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Assessing South Africa’s G20 Presidency

Context

The US will host the 2026 G20

Summit on 14–15 December but has

not invited South Africa. Rajiv Bhatia

reviews its 2025 presidency, the first

on African soil, which delivered a

successful summit but ended in a

rupture with Washington.

Facts

A landmark presidency : last of the first

G20 cycle (2008–2025) and fourth

straight Global South presidency.

Johannesburg Declaration : adopted by

consensus of those present, with 122

paragraphs on poverty, inequality and climate

change.

The rupture : after the gavel row, Trump barred South Africa from the 2026 G20.

India’s proposals : six in all, including a G20 Africa Skills Multiplier and a Critical Minerals

Circularity Initiative.
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Analytical Crux

South Africa carried the Global South agenda of the Indonesian, Indian and Brazilian presidencies

onto African soil, through a new Compact with Africa, a G20 Africa Expert Panel and a proposal

for an International Panel on Inequality. The United States stayed away from ministerial

meetings through the year, boycotted the Johannesburg Summit and then barred South Africa

from its own presidency. Six leaders were absent, and only 67 per cent of members sent their

leaders. A declaration that lacks the backing of the forum’s most powerful member will be weakly

implemented, and there are signs that the G20 may revert to a narrow macroeconomic mandate.

Therefore, the Miami Summit will show whether the development tilt secured by four successive

presidencies survives, and whether the G20 can still work by consensus with all members on an

equal footing.

Verbatim Quotes

“Thus, the G20’s tilt towards developing economies, secured after
strenuous endeavours by the past four presidencies, may prove
ineffective, after all.”

– Rajiv Bhatia
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Truce without Trust

Context

The Trump–Xi summit extended the

US–China trade truce and eased

tension. The Statesman argues that

the underlying contest remains in

place, with Taiwan as its most

dangerous fault line.

Facts

Trade truce extended : the most tangible

outcome, yet temporary; tariffs, rare earths

and advanced technology go to another

round.

Taiwan : Trump delayed a proposed $14

billion arms package and called it a

negotiating instrument.

Mutual restraint : China needs overseas markets; the US wants undisrupted supply chains and

critical minerals.

AI : pre-summit talks on communication over serious AI risks led to no substantial agreement.
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Analytical Crux

Reducing tension is different from resolving conflict. The summit created breathing space while

the strategic contest stayed firmly in place. Restraint rests on mutual economic need. Xi needs

stable external conditions while China strengthens its economy, and Trump wants gains and

leverage without an uncontrolled confrontation. Neither has abandoned its strategic objectives.

Beijing treats US military support for Taiwan as a challenge to its claims, and AI and

semiconductors are now tied to national security, so cooperation there stays bounded by distrust.

Personal rapport can ease negotiations, but it cannot erase competing national interests.

Therefore, a managed rivalry gives the rest of the world some predictability, but unless the

accommodation turns into durable rules for competition, the next crisis over Taiwan, technology

or trade will test the new warmth.

Verbatim Quotes

“The summit’s real achievement, then, is modest but consequential:
Washington and Beijing have shown that they can manage their
rivalry without resolving it.”

– Editorial, The Statesman
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Time runs short for Iran and America

Context

Iran and the US have resumed

negotiations after the June 17

Memorandum unravelled, though

Trump dismissed Iran’s seven-point

proposal on 26 September. Former

ambassador Mahesh Sachdev argues

that both now need a temporary peace.

Facts

Asymmetry : the US has three times Iran’s

population, 85 times its GDP and 20 times

its military budget.

Domestic clocks : the 3 November mid-

terms could make Trump a lame duck; Tehran

must keep Gen Z engaged.

Iran’s escalatory ladder : advanced weaponry, a possible al-Houthi blockade of Bab al-Mandeb and

attacks on US Gulf allies.

Hormuz : Tehran has sought an interim supervisory arrangement with Oman, to be endorsed by other

Gulf states.
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Analytical Crux

Time has turned against both belligerents, and their domestic compulsions make a longer war

costly and unsustainable. The US holds a large quantitative edge, but Iran’s asymmetric strategy

has blunted it, and a long history as the underdog hardens Iranian resolve. Washington faces

inflation, ammunition depletion and isolation, while mistrust since the June 17 Memorandum has

raised the bar for a modus vivendi. The nuclear and missile programmes and the proxy actors

remain unresolved. Each side must step back from maximalist positions and settle for a Hudna, a

‘Live and Let Live’ deal that holds at least until the 3 November election. Therefore, even a

stopgap deal only opens an interregnum in which both sides recharge, while the Israel–Iran

rivalry, the Gulf states’ reliance on the US and the future of oil keep the region unsettled.

Verbatim Quotes

“In this war, ‘time’ has emerged as an element even more slippery
and opaque than oil.”

– Mahesh Sachdev

PSIR Optional by Amit Pratap Singh | ForumIAS



In US–China AI race, India’s place will depend on capabilities built at home

Context

AI was billed as common ground at

the Trump–Xi summit in Washington.

Ashok K Kantha reads the modest

outcome as proof that rivalry is the

core of US–China AI ties, and argues

that India’s place will rest on what it

builds at home.

Facts

Modest package : a dialogue on risks

and benefits, a channel for incidents and a

next meeting by November.

No agreed name : the White House fact

sheet says ‘super intelligence’; China’s list

says ‘artificial intelligence’.

Lima left out : the 2024 Biden–Xi affirmation of human control over nuclear-weapons

decisions found no mention.

Open-weight pull : Alibaba’s Qwen has spawned more than 150,000 derivative models.
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Analytical Crux

Neither government wants to slow the frontier. Dialogue may manage the edges of the rivalry,

but competition remains its core. India faces three concerns. Rules on frontier risk may be

shaped by the two powers holding most of the world’s frontier compute, much as the nuclear

order turned risk reduction into discriminatory controls. A split universe of two AI systems pulls

India between Washington’s demand for China-free ecosystems and Beijing’s push through

BRICS. Cheap and adaptable Chinese open-weight models also exert a strong pull. June’s brief

cut-off of foreign access to top American models showed how quickly access can vanish, so

dependence on either stack carries risk. Therefore, India should keep Chinese models out of

sensitive systems, avoid over-reliance on the American stack, press for multilateral norms and

build its own compute, chips, models, datasets and talent.

Verbatim Quotes

“India’s weight in the AI order will depend less on declarations of
technological sovereignty than on capabilities it develops at home.”

– Ashok K Kantha
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Coercive Diplomacy at Play: The Greenland Outcome

Context

On 22 September 2026, the US,

Denmark and Greenland signed a

trilateral security pact that gives

Washington permanent security

control in Greenland, with sovereignty

left to Denmark. Ajey Lele reads it

as the outcome of coercive diplomacy.

Facts

Expanded basing : Pituffik Space Base

modernised and new US defence areas at

Narsarsuaq and Mestersvig.

Exclusion clause : no non-NATO state may

set up military installations on Greenland.

Pituffik Space Base : run by the US Space Force for missile warning, missile defence and space

surveillance.

NATO in the Arctic : seven of the eight Arctic states are NATO members; Arctic Sentry began in

February 2026.
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Analytical Crux

Threats to buy Greenland or seize it by force served as a negotiating strategy. The deal looks

like a retreat from Trump’s maximalist position, yet it secures US strategic objectives. The US

already had wide access under the 1951 defence treaty, but pressure delivered permanent security

control, enhanced base rights and the exclusion of rivals, and the message was aimed at NATO as

much as at Denmark. An Arctic long discussed through the Arctic Council’s lens of environment,

indigenous rights and shipping is turning military, and Pituffik’s role will grow with hypersonic

threats and the Golden Dome programme. The pact comes amid the expanding strategic interests

of Russia and China in the region. Therefore, set beside military confrontation with Iran and

forcible regime change in Venezuela, Greenland suggests that the threat of force can at times

work better as diplomacy than its actual use.

Verbatim Quotes

“However, the case of Greenland suggests that, under certain
circumstances, the threat of the use of force may serve as a more
effective instrument of diplomacy than its actual use.”

– Ajey Lele
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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: “Trump’s return to the White House is
a jolt to push the European Union to invest in its own defence
and economic and technological revival.” Comment.

• GS Paper II, 2023: The expansion and strengthening of
NATO and a stronger US-Europe strategic partnership works
well for India. What is your opinion about this statement?
Give reasons and examples to support your answer.

• GS Paper II, 2018: In what ways would the ongoing US-Iran
Nuclear Pact Controversy affect the national interest of India?
How should India respond to this situation?
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