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‘Hop-On, Hop-Off’- The State of Climate Governance

Context

e Over three decades of international negotiations have produced agreements, conferences, and declarations
promising collective action against global warming.

e Yet global emissions continue to rise and the 1.5°C target grows increasingly unattainable. The paradox of
global climate governance lies not in ignorance but in insufficiency.

e The international architecture, centred on the Kyoto Protocol and the Paris Agreement, provides a
framework for dialogue without ensuring decisive action.

e The failure emerges from structural politics, economic priorities, and social realities that privilege short-term

interests over long-term planetary stability.

Institutional Structure and the lllusion of Progress

e The United Nations process operates through recurring Conferences of the Parties under the UNFCCC.
e Participation resembles voluntary engagement rather than obligation. Countries commit rhetorically while

avoiding costly measures in practice. Because decisions require consensus, every nation effectively

Page 1 of 7



possesses a veto.

e This design promotes agreement on language but discourages enforceable action.

e Declarations frequently contain ambitious goals, yet operational provisions remain weak.

e The system therefore produces diplomatic success without environmental change.

¢ Instead of collapse, governance experiences drift, institutions function, negotiations continue, but effective
action remains limited.

e« Agreements display aspiration without accountability, creating a cycle of negotiation rather than

implementation.

The Dominant Role of Politics

e National interest consistently outweighs global urgency. Political leaders operate within short electoral
cycles, whereas mitigation requires long-term commitment.

e Governments therefore attempt to minimise immediate economic costs while maintaining international
legitimacy.

¢ Climate policy becomes an exercise in managing expectations, postponing decisions, and distributing
responsibility.

e Every conference is celebrated as progress even when emission trajectories remain unchanged. Such
behaviour is politically rational but environmentally insufficient.

e The logic of governance prioritises stability of power over planetary stability. Consequently, ambition appears

in principles while hesitation governs outcomes, reinforcing systemic inaction.

Economic Incentives and Market Behaviour

e Economic systems reinforce political hesitation. Markets reward immediate profit, whereas climate

protection requires sustained investment and restraint.

Corporations and financiers respond to present incentives rather than future consequences.

e Future generations are not economic participants and therefore lack representation within market decision-
making.

e The pursuit of economic growth intensifies the conflict. Governments depend on expansion for employment
and legitimacy, making restrictions on fossil-fuel use politically risky.

e As a result, economic priorities override ecological considerations. Long-term sustainability competes with

short-term returns, and market behaviour consistently favours the latter.

e The system functions according to design, but the outcome undermines planetary security.

Society and Public Engagement

e Public behaviour contributes to the problem. Citizens prioritise immediate needs, employment, food, housing,
and health.

¢ Climate change remains an abstraction until it manifests as disaster. Without sustained public pressure,
policymakers face little incentive to adopt costly reforms.

¢ Individuals become victims of climatic impacts rather than participants in prevention. The absence of societal

urgency weakens political will and reinforces delayed response.
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Science and the Politics of Uncertainty

e Scientific research has already established climatic mechanisms, projected warming pathways, and identified
risk.

e The barrier is not knowledge but interpretation. Remaining scientific uncertainty is used to justify
postponement, diffuse responsibility, and delay decisive policy.

e The issue has shifted from scientific inquiry to strategic calculation. Evidence exists; implementation remains
limited.

e The gap between scientific clarity and political behaviour illustrates the transformation of science into an

instrument within political debate.

COP30 and the Gap Between Words and Action

e Recent negotiations illustrate structural limitations. Cooperation was emphasised, yet binding emission
reductions were absent.

e Finance commitments lacked timelines, and required adaptation resources remained insufficient.

e Developing countries require trillions annually, while actual flows remain far lower. The loss-and-damage
mechanism was operationalised but modest in scale, and technology transfer initiatives remained largely
conceptual.

e Capacity-building processes expanded without corresponding funding.

e Across policy areas, the pattern persisted: new frameworks and platforms multiplied, but measurable
implementation remained limited.

¢ Meanwhile, global emissions reached record levels, and projected warming is expected to exceed the
1.5°C threshold in the early 2030s.

e The disparity between negotiated ambition and real-world outcomes widened further.

The Paradox of Necessity

e Despite structural weaknesses, the UNFCCC process remains indispensable. No alternative institution
possesses comparable legitimacy, inclusivity, or legal framework.

e Smaller coalitions cannot substitute for a universal negotiating platform.

¢ Abandonment would reduce coordination rather than accelerate progress. The system is flawed yet

necessary, slow yet irreplaceable.

Conclusion

e Global climate governance reflects a fundamental contradiction. Nations recognise the need for mitigation,
cooperation, and justice, yet resist bearing immediate cost.

o Political systems seek power, markets seek profit, and societies seek livelihood, each operating according to
its own logic.

e The result is persistent inadequacy rather than outright failure. Negotiations continue, commitments expand,
and promises multiply, yet decisive implementation remains selective.

¢ Humanity may withdraw from agreements, but it cannot withdraw from planetary consequences.
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e The planet imposes outcomes regardless of negotiation, reminding all actors that participation in the

climate system is not optional.

‘Hop-On, Hop-Off’ — The State of Climate Governance FAQs

Q1. What is the main problem in global climate governance?

Ans. The main problem is that countries agree on goals but avoid binding responsibilities and real action.

Q2. Why does consensus decision-making slow climate action?
Ans. Consensus allows every country to effectively veto decisions, which prevents strict commitments from being

adopted.

Q3. How do economic systems influence climate policy?

Ans. Economic systems prioritise short-term profits and growth over long-term environmental protection.

Q4. Why are ordinary citizens less involved in climate action?
Ans. Many people focus on immediate needs such as employment and housing, so climate change feels distant

until disasters occur.

Q5. Why does the UNFCCC process remain important despite its weaknesses?
Ans. It remains important because it is the only universal and legitimate global forum for coordinated climate

cooperation.

Source: The Hindu

The India-EU Trade Deal is also a Strategic Turning Point

Context

e« The contemporary global order is marked by geopolitical rivalry, economic nationalism, and institutional
uncertainty.

e Within this context, the recent breakthrough in trade negotiations between India and the European Union
(EU) represents more than a commercial arrangement.

e The agreement reflects a deeper strategic convergence between two influential actors seeking stability and
autonomy in a rapidly changing world.

e Rather than a narrow settlement of tariffs, the development signals the emergence of a partnership with the

capacity to influence a multipolar international system and contribute to global stability.

Historical Background and Significance

e Negotiations between India and the EU extended over nearly twenty-five years, repeatedly encountering
deadlock and delay.
e The prolonged process demonstrated the difficulty of aligning two complex economic systems with different

regulatory traditions and development priorities.
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e The eventual breakthrough indicates a shift in policy orientation on both sides.
e Economic incentives alone cannot explain the progress; broader political and geopolitical considerations

now shape cooperation. The agreement therefore stands as a turning point in bilateral relations.

Role of Political Leadership and Trust

Sustained diplomatic engagement created the conditions necessary for compromise.

e Frequent summits and high-level dialogue fostered trust and mutual understanding, allowing leaders to
address domestic resistance.

¢ In India, policymakers moderated protectionism by presenting Europe as a reliable and diversified
economic partner.

e In Europe, political guidance encouraged the bureaucracy to move beyond rigid negotiation frameworks.

e The willingness of leadership to invest political capital transformed a stalled negotiation into a workable

agreement and deepened cooperation.

Geopolitical Drivers of the Agreement

e The global environment strongly influenced this development. Intensifying competition among major
powers, economic pressures, and security challenges increased the need for diversified partnerships.

e Concerns about economic dependence and coercion encouraged both sides to pursue resilience through
collaboration.

¢ The agreement therefore represents a pragmatic response to a changing international system and a

collective attempt to safeguard security and long-term interests.

Key Featured of India-EU Free Trade Agreement

e Expanding Beyond Trade: Defence and Security Cooperation

o Durability requires moving beyond economic exchange. Defence and security collaboration offers a
crucial foundation.

o Shared interests in maritime routes and regional maritime order highlight the importance of the
Indo-Pacific.

o Joint exercises, information-sharing, and institutional arrangements can strengthen regional
capacity-building and support a broader partnership.

o Such measures elevate the relationship from economic cooperation to strategic alignment.
e Energy Partnership and Climate Cooperation

o Energy policy creates another strong link. Europe’s commitment to decarbonisation intersects with
India’s need for affordable development.
o Collaboration in renewable technologies, green hydrogen, and modern infrastructure can produce

mutual benefits while addressing climate
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o Shared projects encourage long-term economic interdependence and reinforce environmental

responsibility.
e Technology and Innovation

o Technological development represents the most transformative dimension of cooperation.

o Global power increasingly depends on standards in technology, semiconductors, artificial
intelligence, and data governance.

o Joint initiatives in innovation and digital public infrastructure can reduce vulnerability and enhance
sovereignty in emerging sectors.

o By shaping common rules, both partners can encourage progress while safeguarding democratic

principles.
¢ Mobility and Societal Connections

o The movement of people strengthens institutional ties.

o Greater mobility for students, researchers, and skilled professionals expands educational exchange
and supports shared mobility and knowledge networks.

o Addressing visa barriers and professional recognition would deepen societal links and sustain

interdependence beyond government-level engagement.

« Contribution to a Multipolar World Order

o Cooperation contributes to a broader realignment in international politics. Flexible partnerships
among influential actors increasingly replace rigid alliance systems.

o By coordinating policies and supporting development initiatives, India and the EU can promote
balanced growth and reinforce democratic values across regions.

o Their collaboration may help moderate global rivalries and support a cooperative order.

Conclusion

e The trade agreement marks the beginning of a long-term transformation rather than the end of
negotiations.

¢ Political engagement and changing global conditions enabled the breakthrough, but lasting success depends
on sustained commitment in security, energy, technology, and societal exchange.

e With continued implementation, the partnership can strengthen economic growth and international
cooperation.

e The agreement therefore forms a foundation for a durable strategic relationship capable of

contributing to a stable and cooperative global system.

The India-EU Trade Deal is also a Strategic Turning Point FAQs

Q1. Why is the India-EU agreement considered significant?

Ans. It is significant because it goes beyond trade and establishes a long-term strategic partnership between India
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and the European Union.

Q2. What major factor helped conclude the negotiations?
Ans. Sustained political engagement and trust built through repeated high-level meetings helped conclude the

negotiations.

Q3. Why are geopolitical changes important for the partnership?
Ans. Geopolitical changes encouraged both sides to diversify partnerships and enhance security and economic

resilience.

Q4. Which sectors are crucial for deepening cooperation?

Ans. Defence, energy, technology, and mobility are crucial sectors for strengthening the partnership.

Q5. How can the partnership influence the global order?
Ans. The partnership can support a multipolar world by promoting stability, development cooperation, and

balanced international relations.

Source: The Hindu
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