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SUPERSONIC MISSILE ASSISTED TORPEDO SYSTEM TESTED: DRDO 

 It’s designed to enhance antisubmarine warfare capability 

 A supersonic missile-assisted torpedo system developed by the Defence Research and Development Organisation (DRDO) 

was successfully launched from Wheeler Island in Odisha on Monday.   

 “The system is a next-generation missile based standoff torpedo delivery system. During the mission, fullrange capability of 

the missile was successfully demonstrated. The system has been designed to enhance antisubmarine warfare capability far 

beyond the conventional range of the torpedo,” the DRDO said in a statement. It was a textbook launch, where the entire 

trajectory was monitored by the electro-optic telemetry system, various range radars, including the down-range 

instrumentation and down range ships, the DRDO said. 

 The missile carried a torpedo, parachute delivery system and release mechanisms. This canister-based missile system consists 

of advanced technologies  twostage solid propulsion, electro-mechanical actuators and precision inertial navigation.  The 

missile is launched from a ground mobile launcher and it can cover a range of distances. While a number of DRDO 

laboratories developed various technologies for this system, industry participated in the development and production of 

various subsystems, the statement said. 
 

UNITED NATIONS CONVENTION FOR THE LAW OF THE SEA -UNCLOS 

 UNCLOS stands for the United Nations Convention for the Law of the Sea.  

 It is also known as the Law of the Sea Treaty or the Law of the Sea Convention. It is an international agreement or treaty 

which establishes a regulatory framework and guidelines for using the world’s oceans and seas so as to use and conserve 

marine resources and to ensure the preservation and protection of all the living beings of the sea.  

 The treaty was signed in 1982 in Montego Bay, Jamaica, as a result of the United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, 

which took place from 1973 to 1982, and came into force in 1994. Since around the 17th century, the seas and oceans of the 

earth were considered to be free. Generally, the waters beyond 3 nautical miles of coastline of a particular state are considered 

as international waters belonging to no one. This was called the cannon shot rule as 3 nautical miles was the distance that a 

shore-based cannon could reach.  
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 The Convention has created three new institutions on the international scene : the International Tribunal for the Law of the 

Sea, the International Seabed Authority, the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf. 

WHEN WAS UNCLOS ESTABLISHED? 

 The work for a new regulatory framework began in 1949. The commission prepared 4 draft conventions. These four 

conventions were adopted in the first United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea. The first United Nations Conference 

on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS I) took place from 24th February to 29th April 1958. 

 The four conventions that it adopted are called the 1958 Geneva Conventions. These include the Convention on the Territorial 

Sea and Contiguous Zone, The Convention on the High Seas, The Convention on Fishing and Conservation of the Living 

Resources of the High Seas, and The Convention on the Continental Shelf. However, these conventions could not 

successfully establish a maximum breadth of the sea.  

 The second United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS II) was held from 17 March to 26 April 1960. No 

International agreements were established at this conference and hence the problem of not being able to fix a maximum 

breadth persisted. The third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS III) took place from 1973 to 1982 

which end addressing all of the issues of the previous conferences which have remained unsolved. This conference on the 

participation of more than 160 Nations. The nine yearlong conventions finally came into force on 14 November 1994 after 

ratification by 60 states. 
 

Role of UNCLOS  

 The convention defines several maritime zones namely the baseline, the territorial waters, the contiguous zone, the exclusive 

economic zone, the continental shelf, the international seabed area, and archipelagic waters. 

 The Exclusive Economic Zone or EEZ are the waters that can be accessed and utilized by any country for economic purposes. 

UNCLOS is currently completely binding and the prevailing law of the sea. It has 17 parts, 320 articles, and 9 annexes. The 

UN does not play any major role in the working of this convention. It has 160 member states. An important part of maritime 

law, International Maritime Organisation was formed in 1948 and became active in 1959. Other important Maritime 

organizations are the International Whaling Commission or the International Seabed Authority.  
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 The International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) is another partner organization of the UNCLOS. UNCLOS has 

played an important role in maintaining international maritime peace and harmony ever since it was established. Protection 

for marine resources has increased extensively and conditions are much better than they were in the 1960s or 70s. UNCLOS 

has also helped to safeguard marine resources and conserve plant and animal life in the oceans. 
 

NDPS (AMENDMENT) BILL, 2021 
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WHAT NECESSITATED THIS AMENDMENT? 

The drafting error was highlighted when an accused 

moved a special court in Tripura contending that he could 

not be charged for the offence as Section 27 A is referred 

to a blank list. The Tripura High Court subsequently asked 

the Centre to amend the law. 

WHAT WAS THE ERROR 

The anomaly crept in when the Narcotic Drugs and 

Psychotropic Substances (NDPS) Act was amended in 

2014 to allow better medical access to narcotic drugs, 

removing state barriers in transporting and licensing of 

“essential narcotic drugs”. 

 Prior to the 2014 amendment, clause (viiia) of Section 

2 of the Act, contained sub-clauses (i) to (v), wherein 

the term ‘illicit traffic’ had been defined. 

 This clause was re-lettered as clause (viiib) by the 

Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances 

(Amendment) Act, 2014, as a new clause (viiia) in 

section 2 defining ‘essential narcotic drugs’ was 

inserted. However, inadvertently consequential 

change was not carried out in section 27A of the. 

CRITICISMS SURROUNDING THE BILL: 

http://www.iasnext.com/
http://www.iasnext.com/
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 Few experts have observed that the Bill violated the fundamental rights of a citizen as it provides retrospective effect to 

offences starting 2014. 

 It also violates the fundamental rights in Article 21 because you can be punished for an offence for which there is a law in 

existence at the time of commission of the offence. 

 It prohibits a person from producing, possessing, selling, purchasing, transporting, storing, and/or consuming any narcotic 

drug or psychotropic substance. 

 The NDPS Act has since been amended thrice – in 1988, 2001 and 2014. 

 The Act extends to the whole of India and it applies 

also to all Indian citizens outside India and to all 

persons on ships and aircraft registered in India. 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT HAS TAKEN SEVERAL 

POLICY AND OTHER INITIATIVES TO DEAL WITH 

DRUG TRAFFICKING PROBLEM: 

1. The ‘Nasha Mukt Bharat Abhiyaan’ or a ‘Drugs-Free 

India Campaign’ was flagged off on 15th August 2020 

across 272 districts of the country found to be most 

vulnerable based on the data available from various 

sources. 

2. Ministry of Social Justice & Empowerment has begun 

implementation of a National Action Plan for Drug 

Demand Reduction (NAPDDR) for 2018-2025. 

3. The government has constituted Narco-Coordination 

Centre (NCORD) in November, 2016. 

4. The government has constituted a fund 

called “National Fund for Control of Drug Abuse” to 

meet the expenditure incurred in connection with 

combating illicit traffic in Narcotic Drugs; rehabilitating addicts, and educating public against drug abuse, etc. 

https://www.pib.gov.in/PressReleasePage.aspx?PRID=1730559
https://pib.gov.in/PressReleseDetailm.aspx?PRID=1656959#:~:text=The%20Ministry%20of%20Social%20Justice,through%20a%20multi-pronged%20strategy.
https://pib.gov.in/PressReleseDetailm.aspx?PRID=1656959#:~:text=The%20Ministry%20of%20Social%20Justice,through%20a%20multi-pronged%20strategy.
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INDIA’S HARNAAZ SANDHU CROWNED MISS UNIVERSE 2021 

 Punjab’s Harnaaz Sandhu on Monday won the Miss Universe 2021 pageant, beating contestants from 79 countries to bring 

the title back to India after 21 years.  

 Only two Indians before Ms. Sandhu, just 21 and an actor as well as a model, have been crowned Miss Universe earlier  

actors Sushmita Sen in 1994 and Lara Dutta in 2000. The win, being seen as a fillip for the beauty pageant industry, led to 

celebrations at her home and congratulatory messages from all quarters.  

 The 70th edition of the event was held in Israel’s resort town of Eilat. Ms. Sandhu will move to New York City where she 

will live during her ‘reign’ and become a spokesperson for various causes. During the final question and answer round, Ms. 

Sandhu was asked what advice she would give young women on how to deal with the pressure they face today. 

 “The biggest pressure the youth of today is facing is to believe in themselves, to know that you are unique and that’s what 

makes you beautiful. Stop comparing yourselves with others and let’s talk about more important things that’s happening 

worldwide. 
 

SEEING DYSTOPIA IN INDIA’S DEMOCRACY 

 On December 10, Prime Minister Narendra Modi, at the The Summit for Democracy convened by U.S. President Joe Biden, 

said that India would be happy to share “expertise” in organising “free and fair elections” and in increasing “transparency in 

all areas of governance through innovative digital solutions”. In this piece dated September 24, 2020, Pulapre Balakrishnan 

elaborates on the need to critically examine the state of democracy in India.  

 The United Nations has declared September 15 ‘International Day of Democracy’. An entry on its website states that this 

“provides an opportunity to review the state of democracy in the world”. To review the state of democracy in India would 

be timely given the times we are living through. But to review the state of democracy in India we would need to adopt a 

suitable criteria.  
 

A PARTIAL EVALUATION  
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 Formally, India is a democracy alright. There are multi-party elections with universal suffrage subject only to an age 

restriction. In evaluations of democracy in India it is often observed, to its credit, that it is the world’s largest democracy. 

Further plaudits are given for the smooth changeover in government after elections, the existence of an independent press 

and judiciary, and the guarantee of civil liberties justiciable in courts of law. While these are valid observations, the 

assessment is based on a partial evaluation. To an extent it amounts to admiring a form of government for its own sake 

without concern for the socioeconomic outcomes that are produced. It is like admiring the architecture of a building without 

pausing to enquire whether its inhabitants are happy to be living in it. Outcomes differ among countries that are democracies. 

Take for instance the life satisfaction that citizens report.  

 First, it should be noted that this is potentially an important metric as it is based on people’s perceptions on what matters 

most, including the responsiveness of the government to their needs. In the UN’s World Happiness Report for 2020, the list 

of top 10 countries is heavily loaded with the democracies of western Europe.  

 The U.S. barely edges into the top 20. India, on the other hand, is ranked 144 out of the 153 countries evaluated. Further, its 

ranking has dropped in recent years. We should be giving serious thought to both the fact of India’s low ranking on the 

happiness index and its slide. To my mind, the criterion that in a democracy the people must be satisfied with their life is 

given very little thought these days. It was not so in the early days of our republic. Two leaders who had recognised this 

criterionin their engagements with the public were Jawaharlal Nehru and Sarvepalli Radhakrishnan. Nehru was explicit in 

his speech on August 15, 1947 when he stated that the goal of independence was to create institutions which will ensure 

justice and fullness of life to every man and woman.  

 Note that Nehru had not promised that the government will create these institutions. He was far too aware that democracy is 

not synonymous with statism; it is about the people. Ultimately, the institutions that enable persons to lead fulfilling lives 

are built by the people themselves. Let me give you three examples, all from the United States. In the 1960s, that country 

saw movements for black empowerment, women’s emancipation and sexual liberation. 

 These movements were remarkably successful in the outcomes they achieved, while receiving no support from the U.S. state. 

This is the sense in which it may be said that it is the people who build the institutions that matter. That said, however, the 

state has a role in their building. Laws must not constrain liberty when it is self-affirming and must change when it is realised 

that they do. 
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ON DEVELOPMENT 

 The role of the state does not end with removing restraints though. It extends to the endowment of individuals with 

capabilities in the sense of Amartya Sen. Prof. Sen had thought of capabilities as the endowments that allow individuals to 

undertake the functionings, or do the things, that they value. We can think of a person’s health and education as among the 

most important inputs into the capabilities that they end up possessing. While radical approaches to empowerment rightly 

emphasise the importance of self-help, it is not sufficiently recognised that individuals cannot easily equip themselves with 

capabilities, requiring the state to intervene.  

 Think of a person born into poverty or a woman born into wealth but into a world with social sanction against education for 

women. Similarly, historically, the caste system in India had excluded a large section from education. While private initiative 

should not be de-legitimised, it has had only a limited impact on building capabilities in India as it has focused on those with 

the ability to pay. 

 In a move to measure the capabilities of a population, theUN devised the Human Development Index. The main elements of 

this are health and education. As with the UN’s Happiness Index, India fares very poorly in the UN’s Human Development 

Index too. In 2019, India ranked 129th out of 189 countries. Judged in terms of human development  and one would be hard 

put to defend any other sense in which development is to be understood  Indian democracy is severely challenged. Pointing 

to the incongruence between India’s low level of human development and its status as a democracy evokes the response that 

this is to see the latter in instrumental terms. Democracy it is asserted is a form of government, namely government by 

discussion.  

 The answer to this deflection is that democracy may be a form of government but surely the people have come to adopt this 

particular form of government with a goal in mind. We may safely assume a fulfilling life is that goal. Authoritarianism is 

not compatible with such a life, only democracy, which at least in principle grants individuals a voice in governance, is. 

Second, people adopt democracy so that they can participate in their own governance. They cannot but have foreseen that 

they must be endowed with capabilities if this is to be possible at all. Thus, liberty and capability are conjoined as the ultimate 

aspiration in a democracy. 

 Neglect and repression In India, the state’s ritualistic attachment with the procedures of democracy has not been matched by 

an awareness of its implicit goal of a fulfilling life for Indians. By the 1950s, freedom of speech had been restricted by the 

First Amendment to the Constitution and the Directive Principles, that had enjoined upon the state to promote health and 
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education, had been all but forgotten. Inevitably, the consequential underinvestment in a public health system has left the 

country severely unprepared for the emergency when COVID19 struck. 

 After reading of bodies left lying in their wards, we now read of an emerging shortage of something so basic as oxygen 

supply in metropolitan hospitals. COVID-19 aff•ects the human respiratory system and oxygen is vital to avert the loss of 

life. Those who have survived thus far live with foreboding of a gruesome end. Not only has the state neglected its 

responsibility but it has resorted to repression when its inaction is questioned.  Dystopia was imagined as a place where the 

people experience great suffering as they fend for themselves under the watchful eyes of an authoritarian state. Is it so far 

from where we live today? 

 

FATHOMING THE NEW WORLD DISORDER  

 It is pegged to the american withdrawal from afghanistan, a development with a far-reaching impact on global politics 

 The year 2021 will most likely go down in history as one of the pivotal years in the postCold War period. It may be too early 

to say how the American withdrawal from Afghanistan would shape regional geopolitics in Asia and the great power contest 

between the United States and its competitors. But it is certainly one of those developments that will have a far-reaching 

impact on global politics.  

 There are two dominant narratives about the American withdrawal. One is that the U.S. exited the country on its own will as 

it is undertaking a larger realignment in its foreign policy. This argument rejects any comparison between the American 

pullback from Vietnam in 1975 and its retreat from Afghanistan this year.  

 The other one is that the U.S. failed to win the war in Afghanistan and, like in the case of Vietnam, was forced to withdraw 

from the country. This writer, who wrote in these pages in February 2019 that “America has lost the Afghan war”, shares the 

second view. 

 The reorientation that is under way in American foreign policy, focused on China, certainly played a role in the Afghan 

withdrawal. But that does not obscure the fact that the world’s most powerful military and economic power failed to win the 

war in Afghanistan against the Taliban even after fighting them for 20 years.  
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EXAMPLES FROM HISTORY 

 Superpowers suffering military setbacks at the hands of weaker forces would create a perception of great power fatigue, if 

not weakness, that would prompt both their allies and rivals to rethink their strategic assessments. 

 There are ample examples in history. Take the post-War world. Britain, whose imperial glory came to an end with the Second 

World War, took time to come to terms with that reality. Joined by France, it backed Israel’s misadventure in the Suez in 

1956, only to be repudiated by the U.S. and the Soviet Union. Despite making military advances, the Anglo-French-Israeli 

troops had to withdraw from the Suez and Sinai of Egypt — a development that many historians believe marked the end of 

British influence in the region. Britain has never got West Asia back. 

 In the 1970s, the U.S. withdrawal from Vietnam was read in Moscow as a weak moment for the Western bloc in the Cold 

War. It prompted the Soviets to act more aggressively. In 1978, communists, backed by the Soviet Union, seized power in 

Kabul and a year later, Moscow sent troops to Afghanistan, orchestrated a coup and installed an ally in Kabul’s presidential 

palace. 

 The Soviet withdrawal from Afghanistan in February 1989, after failing to defeat the Mujahideen and Islamist guerillas who 

were backed by the U.S., Saudi Arabia and Pakistan, dealt a fatal blow to the Soviet power. Within months, communist 

regimes in Eastern Europe started crumbling, eventually leading to the disintegration of the Soviet Union. This is not to argue 

that the U.S. is facing an immediate threat to its superpower status. With seamless access to the world’s two vast oceans and 

definite borders and a continent under its command, the U.S. is far more powerful and agile than the U.K. of 1956 and the 

Soviet Union of 1989. But the gradual erosion of the U.S.’s ability in shaping geopolitical outcomes in faraway regions has 

already shaken up the structures of American unipolarity.  

 The Afghan withdrawal was not an isolated incident. In Iraq and Libya, it failed to establish political stability and order after 

invasions. It could not stop Russia taking Crimea from Ukraine in 2014. In Syria, it was outmanoeuvred by Vladimir Putin. 

Finally, the way American troops were withdrawn from Afghanistan and the return of the Taliban to power strengthened this 

perception of great power fatigue and emboldened America’s rivals to openly challenge the U.S.-centric “rules-based order.”  
 

THE THREE CHALLENGERS 
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 Almost four months after its withdrawal from Afghanistan, the U.S. is already facing intense geopolitical competition from 

three of its rivals. Russia has amassed about 175,000 troops on its border with Ukraine. Western intelligence agencies claim 

that Russian President Vladimir Putin could order an invasion of Ukraine, which the Kremlin sees, as scholars at Carnegie 

observed, “as a Western aircraft carrier parked just across southern Russia”. Mr. Putin has also backed Belarus President 

Alexander Lukashenko over the refugee crisis on the Polish border of the European Union. From the migrant crisis in Belarus 

to the troop mobilisation in Ukraine,  

 Mr. Putin is unmistakably sending a message to the West that the region stretching from the Baltic Sea to the Black Sea, the 

eastern flank of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, is a Russian sphere of influence. Cut to West Asia. 

  Iran, which has stepped up its nuclear programme after the Trump administration unilaterally withdrew the U.S. from the 

2015 nuclear deal, has refused to hold direct talks with the U.S. The Biden administration has promised to lift nuclear 

sanctions on Iran if the Islamic Republic returns to the deal. But Iran insists that the U.S. should first remove the sanctions 

and give assurance that a future President would not violate the terms of the agreement.  

 As both sides stick to their positions, the attempts to revive the agreement through talks in Vienna have hit a stone wall, 

with risks of a collapse. Enter the South China Sea. China is sending dozens of fighter jets into the so-called Taiwan Air 

Defence Identification Zone almost on a weekly basis, triggering speculation on whether Beijing was considering taking the 

self-ruled island by force. 

  As the U.S. is trying to shift its focus to the Indo-Pacific region to tackle China’s rise (Mr. Biden announced the AUKUS 

partnership trilateral security pact between Australia, the United Kingdom and the U.S.  within two weeks of America’s 

Afghan pull-out), China is becoming more and more assertive in its periphery, seeking strategic depth.   

TOUGH CHOICES  

 The U.S. is facing tough choices. The pivot to Asia has limited America’s options elsewhere. For example, what could the 

U.S. do to deter Mr. Putin from making the next military move in Europe. Mr. Biden has understandably ruled out a military 

confrontation with Russia over Ukraine.  

 What the U.S. and its European allies could possibly do is to impose harsher sanctions on Russia. But sanctions slapped on 

Russia after the Crimean annexation in 2014 did little to deter Mr. Putin from taking more military steps. Economic sanctions 

will also drive Russia further into the Chinese embrace, strengthening the Eurasian partnership, which the U.S., during the 
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Cold War, saw as a critical challenge to American interests. With regard to Iran, if the U.S. blinks first and lifts the sanctions, 

it could be read as another sign of weakness. 

  If it does not and if the Vienna talks collapse, Iran could continue to enrich uranium to a higher purity, attaining a de facto 

nuclear power status without a bomb (like Japan), which would be against America’s declared goals in West Asia. The 

Afghan withdrawal and the downsizing in West Asia suggest that America’s strategic focus has shifted towards China. 

Ideally, the U.S. would not prefer to get involved in another conflict as the structures of the new Cold War are taking shape 

— this explains the reluctance to use hard  power. But the inconclusive wars the U.S. fought in recent years and the associated 

great power fatigue have opened up space for its regional rivals, who are trying to maximise their influence, even at the risk 

of triggering more conflicts. This transition, from American unipolarity into something that is still unknown, has put America 

in a strategic dilemma: Should it stay focused on China, preparing itself for the next bipolar contest; or continue to act as a 

global policeman of the liberal order that is under attack from multiple fronts? 
 

A GLOBAL GATEWAY TO CREATING LINKS, NOT 

DEPENDENCIES  

 With its new Global Gateway strategy, the European Union is showing how it can aid investors, partners and people 

 In May this year at the Leader’s Meeting in Porto, the European Union (EU) and India adopted the Connectivity Partnership, 

expanding our cooperation across the digital, energy, transport, and people-to-people sectors. Our partnership is centred on 

transparency, sustainability, equity and inclusivity for the benefit of both regions, in order to create links, not dependencies. 
 

 WHAT EXISTS AND MORE WITH INDIA 

 we already have a strong ongoing collaboration on sustainable infrastructure. For instance, the European Investment Bank 

(EIB) has financed over €4.31 billion in the country since 1993, including significant connectivity projects. New operations 

are in the pipeline, such as further EIB investments in urban metro systems. 
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  The EU is working in the same spirit across the world. Earlier this year, the EU and Brazil inaugurated a new fibre optic 

cable to carry terabytes of data faster and more securely between our two continents. This helps scientists in Europe and 

Latin America to work together, on issues from climate modelling to disaster mitigation. The cable starts in the EU, where 

the EU’s General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) became the gold standard of data protection, and ends in Brazil, which 

recently introduced a similar law. The cable links two continents together building a data economy that respects the privacy 

of its citizens’ data. This is how Europe approaches connectivity  bringing partners together without creating unwanted 

dependencies.  
 

IN AFRICA  

 Last week, the EIB and the cooperation agencies of France, Spain and Germany joined the European Commission in Togo 

to identify projects to finance in the energy, transport and digital sectors. During the mission, the EIB signed a €100 million 

credit line to support African small and medium businesses to recover from the pandemic and to seize growth opportunities 

from the African Continental Free Trade Area (AfCFTA). These are just examples of what we call Team Europe, bringing 

together all those who work with our partners to support the green and digital transition.  

 Since the start of the von der Leyen Commission, the twin transitions of green and digital in Europe have been at the forefront. 

With the new Global Gateway strategy, the EU continues to promote the green and digital transition at the global level.   

 In a world of interdependence, where supply chains are showing their fragility, we know how important connectivity is. We 

have also seen how the links that connect us can also be weaponised. Data flows, energy supplies, rare earths, vaccines and 

semiconductors are all instruments of power in today’s world. Which is why we need to ensure that global connectivity and 

access to these flows is based on rules and international standards.   

 .While flows in goods may be ideologically neutral, the rules which govern them are intertwined with political values. 

Particularly in the digital domain, Europe and other democracies must ensure that the standards of the future reflect our core 

values.  
 

 NO ‘DEBT TRAPS’ 
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  Europe wants to reduce excessive dependencies and be more autonomous in areas such as the production of computer chips. 

Our autonomy is reinforced if all our partners have alternatives when making their investment decisions. Europe’s calling 

card and offer to our partner countries to address infrastructure investment needs is financially, socially, and environmentally 

sustainable connectivity. No ‘white elephants’ and no ‘debt traps’, but projects that are sustainable and serve the needs of 

local populations. For Europe to master the connectivity challenge, it needs not only principles and frameworks but also 

adequate resources and clear priorities.  First, we will use the resources of Team Europe, the EU and its Member States in a 

smarter, more efficient way.  

 The Global Gateway will mobilise investments of more than €300 billion in public and private funds for global infrastructure 

development between 2021 and 2027, financing the climate and digital transition, as well as health, education and research. 

We will mobilise half of the investments with the help of the EU budget and the other half indicates the planned investments 

from European fi�nancial institutions and Member States’ development finance institutions. 

  We have remodelled our financial tools to provide the firepower that can blend loans and grants and provide the guarantees 

needed today. We put in place mechanisms to filter out abnormally low tenders and protect against offers that benefit from 

distortive foreign subsidies, which undermine the level playing field. We will also ensure that EU internal programmes  

InvestEU, our research programme, Horizon Europe and the Connecting Europe Facility  will support Global Gateway, 

alongside Member States’ development banks, national promotional banks and export credit agencies.  
 

AN EXPORT CREDIT FACILITY  

 Of course, capital from the private sector will remain the biggest source of investment in infrastructure. That is why we are 

exploring the possibility of establishing a European Export Credit Facility to complement the existing export credit 

arrangements at the Member State level. This would help ensure a more level-playing field for EU businesses in third country 

markets, where they increasingly have to compete with foreign competitors that receive large support from their 

governments. Second, on the priorities, Global Gateway has identified a number of flagship projects.  

 These includes the extension to the BELLA (Building the Europe Link to Latin America) cable to the rest of the Latin 

America, as part of the EULAC Digital Alliance; the expansion of the Trans European Network to improve transport links 

with the Eastern Partnership and Western Balkan countries and scaledup funding for the Erasmus+ student exchange 

programme worldwide.  
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 In Africa, along with support for new strategic transport corridors, the EU will mobilise €2.4 billion grants for Sub-Saharan 

Africa and over €1 billion for North Africa to support renewable energy and the production of renewable hydrogen, which 

can help meet the EU’s projected demand for clean energy and help partners to do the same. At heart, the Global Gateway 

is about demonstrating how democratic values offer certainty and fairness for investors, sustainability for partners and long-

term benefits for people around the world. The EU and India can be leaders in this endeavour. 
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