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Daily Brief - Source Plan (Monday to Saturday)

[ Common Daily ]
The Hindu - The Indian Express . Deccan Herald - The Statesman

read every CIOH, alongside fhe day's sources b@’OW

[ Day-wise Sources }

I\/Ionday ORF (Observer Research Foundaﬁon} . Foreign Affairs - The Dip’omaf
TUESday MP-IDSA - EPW (Economic & Political Week/y} . Gafeway House
WedneSday Firsfposf . South Asia Monitor - ICWA (Indian Council of World /‘\ffairs)

Thursday ORF - Frontline - Bar & Bench - World Focus

Friday MP-IDSA - Carnegie Endowment - VIF (Vivekananda [nternational Foundaﬁon)

Saturday Firstpost - Project Syndicate - The Economist

As per relevance. articles from other relevant sources such as NatStrat, ThePrint and

The Te/egraph (India) will also be included.
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Inside America’s accommodation of China

Firstpost. e Yy &

TRENDING | Xiinthe US Netanyahuat UNGA Trump mediaban US F-35 jet parts World Lung Day

Inside America’s accommodation of
China

Why America wants a G2, China wants a G1, and India seeks neither

America is quieﬂg making room for
China at the top of the world order.
V\/ashingfon wants a fwo-power
parfnership (GZ), Beying wants sole
primacy (GI}, and India wants neither.

B The G2 idea was floated in American policg ]
circles around 2008-09. when the financial

crisis made Beying's balance sheet look like

the world's lifeboat.

The 2025 rare earths and magnefs squeeze,
which turned decoup/ing into de-risking and

de—risking into negoﬁaﬁon.

L] The five-initiative scaﬂcolding from BRI to the Global Governance I[nitiative at Tiary'in: Beying is bui/c/ing

an alternative order. nofjoining an exisﬂng one.

L] Rough/g a hundred billion dollars of trade deficit with China a/ongside America as India’s largeswL ex,oomL

market: the structural reason India cannot pick a side.
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America is offer‘ing a parfnership while China is accepﬁng a promoﬁon, and the two sides are therefore
not negotiating the same fhing. A G2 requires China to accept an order whose architecture i.e. the
dollar. Bretton Woods, the alliance sgsfem was built by someone else. For India the conventional fear of
being sidelined by a condominium misreads the situation, because enfanglemenf with both powers is a
source of bargaining power rather than a weakness. America needs India as the only democratic
economy of scale that can absorb supp/y chains Ieaving China, and China needs India not to become a
committed American ally on its southern flank. India's task is not alignment but pricing i.e. extracting
+echno/ogy and market access from \/\/ashingfon and border sfabi/ify and investment terms from Beying.
Therefore, bargaining power comes from being wanted by both and owned by neither.

(Verbafim QuoTes)

"Every concession V\/ashingfon makes in pursuit of a 42 is banked

in Bejjing as evidence of a Ul in formation. In a G2 world, the most

valuable actor is the one both 9iamLs need and neither owns.’

- Hindol Sengupfa
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What Killed Liberalism?
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What Killed Liberalism?

Sep 25,2026 | GENE FRIEDA
FEATUREI
There is no shortage of people and ideas to blame for liberalism’s

decline, but searching for a single culprit is probably futile. Two ]
new books by Gordon Brown and Daron Acemoglu take up the I
harder question of how to rebuild the institutions that once gave

(Fa c’rs)

B Brown's Focaldata survey across 20 H
countries : a 16-20 percem‘age-)ooimL
swing, broken down into trust and contact

(3 poimLs each), financial securify (4—5)

and economic opﬁmism (6)

Liberal democmcg IS failing not
because of any sing/e cu/prif but
because the coalition that once
sustained it — secure work. sfrong
unions, dense local institutions —
came aparf, and civic renewal alone

cannot rebuild it.

2017 Sm‘yanm‘h-VoigHéinder-Vofh

finding on interwar Germany : Nazi
Parfy membership grew faster where
there were more clubs. Social capifal IS

not inherenﬂy liberal.

] Values-led pragmaﬁsm' : a coalition of responsible states operaﬁng under a seven-principle

charter to sfrengfhen cooperaﬁon among middle powers.
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The search for a sing/e killer of liberalism is the wrong search, because the causes arrived in sequence and then
reinforced one another. Brown and /\cemoglu appr‘oach the wreckage from opposite ends. Brown wants to rebuild
trust and association /\cemoglu wants to restore the economic power that made trust rational in the first place. The
sharpesvL blow to the civic-renewal case is interwar Germany, where associational life was dense and fed fascism
rather than resisﬁng it which establishes that social capifal is a mulﬁplier of whatever po/iﬁcs already exists and not
a liberal safeguard. Even after 9overnmemLs abandoned neoliberal po/icg, popu/ism /<ep7L rising, because the institutions
and the status that work conferred do not return when Hwejobs do, and poliﬁca/ narratives harden /ong after the
grievance that produced them. Therefore, liberal democracy survives only where peop/e hold real power over the

institutions that govern them and evergfhing else is scaffo/ding.

(Verba’rim Quo’res)

"Social capifa/ is not inherem‘/g liberal. A trade union builds social

ties, but so does a nationalist pam‘y. Liberal democmcy depends on

peop/e having some power over the institutions that govern their

lives."

- (ene Frieda
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A declining United Nations is not good news for a rising India

A declining United Nations is
notgood news for arising India

NDIA IS rising as the United Nations

(UN) loses authority. Rivalry among

major powers may create room for ma-

noeuvre but it also makes agreements

harder to trust. For an aspirational
power, that is a poor bargain. Indian diplo-
macy must win more influence over UN
decisions while helping make those deci-
sions matter.

This year’s General Assembly is un-
likely to resolve that tension. Governments
whose consent the UN needs are often pur-
suing objectives it was established to re-
strain. A week of diplomacy in New York
will dolittle to change the calculations that
lead powerful states to bypass the organ-
isation or block its work.

India needs agreements that hold when
relations sour. New Delhi has long de-
fended sovereignty and resisted intrusive
international rule-making. Yet constraints
imposed by powerful countries can leave it
with even less say. The question is who
writes the rules and how much influence
India has over them. Multilateral arrange-
ments give India a voice in those negoti-
ations and room to cooperate with coun-
tries it disagrees with elsewhere.

Ukraine, Gaza and the war involving Iran
and the Gulf expose the Security Council’s
inability to restrain its strongest members
and their clients. Sudan demonstrates the
consequences of neglect. The Council was
designed to work when the major powers
could agree. Its veto gives each permanent
member the means to block action when
they cannot. Appeals to the Charter have
little effect when those expected touphold it
canprevent its enforcement.

Unilateral coercive measures extend this
problem into everyday commerce. An In-
diancompany may be freetotrade under In-
dian law yet find that a foreign bank will not
process its payment or an insurer will not
cover its cargo. Control over these networks
lets powerful states project national restric-
tions farbeyond theirborders without auth-
orisation from the UN Security Council.
Weaponised interdependence leaves Indian
businesses exposed to rules their govern-
ment had no part in writing.

A world divided into rival financial and
technological systems could make that de-
pendence harderto escape. India might gain
bargaining opportunities, but accessto a
market or technology could increasingly
require accepting the conditions of one
camp. A larger economy will not by itself re-
move that vulnerability.

The UN retains value even when its
Councilis paralysed. Universal membership
gives smaller countries a claim to be heard
without a major power’s invitation. Its
agenciesdeliverrelief, document the human
cost of crises and organise the scientific
assessments used in climate negotiations.
Asclimate shocks and widening inequalities
strain developing countries, the
UN gives them a forum to press
claims on climate finance and
sustainable development.

That is not enough. The UN still
fallsshort too often. The Secretariat
must simplify procedures, cut du-
plication and spend carefully. Gov-
ernments are also weakening the
organisation they invoke when
convenient. They assigntasks they

SYeED
AKBARUDDIN

The UN retains value even
whenits Council is paralysed.
Universal membership gives
smaller countries a claimto be
heard without a major

power's invitation

do not fund, delay payments they owe, and
cutassistance while expectingthe UN toab-
sorbthe damage. A peace operation given an
ambitious mandate and inadequate re-
sources is being set up to fail.

Al presents an early test of who getsto
write rules that matter. The UN's indepen-
dent scientific panel has warned that Al
agents could become harder forhumansto
control. On September 23, technology
executives briefed the Security Council on
Al’s risks. The Council has a role where Al
threatens international security. Com-
panies bring essential expertise, but also
commercial interests. Al's reach into em-
ployment, education and development
needs wider consideration. India should
press for safety standards and access to
technology to be negotiated where devel-
oping countries have a voice. Permanent
members and some technology firmscan-
not represent everyone whose future these
rules will shape.

India’s influence at the UN depends on
the partners it can bring to a negotiation.
On September 21, India helped launch
Partners for Multilateralism, or PAM, with
Brazil, Canada, Kenya, the EU, Australia
and Barbados. The group spans different
diplomatic camps. The declar-
ation recognises that economic in-
terdependence is being used to
exert pressure, disrupting trade,
supply chains and development
finance. Each partner has rela-
tionships that could help India
persuade countries it might not
otherwise persuade. Joint propo-
sals on climate finance or protec-

B 0.2 Sepv‘ember, [ndia he/ped launch Partners
for Multilateralism (PLr/V\) with Brazil Canada,
Kenya, the EU. Australia and Barbados. [t

recognises that economic inferdependence is used

tion against economic coercion could at-
tract wider support. That work need not
wait for agreement on the more conten-
tious questions of UN reform.

The world’s most populous democracy
and a major economy, India has a compel-
ling claim to permanent membership. Af-
rica’sexclusion from permanent member-
ship makes the case for Council reform
hardertoignore. Regional rivalries obstruct
agreement on expansion. Charter amend-
ments also require ratification by all five
permanent members. An elected seat isthe
nearer prospect.

A practical priority for External Affairs
Minister S Jaishankar at this Assembly is to
secure support for India’s candidature foran
elected Security Council seat for the 2028-29
term. Itsopponent in the June 2027 election
is Tajikistan, which has never served on the
Council. A founding UN member in 1945,
India has contributed more than 275,000
personnel to UN peacekeeping. Smaller
countries will also want to know how India
would use anothertermtoaddress theircon-
cerns. India candraw on that record toargue
for mandates troops can carry out, and for
affected countries to be heard before the
Coungcil acts.

A Council term would give India more
scopetonegotiate agreements and insist that
governments honour them. The test will
come when an agreement obstructs the
choices of powerful states. The Charter
matters most when it gets in the way.

The writer is former permanent representative
of India to the UN, and dean, Kautilya
School of Public Policy, Hyderabad

(Fa cts

to exert pressure, disrupﬁng trade. supply chains

and developmenf ﬂ'nance.

India’s rise and the UN's decline are not

good news fogefher, because a weakened
UN leaves India exposed to rules written bg
power‘ful states, and Indian dip/omacg must
therefore work both to gain influence over
UN decisions and to make those decisions

count.

India as a founding member from 1945 with more
than 275,000 personnel contributed to UN

peacekeeping, and its candidature for an elected

Securify Council seat for 2028-29.

UN's value even with a paralysed Council : universal membership, agencies that deliver relief and document the

human cost of crises, and scientific assessments used in climate negoﬁaﬁons.
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The weak UN is a bad bargain for a rising power, which inverts the familiar assumpﬁon that greaf-
power riva/ry 9ives India room to manoeuvre. Riva/rg does create space, but it also makes
agreememLs harder to trust, and a couerg whose weighf is growing needs commitments that survive
a downturn in relations rather than one-off advamLages. Sovereignfy is no defence when control of
payment and insurance networks lets one state extend its rules into another's commerce without any
Council authorisation. The solution is coalitional rather than dec/arafory i.e. P4/ an elected seat
for 2028-29 andjoimL proposa/s on climate finance and economic coercion that need not wait for
the deadlock over permanent membership to break. Therefore, the test of India's UN strateqy is

whether it can make agreememLs bite on powerfu/ states, inc/uding when fheg bite on India.

(Verba’rim QuoTes)

"(overnments whose consent the UN needs are often pursuing

oly’ech’ves it was established to restrain.”

- Sged Akbaruddin
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No planet without One Health

O X @ Q
The Statesman Context
aaaaaaaa 26 September, 2026
IIOME INDIA WORLD BUSINESS SPORTS ENTERTAINMENT AINIK S SMAN )\ - EPAPER -~

OPINION LAW LIFESTYLE DAINIK STATESMAN MORE

India has built a National One Health

Mission, but without statutory backin
No planet without One Health ' Y 5
One Earth, One Family, One Future. India said three of the words at the G20. The fourth is the one that holds the a P e rm an e n-’- bu dge-’- a n d -I-h e P O We r -’-O

| | B compel dmLa sharing across some

© 0 2 i, fwenfy-five deparfmenfs, it will keep

seeing OUH)V‘@GI( signa/s.

(‘Facts )

B Four ingredients of spillover concentrated B The Mission's institutional trail : P\
in one subcontinent : [ndia holds the world's STIAC recommendation in 2022, Cabinet
Iarges+ livestock popu/aﬁon, alongside approva/ in February 202%. the National
exfraordinary biodiversify, dense human Institute of One Health at Nagpur, and a
settlement and rapid land-use change. BSL-3/% network of twenty-two facilities.

= India’s existing surveillance assets are strong : IDSP reports, veterinary networks, po”uﬁon

moniforing, food sampling, and INSACOG's genomic consortium.
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India’s One Health prob/em is one of /ega/ form, not of science or ambition, and that is a transferable
insighvL about the Indian state. A mission created by an advisorg council and sustained by a Cabinet
note can coordinate when coordination is convenient and stalls when it is not. It cannot compel a
ministry that does not report fo if to release a dataset that ministry considers its own and it cannot
survive a transfer of personnel or the slow decag that follows every outbreak. [he surveillance data
exists Hwough DSE veferinary networks, po//uﬁon moniforing, INSACOG and the failure is not
observation but correlation. What reaches well beyond public health is that good Indian policy ideas
underperform when a scheme is given @ mandate without also being given an institution, a permanemL
budge+ line and @ named officer who can be held answerable. Therefore, what India has is a mission

and what it needs is an institution because we do not fail to see but fail to infegr‘afe.

(Verba’rim Quo’res)

"India’'s most impom‘anf pub/ic health idea of this decade is

currenfly a conversation among the converted.”

- Charudutta Panigrahi
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Revisiting India’s nuclear doctrine without revising it

Revisiting India’s nuclear doctrine without revising it

ndia’s nuclear doctrine has remained largely

unchanged for over two decades, even as its

security environment has shifted
dramatically. Since its operationalisation in 2003,
China’s military rise has accelerated, Pakistan’s
nuclear posture has evolved, disruptive
technologies have reshaped deterrence, and
geopolitical competition has become more
multipolar. Yet, the doctrine’s core principles
credible minimum deterrence and a declared No
First Use (NFU) posture — have endured, albeit
with a specific provision retaining the option of
nuclear retaliation following a major biological or
chemical attack on India or Indian forces. The
question is whether a framework crafted for the
early 2000s remains fully aligned with the
security challenges of the mid-2020s.

A doctrine for another era, strategic shifts
India’s nuclear doctrine emerged from the
distinct strategic context of the late 1990s. The
1998 Pokhran-II tests established India as a
nuclear weapons state, while Kargil (1999)
showed that nuclear deterrence did not rule out
conventional war. The 1999 Draft Nuclear
Doctrine and the Cabinet Committee on
Security’s January 4, 2003 decision sought to
reconcile deterrence with restraint. The 2003
decision operationalised a posture based on
credible minimum deterrence, No First Use (NFU)
and massive retaliation to a nuclear attack,
supported by a survivable second-strike
capability and firm civilian control. Judged by its
original objectives, the doctrine has provided
continuity, predictability and strategic stability
for more than two decades. The question is
whether the assumptions underpinning it remain
stable.

The strategic environment underpinning the
framework has changed in three important ways.
First, China and Pakistan have grown more
strategically aligned. When the doctrine was

—

-
-

A
Advitya Madan

Analyst on
geopolitics,
international and
defence affairs,
commanded 15
Punjab in Lebanon
under the United
Nations Flag,
commanded 27
Sector as DIG in
Churachandpur,
Manipur, and was
Brigadier Operational
Logistics in HQ
Western Command

India’s nuclear
doctrine faces
new strategic.
technological
and geopolitical
challenges

B The 2003 nuclear

operaﬁonalised a posture of credible minimum

formulated, the two nuclear-armed neighbours
posed distinct challenges; today, those challenges
are increasingly interconnected. China has
expanded and modernised its nuclear forces,
strengthened military infrastructure along the
Line of Actual Control and deepened defence
cooperation with Pakistan. Pakistan has
diversified its nuclear capabilities, including
tactical nuclear weapons intended to offset
India’s conventional advantage. India must
therefore account for the possibility that
pressures from two closely aligned nuclear
adversaries could interact during a crisis.

The second shift is technological. Artificial
intelligence, cyber capabilities, space-based
surveillance, hypersonic weapons and ballistic
missile defence are reshaping deterrence by
shortening decision-making timelines, increasing
the vulnerability of command-and-control
networks and complicating assumptions about
assured retaliation. These technologies do not
invalidate the doctrine’s core principles, but they
alter the environment in which they must
operate. Nuclear deterrence ultimately depends
on the alignment of doctrine, capability and
survivability.

The third shift is geopolitical. The Indo-Pacific
has become a key arena of great-power
competition, while the international system has
grown more multipolar. U.S.-China rivalry, closer
China-Russia coordination and India’s expanding
partnerships have reshaped the security
environment. Nuclear doctrine can no longer be
viewed solely through bilateral deterrence;
regional crises are increasingly shaped by wider
geopolitical competition.

Review, not revision

Strategic doctrines are policy instruments, not
immutable documents. In India’s case, a review
could examine emerging technologies,
command-and-control resilience, second-strike

doctrine :

deterrence, No First Use and massive

capabilities and the continuing relevance of
existing concepts, including the doctrine’s
approach to retaliation.

The issue of massive retaliation deserves
scrutiny. Pakistan’s tactical nuclear weapons were
intended to complicate India’s response options
below the level of strategic exchange. A review
could assess whether India’s declaratory posture
provides sufficient deterrent clarity across
nuclear contingencies, without necessarily
changing its core principles.

There are, however, reasons for caution.
India’s doctrine has reinforced its image as a
restrained and responsible nuclear power while
providing continuity in deterrence. Ambiguity
over established principles, particularly NFU,
could create uncertainty, encourage adversaries
to recalibrate and complicate crisis management.
The priority, therefore, should be to strengthen
operational capabilities, modernise delivery
systems and improve command-and-control
resilience rather than reopen declaratory policy.

A review of NFU need not mean abandoning it.
It could reaffirm its rationale, clarify its scope and
ensure that supporting capabilities remain
credible. Reviewing a doctrine is not the same as
revising it.

Building credible capabilities
For India, any doctrinal review should also assess
survivability, command and control, intelligence,
early warning, cyber resilience and the nuclear
triad. The aim should be to ensure that India’s
declared policy remains backed by credible
capabilities in a changing strategic environment,
while aligning nuclear policy with its broader
diplomatic objectives and strategic autonomy.
Ultimately, a nuclear doctrine is an instrument
of statecraft, not an immutable policy. India’s
commitment to restraint, credible deterrence and
responsible nuclear stewardship remains an
enduring strategic asset.

(Fa cts

retaliation to a nuclear attack. supporfed bg a

survivable second-strike capabilify and firm

civilian control.

Pacific.

India’s nuclear doctrine has stood /argely
unchanged since 2003 while China,
Pakistan, fechno/ogy and the global
order have all moved. [t is time to review
the doctrine's supporting capabi/iﬁes
without fouching its declared princip/es.

Pokhran-11I in 1998 and Kargil in 1999 as

the formative pair : the first made India a
nuclear weapons state, the second showed

deterrence does not rule out conventional war.

Three shifts since 2003 : China-Pakistan a/ignmemﬂ disrupﬁve fechnologg, and a muHipo/ar Indo-
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Sfr‘afegic doctrines are policy instruments, not immutable documents. The 2003 doctrine has delivered what it
promised i.e. conﬁnuify, predicfabilify and sh‘afegic sfabi/ifg but it was built for a world of two separafe nuclear
neighbours, slow decisions and a sing/e superpower. What has moved is not the /ogic of deterrence but its
environment and it is time to review capabi/iﬁes rather than a revision of pr‘inciples. The one doctrinal question is
the fit between massive retaliation and Pakistan's tactical weapons, which were designed precise/y to create a
level of conflict at which India’s declared response looks disproporﬁonafe and therefore less believable. A review
of NFU need not mean abandoning it. It could reaffirm its rationale, clarify its scope and ensure that supporﬁng
capabiliﬁes remain credible. India’s declamfory po/icy should hold. while survivabilify, command and control ear/g
warning, cyber resilience and the triad are where the cr‘edibilify lies. Nuclear deterrence ulﬁmafelg depenc/s on

the a/ignmenf of doctrine, capabi/h‘g and survivabi/ify.

(Verbafim QuoTes)

"Nuclear doctrine can no /onger be viewed so/e/g Hwough bilateral

deterrence: regional crises are increasing/g shaped by wider

9eopo/i+ical comloeﬁfion. "

- /\dvifga Madan
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UPSC LINK

 PSIR Paper II, 2026: Does power transition theory reflect the dynamics of
US-China relations?

« PSIR Paper II, 2025: The world currently has been in the throes of a twin
process of ‘democratic backsliding’ and ‘democratic backlash’. How would
you explain this paradox?

 PSIR Paper II, 2025: India’s reluctance to perceive any ‘existential threat’
inevitably made the multilateral path to nuclear security a ‘default option’
until it decided to cross the nuclear Rubicon in 1998. Identify and analyze
some of the major reasons behind this shift in India’s position on the nuclear
question.

* GS Paper 11, 2025: “The reform process in the United Nations remains
unresolved, because of the delicate imbalance of East and West and
entanglement of the USA vs. Russo-Chinese alliance.” Examine and critically
evaluate the East-West policy confrontations in this regard.

« PSIR Paper II, 2024: Critically examine India’s persistent refusal to sign the
nuclear non-proliferation treaty (NPT) despite being recognized as a de facto
nuclear power.

 PSIR Paper II, 2024: “India must strive to become a semi-permanent

member of the UNSC, rather than a permanent member without the right to
veto.” Comment.
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2 SIMULATORS 3 TESTS 6 TESTS
. J/
FULL-LENGTH OPTIONAL
2 TESTS 2 SIMULATORS
.
OPTIONAL
2 SIMULATORS

CONTENT BLUEPRINT ¢« MODEL ANSWERS ¢ EXPERT EVALUATION ¢ PERSONALISED MENTORSHIP

TO ENROL OR FOR GUIDANCE, CALL

93117 40432

AMIT PRATAP SINGH
psirR FACULTY « PFdForum|li’y




