighbour of Pakistan. A fire 

doesn’t burn one part of the palace but the whole structure. 

History suggests that some deals tagged for peace give birth to a menace. The new 

war is in embers. It will conflagrate. The battleground would be the developing 

countries which would suffer the most in contemporary war. Thus, the haves will 

be the biggest beneficiaries. 

By: Jai Kumar Dhirani 

Source: The Nation 
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Lessons from Cuba 

As a coup de grâce to the Bernie Sanders campaign Joe Biden declared that he 

would veto Medicare-for-All. This could drive a dedicated health care advocate to 

relentlessly pursue Med-4-All as a final goal. However, it is not the final goal. It 

should be the first step in a complete transformation of medicine which includes 

combining community medicine with natural medicine and health-care-for-the-

world. 

Contrasting Cuban changes in medicine during the last 60 years with the US non-

system of medical care gives a clear picture of why changes must be all-

encompassing. The concept of Medicare-for-All is deeply intertwined with attacks 

on Cuba’s global medical ‘missions’ and the opposite responses to Covid-19 in the 

two countries. 

Immediately after the 1959 revolution Cubans began the task of spreading medical 

care to those without it. This included a flurry of building medical clinics and 

sending doctors to poor parts of cities and to rural areas, both of which were 

predominantly black. 

As the revolution spread medicine from cities to the country, it realized the need 

to expand medical care across the world. This included both sending medical staff 

overseas and bringing others to Cuba for treatment. Cuba spent 30 years 

redesigning its health care system, which resulted in the most comprehensive 

community-based medicine in the world. 

Throughout the expansion of health care, both inside the country and 

internationally, Cuban doctors used ‘allopathic’ medicine (based largely on 

drugging and cutting, which is the focus of US medical schools). But they 

simultaneously incorporated traditional healing and preventive medicine, as well 

as respecting practices of other cultures. 

Today, the most critical parts of the Cuban health care system include (1) everyone 

receives health care as a human right, (2) all parts are fully integrated into a single 

whole which can quickly respond to crises, (3) everyone in the country has input 

into the system so that it enjoys their collective experiences and (4) health care is 

global. 
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In contrast, the call for Medicare-for-All by the left in Democratic Party is a demand 

for Allopathy-for-US-Citizens. It would extend corporate-driven health care, but 

with no fundamental change towards holistic and community medicine. Though a 

necessary beginning, it is a conservative demand which does not recognize that a 

failure to go forward will inevitably result in market forces pushing health care 

backward. 

There is already a right-wing effort to destroy Medicare and Medicaid in any form 

and leave people to only receive medical treatment they can pay for. It is part of 

the same movement to destroy the US Post Office and eliminate Social Security. It 

is funded by the same sources trying to get rid of public education except for a few 

schools that will prepare the poor to go to prison or be unemployed. 

By: Don Fitz  

Source: The News  

Excerpted from: ‘What Can We Learn From Cuba? Medicare-for-All is a Beginning, 

Not the End Point’ 
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