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Arms sale to Taiwan deepens US-China friction as military drills intensify
On October 13, 2025, the

US approved the sale to
Taiwan of spare parts for
fighter jets and other aircraft
for $330 million. The US has
said that the proposed sale
would improve Taiwan’s
capability to meet current and
future threats by maintaining
the operational readiness of its
fleet of F-16, C-130, and other
aircraft. The US is bound by
its Taiwan Relations Act of
1979 to provide Taiwan with
arms of a defensive character.

This was the first such
transaction since President
Donald Trump took office in
January. It would be recalled
that when Trump and Chinese
President Xi met late last
month in South Korea in an
effort to secure a trade deal,
there were fears that for
securing the trade deal, there
could be some sort of “selling
out” of Taiwan’s interests by
Trump to Xi. It would also be
recalled that in September this
year Trump had declined to
approve $400 million in
military aid to Taiwan while
negotiating on trade and a
potential summit with the
Chinese President.

Naturally, Taiwan has
welcomed the proposed US
arms sales and expressed
gratitude for it, viewing them
as crucial for enhancing its
self-defence capabilities
against China’s military
threats. Taiwan’s Presidential
Office Spokesperson Karen
Kuo stated that Taiwan is
sincerely grateful to the US
government “for its
unwavering commitment to
continue the policy of
normalising arms sales to
Taiwan, strengthen the
cooperative security
relationship between Taiwan
and the US, and support
Taiwan in enhancing self-
defence capabilities and
resilience.”

However, China has
expressed anger. A Chinese
Foreign Ministry spokesperson
stated that the move seriously
violates the one-China
principle and warned that
China will take “all necessary
measures” to defend its

sovereignty. The Chinese
Foreign Ministry spokesperson
said that “the Taiwan question
is the core of China’s interests
and that it is a red line that
must not be crossed in China-
US relations,” adding that the
arms sales would send a
“gravely wrong signal” to
Taiwan’s separatist forces.

China claims Taiwan as its
own territory and has not ruled
out the use of force to take
control of the island. On the
other hand, Taiwan’s
government strongly objects
to Beijing’s sovereignty claims
and says that only Taiwan’s
people can decide their future.
In this background, the
potential for escalation is a
constant concern for the
region, and US policy
becomes an important factor.

Taiwan was not part of the
People’s Republic of China
(PRC) from the beginning. The
PRC was established in 1949
after the Chinese Civil War,
while the government of the
Republic of China (ROC)
retreated to Taiwan, which
has been the ROC
government’s effective
jurisdiction ever since. The
ROC had previously governed
mainland China before the
war, and prior to that, Taiwan
had been a Japanese colony
from 1895 to 1945, having
been returned to ROC
administration after World
War II.

America’s policy toward
Taiwan is defined by strategic
ambiguity, as the US
deliberately does not state
whether it would intervene
militarily if China attacked
Taiwan. This ambiguity is
intended to deter China from
attacking and to prevent
Taiwan from unilaterally
declaring independence. Even
though the US does not
formally recognise Taiwan as
an independent state, it
maintains unofficial ties
through organizations like the
American Institute in Taiwan
(AIT), which functions as a de
facto embassy. The Taiwan
Relations Act (TRA), passed
by the US Congress in 1979,
mandates that the US provide

Taiwan with defensive arms
and maintain the capacity to
resist any resort to force that
would jeopardize Taiwan’s
security.

The US acknowledges
Beijing’s position that there is
“one China” and that Taiwan
is part of China. However, the
US does not explicitly endorse
Beijing’s claim of sovereignty
over Taiwan. The US has
increased military cooperation
with Taiwan, though it does
not have a permanent military
presence there. This
cooperation includes joint
exercises and training, with
small numbers of American
military personnel sometimes
present on the island in an
advisory capacity. A core part
of US policy is to provide
Taiwan with arms of a
defensive character. While
Washington maintains that
these sales support Taiwan’s
defence and are part of a
long-standing policy, military
sales remain a recurring
source of friction in the already
complex US-China
relationship.

China has been conducting
war drills near Taiwan. The
drills have included naval and
air force patrols, as well as
simulated strikes on key
Taiwanese infrastructure.
China states that the drills are
a stern warning against what
it views as separatism. The
dril ls also serve to
demonstrate capabilities for a
potential blockade or invasion.
Recent drills have involved
sending numerous military
aircraft, warships, and coast
guard vessels to surround
Taiwan. Some exercises have

Congress blames everyone but itself: Voter-list politics masks leadership crisis
My mother passed away in

2003. During the ongoing
special intensive revision
(SIR) in West Bengal, we
discovered that her name has
not yet been struck off the
2002 voter list. My brother,
who moved to Bangalore a
few years later, and
subsequently cast his ballot in
Karnataka, is still listed as a
voter in the 2002 list. Amid a
tsunami of allegations and
counter-allegations over voter
lists, I thought I’d start with a
personal anecdote that shows
why a revision of the electoral
rolls is an urgent necessity.

Name deletions based on
legal criteria such as death,
migration, or duplication is the
very bedrock of electoral
democracy. Failure to do so is
a dereliction of duty on the part
of the Election Commission of
India. It is therefore mystifying
why the Congress party
accuses the constitutional
body of hatching a “sinister
design to destroy democracy
and Opposition parties” for
doing the very job that the ECI
is mandated to perform.
Surely, it can’t be the
Congress party’s argument
that removal of non-existent
voters is a blow to its electoral
fortunes. One of the key
indicators of a robust
democratic political system is
the sanctity of the electoral
process. Demographic shifts
due to migration, deaths, and
urbanisation often distort
existing electoral rolls. It
interferes with the integrity of
the electoral process, leads to
potential voter
disenfranchisement and casts
doubt on electoral legitimacy.
The SIR exercise seeks to
systematically update voter
lists by verifying existing data,
inviting public objections and
claims, thereby correcting the
databases to better reflect the
real eligible electorate. It is
essential for free, fair, and
transparent elections.

So, when the Congress
party’s top leadership decides

in an AICC meeting — that
convened on Tuesday — that
the ECI is responsible for the
party’s debacle in Bihar
Assembly polls and vows to
hold a public rally against the
constitutional body in Delhi in
the first week of December (
https://www.thehindu.com/
news/national/eci-working-
on-sinister-design-to-destroy-
democracy-oppos i t ion-
parties-through-sir-congress/
article70294736.ece), then it
speaks of the grand old party’s
cynicism, internalisation of
defeatism and hopelessness.
Politics allows umpteen
comebacks, but not for those
who abandon hope and
confidence.

When the Congress claims
that the BJP is “weaponising
SIR” and accuses the ECI of
“complicity”, then it appears
that the only Opposition party
with a pan-India presence has
given up any pretence of a
fight. How on earth can a voter
list revision load the advantage
in favour of any one political
outfit in a democracy?

For instance, in one among
many social media posts since
the Bihar election results, the
Congress claimed — without
clarifying its methodology —
that a “wholesale purge” was
carried out “in the name of
SIR to remove poor and
vulnerable voters who were
suffering under the NDA”, and
states that “128 seats out of
the 202 won by the NDA came
purely from SIR-based voter
deletions.”

While it is strange that not
a single eligible voter whose
name was struck off the list
lodged a formal complaint or
filed an election petition under
the Representation of the
People Act, 1951, there’s a
larger puzzle still. Even if we
accept for the sake of
argument that the ECI
‘conspired to delete’ the
names of “poor and vulnerable
voters”, how did the Congress
conclude that it has a
monopoly on the votes of the

poor and the destitute?
In a paper published in

2021, ‘Poverty, Pandemic and
Elections: Analysis of Bihar
Assembly Elections 2020’,
Professors Mudit Kapoor and
Shamika Ravi focus on the
2020 Bihar election results.
Combining elections data with
wealth data to study the effect
of poverty on election
outcomes, the researchers
find that “poverty was the key
driving factor, over and above
female voters as
determinants. The results
show that the poor were more
likely to support the NDA”. The
study also finds a striking
feature in Muslim population’s
voting preferences that go
against popular narrative.
“The results strongly show
that the NDA was more likely
to win in constituencies with
a higher proportion of Muslim
population…”

The findings of this paper
throw into doubt the very
premise of Congress’s claims.
It also shows the party’s
striking inability to reflect on
dismal performances and a
deep reluctance to launch an
honest investigation into the
reasons behind its series of
losses. Since 2009, when
Rahul Gandhi started taking
active interest in politics, the
Congress Party has lost 71 out
of 83 assembly elections
across India. There were
Congress-ruled governments
in 11 states in 2014. Right
now, that number has shrunk
to three, including tiny

Himachal Pradesh.
Since 2024, when Rahul

Gandhi took over as the Leader
of the Opposition in the Lok
Sabha, the Congress party has
lost five out of six assembly
elections — getting beaten in
Assam, Haryana,
Maharashtra, Delhi and Bihar.

After each defeat,
Congress has sunk deeper
and deeper into conspiracy
theories and denialism. It finds
fault with either EVMs (but not
when it turns out to be the
winner) or revision of voter
rolls. It now has a problem
with the ‘first-past-the-post
system’, with many within the
party’s ecosystem wondering
how the same vote share in
2020 gets a party more seats
in 2025!

It finds conspiracy in
migrants returning home, in
pre-poll alliance sweeping to
victory. At every step of the
way, the Congress gives the
impression of a political outfit
that has lost the stomach for
a fight and is outsourcing the
reasons behind its defeat
because it is unable or
unwilling to admit the real
issue — a leadership that has
lost the pulse of the nation.

Contrast the Congress’s
reaction with that of the BJP
after defeats. Contrary to the
popular narrative, the BJP is
not an ‘election winning
machine’. It is better at
learning from mistakes.

The saffron outfit suffered
a reverse in Karnataka but did
not blame the EVM for its

included long-range live-fire
drills practicing precision
strikes on Taiwanese targets
such as ports and energy
facilities. Therefore, US sales
of jet and other aircraft parts
significantly help Taiwan by
enabling it to maintain the
operational readiness of its air
force, bolster its air defences,
and strengthen its self-defence
capabilities against potential
aggression from China.

China’s threat to Taiwan is
serious, driven by Beijing’s goal
of “reunification” and a rapidly
modernising military. China’s
posturing toward Taiwan is
one of increasing military,
diplomatic, and economic
coercion, asserting its claim of
sovereignty while preparing
for potential forceful
unification. Beijing views
Taiwan as a breakaway
province and has not ruled out
the use of force to achieve its
goal of “reunification”, a goal
President Xi Jinping considers
an “inevitable requirement”.

China has significantly
escalated its military pressure,
conducting frequent and large-
scale military exercises
resembling “dress rehearsals”
for an invasion around the
island. These actions include
regular incursions of People’s
Liberation Army (PLA) aircraft
and naval vessels into
Taiwan’s air defence
identification zone (ADIZ) and
across the Taiwan Strait’s
median line, which China no
longer formally recognises.

Drills in May and October
2024, titled “Joint Sword,”
simulated a full-scale
blockade and precision strikes
on key targets. Beijing’s

efforts are to normalise a high
tempo of military activity,
creating a “new normal” in the
Strait to wear down Taiwan’s
defences and reduce its
warning time for a real attack.
This involves systematic
preparation of military and
civilian infrastructure for a
potential cross-strait
operation, including
developing amphibious
landing capabilities using
civilian ferries and stockpiling
resources.

The Taiwan issue is also a
major source of tension
between Japan and China,
with recent events
demonstrating a significant
escalation in diplomatic and
security friction. Taiwan is
located just over 110 km from
Japanese territory, and key
maritime trade routes critical
to Japan’s economy run
through the area. A conflict in
the Taiwan Strait is viewed by
Japan as a direct threat to its
own national security,
potentially a “survival-
threatening situation”.

While officially maintaining
strategic ambiguity and hoping
for a peaceful resolution,
some Japanese leaders have
stated that Japan could not
stand by if China invaded
Taiwan, suggesting potential
military involvement alongside
the United States. This view
is often described as “a
Taiwan emergency is a Japan
emergency”. China, which
claims Taiwan as its territory
and has not ruled out the use
of force for reunification,
views any Japanese
involvement as gross
interference in its internal
affairs and a challenge to its
core interests. Beijing has
issued stern warnings, with
its military cautioning Japan of
a “crushing defeat” if it
intervened militarily.

Comments by Japanese
Prime Minister Sanae
Takaichi, suggesting that
Japan could use its self-
defence forces in the event of
a Chinese attack, led to an
intense “war of words”,
diplomatic protests, and the
summoning of ambassadors

defeat. The below par result
in 2024 Lok Sabha polls saw
the party’s top leadership
accepting the setback. It went
back to the drawing board,
launched deep introspection
and eventually authored a
stunning comeback. What the
BJP did not do is blame the

voters for failing to achieve its
target of a simple majority.
The BJP was wiped out in
2015 when Arvind Kejriwal’s
AAP bagged 67 of the 70 seats.
The BJP picked up the pieces,
fought hard on issues and
eventually returned to power
in Delhi after 27 years.

by both sides in November
2025. A Chinese diplomat
even made an inflammatory
social media post that was
interpreted as a physical
threat to the Japanese Prime
Minister, further worsening
relations.

Thus, Japan’s security
concerns over a potential
Taiwan conflict clash directly
with China’s sovereignty
claims, creating a volatile
dynamic that significantly
heightens tensions between
the two regional powers. The
issue touches on existing
historical grievances between
the two nations, which remain
a sensitive point in bilateral
relations and add to the
current friction.

Taiwan is economically
crucial to the US and the
world, primarily due to its
dominance in the global
semiconductor industry,
producing most of the world’s
advanced chips essential for
modern technology. Its
importance extends to other
supply chains for goods like
apparel and bicycles, and it is
a significant trading partner for
the US and many other
countries. America sees
Taiwan as a secure and
trusted partner in diversifying
supply chains away from
China, particularly for
advanced technology
products.

Taiwan’s role as a global
leader in advanced
semiconductor manufacturing
makes its production critical
for economies worldwide. The
disruption of these chips would
affect the supply of numerous
technologies globally. Beyond
semiconductors, Taiwan is a
key player in other high-tech
supply chains for a variety of
products, making it an
indispensable link in the global
economy. Taiwan is a
significant trading partner for
many nations, with major
exports including electronics,
metals, plastics, and
chemicals. Its key export
markets include China, the
US, Japan, and other
Southeast Asian and European
countries.

Lessons from America’s
handling of the exiled Shah:
Why India should stand firm

on Sheikh Hasina

On November 17, 2025, an
International Crimes Tribunal,
an institution set up by Sheikh
Hasina to try war criminals
who contributed to the 1971
Bangladesh genocide, passed
a death sentence against
Sheikh Hasina, the former
Bangladeshi Prime Minister
who fled to India amidst riots
in 2024. That the post-coup
government appointed Golam
Mortuza Mozumder as
Tribunal chair is telling. He
previously was the chief
defence lawyer for the 1971
war criminals. Even
defendants deserve counsel,
but their advocates often self-
select due to ideological
proclivity.

Muhammad Yunus’ post-
coup government also
prioritises ideology, terrorising
minorities, and promoting
Islamic extremism. Yunus has
overseen the thorough
corruption of Bangladesh’s
judiciary to the extent that
neither India nor the broader
international community
should treat the Tribunal’s
verdict with credibility or
respect. Indeed, in many ways
the verdict represents
projection; by demanding
capital punishment toward
Sheikh Hasina for supposed
illegal acts and crimes against
humanity, the court is perhaps
presaging the verdict that
Yunus himself deserves and
must one day suffer.

As India considers its next
steps and Sheikh Hasina
becomes a subject of
contention with the country
with whom India shares its
longest border, it should
ensure it does not replicate the
mistakes of US President
Jimmy Carter and Mohammad
Reza Pahlavi, the exiled Shah
of Iran. On January 16, 1979,
the Shah left Iran against the
backdrop of escalating street
protests and an abortive effort
to crack down on the dissent.
He initially fled to Egypt, and
then travelled to Morocco, the
Bahamas, and Mexico before

entering the United States on
October 22, 1979, for cancer
treatment.

The Islamic Republic was
outraged and demanded the
Shah’s extradition, much like
Yunus’ junta does. India
should be prepared for what
came next: Within two weeks,
a mob answering loosely to
Revolutionary leader Ayatollah
Ruhollah Khomeini seized the
US Embassy in Tehran and
took 52 diplomats hostage for
444 days to compel the Shah’s
extradition among other
demands. It would be
neglectful for India’s Ministry
of External Affairs not to
reinforce security at its High
Commission in Dhaka, and its
Assistant High Commissions in
Chittagong, Rajshahi, Khulna,
and Sylhet. Carter was
desperate for diplomacy and
reconciliation with the new
Iranian authorities; he still
believed the black-and-white
image put forward by
progressives that the Shah
was a dictator and Khomeini
a paradigm of human rights.

Rather than defend the
Shah who had stood staunchly
by America during the Cold
War, Carter not only sought to
hasten the cancer-stricken
Shah’s departure for Panama,
but he secretly encouraged
Panamanian authorities to
return the Shah to Iran.

Khomeini was not
assuaged. As Peter Rodman,
a former aide to Henry
Kissinger, noted, “The
eagerness to prove goodwill
to an intransigent opponent
paradoxically makes a
settlement less likely.”

The cost of Carter’s
venality went beyond Iran,
however. His willingness to
reverse course under
pressure and betray former
allies reinforced the Soviet
belief that Carter was weak
and indecisive, and convinced
Leonid Brezhnev’s inner circle
that any American reaction to
a Soviet invasion of
Afghanistan would be slight.

Rajkot


