prosperity.
Q. 3 Read the following passage carefully and answer the questions that follow. (20)

The sudden outbreak of hostilities between India and Pakistan on 10 May 2025 marked a watershed moment in
the history of South Asian conflicts. Unlike previous encounters, this confrontation was not confined to the roar of tanks
or the thunder of artillery. At the very outset, as Indian squadrons approached, Pakistan’s advanced air-defence system
shot down five Rafales before they could even cross into its airspace, a decisive blow that stunned military observers. Yet,
Pakistan did not limit its response to defensive manoeuvres; in a swift and calibrated retaliation, its missile batteries and
long-range artillery struck selected military installations, forcing the Indian capital into an unexpected blackout that
paralyzed communications and spread panic in New Delhi.

However, the greater surprise came immediately afterward when Pakistan, rather than escalating the conventional
battle. opened an invisible front in the digital domain. Alongside these air and artillery victories, simultaneously unveiled
a sophisticated cyber-warfare strategy. In a matter of hours, its cyber units disabled enemy command systems, blinded
satellite networks, silenced air defence radars, and disrupted encrypted communications. The battlefield, for the first time,
shifted from the plains and skies to a hidden theatre of codes and signals, where no further gunpowder was spent yet entire
formations were rendered ineffective.

The effect was staggering. The remaining Rafales never dared to fly again. As the magnitude of the technological
disruption became apparent, nations that once stood aloof during Indo-Pak crises began to speak. Western powers, wary
of further escalation, criticized India’s aggressive posture, while regional powers expressed open support for Pakistan. For
the first time in decades, India found itself diplomatically cornered and without a credible ally to defend its stance.



Even more remarkable was the transformation in the Middle East. In a region where Pakistan had often been
treated with disdain, Arab leaders, deeply impressed by its mastery of digital warfare and its disciplined conduct, began to
regard it as a formidable power. What had long been a bruised national pride was suddenly restored. This reawakening of
respect also strengthened strategic partnerships throughout the region. Pakistan’s preparedness demonstrated that the
future of war lies not merely in conventional might but in the ability to dominate the digital arena, where battles are
fought invisibly yet decided decisively.

Questions:
Q1. Why did Arab leaders change their attitude towards Pakistan after the conflict?
Q2. How did the blackout in Delhi influence the psychological state of India during the conflict?
Q3. If Pakistan had not launched digital warfare after the missile retaliation, how would the conflict have turned out
differently?
Q4. Compare and contrast the role of traditional military force and digital warfare as described in the passage. Which
one proved more decisive and why?
Q5. If the events of 10 May 2025 were to be viewed as a turning point, what does the episode reveal about the
changing meaning of “power™ in the 21st century?
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Q.7. Translate the following into English, keeping in view the idiomatic/figurative expression.  (10)
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ICJ opens the door for affected states to seek restitutio
compensation, restoration of their ecosystems

The International Court of Justice's landmark
advisory opinion that states are obligated under
international law to tackle climate change is a
seismic shift in the global fight against climate
catastrophe. By unequivocally declaring that
states failing to curb fossil fuels and protect the
climate system commit an "internationally
wrongful act”, the world's highest court has
transformed moral rhetoric into legal obligation.
For vulnerable nations, the ruling is a
vindication of their long-running complaint that
developed countries owe the rest of the world for

causing the climate crisis.

The ICJ opens the door for affected states
to seek restitution, compensation, and
restoration of their ecosystems. While
proving direct causality remains complex,
the court insists it is not impossible. The
opinion also explicitly names fossil fuel
subsidies, exploration licences and
corporate deregulation as potential
violations, making the transition to
renewable energy a requirement, rather
than an optional policy. The court also
notes that "a clean, healthy and
sustainable environment is a precondition
for the enjoyment of many human rights",

which means that, at least in theory,
countries that fail to address climate

change are human rights violators.

Unfortunately, any law is only as strong as its
enforcement mechanism, even more so for
international law, where violators such as the US
and Israel routinely walk out of treaties, rather
than accept adverse decisions. Even before the
US withdrew from most climate-related
agreements under President Trump, it had long
disregarded international laws that conflicted
with "American interests", whether related to

climate, conflict, or commerce.

Still, at the bare minimum, the non-binding
opinion should push the EU and countries that
claim to hold human rights in high esteem into

increasing their investment in climate change
mitigation, while strengthening the case for
some form of reparations, whether direct cash
transfers or some form of preferential treatment

for the worst-hit countries.
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