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Abstract. Under Modi administration, India began the implementation of
a distinct kind of international policy, that some academic scholars
defined as a “particular Modi doctrine”, while others considered rather
to be a continuation of Modi’s predecessors, with some “little changes of
style and manner”. But, it is important to notice India’s present
engagement into a type of foreign policy based on multi-alignment rather
than on traditional non-alignment practices. Modi opened multiple and
various directions in foreign policy (Acting East Policy, for example),
while consolidating others (Indian Diaspora, privileged relations with the
US, Japan, Russia, constructive relations with China, enlarged relations
with ASEAN etc.). The paper is trying to reveal some of the major points
that prove India’s tendencies to act as a distinct global actor within the
21st century dynamic international system, among other emergent powers.
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Introduction

A Proper “Modi Doctrine” or a Continuation of Certain Older
Key-Directions in Today’s Foreign Policy in India?

According to the doctrine, even though domestic policy has represented the
underlying key element in the investiture speech delivered by Narendra Modi
(the speech delivered on August 15th – Independence Day – did not mention
foreign policy), after the first 100 days, Modi’s mandate displayed amore and more
accentuated direction towards a foreign policy agenda1. This was considered
necessary by Indian public opinion as well as by the government, on account of
India’s economic rise, its geopolitical status of regional power, the influence of
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the Indian diaspora from outside the country, the demand for energy, the increased
role of the country in various multilateral and regional groups2. Thus, to ignore this
dimension in favour of an initially exclusive focus upon domestic policy seemed
to be a flawed policy.

The doctrine agrees that one cannot discuss a drastic gap between the lines of
foreign policy initiated and promoted byModi’s ancestors and his politics. Therefore,
the theory of radical differences between Modi’s diplomacy and everything that
existed before does not hold up; one cannot discuss a “Modi doctrine”, in the
literal sense of the term. It is more likely to talk about a continuity policy in terms
of overall Indian politics, which “Modi rendered more intense, ampler and more
powerful”. In addition, the doctrine notes “changes in style and approach” inModi’s
diplomacy, which can eventually have an impact on the external political substance
of India, under Modi’s governance3.

Overall, drawing the line after the first 100 days of Modi’s mandate as Prime
Minister of India, we note certain positive aspects, also noted as such by the
doctrine: increase in intensity of high-level visits to and from India (therefore,
increase in the country’s level of international engagement); India’s concrete interest
in obtaining concrete results from these visits; acknowledgement up to a certain
level of the role of the states in the Indian federation in the concrete enforcement
of its foreign policy; increased use of the e-diplomacy by the federal government;
opening of the Modi government towards learning from the diplomatic experience
of previous governments (create a crisis cell to monitor the situation in Iraq; send
special delegates to Iraq; open new a line to provide information and help; high
level involvement of the Prime Minister and Minister of ForeignAffairs in helping
the families of the Indian people affected by the evolutions of the conflict in Iraq
etc.)4.

In another view, India’s foreign policy in Modi’s administration is characterized
by a unique combination between traditional non-alignment policy and its strategic
diversification and autonomy5. Modi intended to create and expand diplomatic
relations with a multitude of states, with the stated purpose of maximizing the
benefits and minimizing the risks, in the process of fulfilling the Indian objectives
of foreign policy. This is how India’s participation in a series of multilateral and
cooperation forums, such as BRICS, engaging in diplomatic relations with all the
countries in the P-5 group (including the development of the traditional bilateral
relation with Russia or use of the India-China-Russia triad)6 must be regarded.
Experts warn that India’s involvement in various diplomatic relations must not lead
to the interpretation that all the partnerships have the same substance and value or
that, through this policy, India removes its excessive external dependency; instead,
the interpretation should be that it enables India’s freedom to act, externally)7.
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From a different perspective, one may consider that India has never grown apart
from its old non-alignment policy, which it successfully enforced during the cold
war, when it had not identified common interests with any of the two powers in
conflict. Thus, during the cold war, India and other states rejected what they saw
as “the policy of power”8, in which their role (India’s and that of other countries
from Africa and Asia, which had assumed a common position with India) could
not be that of a “simple supporter of a side”, a role considered to be “degrading
and humiliating for the peoples of Africa and Asia, who had conquered their
independence”. The policy of non-adhesion, amended at the Afro-Asian Conference
in Bandung, Indonesia/1955, was initiated by India, which developed an active
diplomacy, with the aim of creating a third block (of the so-called “non-aligned”
countries), with the role of balancing a dualist order9. The root of the non-alignment
policy (which much later on, under the Modi governance, generated the direction
of “diplomatic diversification” or “strategic autonomy”) lies in the oriental concept
of “Peaceful coexistence”.At this point, India is “completed (in its overall strategic
thinking) by another Asian giant, China, whose strategy and diplomacy include
the same concept of the ‘Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence’”10. This diplomatic
approach, initially implemented by Nehru, originates in the Hindu philosophical
concept Pancha Shila (The Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence) and references
the same concept which is also developed in China (based on the same vision of
the multipolar order, in which the states are sovereign and they are engaged in
relations of mutual respect and mutual benefits). If two Asian regional giants
(China and India) include the same concept (“The Five Principles of Peaceful
Coexistence”) in their strategies (even though, in both types of strategies, the
countries see themselves as “emergent power”, “ascending power”), a concept with
similar content, showing the existence of a common Asian conceptual-strategic
background, which is to be identified, explored and implemented, in order to create
an authentically Asian regional order and to stabilize both East Asia and South-
East Asia, during the 21st century, from a personalized, domestic perspective, not
from an external (Western) perspective, we consider that this is a positive signal
for the initiative to assume a continental approach to common strategic points,
adopted by various Asian regional powers, despite the wars, past conflicts and
points of diplomatic tension or blockage still existing in their current diplomatic
agendas.

The involvement of the Asian countries in multilateral and regional forums is
regarded by the experts as a desire of these states to identify more and more common
points on their diplomatic agendas and to determine a common approach from
case to case, to the various items on the agendas of these Asian forums. However,
we are far from identifying the preliminary elements of an authentic Asian regional
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order, such as the order built by and through the European Union. The approach
of South-East and East Asia towards “a sole Asian order” is at an early stage, as
there is still a stage of diverging political interests, which predominate despite the
commonAsian conceptual-strategic background, based on similar ideas, principles
and traditional views.

The similarity between the two concepts (Indian and Chinese) regarding peaceful
coexistence11 (mutual respect for territorial sovereignty and integrity; mutual
non-aggression; mutual non-interference in domestic issues; mutual equality and
benefits; peaceful coexistence)12 is amazing and still insufficiently explored in
the bilateral framework relation between India and China (where the starting
point is, particularly, a common regional strategy, this concept which both emergent
powers acknowledge individually, in their own foreign policy strategy).

Main Key-Directions of Modi Doctrine

The priorities of the government led by Narendra Modi include: cyber-
security, trade and power partnerships (Regional Comprehensive Economic
Partnership), the “Asian Solidarity” project, renewable energy, countering
terrorism13, a maritime strategy of security in the “Indian Ocean region”,
diversification of diplomatic partnerships with a multitude of countries, strategic
autonomy, a well-grounded diplomatic relation with the United States, a constructive
relation with China, based on trust and cooperation, development of the traditional
relation with Russia (in a bilateral, trilateral and multilateral framework),
improvement in the attractiveness of the Indian economy for foreign investors,
by developing the economic diplomacy of India to its full potential, as well as a
policy that pays attention to India’s neighbouring territories14.

The “Neighbours First” Diplomatic Direction

In this direction, leaders of the SAARC organization, including Pakistan, were
invited to the ceremony during which Modi was sworn in as Prime Minister. A
series of visits to Bhutan, Nepal15, Myanmar and Sri Lanka followed, substantiating
the diplomatic approach of “the three Cs” (connectivity, cooperation and contact).
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To counter the critiques regarding “a failed or blocked diplomatic relation” with
Pakistan, Modi tried to build a ring of diplomatic engagements against terrorism,
with the countries which had commercial relations with Pakistan. According to
the analysts, the idea of concluding bilateral treaties on countering terrorism
with countries from the Middle East (United Arab Emirates) or of visiting
countries in Central Asia, as well as Saudi Arabia, in order to receive diplomatic
support and initiate a common battle front against terrorism, represented the
substantiation of a diplomatic direction of “containment”, assumed by Pakistan.

We also must note Modi’s insistence with the UN, in order to adopt an Extended
Convention on International Terrorism, as another diplomatic instrument in this
direction16. At the same time, in this diplomatic approach, India ratified the Land
Boundary Agreement with Bangladesh, which had been suspended for the past 40
years. Once Sirisena was elected president in Sri Lanka, the Modi government
strengthened its diplomatic relations with Sri Lanka, paying the first visit paid
by an Indian Prime Minister to this country, in 30 years. In addition, diplomatic
relations with countries like Nepal and the Maldives were stimulated (relations
left uncultivated until that point).

The doctrine notes the fact that, ever since the beginning of his mandate,
there were clear signs that relations with neighbours would be treated extremely
seriously by the new government, as this diplomatic approach was treated as a
priority17. Invitations were sent to the leaders of the SAARC (South Asian
Association for Regional Cooperation) countries and to Mauritius, asking them
to participate in the government investiture ceremony; visits to the neighbouring
countries were among the first events to be organized, after assuming the
mandate (Bangladesh, Nepal, Bhutan and again Nepal, at the level of the Minister
of Foreign Affairs and of the Prime Minister); the importance of the actions
taken by the governments of states in the Indian federation in order to improve
relations with India’s neighbouring states is acknowledged – at least de facto18.

The doctrine considered that the priorities of the Modi government
(economic growth and development) cannot be fulfilled without stability around
India’s borders and in its immediate (regional) vicinity; in addition, it was considered
that “a climate of instability on the borders” may prevent India from achieving
its role of regional and global player, from ensuring its relation with the West and
with East Asia19.

The relation with Pakistan is defined by this doctrine, in a rather controversial
manner (a dynamic approach, in process of improvement; or a bad approach; or
a complex approach, with both opportunities and challenges). Bilateral visits20
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were organized and paid, since they were required in order to build a “relation based
on trust between the two nations, as a prerequisite for any sort of meaningful
change in this relation” (according to Modi).

The “Act East Policy” Direction

The “Look East Policy” (from which the current strategic direction, “Act East
Policy”, derives) dates back to 1991, with the purpose of creating a partnership
withASEAN in 1995, followed by the adhesion to this regional forum, in 1996. The
experts consider that other forms of implementing this policy are the following:
the decision to support trans-regional cooperation, in forms such as BIMST-EC
in 1997 (Bangladesh, India, Myanmar, Sri Lanka, Thailand, Nepal and Bhutan);
the Kunming initiative (reuniting Bangladesh, China, India and Myanmar), in
1999, launched by theYunnan province, which was interested in creating economic
synergies with neighbouring regional areas21, or the first Indo-ASEAN Summit,
held in 2001.

The preoccupation of the Modi government (on the new “Act East Policy”
strategic direction) focused not only on the diplomatic part, concerning India’s
neighbours, but also on creating a regional role for India, in the global Asia-Pacific
policy (considering the strategic global role to be played by the Pacific Ocean for
the great powers, in the 21st century, India is interested in assuming an important
role in the Asia-Pacific area, in order to have access to the global power play).
Transforming the traditional “Look East” policy into an ambitious direction of
foreign policy (“Act East”)22 was a key-point in Modi’s political vision, ever since
before becoming Prime Minister. Acting on this diplomatic direction, Swaraj,
the Minister of Foreign Affairs, visited a series of countries such as Myanmar,
Singapore and Vietnam; she participated in the East Asia Summit, the Regional
ASEAN Forum, the India-ASEAN meetings of the Ministers of Foreign Affairs;
she also met with the Ministers of ForeignAffairs fromAustralia, Brunei, Indonesia,
Japan, New Zealand, South Korea, Thailand and Vietnam. Other visits (to China,
Australia) aimed at improving the relations required for India to become an active
player in the Asia-Pacific area, a key area for the entire global order of the 21st
century. To implement this policy, the Ministers from the federal states of India
were also encouraged to develop relations with the states in the region (ministers
of the Indian federal states West Bengal, Rajasthan and Tamil Nadu, being
encouraged to visit Singapore)23.

On the same diplomatic direction, Prime Minister Modi acted to strengthen
the relations with Australia, China and Japan, through a series of visits; he built
an excellent diplomatic relation with Prime Minister Shinzo Abe, up to the level
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of India stating that it “has a special relation with Japan”, which becomes a
source of investments and technology, know-how, modernization of the Indian
infrastructure, in terms of defence, as well as a strategic partner.

In addition, any step taken by India in the Asia-Pacific area must take into
consideration its relationship with China, the other Asian giant, in full economic
and political expansion. Modi had already visited China when he was Chief
Minister of the Indian state Gujarat, in order to attract Chinese investors to his
state. Commentators have described India’s relationship with China as a complex
one, based on both competition and cooperation. There are certain differences
between the two actors, as well as India’s concerns regarding the security, in the
context of China’s political rise, of China’s relations with Pakistan and of China’s
activities in the vicinity of India. At the same time, China has the same security
concerns, regarding the friendship relations of India with the Tibetan leaders,
regarding the military modernization planned by the Modi government, the
modernization of Indian infrastructure, as well as India’s developing relations with
countries seen by China as “newer and older allies of the US” (Japan, Australia,
Vietnam)24.

The Indian Diaspora Direction

The doctrine considers that “giving an impulse to the relation with the Indian
diaspora”, when establishing the diplomatic contacts of the Indian Prime
Minister and of other Indian officials in numerous countries on the visited
continents, is “a diplomatic achievement” of the Modi government’s policy,
acknowledging the role of the large Indian communities abroad, in “influencing
the domestic policy of certain countries”25.

A recent Indian official strategic document26 mentions that the security and
safety of Indian citizens in other countries are important, with the Indian
diaspora being the second largest diaspora in the world, with almost 28.5 million
Indians throughout 206 nations/territories. According to the official document,
this number includes approximately 11.5 million non-resident Indians (NRIs)
who are citizens of India and another 17 million people of Indian origin (PIOs)
who have maintained close relations with their country of origin. Most of the
people in these two categories of Indians live in coast states or in regions
affected by instability, which adds a dimension of national protection and
security of the people, as a response to India’s maritime challenges27.
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An Active Involvement in Multilateral Forums

At the end of the first half of his mandate, Prime Minister Narendra Modi had
already been engaged in dynamic activity in the media (presentation and support
of the strategic directions of his policy), with 61 interventions regarding his
foreign policy (interviews, speeches, press releases, dialogues and interaction
with the media, receptions etc.), only 14 of which took place in India; the rest took
place abroad.

Modi’s engagement (as a Prime Minister, as well as a policy-maker in the
field of India’s foreign policy) in the multilateral and regional forums was seen
as “unprecedented”, with Modi presenting India’s viewpoints and his view, in all
the important groups (SAARC/South Asian Association of Regional Cooperation,
Shanghai Organization, the UN, the South-East Asia Summit, the G20 Group,
BRICS, the India-Africa Summit, the India-Pacific Island Cooperation Forum
etc.)28. At the G-20 Summit in Antalya, Modi emphasized the importance of
regional trade partnerships (acknowledging, for example, the value of a regional
strategic agreement, such as TPP/Trans-Pacific Partnership), supporting the idea that
India’s engagement in regional trade is not in contradiction to its engagements
before OMC, concerning the international trade and its major role for India’s
foreign policy29.

In addition, we must also note the increasingly important role played by India
in a unique forum of partnership and negotiation with Brazil and South Africa
(IBSA Dialogue Forum, IBSA Summit), which is practically a recipe for a regular
assembly, formalized at the level of Ministers of Foreign Policy, a forum dedicated
to talks and cooperation among the largest democracies on the planet and to
consultancy in fields with regional and global subjects (reformation of the global
institutions of economic and political governance, terrorism, climate changes,
theWTO/Doha DevelopmentAgenda), which was held starting June 6th 2003 (in
Brazil, where the document known as the “Declaration of Brazil”30 was issued).
The forum also covers the issue of trilateral cooperation in concrete projects/
field (discussed in six Forums called “People to people”, in 14 work groups and
through “Focal Points”, which concern officials from the Ministries of Foreign
Policy in the three countries). We are discussing a participation of India in a
South-South type of cooperation, in which a specific approach of the South to
global issues is progressively formed, even with regard to regimes of global
governance (as this field ceased to be monopolized by the approach of the West
or North, regarding the global agenda).

India also asserts itself as a global actor in the emergent multipolar order of
the 21st century, by using the BRICS framework, the framework of the emergent
economies of the world. In one opinion, India’s status of global power (more and
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more visibly shaped as one of the pillars of foreign policy, of an India increasingly
aware of its importance and the role it can play in the global order of the 21st
century) is already asserted and acknowledged by other actors and, in addition, it
is one which progressively takes an institutionalized form)31. Using the increasingly
improved instruments of participation in the multilateral cooperation and
negotiation forums of the world as a traditional direction of its foreign policy,
India was quickly acknowledged as a global power. India created its own strategies
and viewpoints, according to its interests, in each of these multilateral forums,
also contributing to the creation or consolidation of certain major multilateral
regimes. It is considered that India does not have another option in order to be
able to influence global regimes (some in full process of formation, others in a
consolidation stage), rather than openly assume the status of global power, in this
order of emergent and existing powers.

Simply adhering to the sets of international regulations and multilateral
regimes, to institutions and forums of multilateral cooperation, already organized
on the basis of other powers’agenda, is no longer an objective of India’s foreign
policy, as compared to the perspectives ahead, at the beginning of this century:
according to the doctrine, India must focus on breaking the norms, on the
challenge faced by the present order or, in another alternative, it should focus on
creating new rules, new global regimes (climate changes, energy, cyber-security,
nutrition, oceans), in partnership with other powers, in order to creatively
influence the new global order. India’s hosting of the Sixth Summit in New
Delhi, in June 2013, to celebrate 10 years since the creation of this Forum32, is
also an expression of India’s increasing importance in multilateral forums, with
a key role to play in the global order of the 21st century.

Innovative and Positive Aspects of the Modi Doctrine

The foreign policy developed by Modi was seen by commentators as one in
which India prefers to use several diplomatic directions simultaneously, in order
to fulfil its objectives, engaging in cooperation with countries which are considered
rivals among themselves. Thus, India simultaneously develops distinct diplomatic
relations with Iran, as well as with Israel, inviting investors from these countries
on the Indian hospitable market; it cultivates traditional diplomatic relations with
Russia, which it does not question; while participating at the same time in various
American projects and strategic views or concluding weapon purchasing contracts
with the US.

At the beginning of the 21st century, India engages both in diplomatic
relations with the countries in ASEAN (transforming the traditional “Look East”
policy into the “Act East” ambitious trend)33, and is also preoccupied with
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improving its relations with Japan and China34. This type of foreign policy
implemented by India was regarded as a possibility to simultaneously cultivate
several diplomatic relations, focusing on earning the status of global power.

The policy towards Pakistan is also included in the diplomatic positions
assumed by the Modi doctrine, considered to have positive results. Thus, it is
considered that, during the Modi governance, Indian policy towards Pakistan has
becomemore courageous, visionary and capable of rendering concrete results, in the
medium and long run (it will force Pakistan to comewith a peace offer advantageous
for India)35. Thus, the policy implemented by the Modi government focuses on
surrounding Pakistan and isolating it among the neighbouring countries and
targeting its relation with its strategic partners, for the Indian state to no longer feel
threatened (by the presence of terrorist nuclei on the territory of Pakistan, with
particular interests in the Kashmir province, in India’s view). Through his numerous
visits abroad, through the offers of advantageous partnership made to these
partners, Modi attempted to reduce Pakistan’s political position of favourite
country, in relations with countries such as China, America, Afghanistan, the
entire Arab world – a position traditionally assumed by these countries.

Far from the minimizations faced during his numerous visits, a part of the
Indian doctrine considers thatModi has opened a new diplomatic line, as compared
to his predecessors, taking the initiative to change a status-quo disadvantageous
for India, regarding Pakistan.More precisely, the doctrine notes that the fast and
“spreading” actions taken by India regarding Pakistan, based on the Modi
doctrine, are meant to isolate Pakistan from its allies. Diplomatic events such as
the following must be construed from this perspective: Modi’s visit to the US;
his participation in the Paris conference on climate changes, where his speech
and vision were highly appreciated by the Obama administration; renewal of the
interest of the two countries in a bilateral nuclear agreement; cultivating diplomatic
and economic relations with China; Modi’s visit to Afghanistan and cultivating
diplomatic relations with this country; Modi’s visits to the Arab world, to the
United Arab Emirates (where commercial and terrorism-countering issues were
discussed); attracting Bangladesh in this Pakistan-containment policy; Modi’s
visits to countries which India considers to be part of the “Islamic world”, such
as Turkey, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan, envisaged by the
same concept of isolating Pakistan in the Islamic world.

Another good point which the doctrine considers that Modi has gained is that
of having simultaneous diplomatic relations, based on commercial cooperation
and partnerships with countries that do not get along well with each other (Israel
and the countries in the Muslim world)36. The doctrine could also see the
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following actions as “diplomatic lines” designed to diplomatically isolate Pakistan:
Modi’s visits to countries such as Brazil, Australia, Germany, Canada, the visits
to Myanmar and Bhutan; the offers of economic cooperation and investments in
India, made to countries such as the United States of America, Great Britain,
Turkey and others. A much more ambitious diplomatic policy is implemented,
exceeding the plain objective to isolate a key-country for India’s interests in the
region (Pakistan). An entire visionary diplomacy, focused on abandoning the
zero sum game and on the simultaneous engagement of several actors (which can
be in divergent relations with each other, but not with India), quickly takes shape.

At the end of 2015, Modi had already implemented a visionary diplomatic
strategy, paying visits to 28 states and receiving visits from chiefs of 12 states
(including the US, Germany, Afghanistan, Sri Lanka and Bhutan)37.

Another important achievement of Prime Minister Modi was the development
a personal friendship with President Obama, with other leaders from countries
considered “Occidental” or from the chain of Occidental alliances (with Angela
Merkel, with Shinzo Abe), as well as concluding an agreement of civil nuclear
cooperation with Australia. In its relations with Japan, Modi’s policy aims at the
performance of improving diplomatic relations from bilateral commercial and
economic relations, to a strategic partnership (based on the decision to
modernize the railway infrastructure, with the aid of Japanese investments in the
so-called “Bullet trains”)38.

Among other aspects considered innovative and positive in the strategy of
Modi’s global diplomacy39, the doctrine also enumerates the following:
organizing and hosting the largest diplomatic summit ever organized in India,
the African Summit, attended by numerous chiefs of states or governments from
Africa; discussing with the UN the possibility that UN considers including India
in the UN Security Council, as a permanent member; supporting the resolution
of the UNGA to declare June 21st the “International Yoga Day”; taking the
traditional cooperation and friendship relation with Russia to the level of a
“privileged and special strategic partnership”, for fields such as defence, nuclear
power, prospecting hydrocarbons, economy and trade40.

As noted in the doctrine, another innovative aspect of Modi’s doctrine41 is
that the Indian PrimeMinister repeatedly asserted the principle of “Asian Solidarity”
(in various Asian forums in which he participated, as well as during his visits to
Asian countries). This strategic and diplomatic principle envisages a continental
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security that is obtained at three levels: through extended regional economic
partnerships, through cyber-security architecture for the regionalASEAN Forum, as
well as by promoting the resolution of disputes with the aid of multilateral rules.

A Constructive Relation with China

In relation to China, seen by India as a new emergent superpower, Modi’s
foreign policy is defined by the experts as “nuanced” (on one hand, India develops
a dimension of economic cooperation and regional stability in relation to China;
on the other, India is preoccupied with developing a dimension of cooperation
with countries such as Japan and Australia, to support the American effort of
limiting China’s power inAsia)42. The dimension of economic cooperation between
India and China cannot be ignored and, according to the trend developed by
Modi, it will be progressively encouraged, in order to turn India intro a vast
consumption market for Chinese products and for large investments in China. At
the same time, this dimension is also used as a peaceful method to solve border
disputes (at the meetings with the Chinese homologues, India expressed its
concerns about China supplying Pakistan with funds, know-how, labour force,
in order to build infrastructure in the Kashmir province)43.

Concerning this framework-relation between the two Asian giants, there is a
relaxed, open diplomatic line of bilateral cooperation in clear fields (Chinese
investments worth millions of dollars in Indian railway infrastructure, commercial
relations), as well as a diplomatic line focused on methods to solve “border
disputes”, which is developed with certain difficulty. Thus, it is what analysts
called “a long territorial dispute”, marked by the moment of India’s defeat in the
border war against China, in 1962, following which a Line of Actual Control was
drawn, which currently serves as a de facto border, between the two actors44.
This diplomatic direction assumed by India, developed concerning the “border
disputes” with China, has reached a deadlock, because it has a definition of LAC
different from China’s; on a positive note, both actors have agreed to observe the
status quo, regarding the LAC.

India’s second diplomatic direction is generated by this actor’s concern regarding
China’s view on ascension and the manner in which this Asian giant considers
fit to act according to it in the region; this diplomatic direction results from the
manner in which India perceives the presence, the actions or the statements made
by China regarding this region (known as the “South China Sea” direction, as well
as the “China’s interests in South Asia” issue)45.
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China is seen by India as a competitor in the region, as a “challenge that India
must accept” and find diplomatic strategies meant to remove the danger of direct
conflicts, as well as identify the points of common cooperation. India noted with
concern the support provided by China to Pakistan, as China involved Pakistan
in a USD 46-billion worth project (in the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor
project), which crosses claimed by India; such Chinese initiatives in the vicinity
of Pakistan, through ample economic projects, are regarded by India as “blocks
on the path of direct cooperation” between the two regional giants.

In its relationship with China, India demands that the latter respects areas
considered to have “strong sensitivities” for India in its relation with its neighbours
(India’s relation with Pakistan enters this category, therefore any Chinese actions
towards this country is regarded by India as a barrier on the path of developing
bilateral China-India relations). Similarly, another area of blockage in the India-
China relation is India’s perception regarding China’s expansion in the South
China Sea, China’s claim to declare a surface of 3.5 million square kilometres,
including the Paracel and Spratley islands, “one of its historical areas” being
regarded as “unrealistic”46.

On the other hand, in its relation with India, China insists on the development
of aspects related to bilateral cooperation, as well as cooperation in regional and
multilateral organizations (both cooperating in organizations such as BRICS,
BASIC, G-20, forums where, for example, China and India announced that they
would found a BRICS Bank, together with Russia, South Africa and Brazil)47,
aspects which lead to the continued cooperation between these countries and the
maintenance of peace in the border area subjected to disputes.

As Chinese expert Liu Zongyi had the inspiration to declare, relations between
China and India can be defined, in terms of development potential of the diplomatic
relations, as follows: “Chinese-Indian relations include both cooperation and
competition. However, while cooperation has no limits, competition is limited”48.
This perception of the Chinese experts of the development perspectives in the
relations between the two Asian colossuses is that it is a promising one, not only
for the possibility that the two countries capitalize the results of the “win-win”
cooperation, but also for the stability of the entire continent. At the same time, it
is a visionary diplomatic perspective, without abandoning the decision to solve
border disputes peacefully (a key point on the agenda of the two powers); however,
this subject is not treated as being in complete opposition to or leading to an
insurmountable blockage in diplomatic relations between the two regional actors.
In other words, they do not allow the subject of the border disputes to become so
decisive that it can change the course of other diplomatic directions, which are
based on cooperation between the two countries.

In the spirit of Asian values which propose a peaceful approach, a “win-win”
form of cooperation, on the common perception of the actors involved that “they
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are part of a great family” (the Asian Community), the two regional emergent
powers strive to find methods of cooperation (on the two directions considered
a priority by both actors: regional stability and economic prosperity, countering
terrorism), instead of dichotomist approaches, of multiplying the methods of
cooperation, instead of reducing them, of emphasizing the positive aspects of
commercial cooperation and those common projects in which they are already
involved.

If the Modi government considers that objectives such as the economic
reform, an open market for the investors in building infrastructure and in the
manufacture sector are a priority, the cooperation with China can be improved
in these matters as well (with China becoming a supplier on the Indian market
of equipment, technology and know-how, for low prices; construction of
Chinese industrial parks; training railway workers; development and
modernization of the Indian railway system)49.

Pragmatism, Continuity and Better
Engagement, for the Relationship with the US

In the relationship with the US, India promised to implement a series of
reforms in the economic sector. During Modi’s mandate, Barack Obama was the
first US president invited as a chief guest, to celebrate the Day of the Republic,
on which occasion India and the US signed an ambitious document, which
follows the visionary path of the US regarding the “concept of US presence in
the two Oceans, Indian and Pacific”: Joint Strategic Vision for Asia-Pacific and
the Indian Ocean Region. According to this strategy, India would be a partner of
the US, in the process of ensuring maritime regional security and expanding its
commercial connections in the Asia-Pacific area. Other aspects regarding which
the two countries signed engagements or they manifested their interest in
cooperating closely are the following: defence, countering terrorism, internal
security, exchange of information and strengthening of the laws50.

The Modi government strived to continue the development of a deep,
constructive bilateral relation with the US and to develop the potential of this
diplomatic relation in order to fulfil the Indian objectives assumed (economic
growth, challenging an emergent China, need for power)51.

Conclusions

At the beginning of the 21st century, during the Modi administration, India
asserts its position as emergent power, focusing its foreign policy on strategic
objectives and directions, such as “the First Neighbours”, “Act East Policy”, the
Mausam Project/2014, dedicated to strengthening the cultural connections and
the cooperation with countries in the Indian Ocean Region (IOR), a consolidated
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cooperation with the ASEAN countries, creating a more dynamic strategic
partnership with other power centres (Russia, USA), a mutually advantageous
and open relation with China, at forums such as BRICS, the East Asia Summit
and many other forms of involvement in trans-regional cooperation projects.

Besides these objectives, in the process of increasing economic prosperity
and opening towards foreign investments, India has initiated and strengthened
diplomatic connections with a multitude of states, in all the regions of the globe,
particularly envisaging the economic and commercial aspects of cooperation
with these states. The strategic objective pursued especially during the Modi
administration, as of 2014, that of turning India into a real centre of global
power, able to shape and influence (by itself or in partnership with other centres
of regional and/or global power) regional political subsystems and even the
international political system (also subjected to the increasing pressure of
emergent powers, at the beginning of the 21st century, therefore a system in full
process of dynamic transformation) takes shape as a central objective of the
Indian foreign policy. Thus, this country becomes a credible actor, which will
become an important voice in the configuration of the 21st century global world.

In the context in which, when establishing their strategies to project power at
global level, the great centres of global powers take more and more into
consideration the regions of the Pacific Ocean and Indian Ocean, which become
key-areas; as a result, the importance of certain regional actors such as India
increases and they begin to form global objectives, derived from new strategic
paradigms, such as the paradigm of the “Asian Century” or the paradigm of the
“Pacific Century”.
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