
 

EDITORIALS - 5TH AUG 2026 
 

1. Jammu and Kashmir — the elusive quest for Statehood (GS Paper II Polity 
and Governance) 
 
This editorial ‘Jammu and Kashmir — the elusive quest for Statehood’ was published in 
The Hindu on 5th Aug 2026, highlights the prolonged denial of Statehood and accountable 
governance in Jammu and Kashmir. 
 
Seven Years of Security-Led Governance 

• The Article 370 revocation and loss of Statehood were accompanied by lockdowns, 
troop deployment, over 5,000 detentions, curfews and communication blockades. 

• Promised peace remains elusive as terrorist violence continued and spread beyond 
Kashmir, including attacks in Pahalgam and Delhi’s Red Fort. 

• J&K’s per capita income fell from 79.9% to 76.6% of the national average, while 
graduate unemployment reached 23.9%. 

• Despite Kashmiris’ peaceful rejection of violence after Pahalgam, authorities 
intensified security measures, including mass summons, routine curfews and 
extensive communication shutdowns. 

 
Constitutional and Institutional Concerns 

• Article 370 was hollowed out through executive action, while Statehood was 
removed without consulting J&K’s people or political representatives. 

• The editorial views these actions as violating federalism and constitutional 
principles, while warning that prolonged coercion breeds disaffection when peaceful 
expression is restricted. 

• Although the Supreme Court advised early Statehood restoration, related petitions 
remain unheard and the Union’s prolonged measures face limited judicial scrutiny. 

• Despite elections, the Lieutenant-Governor controls administration, police, 
prosecutions and emergency telecommunications, leaving the elected government 
without meaningful accountability powers. 

 
Statehood and Democratic Accountability 

• Effective democratic accountability requires an empowered elected administration 
supported by legislative oversight, autonomous institutions, a free media and active 
civil society. 



 

• The ruling National Conference has renewed its Statehood campaign, which must 
foreground accountability rather than treat restoration merely as a political 
demand. 

• J&K experienced several “firsts”: pellet-gun deployment in 2016, loss of special 
status and Statehood in 2019, and communal delimitation in 2022. 

• The 2024 elections produced a majority for the pluralist National Conference-
Congress alliance, strengthening the case for J&K becoming the first former State to 
regain Statehood. 

 

Beyond Editorial 
 
Constitutional Roadmap for Statehood Restoration 

• Legal precedent: Parliament converted Himachal Pradesh and Goa from Union 
Territories into States through dedicated laws in 1970 and 1987, respectively. 

• Constitutional procedure: Article 3 permits Parliament to create a State on the 
President’s recommendation, while Article 4 enables consequential changes 
without a constitutional amendment. 

• Judicial assurance: The Supreme Court’s December 2023 judgment called for 
J&K’s Statehood restoration at the earliest, supporting a transparent and time-
bound parliamentary process. 

• Democratic consultation: Although Article 3 does not mandate referral to a Union 
Territory legislature, consulting the elected J&K Assembly would strengthen 
federal legitimacy. 

• Power transfer: The 2024 Business Rules place police, public order, prosecution 
sanctions and All India Service matters under the Lieutenant-Governor; Statehood 
must reverse this imbalance. 

• Administrative transition: The Goa Reorganisation Act allocated parliamentary 
seats, employees, assets and liabilities between Goa and Daman and Diu, offering 
a workable model for J&K. 

• Local safeguards: Statehood would not revive Article 370 automatically; 
protections resembling Himachal Pradesh’s restrictions on non-agricultural land 
purchases could address local concerns separately. 

 

2. NATO enters a new strategic era of transformation (GS Paper II International 
Relations) 
 



 

This editorial ‘NATO enters a new strategic era of transformation’ was published in The 
Hindu on 5th Aug 2026, highlights NATO’s shift towards European defence responsibility, 
reduced American military dependence and emerging strategic opportunities for India. 
 
America’s Strategic Rebalancing 

• The U.S. National Security Strategy 2025 retains NATO but expects Europe to assume 
primary responsibility for its conventional defence. 

• Washington supports NATO’s 5% GDP defence-spending target while repositioning 
itself as strategic enabler, nuclear guarantor and political convener rather than sole 
military backbone. 

• After raising European troop strength to nearly 1,00,000 following Russia’s 2022 
invasion, the U.S. reduced it to 75,000–80,000, reflecting an Indo-Pacific pivot. 

• The Ankara Summit 2026 reaffirmed Article 5, pledged €70 billion for Ukraine and 
promoted European long-range strike capabilities and defence production. 

 
NATO’s Evolution and European Capability Gaps 

• NATO 1.0 (1949–1991) relied on American military and nuclear power to deter the 
Soviet Union and preserve transatlantic unity. 

• NATO 2.0 (1991–2022) expanded eastward and conducted Balkan and Afghan 
operations, while falling European expenditure increased dependence on U.S. 
capabilities. 

• Post-Ukraine NATO 3.0 envisages Europe leading conventional defence while 
America provides nuclear deterrence, intelligence, precision strikes and global 
power projection. 

• Under the Hague Summit 2025 commitment, members must raise core defence 
spending to 3.5% of GDP by 2035, with Germany targeting it by 2029. 

• Europe still depends on American intelligence and surveillance, satellite support, 
airlift, missile defence, command systems, precision strikes and nuclear deterrence. 

• Europe must therefore develop integrated capabilities that underpin NATO’s 
effectiveness, aiming to become stronger than Russia rather than replicate 
American military power. 

 
Strategic Implications for India 

• Greater European responsibility would release American diplomatic attention, 
military resources and investment for the Indo-Pacific, strengthening regional 
balance against China. 

• A stronger Europe could support India in defence manufacturing, advanced 
technologies, artificial intelligence, cybersecurity, semiconductors and space 
cooperation. 



 

• India should treat NATO’s transformation as a strategic opportunity, using 
complementary partnerships with America and Europe without compromising 
strategic autonomy. 

 

Beyond Editorial 
 
Strategic Risks for India 

• Strategic autonomy: India simultaneously participates in the Quad and Shanghai 
Cooperation Organisation; close NATO alignment could weaken this flexible, 
issue-based multi-alignment strategy. 

• Russian partnership: India’s defence and energy ties with Russia, including 
BrahMos, S-400 systems and Kudankulam reactors, could face pressure from 
deeper NATO engagement. 

• Ukraine divergence: India abstained from most UN resolutions condemning Russia 
and prioritised dialogue, contrasting with NATO’s military assistance and 
sanctions-based approach. 

• China framing: NATO’s 2022 Strategic Concept describes Chinese policies as 
challenging allied interests; Indian cooperation could consequently be interpreted 
as participation in containment. 

• Eurasian imbalance: NATO’s pressure on Moscow has reinforced Russia-China 
convergence, identified at the 2024 Washington Summit as a major strategic 
concern. 

• Regional polarisation: NATO’s flagship Indo-Pacific projects with Australia, Japan, 
South Korea and New Zealand may import Euro-Atlantic bloc rivalry into Asian 
security. 

• Institutional asymmetry: India has only consultative engagement with NATO, while 
Japan and other Indo-Pacific partners possess tailored programmes covering 
interoperability, cyber-defence and technology cooperation. 

 

3. Israel’s October election complicates Gaza roadmap (GS Paper II 
International Relations) 
 
This editorial ‘Israel’s October election complicates Gaza roadmap’ was published in The 
Indian Express on 5th Aug 2026, highlights how Israel’s electoral politics and coalition 
pressures are delaying the Gaza peace roadmap. 
 
Gaza’s Continuing Stalemate 



 

• Despite the October 10 ceasefire, low-intensity conflict continues, while the Iran war 
has diverted international attention from Gaza. 

• Humanitarian supplies have increased, but reconstruction remains stalled and 
movement through the Rafah crossing into Egypt stays restricted. 

• Israel expanded its occupation beyond the agreed 53% Yellow Line to over 60%, while 
Hamas controls the remaining 40% containing over two million Gazans. 

• Hamas faces severe financial depletion due to economic collapse, closed 
smuggling tunnels, reduced foreign funding, Iranian preoccupation and weakened 
Hezbollah support. 

 
Disarmament and Governance Roadmap 

• Unable to pay cadres and replenish weapons, Hamas transferred local governance 
to the National Committee for the Administration of Gaza and accepted heavy-
weapons surrender. 

• The Board of Peace roadmap links Hamas’s phased disarmament and military 
decommissioning with synchronised IDF withdrawal, prohibiting weapons transfers 
outside Palestinian control. 

• Hamas may retain registered private firearms and vetted police personnel under 
NCAG supervision, providing limited concessions within the wider disarmament 
framework. 

• Implementation remains stalled because Israel has not cleared the NCAG, waiting 
in Cairo for six-and-a-half months, while the Board’s required $1 billion funding 
remains unsecured. 

 
Israeli Political Constraints 

• Netanyahu avoids criticising Trump’s plan, but his far-right partners reject IDF 
withdrawal and openly support establishing Israeli settlements in Gaza. 

• With elections scheduled for October 27, Netanyahu trails in polls and cannot risk 
territorial concessions that could appear weak or alienate his electoral base. 

• His failure to prevent a potential U.S.–Iran agreement and secure Trump’s 
endorsement further narrows his political space for approving specific Gaza 
withdrawals. 

 

Beyond Editorial 
 
India’s Diplomatic Role in Gaza 

• Historical credibility: India recognised Palestine in 1988 and opened its 
Representative Office in Gaza in 1996, later relocating it to Ramallah. 



 

• Political framework: India consistently supports a negotiated two-State solution 
creating a sovereign, viable Palestine alongside Israel within secure and 
recognised borders. 

• Humanitarian support: India supplied nearly 70 tonnes of relief and released $12.5 
million to UNRWA after October 2023, including $5 million in 2025. 

• Reconstruction role: India has completed projects worth $26 million and 
implemented seven Quick Impact Projects in Palestinian healthcare, education 
and community infrastructure. 

• Capacity building: India annually offers Palestinian students 35 ICCR scholarships 
and 168 ITEC training slots, strengthening the human resources required for post-
conflict governance. 

• Regional bridge: India’s participation in the 2025 Sharm El-Sheikh Peace Summit 
and relations with Israel, Palestine and Arab states enable quiet diplomatic 
facilitation. 

• Calibrated engagement: Unlike formal mediators Egypt, Qatar and the United 
States, India can contribute most effectively through humanitarian assistance, 
reconstruction and Palestinian institution-building. 
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