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ITS CASE ON CROSS-BORDER TERROR IN GLOBAL FORA
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There is a sense of déjà vu about China’s decision on June 16 to block the UN Security

Council designation of Lashkar-e-Taiba (LeT) deputy chief Abdul Rahman Makki as a

terrorist, given that Beijing had repeatedly blocked the designation of the Jaish-e-Mo-

hammad chief Masood Azhar until 2019, and other terror designations prior to that. Here

too, the pile of evidence against Abdul Makki is considerable: that he is part of the

command and control of the UNSC-designated terror group LeT, later renamed the

Jamaat ud Dawa (JuD), which is also a UN-designated terror group, is in no doubt. He

was not just a member of the governing body or “Shura”; he served as the head of its

“foreign relations” department, and raised funding. He is also a member of LeT chief

Hafiz Saeed’s family (brother-in-law). The LeT/JuD has been prosecuted in India, the

United States and even Pakistan for the 26/11 Mumbai attacks, and Makki was himself

tried and sentenced by a Pakistani special court to nine years imprisonment on terror

financing charges — a ruling overturned a year later. India wants him for his involvement

in attacks over the past two decades, including the Red Fort attack in Delhi in 2000,

and, more recently, in attacks on security forces in Jammu and Kashmir. He is on India’s

UAPA list of designated terrorists and also the U.S.’s Specially Designated Global

Terrorists with a $2 million reward for information that would convict him. Given what

India and the U.S., which forwarded the proposal to put him on the UNSC’s 1267 list of

terrorists linked to the al Qaeda and ISIL, have called “overwhelming” evidence, New

Delhi has termed China’s move to place a hold on the process (this could delay it for as

much as six months) as “regrettable” and “extremely unfortunate”.

While China’s actions may be motivated by growing acrimony with the U.S. and India, it

is necessary to analyse the situation beyond bilateral tensions. That Beijing’s last-minute

hold on Makki’s listing came even as the Financial Action Task Force was meeting in

Berlin to credit Pakistan’s actions on terror financing, and begin the process to relieve it

from the grey list, pending an on-site visit in the next few months, may not be a

coincidence. While China defends its actions on Makki and previous designations that it

blocked as “technical objections” based on “procedural” loopholes, it is clearly part of a

pattern of protecting Pakistan internationally. It is also notable that as a result of China’s

objections or otherwise, none of the terror designations under UNSC 1267 thus far

against LeT commander Zaki ur Rahman Lakhvi in 2008, Hafiz Saeed in 2009 and

Masood Azhar in 2019 actually contains charges against them for any attacks carried out

in India. Beyond criticism and continued pursuance of the listing, it is necessary for the

Government to continue to gather evidence and systematically build its case on cross-

border terrorism on the international stage that cannot be derailed by political or

geopolitical considerations.



MONSOON JITTERS

EPISODES OF DROUGHT IN INDIA HAPPEN WHEN THE

MONSOON FAILS IN JULY AND AUGUST
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The monsoon landed early in Kerala, three days ahead of the normal date of June 1. The

journey upward of its western branch has since then been timely but lacking in vigour.

The latest IMD figures suggest that the monsoon is running an 8% deficit. Central India,

which has the largest swathe of land dependent on rainfed agriculture, has only got

52% of the rain that is due; the southern peninsula has a 22% deficit. Only India’s east

and north-eastern parts are battling the diametrically opposite problem of too much

rain, with foods in Assam and Meghalaya submerging entire villages. The northwest of

India, where the monsoon is yet to arrive, and reeling under a series of heatwaves, is

battling a rainfall deficit of 33%. The monsoon rainfall is critical to kharif sowing and so a

faltering June has raised concerns in several quarters. However, there is little to be

worried about at this juncture. June rainfall, particularly in the first fortnight, is

historically patchy and contributes less than 18% of the monsoon rainfall. Meteorologists

maintain that there is no correlation of the timing and advent of the monsoon rainfall

with its eventual performance. Because of the large variance inherent in June rainfall,

the IMD has historically chosen not to issue forecasts for the month, unlike for July and

August. The latter two are considered the key monsoon months and responsible for

supplying nearly two-thirds of the monsoon rains. Episodes of drought in India and

those that are linked to agricultural failures are when the monsoon fails in these two

months.

In fact, the real worry that lingers over the horizon is rainfall in July and August. On May

31, as part of its updated forecast, the IMD gave an optimistic picture. The June to

September rainfall over the country was likely to be 103% of the Long Period Average,

and central India was likely to get “above normal” rainfall as was the southern peninsula.

The monsoon core zone, which consists of most of the rainfed agriculture regions, too

is expected to receive “above normal” rain. In previous years, there has been a pattern of

‘normal’ and ‘above normal’ rains being forecast only for them to dry up for large periods

in July and August, followed by a sudden surge in September. This pattern may help

deliver the numbers but is not always beneficial for kharif sowing. The expectations of a

good monsoon are premised on the persistence of a La Niña, the converse of the El Niño

and characterised by a cooling of the Central Pacific waters. However, the Indian Ocean

Dipole (IOD), another index of significance to the monsoon, is expected to be negative.

Whether the La Niña can compensate for the dampening of the IOD remains to be seen.


