
 

INDIA USA RELATIONS 

INTRODUCTION 

India–US partnership has charted an unprecedented trajectory despite the absence of either a free trade 

agreement or a formal security alliance treaty. 

Former Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee’s characterisation of India and the US as “natural allies " is often 

reiterated by a succession of officials to assert a convergence of values between the two old democracies— 

even before there was a unity in their interests. 

This is a very special relationship that stands the test of time and has enormous potential to shape the dynamics 

of 21st century global geopolitics. 

 

 
TRADE ISSUES 

INTRODUCTION 

Trump has remained acerbic and unhappy about India’s high duties, calling India the “tariff king” specially 

regarding the high duties on Harley Davidson motorcycles from the US and has been insisting on greater 

access to Indian markets for its various exports. 

“Why is it that Indian motorcycles are entering free in the US, when American motorcycles are forced to pay 

high duties in India?” 

US medical device industry too has been unhappy about the rise in duties on coronary stents and knee implant 

components. India imposed price caps on US made medical devices in 2017. This was done by the Modi 

government to make healthcare more affordable for the people. 

It wants access to Indian markets for US dairy products and a tariff reduction on information and 

communications technology products 

 
ANALYSIS 

 

There are trade issues between the US and India which have been hanging fire for some time, 

Unlike China, the US trade with India is quite balanced. Unless someone subscribes to the 18th century 

mercantilist view of international trade, the sort of imbalance that exists between the US and India is quite 

normal in this day and age of globalisation 

THE surpluses enjoyed by India have reduced in recent years because of a conscious effort to import more from 

the US. 

Over the last couple of years, apart from a spike in oil imports from the US, India has been ramping up imports 

of defence equipment is in itself indicative of the trajectory of India-US relationship, 

 

SAMIR SARAN - Every US President has his pet fetishes. Trade is Trump’s fetish and India needs to deal with it by 

taking a long term view 

 

Even as India has deepened its strategic relationship with the US, it has scrupulously avoided getting into a 

formal alliance arrangement. This strategy opened diplomatic space for India to play a balancing game 

between the US and China, and benefit from it. 



 

Impact of US withdrawal of GSP on India 

 

*The US has withdrawn its preferential treatment to Indian exports under the Generalized System of 

Preferences (GSP) that covered around 2,000 items valued at $6.3 billion. Granted to India and some other 

developing countries in 1976, GSP allowed some of their exports to have duty-free access into the US, thus allowing 

them to export more and develop faster. 

With higher duties, Indian exports will become more expensive and will lose their competitiveness vis-à-vis 

other developing countries’ exports to the US .EXAMPLE- SOUTH EAST ASIA, AFRICA 

US is India’s second most important export destination and its total goods exports amount to $58.9 billion. 

India’s trade surplus of $22.9 billion with the US is something Trump wants to see reduced. It is the same reason 

why he targeted China and is still not accepting a compromise solution which is going to be disastrous for world 

trade in the future. 

The US has also tweaked the H1B visa rules which are a set back for Indians applying for jobs in the IT industry in 

America. The rules have become stricter thereby limiting the number of people who may qualify in getting the 

visa. 

 

 

WAY FORWARD 

 

The bottom line is that the India-US relationship is far too valuable to be frittered away through pig-headedness 

on eminently resolvable trade issues. 

When there is someone such as Trump, writing his own ‘Art of the Trade Deals’. India and the United States can 

argue over soybeans while buying submarines. 

 

 

Easing the US-India divergence on data localisation 

INTRODUCTION 

The Reserve Bank of India’s (RBI) circular mandating the storage of all payment data of Indians in the country 

and allowing the central bank “unfettered access”. 

The circular particularly aimed at US-based companies such as Mastercard, Visa, American Express, PayPal, 

Facebook and Google, as they scrambled to comply 

 

Indian data rights vs. American IPR protectionism 

 

New Delhi has started to assert its right over its citizens’ data as India’s footprint on the Internet increases. 

These measures range from storing copies of specific data, local content production requirements, or imposing 

conditions on cross-border data transfers that act as a localisation mandate. 

This oversupply of policy prescriptions is leading to blurring of jurisdictions. For example, one of the reasons for 

insisting on localisation is security, but even if companies localise data , there is no framework to access this data 

by the local security apparatus. 

The US has been unhappy about the lax protection of intellectual property and patent rights in India and 

wants stricter enforcement of the IPR. It seeks for an improvement in data localisation norms and better e- 

commerce rules that do not discriminate in favour of local Indian e-commerce giants. 

 

INDIA'S APPROACH 

 

India’s policy thinking on the matter often begins with the idea: ‘data is the new oil.’ Data generated by 



 

Indians should be viewed as a natural resource that must be protected by the state through localisation. . Newer 



 

ideas of regulation must be thought of and that’s where Indian policy makers have not been accommodative. 

At the recently concluded G20 summit, India boycotted the Osaka Track on the digital economy as it felt that it 

would undermine multilateral consensus-based decisions on trade and deny policy space for digital 

industrialisation. The Osaka Track pushed hard for the creation of laws which would allow data flows between 

countries and the removal of data localisation. 

The tussle has now moved beyond the security angle with the United States enacting the Clarifying Lawful 

Overseas Use of Data (CLOUD) Act for security agencies to procure data stored in servers regardless of whether in 

the US or foreign soil.* American concern for the competitiveness of foreign nation’s local firms may seem like 

sardonic preaching. 

 

IMPACT ON FIRMS 

 

“When governments impose unnecessary barriers to cross-border data flows or discriminate against foreign 

digital services, local firms are often hurt the most, as they cannot take advantage of cross-border digital 

services that facilitate global competitiveness.” 

American trade establishment successfully addressed US’ belated concerns over absence of digital trade rules in 

case of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) with Canada and Mexico 

The Trump administration reportedly mulled capping the issuance of H1B visas to about 15 percent for any 

country that “does data localisation.” It bore ominous prospects for India’s $150 billion IT sector as 70 percent of 

the 85,000 H1B visas issued every year go to Indians. 
 

TRUMP MEDIATION ON KASHMIR 

INTRODUCTION 

Forgive him, Dear Lord, for he knows not what he says. 

President Donald Trump’s comments about Prime Minister Narendra Modi having asked him to mediate in 

Kashmir would be funny, were it not such a serious matter and a grave untruth. It is unconceivable to most minds 

that Modi would ask Trump to help commence talks with Pakistan, especially when the Pakistanis have been 

literally begging India to start the talks. 

Finally, there is also probably acceptance that Trump will be Trump and that India should discount some of 

Trump’s antics in the interest of the relationship. 

 

NO LOCUS STANDI 

 

India’s long-standing position has been that Kashmir is a bilateral issue that needs to be negotiated directly 

between India and Pakistan. India had always refused overt third-party involvement in the Kashmir dispute 

especially in terms of any mediation between India and Pakistan 

The problem in the Valley of Kashmir is not a freedom struggle. It is a jihad launched by the Pakistan Army. 

For years, it has been fought on ground rules laid by the jihadists at Pakistan’s behest because we did not have 

a consistent policy. 

This creates a false narrative because of political opportunism, vested local interests, dreamy eyed opinion- 

makers and irresponsible media. All these factors aggravate the problem. 

 

 

SUSHANT SHAREEN - For the Pakistan army, Kashmir is not the cause; it is an excuse to retain primacy. They will 

never be able to disband their jihadi corps without inviting blowback. 

 

Mere opposition to infidel India is thus martyrdom in the name of Islam. 

Let us not delude ourselves into assuming that if we can do a deal with Pakistan, the army will lose ground, 



 

democracy will flourish in Pakistan and we will have eternal peace. 
 



 

The pandemic and China are strengthening US-India relations, 

INTRODUCTION 

Concerns about China’s growing aggressiveness may be driving New Delhi and Washington closer together. 

Despite the COVID-19 pandemic, U.S.-India relations have shown signs of continued cooperation. 

 
STEPS TAKEN 

 

U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) together have earmarked about $500 million dollars in 

emergency health, humanitarian, and economic assistance. This is in addition to State Department funding to 

multilateral and non-governmental organizations (NGOs) actively providing assistance during the pandemic. 

Both countries have a stake in ensuring that they do not cede influence to China in the provision of pandemic 

relief, especially to smaller countries in the region. 

China’s missteps such as allowing the pandemic to spread, focusing more on shifting blame than 

investigating the origins of the virus, using pandemic aid for publicity, and engaging in assertive military 

behavior toward its smaller neighbors have helped but they only provide an opportunity, not a guarantee, for 

regional leadership. 

At the declaratory level, Washington could emphasize that ensuring a non-hegemonic Asia is a core American 

interest 

The United States has stepped up diplomatic consultations with Quad-plus because it includes South Korea, 

Vietnam and New Zealand in addition to the original Quad (United States, India, Australia and Japan). 

If COVID-19 cooperation and China’s behavior are helping to keep the momentum in U.S.-India relations, there 

are also some uncertainties 

 

 

Latest changes in U.S. immigration rules which could pose a challenge to the Indian expatriate community in 

the United States 

 

 

Towards an India–US consensus on counter terrorism cooperation 

INTRODUCTION 

The US is now India’s second-largest arms provider and the Indian armed forces conduct more joint exercises 

with the US military than with any other country in the world 

Just two decades ago, the scenario was almost diametrically opposite: in 1998, the US had suspended military 

exercises with India, on account of its nuclear programme. 

 

 

ANALYSIS 

 

Analysts often tend to adopt a realpolitik approach by overstating the relevance of China’s rise to the US’ policy 

shift towards India, which began at the turn of this century, 

Viewing India as a long-term “counterweight” to China’s rise, the USA administration began its strategic 

outreach, with actions such as reinstating military exercises with India against transnational terrorism . 

EXAMPLE - Joint Statement on the Inaugural India–US 2+2 Ministerial Dialogue ,Counter terrorism Tabletop 

Exercise (CT-TTX) for QUAD , 

US has long considered itself as a “norm revisionist, due to its hegemonic status as the globally preeminent 

economic and military power 



 

The Trump administration’s National Defence Strategy, 2018—the first in over a decade—announced “inter- 

state strategic competition, not terrorism,” as “the primary concern in U.S. national security Thus, the US’ 



 

global outlook is increasingly set to be informed by “great power competition,” as was the case with the National 

Security Strategy, 2017, vis-à-vis Russia and China. 

Exploring counterterrorism cooperation in the Indo-Pacific will ensure the US’ continued focus on counterterrorism 

and recognise its global interests of a “great power competition,” predominantly playing out in the Indo-Pacific 

region. 

The India–US counterterrorism cooperation has seen a symbolic convergence, anchored on the shared identities 

of being vibrant democracies and victims of terrorism 

 

AREAS OF CONCERN 

 

The lack of a policy congruence on Pakistan plays a central role in impeding India–US counter terrorism 

cooperation 

The India–US counter terrorism agenda must seek greater institutionalisation, instead of relying on Pakistan’s 

rising and falling relevance in American considerations regarding terror networks 

INDIA'S repeated articulation of concerns regarding LeT and JeM infiltration into Myanmar’s Rakhine 

province has so far failed to receive US support, as the focus has largely been on either the humanitarian crisis 

of the Rohingya Muslims or China’s rising influence and strategic investments in Myanmar. 

 

NOTE ( important) 

 

US often reshapes international normative frameworks to better align them with its own interests. For 

example, conventional wisdom on international law finds the 2001 US invasion of Afghanistan to be an act of 

“self-defence;” however, the war in Iraq cannot be similarly classified. IT IS continued influence of American 

exceptionalism in contemporary US foreign policy. 

Its sense of itself as the “chosen nation” and the leader of the liberal world order informs its tendency to view 

domestic terrorism struggles as having global ramifications 

 

NOTEWORTHY EVENTS 

 

AFTER Modi’s mid-2017 visit to the US, the US State Department designated Hizbul Mujahideen (HM) as a 

“foreign terrorist organisation” (FTO) 

Washington’s support in overseeing the addition of JeM leader Masood Azhar to the United Nations’ (UN) 

1267 ISIL and al-Qaeda Sanctions List. 

THE US expended considerable political capital on ensuring its designation as FTO , especially by coaxing China 

to lift its “hold” on the matter at the UN Security Council 

In June 2018 , India and the US seemingly came together to oversee Pakistan’s grey listing at the Financial 

Action Task Force (FATF) 

 

 

Last year, India’s National Investigation Agency (NIA) convened the first Counter Terrorism Tabletop Exercise 

(CT-TTX) for Quad member countries ,ensuring a “free and open Indo-Pacific, . 

THE CT-TTX helped “assess and validate CT response mechanisms in the light of emerging terrorist threats as 

well as to provide opportunities to share best practices and to explore areas for enhanced cooperation amongst 

participating countries. 

In the past, India has tried to model its counter terrorism apparatus on the American system. aftermath of the 

26/11 attacks in Mumbai, Formally referred to as the National Counter Terrorism Centre (NCTC), this body was 

modelled after the American variant by the same name' 
 

A new normal has now been set for India-US relations (TRUMP VISIT TO INDIA) 



 

INTRODUCTION 



 

India-US ties raised to the level of a “comprehensive global strategic partnership”. 

Security and defence ties got a boost, with the two deciding to work more closely on homeland security and 

combating global terrorism. 

 

TRUMP'S PRESIDENCY 

 

The Indo-Pacific remains a special focus, with the US president underlining the need to revitalize the 

Quadrilateral Security Dialogue initiative involving the US, India, Australia and Japan on counter-terrorism 

and maritime security. 

convergence has grown expanding the scope of its definition in line with India’s, to include the region from 

the west coast of India to the east coast of Africa. 

The two nations have similar concerns about China’s Belt and Road Initiative, push for greater collaboration on 

regional infrastructure projects, including the Blue Dot Network, with the aim of supporting projects which are 

“open and inclusive, transparent, economically viable, financially, environmentally and socially sustainable, 

and compliant with international standards, laws, and regulations”. 

India has become the fourth-largest export destination for US crude and the fifth-largest buyer of liquefied 

natural gas (LNG) from the US 

Pakistan is now a mere footnote in the larger tapestry of the India-US engagement, 

 

 

MODI said - “Relations between India and US aren’t just between two governments, but are people-centric 

and people-driven” and “these relations are very important for the most important relationship of the 21st 

century.” Modi and Trump have managed to give it a strategic coherence that was missing. 

TRUMP - “America loves India — America respects India — and Americans will always be true and loyal 

friends to the Indian people,” he said. 

 
RAKESH SOOD-- a relationship bereft of past baggage. 

 

Modi has managed the Trump phenomenon better than even some of America’s closest allies. The 

consequences of heightened US tensions with Iran have been managed, with India given time and space to 

diversify its energy supplies while receiving a waiver from US sanctions for the port project in Chabahar PORT 

In addition, Trump has often not adhered to the erstwhile Carter mantra – under which, past US administrations’ 

approach to India was dictated by an unstated commitment to not let inconsistencies on trade matters assume 

the fore. 

 

Agenda 2+2: US and India to holds foreign and defence ministerial dialogue 

 

India-US 2+2 ministerial dialogue replaced the India-US Strategic and Commercial dialogue between the two 

sides’ foreign and commerce ministers, which was initiated under Obama in 2015. 

The nature of US arms exports to India seems to have assumed a singular focus on exporting Mahanian 

thinking – towards the aim of “socialising” India into an active naval role in the Indian Ocean and the Indo- 

Pacific at-large 

To “support the foreign policy and national security of the United States by improving the security of a 

strategic regional partner. finalisation of the Industrial Security Annex (ISA) that “would support closer defence 

industry cooperation and collaboration. 

The bipartisan support for stronger US-India ties stands underpinned by the highly affluent Indian diaspora in the 

US and the shared commitment on liberal democratic values between the largest and the oldest democracies 

 

Third India-US 2+2 dialogue: Breaking the mould on post-war model of bilateral ties 



 

India to be one such partner with which the US has an emerging “organic and deeper partnership — not an 

alliance on the postwar model, but a fundamental alignment along shared security and geopolitical goals, 

shared interests, and shared values 

India and the US have identified to “diversify its [energy] import basket beyond the OPEC nations” and the 

Trump administration’s policies on “unleashing American energy dominance” through “new export 

opportunities” for energy producers 

 

role of foundational agreements 

 

Obama administration’s work on the Logistics Exchange Memorandum of Agreement (LEMOA), the 

Communications Compatibility and Security Agreement (COMCASA) was signed at the inaugural India-US 2+2 

dialogue .allowing both parties to benefit from each other’s logistics infrastructure, resources and consumables 

LEMOA, COMCASA and last year’s ISA cemented India’s buy-in to the described model of convergence-based 

institutionalisation with the US, and is set to go further with the signing of the final ‘Foundational Agreement’ 

– the Basic Exchange and Cooperation Agreement (BECA) for Geo-Spatial Cooperation at this week’s 2+2 

dialogue. 

The four Foundational Agreements serve as a framework for cooperation and interoperability between the US 

military and international partners such as India, 

LEMOA was signed in 2016, while 2018’s COMCASA enables secure communications between the forces and 

governs access to sensitive US communications equipment and encryption. 

Whereas, BECA will allow the US to share satellite and other surveillance data to improve Indian navigation 

and targeting capabilities. 

THE 2017 Doklam incident and the ongoing LAC stand-off. It is worth noting that while the USA was reported 

to have shared intelligence with India during the Doklam issue 
 

The undeniable potential of the India-US strategic partnership 

INTRODUCTION 

The contours of strategic partnership between India and the United States are founded on shared democratic 

political architecture – India being the largest democracy while US the oldest one. 

 

POTENTIALITIES 

 

The strong institutional affinity, deep-rooted democratic foundations, robust constitutional fabric in polity and 

decision process, vibrancy in cultural diversity fostering multiculturalism, shared belief in freedom of human 

rights, strong people-to-people ties, and non-interventional business and economic framework with the spirit 

of globalization and competition are hallmarks that bring the two countries closer to each other. 

Greater engaged cooperation is generally observed both in bilateral framework and in multilateral fora such as 

UN Security Council, G-20, Quad, JAI (Japan-America-India) alliance, Financial Action Task Force (FATF) 

, formation of 2 Plus 2 Dialogue in acquiring shared commitment in dealing with the menace of strategic security 

issues of mutual interests 

Enhanced cooperation in maintaining peace and stability especially in the Indian Ocean Region and Indo- 

Pacific in the context of growing Chinese aspirations for establishing hegemony and altering power balance in 

this vital area of global maritime trade. 

The India Ocean region is crucial as nearly half of global commercial sea-vessels and two-thirds global oil 

trade pass through these sea lines 

INDIA AND USA are aware of the potential strategic threats arising out of complex geopolitical dimensions in 

the greater Indian Ocean region, sensitivity of Persian Gulf region included 

With the US recently designating India as “Major Defence Partner,” a status unique to India, new vistas have 

opened for elevated Indo-US cooperation impacting power balance in the region and neutralizing shared security 



 

threats 

The government of Prime Minister Narendra Modi has effectively moved India from its historical fixation with 

‘strategic autonomy’—a ghost of its nonaligned past, to ‘strategic alignment’. The government has redefined 



 

autonomy “as an objective that is attainable through strengthened partnerships instead of avoiding 

partnerships.” 

Furthermore, the Defence Technology and Trade Initiative (DTTI) assumed the core of Indo-US defence trade 

relations. DTTI has effectively moved New Delhi and Washington from a traditional “buyer-seller” dynamic to 

one of co- production and co-development; 

India in 2018 also became just the third Asian country to receive clearance on purchasing licence-free space and 

defence technology under the Strategic Trade Authorisation-I. 

India has managed to find a central place in the Trump administration’s strategic worldview as outlined in the 

National Security Strategy and National Defense Strategy , to make India more integral to Asian balance of 

power as outlined in the US Indo-Pacific strategy as well as in an attempt to reshape the contours of America’s 

South Asia strategy, which acknowledges India’s centrality in the future of Afghanistan while recognizing 

Pakistan as the source of the problem. 

 

INDIAN INTERESTS 

 

It will be in India’s economic and strategic interests to align with the US and the Western world which will 

remain together despite the fissures under Trump. 

India needs investments, technology, a manufacturing ecosystem to employ millions of its young population 

and improve its living standards. 

It requires advanced weapons and technologies for its military. India is ambitious and wants to be a great 

power and the US and the Western world recognise this and are willing to partner India. 

In many ways, India is already “aligned” with the US. Many adjectives are used to describe the “global strategic 

partnership” between the two countries — natural allies, indispensable allies, defining partnership of the 21st 

century and so on. 

The, US along with France, are India’s principle backers in the UN Security Council and also support its 

membership in it. The Quad of India, US, Japan and Australia is also slowly institutionalising the multilateral 

partnership that is committed to an open, secure, inclusive and prosperous Indo-Pacific region in response to 

China’s expansionist policies. 

 

 

challenges in relationship 

 

Trump’s ‘America First’ outlook magnifies the susceptibility of the bilateral dynamic to transactionalism 

Trump administration’s withdrawl of Generalised System of Preferences (GSP) status for India as trade talks to 

address the bilateral trade deficit continue to stall. 

one analyst recently pointed out, going forward “compartmentalisation could be key” to ensure developments 

on the strategic front do not get eclipsed by inconsistencies on trade matters. 

In continuing to “overcome the hesitations of history —as Modi told the US Congress in 2016—it would be 

imperative to seek further institutionalisation of this “natural alliance” at bureaucratic, legislative, military, and 

even public- private partnership levels. 

 

Iran sanctions in the context of Indian oil imports 

 

In November 2017 , the Trump administration announced it would be imposing new sanctions on countries 

importing oil from Iran. India was one of the largest importers of Iranian oil. So, naturally it was a target. At the 

time it issued 6-month waivers to several partner nations to give them time to wean off Iranian imports. 

when that 6-month period was up usa decided not to extend those waivers to any country, including India, at the 

time of India’s election. 

 

CAATSA sanctions and India’s defence imports from Russia 



 

In July 2017, the US Congress passed this CAATSA legislation. They also in effect wanted to tie the 

administration’s hand and force it to take a tougher posture toward Russia. They essentially said any entity 

engaging in a significant transaction with Russia’s defence or intelligence sector would be subject to a series of 

sanctions and it listed roughly 10 possible sanctions and said you have to pick five should you find anyone doing 

business with Russia. 

This was obviously a problem for India which still imports the majority of its defence hardware from 

Russia. notably to include the S400 air defence system and there has been a great deal of discussion on whether that 

will eventually trigger CAATSA sanctions 

US President Donald Trump suggested that India would soon “find out” if the punitive sanctions apply over the 

Russian deal as the State Department argues such deals are “not helpful” and the US is reviewing them “very 

carefully.” 

 

“Sanctions are better than war” 

american think tank 

when North Korea sinks a South Korean Corvette unprovoked, for no reason, there should be consequences 

and sanctions should be a tool. I think when Pakistan supports and fosters Islamic militant groups to conduct 

terror attacks in other countries, it should be subject to sanctions so Sanctions are better than war. 

 

DISPUTE OVER CHAGOS ARCHIPELAGO 

 

The tug-of-war between the United Kingdom and Mauritius over Chagos archipelago – and the US military 

base on Diego Garcia – is hotting up. 

A non binding decision from the International Court of Justice that supported Mauritius’s claim to the Chagos. 

London has so far stoutly resisted calls to hand over the islands. 

Both Britain and the United States expect help from India on Chagos. Instead India voted in favour of 

Mauritius, with the Indian representation stating unequivocal support for “all peoples striving for decolonisation” 

A second reason that New Delhi has not supported the US over Diego Garcia is the constrained nature of India-US 

military cooperation in the Western Indian Ocean, a space where Indian and US strategic objectives do not 

properly align. 

In particular, New Delhi does not support US naval operations in the Persian Gulf intended at coercing Iran. 

With growing maritime interests in the Middle East, India is keen to improve naval ties with all regional 

capitals, including Tehran. 

 

Managing the AfPak challenge in US-India relations 

 

New Delhi and Washington understand each other’s compulsions in AfPak ( AFGHANISTAN PAKISTAN) 

After almost two decades of fighting to keep the Taliban out, Washington is understandably exhausted. There 

is little hope that that the United States can win the war and even lesser hope that it can strengthen Afghan 

government forces sufficiently that they can contain the Taliban without American assistance. So, the choice the 

United States faces is to stay on for the foreseeable future or try and cut a deal with the Taliban to withdraw 

with a modicum of grace. 

United States can unlikely withdraw from Afghanistan without Pakistan’s support and cooperation. Though 

the Taliban in Afghanistan is a diverse and a somewhat less than unified force, it does appear clear that 

Pakistan has sufficient control over them to ensure that no negotiations can take place without the good 

offices of Islamabad. Trump has been critical of Pakistani behavior in the past, and Washington in general, is well 

aware of the history of Pakistani duplicity. 

Moreover, the Taliban’s commitments that they will not allow Afghanistan to be used for terrorist activities 

against the United States and the West is a laughable proposition 

 



 
 



 

India-US relationship is built on the compact that alignment doesn’t require loss of strategic autonomy 

INTRODUCTION 

S. Jaishankar defines India’s place in the new world- "He explained how India sees the world — 

 

"a fluid array of multiple poles where convergence is possible but not congruence, where frenemies abound 

and where it’s natural to engage with the US, China and Russia all at the same time." 

  The west needs India for its market, human resources and burden sharing while India needs the west for its 

growth 

 

S. Jaishankar encouraged his audiences to see and understand the “new India,” one that has emerged after 

seven decades of democracy and socio‒economic changes, one that they are reluctant to be recognised. This 

new India is a different being, one that lives in second tier cities, and speaks and feels differently. 

 

 

Jaishankar said that it was “difficult to foresee a return to a bipolar world” because “the landscape has 

changed irreversibly.” The world is increasingly multipolar and as old alliances dilute, ad hoc groupings will 

emerge as countries find common cause on particular issues 

 

 

Jaishankar also noted the “deep and broad convergences” between India and the US and the need to take “a 

very integrated view” of various issues – trade, energy, defence, investment concerns and people-to-people 

contacts. 

 

compactness of relationship 

 

the foundations of the India-US relationship have been built on a compact. The United States has been able to 

draw India away from its non-alignment past by essentially promising that alignment with the US doesn’t require a 

loss of strategic autonomy, you can still continue making independent decisions even as you move closer to 

the United States. 

You won’t be dragged into US conflicts, you won’t be used as a pawn, you won’t be following American 

dictates. 
 

What lies ahead for India-US cooperation in the Indo-Pacific? (important) 

introduction 

 

TRUMP'S foreign policy emerged particularly with respect to preceding President Barack Obama’s ‘Pivot’, 

later renamed ‘Rebalance’, to the Asia-Pacific—where the US aimed to assert itself as a Pacific power and 

consolidate America’s defense, diplomatic, and economic ties in the region. 

 
EVENTS AND ANALYSIS 

 

US Department of Defence’s recently released (at the Shangri-La Dialogue ‘Indo-Pacific Strategy Report.’ This 

report outlines the US’ future course of actions and its Indo-Pacific strategy. , categorises India as a vital partner 

of the US in the Indian Ocean region (IOR) and in South Asia given the growing Chinese advances and 

footprints in the IOR. 



 

Pompeo said, “it’s only natural that the world’s most populous democracy should partner with the world’s 

oldest democracy to maintain our shared vision throughout the Indo-Pacific.” 



 

THE recent US Department of Defense Indo-Pacific Strategy Report underscores the cruciality of the United 

States “building new and stronger bonds with nations that share our values across the region, from India to 

Samoa.” 

 

GROWING ASSERTIVENESS OF CHINA 

 

There have been reports of an expansion of the PLA base in Djibouti, greater Chinese naval operations in the 

Western Indian Ocean, growing Chinese intelligence and survey ships in the Andaman Seas and, perhaps, the 

beginnings of a Chinese military presence in the Pakistani port of Gwadar. 

Some say that China’s well-known salami slicing strategy is increasingly at play in South Asia. 

 

STEPS TAKEN BY USA 

 

TRUMP's maiden NSS (National security stategy) noted: “a geopolitical competition between free and 

repressive visions of world order is taking place in the Indo-Pacific region 

Meanwhile, the US State Department’s ‘A Free And Open Indo-Pacific — Advancing a Shared Vision’ report, 

echoed the Obama administration’s idea of the US being “a Pacific power”, and expanded on the normative aims 

of the strategy: “The U.S. vision for the Indo-Pacific excludes no nation. We do not ask countries to choose 

between one partner or another. 

Instead, we ask that they uphold the core principles of the regional order at a time when these principles are under 

renewed threat. 

Trump administration’s economic vision for the region as being aimed to “equip states to resist coercive 

economic practices, unsustainable debt burdens, and other dangers. 

 

 

On this aspect, the Trump administration’s record has been more constructive than expected. For instance, the 

administration has built on the predecessor administration’s rapprochement with Vietnam. Trump has already 

visited the country twice, and Vietnamese Prime Minister Nguyen Xuan Phuc was the first Southeast Asian leader in 

the Trump era to be invited to the White House 

Trump administration not only reaffirmed US commitment to defending Japan under the 1960 US-Japan 

Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security, but also announced that the disputed Senkaku islands fall under the 

treaty’s purview 

Most importantly, the Trump administration’s normative aim of “a Free and Open Indo-Pacific” had been 

inspired by Abe’s long-standing advocacy of a rules-based regional order, and thus was indicative of the 

resilience of the US’ alliance with Japan. 

Meanwhile, the Trump administration renewed (until 2035) the 1990 Memorandum of Understanding 

Regarding United States Use of Facilities in Singapore — a landmark agreement that has “underpinned 

America’s security presence in the region for almost 30 years. Further, in approving the sale of the F-35 for 

Singapore, the Trump administration has made it only the 12th country permitted to purchase the advanced-stealth 

fighter jet from the US.[77] 

ASEAN- In 2019, it released the ‘ASEAN Outlook on the Indo-Pacific’, in which it adopted the American 

nomenclature of the ‘Indo-Pacific’; declared its centrality to the strategic construct; and pressed for cooperation 

in the maritime domain, all mostly in line with the Trump administration’s vision for a rules-based order. 

At the 2018 APEC summit for instance, Vice President Pence said, “We don’t drown our partners in a sea of debt. 

We don’t coerce, corrupt or compromise your independence. 

Similarly, with his policy of “unleashing American energy dominance” via tapping into “new export 

opportunities” for US energy producers, Trump has focused on the Indo-Pacific. 

With nearly a third of energy exports (worth US$ 50 billion) already bound for the region, the Asia Enhancing 

Development and Growth through Energy initiative aims to “grow sustainable and secure energy markets 

throughout the Indo-Pacific. 

 

 



 

In formalising the scope of the Indo-Pacific’s purview, Trump has interlinked the destinies of the Indian and 

Pacific oceans. For one, his administration early on renamed the Hawaii-based US Pacific Command (USPACOM) 



 

to the US Indo-Pacific Command 

Notably, this accorded policy heft to US security policy’s long-standing conception of India being a prospective 

balancer to China. 

 

CONVERSION OF INTERESTS 

 

The two countries have a similar vision on the principles and values of a Free and Open Indo-Pacific (FOIP). 

India and the US champion for a FOIP “in which all nations, large and small, are secure in their sovereignty and 

able to pursue economic growth consistent with accepted international rules, norms, and principles of fair 

competition; there is peaceful resolution of disputes; adherence to international law including the freedom of 

navigation and overflight.” 

There is a common concern about a rising China which is using its “military modernisation, influence 

operations, and predatory economics to coerce other nations” and hence impacting the security and stability in 

the region. 

 

DIVERGENCE OF APPROACH 

 

But, there is a difference in the strategy of the two countries when it comes to dealing with the challenges being faced 

by the region, especially China 

India sees the Chinese rise as a challenge, but as PM Modi’s 2018 Shangri-La Dialogue keynote speech 

reflected, India has taken a more subtle attitude towards China and a diplomatic stance in pointing out the 

“China threat” in global platforms — “India has as many layers as our relations with China 

India’s Indo-Pacific vision and policy has been to mainly engage with other players in the diplomatic, economic, 

connectivity and defence (naval exchanges and exercises, capacity building, maritime domain awareness) realms. 

The Indo-Pacific region “is not seen as a strategy or a club of limited members.” 

 

 

US does recognise that India may have a different strategy of dealing with China — “it is different to deal with 

the likes of China from across the ocean than when it is on your border.” 

 

 

the Indo-Pacific encompasses not only the nations that fall within this geographical ambit, but also countries 

which have a stake in it. 

The US Indo-Pacific strategy too involves diplomatic initiatives, governance capacity building, economic 

cooperation and commercial advocacy, and military cooperation, but there is a difference in how the US 

wishes to engage with like-minded countries in these above mentioned aspects 

 

 

Three methods or means have been proposed in the US Indo-Pacific Strategy Report for engaging its partners 

in the above mentioned domains — preparedness; partnerships; and the promotion of a networked region. 

The aspect of ‘promotion of a networked region’ is very much in line with India’s vision whereby the US is also 

looking to strengthen the alliances and partnerships ‘in a networked security architecture’ to uphold the 

international rules based order. But the aspect of ‘preparedness’ entail employing deterrence through a Joint 

Force and the US combat credible forces along with its allies and partners will be forward deployed in the 

region to “win any conflict from its onset.” 

By ‘partnerships’ is meant “unique network of allies and partners is a force multiplier to achieve peace, 

deterrence and interoperable warfighting capability.” 

 
WAY FORWARD 



 

Nonetheless both the countries as mentioned above do agree in principle when it comes to what a ‘Free and 

Open Indo-Pacific’ should look to achieve 

The US through its BUILD Act and other economic initiatives like US-ASEAN Smart Cities Partnership, the Indo- 

Pacific Transparency Initiative is engulfing cooperation with the other countries of the region 

Another area which needs to be looked into for strengthening cooperation in the Indo-Pacific is investing for 

boosting connectivity in the region. There are many ongoing connectivity initiatives in the region like the 

Masterplan on ASEAN Connectivity 2025 where both the countries can work together considering ASEAN 

Centrality is supported by both US and India. 

US can also invest in the India and Japan proposed Asia-Africa Growth Corridor connectivity initiative. There 

can be talks to look into cooperating in the maritime domain as well — on blue economy, maritime domain 

awareness (information sharing, surveillance and reconnaissance support, ship rider agreements). 

Building close ties with the US because of China’s rise is an item of faith today. So is the belief that China is 

preventing India from assuming its rightful status as the primary South Asian power. 
 

New Delhi loves Washington, but Washington only likes New Delhi- HOW US FOREIGN POLICY WORKS 

 

Another India watcher is quick to concur and says that “India is just one part of the United States’ foreign policy 

outlook”. 

As Harvard academic Stephen Walt latest book, The Hell of Good Intentions, --"the United States has long 

followed a path of liberal hegemony." 

That is spreading what Washington sees as key economic and political freedoms across the globe. And Washington 

is too preoccupied with its several political and economic interests that are more pressing in less stable parts 

of the world. 

A former State Department officer said “at State, we always said if the US is not thinking about you, then 

you’re doing something good. The less we think about you, the less we have to worry about you” The thinking 

is born amidst the lengthening shadow of China’s rise, digital transformation of industrialisation and the global 

economy, and America’s increasing self-doubt over the continued dominance of its global position and the 

resilience of the world order it has shaped between the fall of the Berlin Wall and the rise of the Great Wall of 

China. 

India, it appears, is caught in the headwinds of America’s geopolitical and geoeconomic reorientation India’s 

long-term prerogative and cannot be held hostage to America’s short-term impulses. 

The friction in both the economic and defence sectors is a product of faulty ‘big picture’ thinking about the 

India-US bilateral relationship. 

In the post-War period, America’s partners have all been dwarfed by its economic might and military 

capability. 

 

 

Winston Churchill to justify that “the US-led world order is the worst form of world order, except all those other forms 

that have been tried.” 

 

Indian policymakers have allowed ‘strategic ambiguity’ to guide foreign policy choices. In a rapidly 

fluctuating world order, this is bound to end in disaster 

The second faulty premise is strategic. The US is overestimating its long-term ability to dictate India’s 

relationship with its partners—especially Iran and Russia. 

When Washington has maintained promiscuous defence relationships with several partners in West Asia and the 

extended Middle East, including with Pakistan, why expect India to act differently? India will maintain multiple 

defence and strategic partnerships based on its national security requirements. 

what approach he would adopt to China: confrontation, competition, cooperation, or confusion. This matter was 

particularly important because it would have had implications for the wider region and the world at large 

 



 

Transforming Quad – Trump’s bet on India 



 

INTRODUCTION 

 

Starting from Quadrilateral Security Dialogue’s initial pitch in 2007, its subsequent lull and subsequent revival 

as Quad 2.0, the anticipation over the mini-lateral grouping has come a full circle. 

Given China’s recent assertiveness during the coronavirus pandemic, conversations over the Quad biting the 

bullet on confronting Chinese assertiveness have reemerged. 

 
PROSPECTS 

 

The great unraveling ushered by the COVID-19 pandemic, along with Beijing’s growing assertiveness on 

multiple global fronts like the standoff between India and China, have proven to be an inflection point for a 

restructuring of the US outlook in the Asia-Pacific and by inference even for the Quad. 

Restoring balance in the Indo-Pacific is imperative to the Quad’s broader goals for the region. The potential 

inclusion of Australia in the Malabar naval exercise – a trilateral exercise between the US, Japan and India – 

would see the completion of the militarisation loop, 

While the idea of the Quad 2.0 emerged in the 2017 ministerial-level meeting of the Quad countries, Quad members 

had already found increased convergences and reasons to cooperate with other nations of the Indo-Pacific through a 

Quad Plus mechanism as well. 

Under Trump, the US has upped the ante by increasing the number of Freedom of Navigation Operations 

(FONOPS) in the South China Sea to an unprecedented high. While the other Quad members are still 

circumspect, the Trump administration has decided to take China head-on through a two-pronged approach. 

First, by championing the cause of a free and open Indo-Pacific and second, by a confrontationist approach 

that rejects all claims of China to “offshore resources across most of the South China Sea” as “completely 

unlawful”. 

The past decade has witnessed immense debate on the nature of great power relations India should have in 

light of its great power ambitions and amidst shifting power balance engendered by the rise of China. In many 

ways, the Quad has promised to be the experimental platform for the US’ reengagement with Asia; both by 

shaping the contours of US Indo-Pacific strategy, 

With the US’ embrace of India as an Indo-Pacific power, Trump’s decision to make India a Major Defense 

Partner and the elevation of bilateral ties to a “comprehensive global strategic partnership” have all created 

ample space for vertical expansion of US-India ties. 

 

 

Indian External Affairs Minister S. Jaishankar’s assertion that the US needs to learn to work with a more 

multipolar world and “go beyond” alliances. 

 

 

 

What binds India and the US? 

 

What Friedrich Nietzsche famously proclaimed about God in the age of the enlightenment, international 

relations scholars recently concluded about the liberal global order. 

Some said the United States killed it by abandoning the global leadership position it enjoyed since World War 

II. They forewarned of a “descent into the chaos of a world without effective institutions that encourage and 

organize cooperation.” Others deemed the demise the inevitable outcome of China and Russia’s rise 

Still others pointed out that the so-called liberal global order was neither entirely liberal nor particularly 

orderly. Change need not be for the worse. 

United States wants to maintain global supremacy and keep China from expanding its influence. India wants 

to become a great power. Each needs the other to achieve – or at least not to impede – these ambitions. 

India and the United States, therefore, need to cooperate. But, effective and enduring cooperation would require 

more than arms sales and security summits. It would require both countries to maintain and strengthen their 



 

democracies. 



 

Bharat Karnad argues that it would take policy elites aggressively harnessing the country’s economic and 

military potential. 

 

Aparna Pande points to the need first to tackle a multitude of deep societal, political, and economic problems. 

 

This is more about taking on the 1,000 pound gorilla named China, again, not militarily, but on issues like 

technology, connectivity, development of infrastructure and so on. 

And this is to be done through coalition-making, with the US leading and countries like Japan, Australia, 

Singapore, and increasingly the European Union, playing their role. 
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