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The an%n/ly of a

Different from the earlier routine assurances, thé

HAPPYMON JACOB

ceasefire violations in 2020,

guns on either side of the Line
of Control (LoC) in Jammu and
Kashmir (J&K) fell silent on the in-
tervening night of February 24-25,
2021. The February ceasefire has
triggered widespread speculation
about its durability, significance
and implication for bilateral rela-
tions in general.

The announcement by the two
Director Generals of Military Oper-
ations (DGsMO) came as a surprise
to many, and yet, it underlined the
simple fact that all statesmen/wo-
men recognise while in office:
countries cannot be run by rhetor-
ic alone. More so, this announce-
ment is also a recognition in New
Delhi and Islamabad that they can-
not afford to let viclence spiral out
of control given its inherently es-
calatory nature as events in the
wale of the Pulwama terror attack
in February 2019 highlighted.

In the wake of registering 5,130

Peace feelers

Notwithstanding the surprise fac-
tor in the development, there have
been some indications about a
possible thaw in the relations bet-
ween the traditional rivals. Pakis-
tan Army Chief Qamar Javed Bajwa
stated in early February that “It is
time to extend hand of peace in all
directions”, and on the Indian
side, the Army Chief General Ma-
noj Mukund Naravane said around
the same time that “with our con-
tinuous engagement with Pakis-
tan, we will be able to prevail over
them (for border peace)... as un-
settled borders help no one”. In-
dia allowed the use of its airspace
by Pakistan Prime Minister Imran
Khan's special aircraft to fly to Sri
Lanka and just a day before the

ceasefire announcement, and
upon his arrival in Colombo, Mr.
Khan said, “Our only (sic) dispute
is Kashmir and it can only be re-
solved through dialogue.” Clearly,
the two sides were setting the
stage for the announcement.

Significance of the ceasefire
What makes the February cease-
fire significant is the fact that this
agreement is different from the
routine ceasefire assurances that
the two sides made till January
2021. Twice in 2018, for instance,
the two sides had agreed to
uphold the ceasefire agreement
when ceasefire violations were on
the rise. But what makes the Fe-
bruary 2021 ceasefire different is
its two distinct features: one, this
was a joint statement by the two
DGsMO, and that unlike the pre-
vious declarations, the recent
agreement mentions a specific
date, i.e., the night of February 24-
25, to begin the ceasefire. In that
sense then, the February ceasefire
is arguably one of the most signifi-
cant military measures by India
and Pakistan in over 18 years to re-
duce violence along the LoC in
Kashmir. Coming in the wake of
over 5,000 ceasefire violations in
2020 (the highest in 19 years since
2002) the agreement is path-
breaking from a conflict manage-
ment point of view. Interestingly,
the November 2003 ceasefire
agreement was also announced in
the wake of a high level of violence
through 2002 and 2003.

The ceasefire is also significant
because this helps New Delhi to
defuse what was becoming a grow-
ing concern for the decision mak-
ers in New Delhi: an ugly two-front
situation and a feeling of being
boxed in by an inimical Pakistan
and an aggressive China. It is easy
to talk about a two or ‘two-and-a-
half’ front situation for domestic
grandstanding, but dealing with it
is neither easy nor practical. That
the Indian Army had to redeploy
forces from the western border
with Pakistan to the northern bor-
der with China is indicative of the
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serious material challenges it
could throw up. The best way to
deal with the two front challenge
then, New Delhi could have rea-
soned, was to defuse at least one
front. The LoC was a natural can-
didate. Given that the back chan-
nel process started much before
the recent India-China disengage-
ment on the LAC, New Delhi must
have decided to defuse the west-
ern challenge from Pakistan first.
And it worked.

A brief history
The history of India Pakistan cea-
sefire pacts and war termination
agreements is both complex and
instructive. The Karachi agree-
ment of 1949, which ended the
first war between newly formed
India and Pakistan, was the first
ceasefire agreement between the
two countries which, signed un-
der the good offices of the United
Nations, created the India Pakis-
tan boundary in Kashmir called
the Ceasefire Line or CFL. The Un-
ited Nations Military Observer
Group in India and Pakistan (UN-
MOGIP) was mandated to monitor
the ceasefire along the CFL. The
1965 India-Pakistan war also end-
ed in a ceasefire, but since status
quo ante bellum was restored after
the Tashkent Agreement, the CFL
in Kashmir remained unaltered.
However, the India-Pakistan war
of 1971 would change that. The De-
cember ceasefire which ended the
1971 war was enshrined into the
Simla Agreement the following
year. But unlike 1965, status guo
ante bellum was not restored by
the Simla Agreement, a decision
that would have important impli-
cations for bilateral relations.

The Suchetgarh Agreement of
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CW ndla—Palqstan agreement also defuses an ugly two-front si

1972 delineated the ‘line of con-
trol’ in Jammu and Kashmir which
resulted from the ceasefire of De-
cember 1971 thereby renaming the
CFL as the LoC. By this smart
move, Indian negotiators not only
changed the nomenclature of the
India-Pakistan dividing line in
Kashmir and the physical align-
ment of the border in Jammu and
Kashmir, but also made the UN-
MOGIP presence in Kashmir irrele-
vant. Recall that the UN force was
mandated to ensure a ceasefire on
the CFL, but there was no CFL af-
ter 1972, and, more so, the UN was
not even a party to the Simla
Agreement unlike the Karachi
Agreement.

Let us cut to the present. The
2003 agreement between the
DGsMO, communicated through a
telephone call between them, was
a reiteration of the December 1971
war termination ceasefire; Techni-
cally, therefore, even the February
2021 ceasefire too is a reiteration
of the 1971 ceasefire agreement.

A form of intent

And yet, a ceasefire does not ob-
serve itself — it requires a clearly
articulated and mutually-agreed
upon set of rules and norms for ef-
fective observance along with an
intent to observe them. The Febru-
ary ceasefire is an expression of
such an intent, but without the
rules and norms to enforce it. The
Simla Agreement or the Suchet-
garh Agreement do not have those
rules either. The Karachi Agree-
ment, on the other hand, has
clearly laid down provisions on
how to manage the CFL which, of
course, was overtaken by the LoC.
Ironically, therefore, armed forces
deployed on either side of the LoC
in Kashmir often have to resort to
the strictures enshrined in the
long-defunct Karachi Agreement
to observe the ceasefire mandated
by the Simla Agreement. This
needs to change. Now that the two
DGsMO have declared a joint cea-
sefire, the next logical step is to ar-
rive at a set of rules to govern that
ceasefire. An unwritten ceasefire,

experiences from conflict zones
around the world show, tend to
break down easily and trigger ten-
sions in other domains.

Return to the back channel
What is also significant to note
about the ceasefire agreement bet-
ween the two DGsMO is that this
was preceded by weeks, if not
months of, high-level contacts
through the back channel. For
sure, major agreements of this
kind cannot be finalised by army
officers especially given the vitiat-
ed atmosphere surrounding India-
Pakistan relations. More crucially,
the fact that this ceasefire has pol-
itical blessings makes it more dur-
able.

Interestingly, the 2003 ceasefire
was also preceded by discreet par-
leys between the heads of the In-
ter-Services Intelligence (ISI) of Pa-
kistan and the Research and
Analysis Wing (RAW) of India. The
2003 CFA led to a sustained period
of back channel talks on Kashmir
which, by mid 2007, had almost fi-
nalised a deal to resolve the Kash-
mir conflict. My research on the
2004-2007 back channel talks
shows how discreet conversations
between high-level interlocutors
appointed by the heads of govern-
ments were able to make unprece-
dented progress on the mother of
all India Pakistan conflicts, Kash-
mir. What is also evident from that
period is that one key reason why
the CFA held at least till 2008 was
because there were paralle] talks,
along with holding fire on the LoC,
on other outstanding bilateral is-
sues, principally Kashmir. While
whether the 2021 CFA would
prompt talks in other areas is un-
clear as of now, I doubt the ability
of piecemeal agreements to create
durable stability bilaterally unless
followed by progress in other
domains.

Happymon Jacob teaches at the
Jawaharlal Nehru University and is the
author of ‘Line on Fire: Ceasefirve
Violations and India-Pakistan Escalation
Dynamics®
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The Stgvey as policy with 1deologlcal overtones

To say that growth and inequality @ in terms of their effects on socio-economic outcomes is outrageous

M.A. OOMMEN

he Economic Survey 2021
T(https:// bit.ly/20fqfVQ) does

notseem to be a policy docu-
ment derived straight from the
empirical data of the economy or
the social compulsions embedded
in it. On the contrary, the Survey
rings with policy postulates based
on strong ideological overtones.
Of interest would be Chapter 4,
captioned ‘Inequality and Growth:
Conflict or Convergence?” which is
ostensibly “an effort to identify the
correct policy objective for India”.

Need for desirable outcomes

Following the COVID-19 pandem-
ic, India has fallen into the vortex
of a ‘once-in-a-century crisis’ as
the Survey forcefully puts it. It pro-
jects a V-shaped growth of recov-
ery and reiterates the call of the
Economic Survey 2019-20 for “eth-
ical wealth creation by combining
the invisible hand of markets with
the hand of trust”. Given the great
truth that trust is broken more in
an unequal society, (on this, see
Wilkinson and Pickett cited in the
chapter), it is unrealistic to ab-
stract from the crony capitalism
and corruption that dominate the
political society and proceed from
there to ethical wealth production
(which indeed is an important in-
strumental value). It is hoped that
market-mediated growth will take
the country to desirable socio-eco-

nomic outcomes that include not
only reducing poverty but also a
wide spectrum, ranging from in-
fant mortality to mental illness.

A silence on poverty

Even so, concerned scholars re-
main confused at the silence of the
Survey on the nature and magni-
tude of poverty which is a multi-di-
mensional phenomena of depriva-
tion, confounded much worse by
the pandemic crisis. The graphic
picture of migrant families trudg-
ing home hundreds of kilometres

away from the cities in the wake of

the lockdown seems forgotten. At
the same time, Chapter 1 of the
Survey documents elaborately the
structural reforms (achievements
include the controversial three
farm laws) to take the economy
and the people forward. '

Scholarly estimates on the in-
crease in the extreme poverty un-
der the pandemic in India have
ranged from 400 million (a study
by King’s College London) to 620
million (The Hindu, OpEd article,
July 7, 2020). Oxfam’s study on the
Virus and Inequality (https://
bit.ly/3rcAF7p) points out that
while it took nine months for the
top 1,000 billionaires to return to
pre-COVID-19 times, it will take ov-
er a decade for the poorest class to
resume normalcy. Interestingly,
India’s stock exchanges have
scaled unprecedented heights in
mocking disregard to the informal
sector already in deep distress fol-
lowing the demonetisation
episode.

Anyone familiar with the vast
literature on economic growth
and inequality will find the claims
of the Economic Survey, that un-
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like in advanced countries, in In-
dia economic growth and inequal-
ity converge in terms of their
effects on socio-economic out-
comes, as simply outrageous. Be-
cause the 44 figures of correlations
and regressions occupy more than
two-thirds of the space of the
chapter and form the ‘scientific’
base to substantiate the argu-
ments, I may probe further into
them. Correlation between two
real scalar variables x and y does
not measure any type of relation-
ship between x and y. The mea-
sure of variance (square of stan-
dard deviation) in x is the square
of a measure of scatter or disper-
sion or spread in x.

Faulty conclusions
Correspondingly, the joint disper-
sion or joint scatter in the couplet
(x,y) is measured by covariance
between x and y. A scale-free co-
variance is the correlation where
degenerate variables are exclud-
ed. Hence, correlation can only
measure joint scatter in (x,y) and it
cannot measure any type of rela-
tionship between x and y. Also,
correlation as a measure of joint
scatter can make sense only when
the variables involved have a joint
distribution in the statistical
sense. All the conclusions of the
chapter by computing correlations
are faulty.

Another set of analysis is based
on fitting linear models, calling
them as “linear regression”. In the
regression models used, variables
are selected according to conve-
nience and linear models are fitted
and t-statistics are computed with-
out checking for the validity; all
sorts of conclusions are made.
Such misuse of statistical tools is a
dangerous game, certainly in a de-
mocracy, which as J.5. Mill fa-
mously said is a government by
discussions. Discussions are rele-
vant and truthful only when they
are well-informed and reliable.

Social justice is an intrinsic va-
lue of universal relevance. Box 1 of
Chapter 4 that goes to justify the
poverty and inequality trade-off in
totalitarian China is obviously in-
troduced to support the inegalitar-
ian policy options. Thomas Piketty
(2020), referred to in the chapter,
tells us that inequality increased
much more sharply after 1980 in
India than in China. This is conve-
niently forgotten.

A sidelining

Although the works of great think-
ers on justice and equality such as
John Rawls, Piketty and Wilkinson
and Pickett are mentioned, they
are sidelined. It is concluded that
“poverty alleviation through
growth must be central to eco-
nomic strategy”, rather than in-
equality because “in India, eco-
nomic growth and inequality
converge in terms of their effects
on socio-economic indicators”.
This is untenable. Rawls’ A Theory
of Justice (1971), treats justice as
fairness which is the basic core of
democratic traditions the world
over. The chapter refers to the idea

of “original position” of equality of
Rawls but fails to note that it will
have to be judged by the whole
theory of justice. The book, The
Spirit Level, by the two doctors
Wilkinson and Pickett, based on
50 years of research has the mea-
ningful subtitle, ‘Why equality is
better for everyone’, ought to have
been discussed further because
they argue that inequality breeds
mistrust, mental illness and many
such outcomes, which needs to be
reduced for human well-being.

Instead of dismissing it, a dis-
cussion on Piketty’s Capital and
Ideology is certainly warranted for
three valid reasons: it is a well-doc-
umented historical study on in-
equality which comes to the strik-
ing conclusion that “inequality is
neither economic or technologi-
cal, but ideological and political”;
India is elaborately studied; it dis—
cusses a wide range of policy is-
sues relevant for a democratic so-
ciety facing the COVID-19
pandemic like universal basic in-
come, progressive taxation of in-
come, carbon emission, property
and inheritance, universal access
to fundamental goods such as
health, education and housing
and so0 on.

The Economic Survey has all
the right to suggest what it consid-
ers relevant. But democracy de-
mands informed debate especially
when it comes to economic in-
equality which has been admitted-
ly growing exponentially in India.
Legitimising it by policy think-
tanks is indeed questionable.

M.A. Oommen is Honorary Fellow, Centre
[for Development Studies,
Thiruvananthapuram
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Biden needs ro/seal the nuclear deal before
hardliners(gain the upper hand)in Iran

l ] S. President Joe Biden’s attempts to revive the

Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA),

better known as the Iran nuclear deal, have not
seen any breakthrough with both sides waiting for the
other to blink. The Biden administration says it would
return to the deal if Iran starts complying with its terms.
Tehran, on the other side, asks the U.S., which unilater-
ally quit the deal under the Donald Trump administra-
tion in May 2018, to return to the agreement first and lift
sanctions on Iran. The EU’s efforts to organise direct
U.S.-Iran talks were also unsuccessful as Tehran report-
edly rejected the offer. Iran has also accelerated its nu-
clear programme. This game of chicken continues as
the clock is ticking. Iran will elect a new President in
June, Hassan Rouhani, who bet his presidency on the
deal — only to be repudiated by Mr. Trump — cannot
stand in a third consecutive election. There is no gua-
rantee that a moderate like Mr. Rouhani would be elect-
ed this time. And it is not a secret that there is consider-
able opposition among the hardliners, a powerful
constituency, towards any kind of engagement with the
U.S. Mr. Biden’s best bet is to get the nuclear agreement
back on track before Mr. Rouhani leaves office.

Ol or R oromn0_ B gency after assuming power. He appointed a special en-

e Iran deal,

To be sure, Mr. Biden has moved with a sense of ur-

1a‘my for Iran, showed signs of rebalancing ties with Saudi

abia, and sent clear signals to Tehran about Ameri-
ca’s desire to get back to the deal. But these actions do
not seem to be enough to rebuild the trust after the acri-
monious Trump years. Some of Iran’s concerns are ge-
nuine. After the September 11, 2001 terrorist attack,
Iran had cooperated with the U.S. in the war against the
Taliban. But once the Taliban were driven out of power,
the Bush administration branded Iran as part of an “Ax-
is of Evil” along with Iraq and North Korea. As President
Barack Obama offered diplomacy, the Iranians grabbed
the opportunity, leading to the signing of the JCPOA in
2015. And Iran was fully compliant with the agreement
when Mr. Trump pulled the U.S. out of it. So Iran would
seek some consistency in U.S. policy. But Iran is also in
a tough spot. Hit by sanctions and a devastating CO-
VID-19 outbreak, its economy is bleeding. It had violent-
ly cracked down on protests in 2019-20, the embers of
which are still burning. Its regional operations took a
hit after Qasem Soleimani was assassinated by the U.S.
in January 2020. Its assets in Syria are under repeated
air strikes by Israel. Last week, the U.S. had also
bombed pro-Iranian militants in Syria. Both sides are
under pressure. Both sides need the deal — the U.S.
wants to scuttle Iran’s nuclear programme and Iran
wants relief from sanctions. They should stick to the di-
plomatic path for a breakthrough.
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collapse to expand 1.2% Jand 6%, respectively. Both
these sectors had been under stress even before the
pandemic, posting contractions starting from the
second and third quarters of 2019-20. Despite the
je/ri:e’s push on government spending, public
administration, defence and other servmacted
1.5% last quarter. However, investment demand is
estimated to have '

formation posting .
quawnven perhaps by public spending.
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Most worryingly, retail, trade, hotels, transport and
communication contracted by 7.7%.

Despite the Q3 uptick, the second advance estimates
of national income for the year project an 8%
contraction in the GDP, wider than the —7.7%
estimated in January. This may partly be due to the
NSO revising the first quarter’s GDP shrinkage to
24.4%, from the 23.9% calculated earlier. The latest
numbers also may be taken as an indicator at best,
with the NSO stressing that the estimates are likely to
undergo ‘sharp revisions’ as the pandemic affected
data collection.




Like the growth rate for 2019-20 was revised from
4.2% to 4% in January, the real GDP growth for the
third quarter of the last fiscal has been scaled down
to 3.3%, from 4.1%. The base effect may well have
helped nudge India’s growth into positive territory,
but it is an important psychological barrier to cross.
Growth numbers alone may still not be capturing
the tumult faced by swathes of informal and micro-
enterprises, nor do they reflect a recovery in the job
market. The continuing stress in employment- and
contact-intensive services sectors is a worry, and
the government must consider support measures.




The second wave of infections in industrial hotspots
such as Maharashtra, and the risk of infections
rising in poll-bound States, do not bode well either

for services or the fragile recovery in manufacturing.

A smooth and expeditious roll-out of the vaccine,
with the private sector drafted in to achieve scale, is
an imperative to help India navigate the bumps
ahead more deftly.




VOCABULARY
1. Rebound (verb)- o/

bounce back through the air after hitting something hard.

synonyms- bounce (back)/come back/rally/recover
antonyms- content/gratification/satisfaction

2. Feeble (adj)- Q/

lacking bodily strength
synonyms- tender/unsubstantial/frail ZV\)@L
antonyms- robust/hale/sturdy/tough
———4 %
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3. Surge (adj)-
a strong, wavelike, forward movement ((‘ ;

synonyms- discharge/emit/launch/ heveON)
antonyms- bottle (up)/contain/restrain/shut (in or up)

4. Semblance (noun)- \/V

a display of emotion or behavior that is insincere or intended to deceive
synonyms-%charade/disguise/fagade/masquerade

antonyms- untness/candlﬁness/cwirectness
S ———




VOCABULARY e
5. Resilient (adj)- <~

able to revert to original size and shape after being stretched, squeezed, or

twisted
synonyms- adaptable/flexible/kneadable/malleable

antonyms- inelastic/inflexible/rigid/stiff

6. Bulwark (verb)-
to drive danger or attack away from

synonyms- cove ef enelffenice/fend

antonyms-be%esmge/owltulate




VOCABULARY
7. Resurfaced (verb)- /

put a new coating on or re-form
synonyms- reappeared/appeared/came out/materialized

antonyms- clear /disapWissolved
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1) The city's suburbs have burgeoned, sprawling out from the centre.

Meaning: expaﬁ{verb) / /aQCQ < m
inC~eay0 Vo

Synonyms: shoot Wv&ell

Antonyms: shrink

2) Differences in schools were not explicable in terms of differences in intake.

Meaning: comprehensible (adj)
Synonyms: understandable, definable
Antonyms: inexplicable
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3) He had certainly taken his time, even protracting the process..

Meaning: prolong (verb) i m <)
Synonyms: eX(:t/%'}df draw out
Antonyms: curtail

4) In modern times, one has to keep abreast of developments.

Meaning: up wi rb)
Synonyms: up;,da%u’;i/th)n touch with
ith

Antonyms: out of Tou




ONE WORD SUBSTITUTION

a) ruffian

b) licentious v~
C) pirate

d) vagabond




ONE WORD SUBSTITUTION

2) Act of killing one’s wife

a) genocide m

uxoricide

- ==

c) canicide
d) avicide




IDIOMS AND PHRASES P

1) To frame a person

a) Tao befool someone
@7{2 make on appear guilty
c) To praise someone

d) A narrow escape




IDIOMS AND PHRASES

2) To take with a grain of salt

a) To take with some reservation
o take with total disbelief

c) To take whole heartedly

d) To take seriously
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