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Time tests ties 

India and Russia must ensure their relationship is not strained by changed reality 

Highlights:  

1. On the bilateral front, both sides appeared to make progress on strategic 

cooperation, cooperation in energy, nuclear and space sectors, and on talks on 

a free trade agreement with the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU).  

2. Also discussed were more agreements on military-technical cooperation for 

the joint production of India-made Russian weapons, highlighting the fact that 

Russia is the only partner supplying India “cutting-edge military technology”.  

3. While neither side referred to the upcoming delivery of the $5 billion S-400 

missile defence system directly, they reaffirmed their commitment to their 

defence partnership, as well as avenues for more investment in connectivity 

including the International North-South Transport Corridor and the Chennai-

Vladivostok Eastern Maritime Corridor.  

Divergence: 

1. The areas of divergence over their worldview seemed to emerge during their 

public remarks, which were prefaced by Mr Jaishankar’s reference to the 

“rebalanced nature” of international relations.  

2. Mr Lavrov’s praise of Russia-China ties was clearly not shared by Mr 

Jaishankar. While he referred repeatedly to India’s “Indo-Pacific” strategy, Mr 

Lavrov preferred the more continental reference to the “Asia-Pacific” region.  

3. Mr Lavrov’s derisive indirect reference to the Quad as an “Asian NATO” was 

significant, although he said both sides agreed that military alliances in Asia 

were inadvisable and counterproductive.  

4. On Afghanistan as well, the Russian push for bringing the Taliban into a 

power-sharing arrangement in Kabul seemed to come up against India’s 

consistent push for a “democratic Afghanistan”. 

5. Mr Lavrov said that Russia was ready to strengthen Pakistan’s 

counterterrorism efforts with the supply of “relevant equipment”, which will 

raise eyebrows in Delhi.  
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While India and Russia have successfully addressed divergences between them, 

even deep, traditional and “time-tested relations” of the kind they have shared for 

decades cannot be taken for granted, and the two sides should move quickly if 

they desire to dispel the notion that those ties are under any strain. 

 

A disturbing order 

The order of a civil court in Varanasi that the Archaeological Survey of India 

(ASI) should conduct a survey to ascertain whether the Gyanvapi mosque was 

built over a demolished Hindu temple is an unconscionable intervention that will 

open the floodgates for another protracted religious dispute.  

Highlights:  

1. The order, apparently in gross violation of the explicit legislative prohibition 

on any litigation over the status of places of worship, is likely to give a fillip 

to majoritarian and revanchist forces. 

2. The order has been issued despite the fact that the Allahabad High Court 

reserved its order on the maintainability of the suit on March 15 and is yet to 

pronounce its ruling. It is not clear why the civil judge did not wait for the 

ruling and went ahead with his directive to the ASI. 

The Places of Worship (Special Provisions) Act, 1991 

1. By order in 1997, the civil court had decided that the suit was not barred by 

the Places of Worship (Special Provisions) Act, 1991, which said all pending 

suits concerning the status of places of worship will abate and that none can 

be instituted.  

2. The 1991 Act also froze the status of all places of worship, barring the then 

disputed site in Ayodhya, as on August 15, 1947.  

3. There was another exception — any place of worship that was an 

archaeological site or ancient monument covered by the Ancient Monuments 

and Archaeological Sites and Remains Act, 1958.  

4. On a revision application, another court had asked the trial court to decide 

afresh the question of whether the suit was barred afresh “after taking 

evidence”. Presumably, the latest application seeking a survey by the ASI as 

an expert body is aimed at providing that “evidence”.  
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Regardless of the merits of either side’s case, it ought to be clear to anyone 

concerned with peace and harmony in the country that the attempt to resurrect 

disputes buried by law is a serious setback to the cause of secularism and peaceful 

coexistence. That new challenges are emerging to the wisdom of Parliament in 

giving a statutory quietus to squabbles over religious sites is deeply disturbing. 

 


