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The IBC Amendment Bill uses the phrase 
“it is hereby clarified” 17 times. One such 
clarification restores the original trigger for 
initiating corporate insolvency resolution: 
Admission if a default exists, rejection if it 
does not, and no other grounds. This 
undoes Vidarbha Industries (2022) and 
reaffirms what the Bankruptcy Law 
Reforms Committee, the original notes on 
clauses, and Innoventive Industries (2017) 
had already settled. 

Another restores the original liquida-
tion waterfall by overturning Rainbow 
Papers (2022), which had put government 

dues under the Gujarat Value Added Tax 
Act, 2003, at the same level as secured credi-
tors. The Bill makes it clear that a security 
interest must arise from a contractual 
agreement, not merely by operation of law, 
and that Central and state dues, secured or 
otherwise, rank lower in priority. 

Other clarifications, though not so 
labelled, include the clean slate principle: 
A resolution plan binds all stakeholders, 
extinguishes unpreserved claims, and pro-
tects existing licences and permits for their 
remaining term, curbing post-approval 
demands and litigation. 

The IBC seeks early commencement 
and swift closure of rescues. While it 
imposes strict timelines on market partici-
pants for individual tasks and the overall 
process, it has been less prescriptive for the 
Adjudicating Authority (AA) and appellate 
bodies. The Bill narrows this gap: The AA 
must admit or reject Cirp (corporate insol-
vency resolution process) applications 
within 14 days, and decide withdrawal 
requests, approve or reject resolution 
plans, issue liquidation orders, and pass 

dissolution orders within 30 days, stating 
reasons if these timelines are not met. 

Such provisions for certain tasks exist in 
the Code for the AA but have had little 
impact. Without a matching increase in 
capacity, the AA is unlikely to meet time-
lines, particularly as courts often treat them 
as directory. And with no timelines for 
appellate bodies, delays may persist: Bhu-
shan Steel and Power (2025) took five years 
to clear the Supreme Court.  

These clarifications and timelines, pri-
marily aimed at state agencies, seek to safe-
guard the IBC’s integrity, but risk triggering 
an endless cycle of legislative fixes. Mis-
understandings may be fewer this time, 
given the Bill’s quality drafting and detailed 
notes on clauses, but they will not be elim-
inated. And without consequences for 
non-compliance, for instance, by the AA, 
improved performance is not assured.  

The problem is deeper: Adjudication 
runs through layered hierarchies, each 
revisiting subordinate decisions, even after 
process closure. Ideally, a process should 
attain finality with the AA’s approval; if 

irregularities emerge later, those respon-
sible should face swift civil, regulatory, or 
criminal action. Appeals should address 
points of law, without unsettling the under-
lying transaction. 

The Amendment Bill elevates several 
provisions from regulations into the Code: 
allows a resolution plan to provide for the 
sale of asset(s) of the corporate debtor; 
requires secured creditors realising collat-
eral outside the liquidation estate to con-
tribute to insolvency and liquidation costs, 
and workmen’s dues; prescribes timelines 
for liquidation and voluntary liquidation; 
and provides for deemed authentication of 
information with an Information Utility 
where the debtor does not respond.  

The Bill makes several minor tweaks. 
For example, the look-back period for pref-
erential transactions would span two years 
preceding the initiation date, plus the 14 
days to account for the period between initi-
ation and commencement. It empowers the 
government and the regulator to make sub-
ordinate legislation to carry out the pur-
poses of the Code and establishes a right of 

appeal from the regulator’s orders to the 
National Company Law Appellate Tribunal. 

Beyond incremental changes, the Bill 
makes notable reforms. It empowers the 
insolvency regulator to oversee the con-
duct of the committee of creditors and its 
members, bringing a key actor under regu-
latory scrutiny. It also ends the long-stand-
ing fiction in the liquidation waterfall that 
treats creditors as fully secured regardless 
of collateral value: Security would count 
only to its actual worth, with any shortfall 
ranking as unsecured debt. Together, 
these measures could reshape creditor 
behaviour. The Bill, however, leaves 
untouched the deep disparity between 
financial and operational creditors. In 
January-March 2025, financial creditors 
realised 78 per cent of their claims under 
approved resolution plans, against 10 per 
cent for operational creditors. 

The Bill proposes a creditor-initiated 
insolvency process and empowers the gov-
ernment to prescribe who may initiate it 
and against which corporate debtors. 
Unlike the Cirp, it requires no AA approval 
to commence, and a professional does not 
run the business. Apart from bypassing the 
AA initially, it offers no clear advantage 
over the Cirp. It rather makes initiation dif-

ficult, risks litigation, dilutes the profes-
sional’s role, undermines information 
symmetry, and could trigger a fresh Cirp 
midway, a likely scenario, leading to subop-
timal outcomes. Further, the provision to 
rerun the Cirp after its prescribed period is 
likely to be widely used, risking a prolonged 
process and reduced effectiveness. 

The Bill enables two major reforms that 
would materially change outcomes. For 
group insolvency, it lists the matters to be 
prescribed by rules; for cross-border insol-
vency, it leaves the entire framework to the 
rules, which could override the Code. This 
constitutes excessive delegation, particu-
larly for cross-border insolvency, where 
current geopolitical sensitivities warrant 
embedding the basic framework in the 
statute itself. 

In sum, the Bill is well-intentioned and 
well-drafted, closes several interpreta-
tional and procedural gaps, and reaffirms 
core IBC principles. By sidestepping deeper 
structural issues and leaning on delegated 
legislation, it may deliver incremental 
improvements where the system needs a 
transformative overhaul.  
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Amid the din over electoral mal-
practices, two important events 
earlier this month went almost 
unnoticed. On August 1, the mili-
tary junta in Myanmar 
announced it had lifted the 
emergency imposed in February 
2021 as a precursor to elections to 
be held in December this year; and 
on August 5, Parliament extended 
the President’s rule in Manipur for 
another six months till February 
next year. The two events, seem-
ingly unrelated, combined with 
possible general elections in 
Bangladesh in February 2026, will 
have a profound impact on 
politics in the Northeast. 

It is the world’s worst-kept 
secret that Myanmar is in the grip 
of a ferocious civil war. The military 
has little or no control of the border 
provinces — especially the Shan 
state, which is on the Myanmar-
China border — and the Chin state, 
which touches Manipur and Mizo-
ram. China is extremely proactive 
in politics in the Shan state (and 
indeed in many other parts of 
Myanmar) as an outstanding study 
by scholar Amara Thiha in an 
edited volume about China’s overt 
and opaque role in South Asia, 
recently published by the Centre 
for Social and Economic Progress 
(CSEP), reveals. The strategy is 
simple: By ensuring Myanmar 
remains dependent on Chinese 
economic and military assis-
tance, Beijing indirectly exerts 
pressure on India’s Northeastern 
states, making New Delhi’s 
regional security strategy even 
more complex. 

And in Mizoram, to a lesser 
degree in Nagaland, but especially 
in Manipur, there is an inevitable 
spillover of politics in Myanmar. 

Speaking at the conclusion of 100 
days of the Narendra Modi govern-
ment’s third term last year, Union 
Home Minister Amit Shah said 
publicly that infiltration from 
Myanmar was the root cause of the 
ethnic tensions in Manipur. So, the 
Free Movement Regime (FMR), in 
place since 1968, had been 
scrapped, and of the 1,643-km 
border, 30 km had been fenced to 
prevent people from crossing the 
border illegally from Myanmar to 
India. It is highly unlikely that the 
entire border will have been fenced 
by December 2025, when the polls 
in Myanmar are due. It is estimated 
to be a 10-year project. 

Separatist groups from the 
Northeast continue to have their 
camps and training facilities in 
Myanmar’s northern Sagaing 
Region and find these fetters 
inconvenient. In the southern 
zone contiguous to Manipur, 
some outfits have been effectively 
picked up by the junta against 
resistance groups. But most resis-
tance groups have announced 
that they will boycott the polls 
because they see the election as a 
sham. So a parallel administration 
in areas abutting the Indian 
border will likely continue and 
presents a security threat: Not just 
to Myanmar but also to India. 

Although violent clashes in 
Manipur have come down dra-
matically, especially after Presi-
dent’s rule was imposed, tensions 
between the Hindu Meitei popu-
lation and the Kuki-Zo tribes per-
sist. What is more, clashes 
between the Kuki-Zo and Meitei 
communities in Manipur mirror 
the broader ethnic divisions in 
Myanmar. The Kuki-Zo have clan 
and tribal connections with 

families in Myanmar. So opposi-
tion to fencing is bitter because it 
prevents movement.  In May this 
year, a gunfight broke out 
between rebel groups in Myanmar 
opposing the fencing and Indian 
security forces. Ten rebels were 
killed. An Army statement said 
seven AK-47 rifles, an RPG 
launcher, one M4 rifle, and four 
single-barrel breech-loading 
rifles, ammunition and others 
were recovered following the gun-
fight. This is an arsenal of a pretty 
serious order. 

The more the authority of 
Naypyidaw is undermined, the 
more will be the incidence of such 
standoffs, especially if the Kuki Zo 
in Manipur feel a deeper kinship 
with their clan across the border 
than with India. 

Manipur is a state that has 
seen the maximum spell of Presi-
dent’s Rule. Differences between 
the Meitei and Kuki Zo are not 
new. These differences spill out 
into the open but also find politi-
cal expression. In June this year, 
firing broke out in Imphal when 
volunteers of the Arambai Teng-
gol, a Meitei group, were arrested 
by the National Investigation 
Agency (NIA). It took no time at all 
for the population from the area to 
lay siege to the police station, 
demanding their release. The 
Rajya Sabha MP from the region 
(who is from the Bharatiya Janata 
Party) immediately rushed to the 
Raj Bhavan to protest. 

With so much happening in 
that pocket of the Northeast, more 
political engagement that is seen 
to be bipartisan is essential. What 
remains of 2025 and 2026 prom-
ises to be an eventful period for 
the region.

EYE CULTURE  
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“I am at all events convinced that He 
(God) does not play dice.” 

With that, Albert Einstein voiced 
his unease at inherent randomness at 
the core of quantum mechanics. He 
preferred a universe whose workings 
were hidden but ultimately knowable. 

Randomness resists such comfort. 
We toss coins, shuffle cards, pick names 
from hats — yet much of it is an illu-
sion. Beneath what we call random lies 
hidden clockwork.  Still, from crypto-
graphy to climate models, the hunt for 
true randomness remains one of 
science’s most urgent quests. 

At its core, randomness is the 
absence of pattern. In theory, it’s 
simple: Flip a coin. In practice, the uni-
verse shows its habits. A coin toss fol-
lows mechanics; with enough data on 
weight, air currents, and force, heads or 
tails could be predicted. Here deter-
ministic, probabilistic, and truly 
random systems diverge.  

Deterministic systems leave 
nothing to chance: Given initial condi-
tions, the outcome is inevitable. A pen-
dulum’s swing, for example. Apparent 
unpredictability often stems from 
ignorance of starting details. 

Probabilistic systems embrace 
uncertainty. They deal in likelihoods, 
not certainties. A die has a one-in-six 
chance of showing each face, but pro-
bability theory can’t tell which will 
appear next. Weather forecasts speak in 
chances because countless variables 
make precise predictions impractical. 

Truly random systems are rarer. 
Here, unpredictability stems not from 

missing data but from the absence of 
underlying determinism. Quantum 
mechanics shattered centuries of clock-
work thinking: Subatomic particles 
behave in ways classical physics cannot 
predict. A photon hitting a beam 
splitter has a 50 per cent chance of 
taking either path, and no hidden 
measurement can reveal the outcome 
in advance. This is not human limita-
tion; it is nature’s rulebook. 

Quantum randomness has real-
world uses. Cryptography depends on 
unpredictability: Encryption keys must 
be impossible to guess. Using deter-
ministic methods, pseudo-random 
number generators (PRNGs) are good 
for games but dangerous for security 
unless seeded with real unpredictabil-
ity. Your secrets are revealed if a PRNG 
can be reverse-engineered. True 
random number generators  take 
advantage of the inherent unpredicta-
bility of quantum events by drawing 
inspiration from natural occurrences 
like radioactive decay. 

Quantum computing pushes this 
further. Quantum key distribution uses 
uncertainty as a security feature: Inter-
cepting a quantum-encrypted message 
disturbs the system, exposing the 
eavesdropper. Future computers will 
not remove randomness but harness it. 

A recent milestone shows this 
potential. In Nature, researchers from 
JPMorganChase, Quantinuum, 
Argonne and Oak Ridge National Lab-
oratories, and the University of Texas at 
Austin reported the first certified-ran-
domness-expansion protocol on a 
quantum computer. Using Random 
Circuit Sampling, they produced more 
randomness than they took as input, 
something classical machines cannot 

do. The digital world’s appetite for ran-
domness is vast.  Randomness powers 
Monte Carlo simulations (computa-
tional algorithms that rely on repeated 
random sampling to obtain numerical 
results) in finance and physics, helps AI 
explore solutions, and keeps online 
gambling theoretically fair. Without it, 
poker shuffles could be predictable and 
stock simulations skewed. Generating 
and certifying true randomness is hard. 
Humans are poor randomisers — when 
faking coin toss results, we avoid long 
runs and insert patterns unconsciously. 
Computers fare little better: Naive algo-
rithms can produce telltale repetition.  

Einstein resisted a dice-playing 
God, hoping hidden variables underlay 
quantum uncertainty. But decades of 
experiments — notably Bell’s theorem 
tests — have eroded that view. Bell tests 
have consistently found that physical 
systems obey quantum mechanics. 

The stakes are rising. The Internet 
of Things will connect countless 
devices, each encrypting sensitive data. 
Quantum computers threaten existing 
encryption while enabling new quan-
tum-randomness-based schemes. 
Machine learning models rely on ran-
domised processes that can warp if the 
randomness is flawed. Beyond technol-
ogy, randomness seeps into art and 
policy. Artists feed random generators 
into creative tools to produce music 
and literature that surprise even them. 
Economists run randomised trials to 
gauge policy impact. Scientists rando-
mise sampling to avoid bias.  

For all our engineering skill, true 
randomness retains an almost mystical 
quality. In a world of tracking, opti-
misation, and prediction, it reminds us 
that not all things can be tamed. Chaos 
theory shows how deterministic sys-
tems can behave unpredictably; Hei-
senberg’s uncertainty principle ensures 
some truths are forever out of reach.

Trust Dubai to come up with 
such a simple  — yet fabulous — 
idea. A mallathon. What? 

Well, the mallathon is a fun 
and inspiring new initiative 
launched by His Highness 
Sheikh Hamdan bin 
Mohammed to help people in 
Dubai stay active and healthy — 
even during the torrid hot 
summer months. The idea, as 
said earlier, is simple: Turn big 
shopping malls across Dubai 
into safe, indoor walking and 
jogging tracks every morning 
throughout August. It’s free for 
everyone to join, and part of 
Dubai’s bigger goal to build a 
happier, healthier community. 
Whether you’re young or old, a 
fitness fan, or just getting 
started, the Dubai Mallathon 
makes it easy to get moving and 
feel good — one step at a time. 
Currently in full swing, the exer-
cise programme turns some of 
the city’s most famous shopping 
centres into early-morning fit-
ness arenas from 7:00 to 10:00 
am throughout August. 

With summer temperatures 
hovering in the high 40s, some-
times even nudging the 50s, 
even the most dedicated fitness 
enthusiasts usually struggle to 
stay active outdoors. But inside 
the airconditioned interiors of 
participating malls, including 
Dubai Mall, Mall of the Emir-
ates, Dubai Hills Mall and 
more, participants can now 
walk, jog or run comfortably 
before shops up their shutters 
to transact business for the day. 

The Dubai Mallathon is a 
collaborative initiative led by 
the Dubai Sports Council, in 
partnership with Dubai Econ-
omy and Tourism, the Commu-
nity Development Authority, 
and officially sponsored by the 
UAE Ministry of Defence. The 
mallathon supports key 
national priorities, including 
the Year of Community cam-
paign, Dubai Social Agenda, 
and the Dubai Quality of Life 
Strategy — all aimed at foster-
ing healthier, more connected 
communities across the city. 
And the local community has 
responded with much enthusi-
asm — about 500 enthusiasts 
turn up every morning. Better 
still, the mallathon is fast 
becoming a team-spirit-foster-
ing event for corporations, who 
arrive at dawn in large groups, 
wearing company-themed tees 
and carrying branded sippers! 

A mallathon may be a new 
concept, but the term “mall rat” 
has been part of popular lingo 
since the 1980s. “Mall rat” is a 

slang term, primarily used in 
the US and South Africa, to 
describe a young person who 
frequently spends time in 
shopping malls, often with 
friends, as a social activity. It 
can also imply aimless wander-
ing or loitering. The concept 
centres on the social aspect of 
malls as gathering places for 
young people, particularly ado-
lescents. While not always 
negative, the term sometimes 
suggests that the individual 
spends excessive time in the 
mall without a specific pur-
pose, creating a perception of 
aimlessness or lack of productiv-
ity. The term became more 
widely used in the early 1980s, 
reflecting a shift in social spaces 
and the growing popularity of 
shopping malls as leisure desti-
nations for young people. 

Inspired by the youngsters, 
older cohorts followed. In the 
US and Europe, they started to 
utilise shopping malls as a con-
venient and safe space for exer-
cise during the winter months. 
Malls, after all, provide a tem-
perature-controlled environ-
ment, free from the challenges 
of cold, icy, or snowy conditions 
outdoors. This allowed seniors 
to maintain their physical 
activity levels, improve cardio-
vascular health, and enhance 
joint flexibility in a comfortable 
setting. Malls are easily access-
ible and offer ample parking, 
making them a convenient 
option for seniors. Some malls 
even started opening early spe-

cifically for senior walkers. 
Malls, seniors soon discovered, 
offered opportunities for other 
low-impact exercises like stair 
climbing and the many 
benches around the mall 
afforded easy resting spaces. 
The smooth, even surfaces of 
mall floors also minimised the 
risk of falls for older folks. Last 
but not the least, the malls had 
restrooms, which senior 
citizens found super-useful.  

Back to Dubai. Whatever 
Dubai does, Dubai does with 
style and panache. And tech-
nology. Robotic humanoids 
have been introduced as part of 
the mallathon promotion — 
and they race, and out-race the 
runners adding to the fun  
every morning.  

Every new idea is bound to 
have its share of critics. Of 
course, criticism within Dubai, 
understandably, is muted, but 
there are still voices on social 
media that are expressing dis-
sent. Pure optics, they say. The 
nay-sayers are best ignored. 
The mallathon is a good idea, 
simple in both thought and 
execution. Dubai is really hot in 
summers — and that makes 
any kind of physical or sporting 
activity outdoors practically 
un-doable. The mallathon has 
made life so much better, and 
easier, for fitness-conscious 
locals. It is an idea worth 
applauding, and emulating. 
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I can begin this with a trick question: If in a war, 
one side lost 13 aircraft to combat and the other 
five, who won? All of the active India-Pakistan wars 
and conflicts have been short, 22 days in 1965 being 
the longest. Operation Sindoor was just over three 
days. Whenever a conclusive outcome like a 
capitulation and mass surrender is missing, 
there’s scope for both sides to claim victory.  

There is clarity in some situations, however. 
We Indians believe we won every war or skirmish, 
but accept that we lost 1962 to China. Similarly, the 
Pakistanis concede defeat in 1971. So which Air 
Force lost how many aircraft to combat in 1971, just 
in the eastern sector? 

The numbers, established, even by rival his-
torians, with tail numbers and pilot names are: 
India 13, Pakistan 5. These are losses in combat, not 
to accidents, or the 11 Sabres the PAF pilots aban-
doned on Day 5 of the war before 
making a daring escape to Burma in 
commandeered civilian transport. 

Which brings us back to that trick 
question. At 13 to 5, the IAF lost about 
three times as many aircraft to combat 
than the PAF in the east. So, who won 
that war? Is that even a question? And 
how did the IAF lose the 13 aircraft? 
Two were lost in air combat (as 5 of 
PAF’s were) and the rest to small arms 
fire from the ground.  

For the IAF, the war didn’t end 
once the PAF was defeated. It 
redoubled ground support to the 
army, to hasten the victory, minimise the army’s 
casualties, whatever the risk. Eleven of the 13 air-
craft were lost to ground fire, flying very low. This 
is the essential difference between the two air 
forces. One is obsessed with defensive air combat 
and self-preservation. The other has an all-out 
aggressive approach as part of the larger national 
effort. The PAF is numbers obsessed, the IAF is 
overall outcome-oriented. 

For the PAF and Pakistani public opinion, how-
ever, all that matters is how many aircraft they shot 
down. The mood is so heady that, while it is the air 
force Pakistanis think “won” them the war, it is the 
army chief who got that ridiculous fifth star. 

This demonstrates the essential doctrinal dif-
ference between the two air forces. The PAF is like 
a super defensive boxer who hangs back, face 
covered with gloves, waiting for the rival to attack 

and land a punch when an opening arises. The 
IAF, on the contrary, has the doctrine of all-out 
strike, willing to take some punches. If the PAF 
believes in risk avoidance, the IAF is a risk-taker. 

India’s Operation Sindoor had three objec-
tives. One, destroy the established and well-
known headquarters of Lashkar-e-Taiba at 
Muridke and Jaish-e-Mohammed at Bahawalpur. 
Second, deter and defend any counterstrike by 
Pakistan. And third, if they persist, demonstrably 
deliver counterforce punishment. All of the three 
boxes, the IAF checked. As several top military 
leaders have stated, there were some losses in the 
first. For the first and the third, it also has high 
definition pictures and local videos as evidence. 

The PAF won’t talk about anything other than 
its claimed air-to-air “successes” in the first 22 
minutes on May 6/7. That’s how the PAF psyche 

has evolved over time. If you’ve been 
watching its briefings, “situational 
awareness” has been its favourite 
buzzword. It will, therefore, go on and 
on about its air-to-air claims. In the 
big picture, it failed to protect any of 
the predetermined IAF targets, 
despite 15 days of warning.  

It never rose in combat to chal-
lenge scores of IAF aircraft that 
launched missiles to hit every PAF 
base, air defence location, and critical 
weapons storage across the entire 
length and breadth of their country 
east of the Indus and some across it. 

The PAF was no longer up for a fight. 
Indian military aviation historians and ana-

lysts Pushpindar Singh Chopra, Ravi Rikhye, 
along with Swiss-Australian expert Peter Stein-
mann, described this unique mindset in great 
detail in their 1991 book Fiza’ya: Psyche of the Pak-
istan Air Force. The PAF, they wrote, has the 
psyche of a lonely David taking on the IAF Gol-
iath. Totally divorced from the big picture and 
that larger, situational awareness, their 
buzzword, I would add. 

The PAF psyche they talk about is of seeing 
their role sharply limited to air-to-air warfare, 
accepting limitations of its size and counting the 
score of rival aircraft shot down as the only deter-
minant of success. And then conserving itself for 
that imagined final phase of the war. This means 
the PAF fights the IAF in one dimension and stays 

on the sidelines of the larger national effort. The 
country can lose the war, but PAF would still claim 
victory because they “shot down more aircraft.” 
The PAF has produced not a scrap of evidence or 
picture after more than three months to back any 
of its claims. Inexcusable when even commercial 
satellites are looking at everything. 

Yet, Pakistan is celebrating victory. Its media, 
mainstream and social, politicians across all 
parties and, of course, serving military leaders 
and veterans are all proclaiming a glorious vic-
tory, some even breathlessly claiming 1971 is 
avenged and awarding themselves promotions, 
medals, and honours. 

There are multiple precedents, history, and a 
psyche to this doctrinal difference. Let’s look at the 
data on our air engagements. In each case, India 
has lost many more aircraft in combat than Pakis-
tan. Briefly, if we compile the list, by now authenti-
cated by historians on both sides with unit, type, 
tail numbers, crew names, location, and crews 
taken POW, the numbers of purely combat losses 
would be India 52 and Pakistan 20 in 1965 and India 
62, Pakistan 37 in 1971. These are purely combat 
losses, shot in the air or destroyed on the ground by 
rival air force. 

September 6 is when they celebrate their sup-
posed victory in 1965 as Defence of Pakistan Day. 
There is a unidimensional PAF element to this 
because they think that day they thwarted 
multiple, determined IAF raids on Sargodha and 
shot down many aircraft. So fanciful is their folk-
lore and so strong is the emotion that many rational 
Pakistanis also ask that if the PAF was so dominant, 
why did Pakistan not win the war? Good question. 

The tough fact is, September 6 was when Pak-
istan lost that war. What they had launched with 
impressive panache as a supposed one-two 
punch — Operations Gibraltar and then Grand 
Slam — to take Kashmir in a blitzkrieg had failed. 
Roles reversed, the cause was lost; it was now a 
war for the defence of Pakistan across the entire 
frontier. Even in the air. That’s why it is called 
Defence of Pakistan Day. 

The 1971 war is better recorded and there’s no 
doubt who won. Can the PAF by itself claim victory 
because it lost fewer aircraft in action? On honest 
reflection, Pakistanis would ask: Had it continued 
going out to fight instead of hanging back in self-
preservation, would it have contributed more to 
the national effort? 

There isn’t one instance of the PAF tilting the 
balance in a battle. If anything, it abandoned both 
its army and navy, reaffirming the reputation of the 
PAF only fighting for itself, by itself, and mostly in 
its own air space. It is optimised for that limited 
role. This was also the story of Op Sindoor. 

vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv 
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NATIONAL 
INTEREST  
shekhar gupta   

IBC Amendment: More clarity, less reform

Politics straddling borders

Truths out of reach

IAF vs PAF: War of doctrines

Heat no excuse at Dubai’s Mallathon

illustration: binay sinha

Now that both the IAF and PAF have made their formal 
claims of having shot down the other’s aircraft in the  
87-hour, predominantly aerial conflagration in May, we  
can ask a larger question: Do such numbers really matter?

YES, BUT...  
sandeep goyal

PLAIN POLITICS  
aditi phadnis
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