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aid, and triangular partnerships with traditional donor states has until
recently been counter to the logic of India’s overseas assistance model
While so, triangular cooperation is now emerging as an important option
for India vis-a-vis its developmental assistance. While this appears to
contradict the fundamental underpinnings of Indian policy, it is actually
shaped by a logic based on a complex and multi-tiered set of needs. On the
one hand, it has a need to resolve domestic developmental issues; while on
the other it needs to rely on extra-territorial powers to achieve Indian
dominance in regional affairs, and gives special consideration to balancing
against China’s Belt and Road Initiative in this respect. Finally, the need to
enhance its capacity as an aid provider and its international discourse power
have both served to strengthen its interest in triangular cooperation. India’s
active triangular cooperation is to a great extent based on transactional
considerations. Meanwhile, compatibility between ideas and rules, the
sustainability of policies and projects and the politicization of cooperation
have become constraints for promotion of cooperation.

KEY WORDS: India; Emerging Donor States; International Aid Reform;

Triangular Cooperation; Belt and Road Initiative

The Development of the Digital Services
Trade in India and China’s Policy Response

By Guo Xia & Piao Guangji

ABSTRACT: India’s digital services economy has grown steadily in recent
years, and the ICT service, and software and information service offshore
outsourcing are especially competitive, Meanwhile, digital media and
entertainment services, and digital medical services have rapidly emerged as

new growth areas India has pushed for data localization and placed
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restrictions on cross-border data movements, implementing a network
platform policy that is neither free nor open It has also explored enacting
digital services taxes, while wavering between giving encouragement to and
restricting the entry of foreign companies into the market In the future,
the digital services trade in India will continue to grow steadily, while the
country’s policy position will not change significantly. In terms of China’s
policy response, it should continuously promote high-quality development
of digital trade services, advance Sino-India bilateral cooperation in digital
economy, and actively participate in bilateral and multilateral cooperation
and global digital governance

KEY WORDS: India; Digital Services Trade; Digital Economy Cooperation;

Governance of the Digital Economy

The Shanghai Cooperation Organization as a Framework for
China-Russia-India-Pakistan Security Cooperation: Considerations
based on Voting Records at the United Nations General Assembly

By Liu Qian

ABSTRACT.: China-Russia-India-Pakistan security cooperation is central to
the development of an SCO security community. This article uses content
analysis to elaborate priorities and to trace trends in the SCO’s agenda from
2001-2020; it further assesses the extent to which there is policy alignment
on respective items on the security agenda between China, Russia, India
and Pakistan through a systematic analysis of their respective voting records
at the UN General Assembly. It finds that the top five security issues set by
the SCO are security development, joint narcotics control, counter
terrorism cooperation, non-proliferation and disarmament as well as arms

control. Generally speaking, the four countries are increasingly fragmented
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