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A ground plan for India’s reformed multilateralism 

• Indian External Affairs Minister S. Jaishankar’s visit to the United States (September 

18-28) has set the stage for an expansive range of bilateral and multilateral diplomacy 

by India.  

• It is a unique visit as it seeks to achieve a vast list of objectives led by the Indian 

delegation’s participation in the High-Level Week at the 77th Session of the United 

Nations General Assembly, which opened on September 13. 

• Coming just after the recently concluded Shanghai Cooperation Organisation (SCO) 

meets in Samarkand, which was attended by the Prime Minister, India’s varied 

multilateral engagements showcase a road map for India’s renewed multilateral 

diplomacy. 

Overhauling the Security Council 

• At the heart of India’s participation in the 77th General Assembly is the call for a 

‘reformed multilateralism’ through which the United Nations Security Council should 

reform itself into a more inclusive organisation representing the contemporary realities 

of today.  

• India’s call for this structural overhaul of global multilateral institutions incorporates 

institutional accountability and a wider representation of the developing countries. 

• At least three recent global developments reflective of the UN’s functional evaluation 

have stood out in India’s quest for a reform of the UN. The COVID-19 pandemic was 

a weak moment for UN’s multilateralism.  

• It highlighted the UN’s institutional limitations when countries closed their borders, 

supply chains were interrupted and almost every country was in need of vaccines.  

• Countries of the global South, including India, which stepped up through relief efforts, 

drug distribution and vaccine manufacturing, have created space for a more inclusive 

UN, particularly through its Security Council (UNSC) reform. 

The UN’s faultlines 

• Second, UN-led multilateralism has been unable to provide strong mechanisms to 

prevent wars. The shadow of the ongoing Russia-Ukraine war has loomed large over 

several deadlocks in UNSC resolutions since the war broke out.  

• With the West boycotting Russia, the veto provision of the UNSC is expected to reach 

an even more redundant level than in the past. As such, a reformed multilateralism with 

greater representation could generate deeper regional stakes to prevent wars. 
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• Finally, China’s rise, belligerence and aggression which has been on display through 

its actions in the South China Sea, the Indo-Pacific region, and now increasingly 

globally, have also underscored the limitations of the UN-style multilateralism.  

• China’s growing dominance could lead it to carve its own multilateral matrix 

circumventing the West, economically and strategically. The international isolation of 

Russia and Iran as well as increasing the United States Taiwan-related steps could usher 

in these changes more rapidly than expected. 

• China’s control of multilateral organisations, including the UN, is only increasing — 

most recently seen in the unofficial pressure China exerted on the former UN’s human 

rights chief, Michelle Bachelet, to stop the release of a report by the UN Human Rights 

Council on the condition of Uyghurs in China. Moreover, China’s unabashed use of 

veto power against India continues at the UN. 

• In the most recent case, it blocked a joint India-U.S. proposal at the UN to enlist Sajid 

Mir, a top Lashkar-e-Taiba (LeT) operative involved in directing the 2008 Mumbai 

attacks, as a ‘global terrorist’. 

Diplomatic efforts for UNSC reforms:  

• Consistent with the changing times, India’s call for reform of the UNSC has grown in 

the past few years. In this regard, Mr Jaishankar’s hosting of a ministerial meeting of 

the G4 (Brazil, India, Germany and Japan) holds special significance.  

• Another high-level meeting of the Indian delegation with the L.69 Group, on 

“Reinvigorating Multilateralism and Achieving Comprehensive Reform of the UN 

Security Council”, will be critical in the planning of the next steps.  

• The L.69 group’s vast membership spread over Asia, Africa, Latin America, the 

Caribbean and Small Island Developing States could bring about a wider global 

consensus on the issue of the UNSC reforms. 

In focus 

• India’s emphasis on reinvigorated multilateralism coincides with a critical juncture in 

UN-led multilateralism. Just as burden-sharing has become integral to evolving 

multilateralism between regional countries, the UN could integrate such practices 

within its institutional ambit.  

• In the past few years, the UN’s responses to both global and regional events have 

evinced a clear space for leadership and representation, as much as they have depicted 

its institutional inability to lead globally on its own.  
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• With starker divisions between countries as a result of the Russia-Ukraine war and 

lingering pandemic-induced restrictions, the need for the UN’s reform is likely to be 

felt more palpably than ever before. 

Beyond the UN, the Minister’s participation in plurilateral meetings of the Quad (Australia, 

India, Japan, the U.S.), IBSA (India, Brazil and South Africa), BRICS (Brazil, Russia, 

India, China and South Africa), Presidency Pro Tempore CELAC (Community of Latin 

American and the Caribbean States), India-CARICOM (Caribbean Community) and other 

trilateral formats, such as India-France-Australia, India-France-the United Arab Emirates 

and India-Indonesia-Australia underlines India’s search for new frameworks of global 

governance, amidst growing frustration with the extant multilateral order.  

 

Live streaming of Supreme Court’s proceedings 

• From September 27 onward, all proceedings of Supreme Court Constitution Benches 

will be live-streamed, and a full court meeting of the top court has decided. A full court 

meeting is attended by all judges of the court.  

• Back in 2018, the Supreme Court had ruled that live telecast of court proceedings was 

part of the right to access justice under Article 21 of the Constitution. 

• Several of the country’s High Courts already live-stream their proceedings through their 

YouTube channels.  

Cases of national and constitutional importance: 

• In ‘Swapnil Tripathi’ judgment, in September 2018, the SC cleared the deck for live 

streaming of cases of national and constitutional importance. 

• The case for live streaming of SC cases of constitutional/national importance is quite 

strong. Such cases impact various aspects of people’s lives.  

• Therefore, the public’s ability to participate in this conversation by watching these 

proceedings will not just increase legal literacy but potentially enhance the public’s 

continuous engagement with the Constitution and laws. 

• Such direct engagement is better than a process mediated through some Delhi-based 

lawyers or court reporters, especially when inexpensive technology allows such live 

access. 
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Reasons to be cautious: 

• With the advent of social media, every citizen became a potential journalist. This was 

seen as empowering initially because news/views could not be curtailed by the vested 

interests of editors and news establishments.  

• Yet, with more than a decade’s experience, the increasing realisation is that lack of 

editorial control has in fact meant informational anarchy, with fake news and 

propaganda dominating YouTube and social media feeds. 

• Indications already exist that snippets of the judicial process, once available in the 

public domain, are already open to both sensationalism and disinformation. 

• Some of the High Courts, such as Gujarat, Karnataka, and Patna, have made their live 

streamed archived videos available. They are seeing spliced videos of their proceedings 

splashed over YouTube with titles that scream, “Young lady lawyer’s confidence in 

court! Will she win?”. 

• Added to this are videos shared through WhatsApp which take a clip of a few seconds 

clip from a question/observation by a judge or lawyer and make propaganda videos, 

often demonising the professional. Most such videos are anonymous and avoid any 

accountability. 

• Judiciary must have credibility in the eyes of the public as an institution, but decisions 

in individual cases are not expected to be popular. This makes sense as the Constitution 

requires the judiciary to undo laws and decisions that are unconstitutional, even though 

made by a popular government.  

• The judges of constitutional courts are sworn to constitutional morality and not popular 

morality. They are required to “uphold the Constitution” as per their oath. 

Introduced without safeguards, live streaming has the potential to have two sub-

conscious effects on judges. 

• First, during hearings judges may not ask questions or make comments that could be 

perceived as unpopular. 

• Second, there is an increasing trend of oral observations of the court, which are not 

binding on parties replacing reasoned judgment and orders that are consequential. Live 

streaming may accentuate this trend, with the reportage being focused on the oral 

process, rather than the final verdict. 

• Similarly, lawyers, aware of their new audience, may choose to grandstand and play to 

the gallery, especially in a case they expect to lose. Thus, live streaming has the 
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potential to simultaneously suppress desirable speech and enhance undesirable speech 

within the courtroom. 

An argument in favour of live streaming: 

• It will bring discipline and improve how judges and lawyers conduct the proceedings, 

as they are aware that the public is watching. This is indeed possible, but one only needs 

to look at Parliament for an example of the exact opposite. 

Carefully determining how the live streaming proceeds: 

• Careful selection of cases for live streaming, not uploading archived stream on the SC 

website until it is legally/technologically possible to ensure that such videos cannot be 

spliced and other similar measures that reflect an understanding of how the public 

consumes (dis)information will ensure that live streaming enriches constitutionalism 

across the country. 

• A hasty and wholesale introduction on the other hand is likely to land the SC right in 

the middle of the majoritarian and toxic information swamp that prevails in the country. 

 


