India and the 'New West'

Strategic Recalibration in a Fragmented Transatlantic Order

APSCCCE | GSPaperlV | India'sForeignPolicy

Section 01 Key Terms and Explanations

Before engaging with the strategic complexity this topic presents, it is important to anchor the discussion
in clear conceptual vocabulary. These terms recur across UPSC GS Paper I, Essay, and International
Relations questions and must be understood both independently and in their inter-relationship.

A. The 'New West'

* The classical "West' referred to a consolidated bloc of liberal democracies — primarily the United
States and Western Europe — bound by shared values (individual liberty, free markets, rule of
law), a common security framework (NATO), and institutional architecture (World Bank, IMF,
GATT/WTO). This was the 'operational West' that dominated global governance after 1945.

» The 'New West' is not a formal institution or alliance but a conceptual shift — it describes the
fragmented, contested, and increasingly fluid nature of Western identity and unity. Internal
divergences over trade, burden-sharing, migration, values, and strategic priorities have eroded
the older cohesion.

» Example for students: If the classical West was a joint family with a shared kitchen and common
rules, the New West is a housing society where each flat has its own kitchen but shares a gate —
coordination persists, but alignment has weakened significantly.

B. Strategic Autonomy

« Strategic autonomyrefers to a state's capacity to independently formulate and execute foreign
and security policywithout being structurally dependent on any single external actor or alliance. It
does not mean isolation — rather, it means calibrated engagement without entangling
commitment.

* India has historically practised strategic autonomy through non-alignment during the Cold War
and through its multi-vector engagement policy in the post-Cold War period — cultivating ties
simultaneously with the US, Russia, Europe, the Gulf, ASEAN, and Africa.

* For Europe, 'strategic autonomy' has emerged more recently as a post-Trump doctrine —
European leaders, particularly from France, argue that Europe must develop independent
defence manufacturing, intelligence, and diplomatic capacity rather than perpetually relying on
American security guarantees.
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. Transatlantic Alliance

» The transatlantic alliance is the security and political partnership between the United States and
Western Europe, institutionalised primarily through NATO (founded 1949) and supplemented by
the G7, OECD, and various bilateral frameworks. Its foundational logic was collective defence
against Soviet expansionism.

» Post-Cold War, the alliance continued, but its rationale shifted — from territorial defence to
counter-terrorism, power projection, and values-based solidarity. The Trump era (both terms)
exposed deep fissures: burden-sharing disputes, differing threat perceptions, and divergent
economic interests.

. De-Risking vs. Decoupling

» Decoupling — a moreaggressive US-favoured approach — means systematically severing
economic and technologicalties with China across sectors. It carries high disruption costs.

o De-risking — Europe'spreferred formulation — means reducing dependencies in critical and
strategic sectors (semiconductors, rare earths, military technology) while maintaining broader
economic engagementwithChina. Europe fears full decoupling would harm its export-dependent
economies.

* This distinction mattersforindia: both create openings for India as an alternative manufacturing
hub, technology partner,anddiplomatic interlocutor — but the nature of the opportunity differs
depending on which pathprevails.

. Multipolar World / Multipolarity

» Multipolarity describesaglobalorder in which power is distributed across multiple poles — the
US, China, the EU, Russia, India,and potentially others — rather than concentrated in one
(unipolarity) or two (bipolarity)dominant actors.

* The erosion of transatlantic cohesion accelerates multipolarity because it reduces the effective
weight of the Western bloc asasingle actor in global bargaining. India, positioned as a rising
power with significant economic,demographic, and civilisational capital, is seen as a natural
beneficiary of multipolar restructuring.

. Burden-Sharing in NATO

 NATO members areexpected to spend at least 2% of their GDP on defence. Most European
members have historicallyfallen below this threshold, relying on American security guarantees.
The US has repeatedly —and increasingly bluntly under Trump — demanded that Europeans
pay their fair share.

. European defence spending has risen since Russia's 2022 invasion of Ukraine, but the structural
dependency on US military platforms, logistics, and intelligence assets persists. This creates
friction and, simultaneously, political space for a more independent European security posture.

UPSC Mnemonic for Key Terms: 'SMART-DB" — Strategic Autonomy, Multipolarity, Alliance
(Transatlantic), De-risking, Trade Transactionalism, Burden-sharing. Each term connects to
GS-II International Relations syllabus points and should be deployable in essay introductions
and IR answers.
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Section 02 Main Arguments and Substantive Parts

The central analytical framework here operates on a two-level logic: first, documenting the structural
transformation of the Western alliance from a cohesive bloc to a contested and fragmented
configuration; and second, examining what this transformation means strategically for India. Both
levels deserve careful unpacking.

A. Core Thesis

* The Westasaunified political-normative-economic construct is undergoing irreversible structural
fragmentation.This is not merely a cyclical disagreement between allies — it reflects deeper
divergencesinvalues, strategic priorities, and economic models that cannot be easily patched by
summitry orrhetoric.

* For India, thisfragmentation introduces both complexity and opportunity. Complexity because
India now navigates not one coherent Western interlocutor but multiple competing Western poles
with potentiallycontradictory expectations. Opportunity because India's strategic weight
increases asboth the US and Europe independently seek to engage New Delhi on their own
terms.

B. Argument 1 — The Internal Erosion of Western Cohesion

* The Western alliance was never as monolithic as its institutionalarchitecture suggested — the
US and Europe disagreed repeatedly on Iraq (2003), trade policy,climate change, and the
conduct of NATO operations. However, these disagreementswerehistorically managed within a
framework of shared values and complementary interests.

» The 2008 global financial crisis was a structural inflection point—itexposed the limits of
Washington Consensus economics, empowered populist counter-narratives in Europe and the
US, and demonstrated that economic interdependence couldproduce vulnerability as much as
stability.

» The Trump presidency (both terms) represented somethingqualitatively different — the US itself
began questioning the value of alliance commitments, treatingalliances through a transactional
lens (what does the US get?) rather than a values-solidaritylens(what do we collectively
defend?). Tariff threats against European goods, critical statementsabout NATO's utility, and
warming toward adversarial actors all signalled a departurefrompost-war American foreign
policy tradition.

* Europe's response has been accelerating strategic diversification—increasing defence
spending, deepening intra-EU security coordination, pursuingindependent trade and technology
agreements, and developing the vocabulary of 'European strategicautonomy.'

C. Argument 2 — India's Strategic Position in the New Configuration

» India has consistently refused to subordinate its foreign policy to anysinglepower's preferences —
this principle, rooted in Nehruvian non-alignment and evolved throughtheLook East/Act East
policy, QUAD participation, and strategic partnerships with both theUSandRussia simultaneously,
positions India uniquely in a fracturing order.

* Both the US and Europe now view India as a trusted partner — buttheirtrustis built on different
logics. The US values India primarily through the lens of Indo-Pacificsecurityarchitecture and
technology supply chain diversification (reducing China dependency).Europevalues India as an
economic partner, a democratic governance exemplar, and a voicefortheGlobal South.

A
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* India can, if it manages this strategically, leverage both tracks simultaneously — extracting

technology transfers, defence cooperation, trade benefits, and multilateral reform commitments
— without being structurally tied to either.

D. Argument3—TheTransatlanticAlliance'sStructuralShift

The transatlantic relationship is moving from 'presumed cohesion'— sustained by Cold War
solidarity and inherited assumptions — to 'negotiated cohesion'where every element of the
partnership must be actively renegotiated based on current interests.

This is not merely a transient Trump effect — even under Biden,friction on trade, technology
regulation, digital economy governance, and China policy persisted. The structural causes
(divergent economic models, different threat perception hierarchies, domestic political pressures
in European states) are deeper than any single presidency.

E. KeyCounterargumentsandTheirLimits

For UPSC Mains: The examiner rewards candidates who acknowledge multiple perspectives
rather than presenting a one-sided narrative. When answering questions on Western

fragmentation or India's foreign policy, use the structure — Thesis — Evidence —
Counterargument — Balanced Conclusion. This mirrors the analytical framework embedded in
this issue.

One might argue that the West retains fundamental unity at moments of genuine crisis — the
coordinated response to Russia's invasionofUkraine demonstrated Western solidarity

(sanctions, arms supply, diplomatic isolationofRussia). This is a fair observation, but it obscures the
fragility of that unity — cracks over energytransition timelines, sanctions impact on European
industry, and differing appetite for escalationappeared early.

Another counterargument holds that the USremains indispensable to Western security —
European defence capacities, despite growth,cannot replicate American command-and-control,
nuclear deterrence, or global power projectionin the medium term. This is accurate, but it
precisely explains why Europe is investing instrategic autonomy — the recognition of
dependency drives the desire to escape it.

/\\
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Section 03 Historical Evolution of the Issue

Understanding how we arrived at the current moment of transatlantic strain and India's evolving strategic
positioning requires tracing a long arc — from the formation of the Western alliance system post-World
War Il to the current reconfiguration driven by multipolarity, domestic politics, and shifting power.

Phase 1 — Foundation of Western Unity (1945-1991)

» The post-World War Il settlement created the institutionalarchitecture of Western cohesion: the
United Nations system (1945), the Bretton Woodsfinancial order — IMF and World Bank (1944—
45), NATO (1949), GATT (1947), and the MarshallPlanfor European reconstruction.

» The Cold War provided the binding logic — the Sovietthreat made internal Western
disagreements a manageable luxury. Shared threatproduced shared purpose. NATO's Article 5
collective defence clause became the cornerstoneoftransatlantic security architecture.

* India's position in this period was carefully calibratednon-alignment — New Delhi refused to join
either bloc, championed the Non-Aligned Movement(NAM, 1961), built ties with the Soviet Union
(particularly after the 1971 Treaty of Peace, Friendshipand Cooperation) while maintaining
working relations with Western nations.

Phase 2 — Post-Cold War Unipolar Moment (1991-2008)

* The Soviet collapse seemingly vindicated the liberal democratic order — Francis Fukuyama's
'End of History' thesis articulated the triumphalist viewthatliberal democracy and free markets
had won the ideological contest of the 20th century. NATOexpanded eastward, the EU
deepened and widened, and the WTO replaced GATT.

» The US operated as the 'indispensable nation' (MadeleineAlbright's formulation), projecting
military power across the Balkans, the Middle East, andAfghanistan. European nations
participated, but primarily as junior partners in US-ledcoalitions.

* For India, this was a period of strategic transition — the1991economic liberalisation opened
engagement with Western economies; the 1998 Pokhrannuclear tests created friction with the
West (sanctions) but also demonstrated India's independentstrategic capability; the Indo-US
Civil Nuclear Agreement (2008) marked a pivotal reconciliation.

Phase 3 — The Beginning of Fractures (2008—-2016)

» The 2008 global financial crisis was the first major structural shock to Western liberal consensus
— it exposed the fragility of financial deregulation, produced massive social inequality, and
fuelled anti-establishment political movements across Europe and the United States.

* The rise of China as an economic and strategic competitor complicated the picture further — the
EU and the US diverged significantly on how to handle China, with Europe prioritising economic
engagement and the US increasingly adopting a more confrontational posture.

* Brexit (2016) was another signal — Britain's exit from the EU demonstrated that even within the
Western alliance, the political will to maintain integrative frameworks was eroding under domestic
nationalist pressures.

Phase 4 — Trump 1.0, Biden, and the Accelerated Fragmentation (2016—2024)

» The first Trump presidency (2017-2021) was the most significant rupture in postwartransatlantic
relations — withdrawal from the Paris Climate Agreement, threatening to exit NATO,tariffs on
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European steel and aluminium, and simultaneous overtures to Russia all signalled a departure
from the foundational logic of Western solidarity.

- The Biden presidency (2021-2025) partially repaired the tone — rejoining multilateral
frameworks, reaffirming NATO commitments — but did not fully reverse the structural drivers.
The Inflation Reduction Act (2022), which provided massive subsidies to US-based green
industries, was seen in Europe as economic nationalism dressed as climate policy.

. Russia's invasion of Ukraine (2022) temporarily re-solidified transatlantic unity, but the structural

economic costs to European energy security exposed deep vulnerabilities and generated political
backlash across Europe.

Phase 5 — The Current Configuration (2024—2026 and Beyond)

» Trump's return to power accelerated all pre-existing trends — transactional pressure on NATO
allies, tariff escalation, and signals of reduced commitment to European security. This has

paradoxically accelerated both European defence investment and European diplomatic outreach
to India.

* India has deepened strategic partnerships across multiple vectors simultaneously — Quad (with
the US, Japan, Australia), bilateral defence cooperation with France, Germany, the UK, tech
partnerships with the EU, and maintained working relations with Russia despite Western
pressure. This multi-directional engagement maximises India's bargaining leverage.

» APSC Specific Angle: From Assam and Northeast India's perspective, the evolution of the 'New
West' concept has direct implications for India's Act East Policy — as Western technology and
capital increasingly seek alternatives to China, India's northeast becomes a gateway to
Southeast Asia and a frontier of strategic investment.

/\\
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Section 04 Logical and Philosophical Base

The analytical depth that distinguishes an outstanding UPSC answer from a competent one lies in the
ability to connect real-world phenomena to their underlying philosophical and epistemological
foundations. This issue sits at the intersection of several major traditions in political philosophy and
international relations theory.

A.Realism andtheLimitsof NormativeSolidarity

* Classical realism, associated with Hans Morgenthauand later Kenneth Waltz's structural realism,
argues that states are primarily motivated by powerand self-interest rather than shared values or
ideological solidarity. From this lens, the fragmentation of the West is not surprising — it reflects
the underlying logic of states pursuing national interest once the unifying external threat (Soviet
Union) disappeared.

» The Western alliance was, in realist terms, a coalition of convenience united by a common threat.
The removal of that threat — or its displacement by new, differently structured threats — should
rationally produce divergence. Trump's transactionalism is, in this sense, a more honest
expression of realist logic than the values-solidarity rhetoric that preceded it.

* India's strategic autonomy doctrine is itself deeply realist — it refuses ideological alignment and
instead calibrates partnerships according to specific interests, capabilities, and opportunity costs.

B. Liberal Internationalism and its Current Crisis

* Liberal internationalism, associated with WoodrowWilson, John Rawls (in the domain of
international justice), and more recently the institutional liberalism of Robert Keohane, holds that
states can transcend purely self-interested behaviour through rules-based institutions, mutual
interdependence, and shared values.

» The post-1945 Western order was the most successful experiment in liberal internationalism in
history — the NATO security umbrella, the Bretton Woods economic order, and human rights
architecture all embedded liberal norms into state behaviour. The current fragmentation
represents a crisis of this project.

» John Rawils's concept of the 'law of peoples' — the extension of liberal justice principles to
international relations — is relevant here. Rawls imagined a global order regulated by principles
of mutual respect, human rights, and fair cooperation. The current transactional Western posture,
where alliances are valued by economic returns rather than shared commitments, represents a
departure from this ideal.

C. Constructivism — ldentity, Norms, and the Western Self-Concept

* Constructivism in IR, associated with Alexander Wendt and Nicholas Onuf,argues that
international reality is not given by material power alone but is socially constructed through
shared ideas, identities, and norms. From this lens, the 'New West' represents a crisis of identity
— the Western self-concept (liberal democracy, rule-based order, collective defence) is being
contested from within.

* When European leaders speak of 'strategic autonomy' and Washington speaks of 'America First,'
they are revealing that the shared identity construct of the West is under severe internal strain.
The institutions remain, but the normative glue that made them meaningful is weakening.
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D. Kautilyan Mandal Theory and India's Multi-Vector Diplomacy

» Kautilya's Arthashastra articulates the 'Mandala theory' — a state should treat its immediate

neighbours as natural rivals, seek friendship with the neighbours of its neighbours, and build a
complex web of alliances that prevents encirclement and maximises strategic manoeuvre. While
written for a different era, its essential logic maps onto modern India's foreign policy.

India's simultaneous engagement with the US (Quad, defence technology), Europe (trade, green
hydrogen), Russia (energy, defence spares), the Gulf (diaspora, energy, investment), and
ASEAN (Act East) reflects a sophisticated multi-vector Kautilyan logic — no single alliance
dominates, and each relationship serves specific strategic purposes.

E. HabermasandCommunicativeRationalityininternationalOrder

Jurgen Habermas's theory of communicative rationality — the idea thatlegitimate norms emerge
from open, inclusive, non-coercive dialogue — has shaped European approaches to
multilateralism and human rights governance. The EU project is, in a sense, the most advanced
attempt to build an international political order on Habermasian principles.

The erosion of communicative, rules-based multilateralism under populist nationalism — both in
the US (America First) and within European member states (Hungary, Italy) — represents a
practical refutation of Habermasian optimism about the self-correcting capacity of deliberative
institutions.

F. EpistemologicalDimension—WhatWeKnowandHowWeKnowlt

A deeper epistemological question underlies the 'New West' debate: can weknow whether the
fragmentation is structural (irreversible) or cyclical (recoverable)? Historicalanalogies suggest
caution — the Western alliance has survived previous crises (Suez 1956, Vietnam, Iraq 2003).
But the depth and simultaneity of current fractures — economic, political, technological, and
normative — suggest this may be qualitatively different.

For India's policymakers, this epistemological uncertainty itself justifies strategic autonomy —
when you cannot reliably predict which direction an ally will move, the rational response is to
avoid structural dependency on any single partner.
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Section 05 New Features and Unique Ideas

What makes the current reconfiguration of the global order distinct from previous episodes of Western
disagreement is a set of genuinely novel features that UPSC aspirants must understand — both for their
factual content and for the analytical vocabulary they introduce.

A. Multipolarity with Chinese Characteristics — A New Strategic Architecture
* Previous episodes of Western fragmentation occurred within a fundamentally bipolaror unipolar

order. The current fragmentation is happening simultaneously with the rise of Chinaas a genuine
systemic competitor — not merely a regional power but a global challenger to US technological
and economic primacy.

* This creates a triangular dynamic between the US, Europe, and China that is genuinely novel:

Europe wants to de-risk from China economically but cannot afford full decoupling; the US wants
European solidarity against China but simultaneously competes with Europe economically; and
China watches both and calibrates its own engagement accordingly.

* India occupies a unique position in this triangle — it is the only major power that borders China,

shares the US's concern about Chinese expansionism, maintains its own complex relationship
with China, and can serve as an alternative pole for European engagement.

B. Technology as the New Axis of Strategic Competition
* Previous geopolitical competitions were primarily about territory, resources, and military power.

The current competition is fundamentally about technology— semiconductors, artificial
intelligence, quantum computing, space, and biotechnologyare the new strategic terrain. This
changes the nature of alliances: technology-sharing agreements, export controls, and standards-
setting are as important as traditional security guarantees.

* India's Semiconductor Mission, digital public infrastructure(UPIl, ONDC, Aadhaar), and space

capabilities (ISRO, Gaganyaan) position it as a credible technology partner for both the US and
Europe. The US-India Initiative on Critical and Emerging Technology (iCET) and EU-India Trade
and Technology Council (TTC) are institutional expressions of this new tech-centred partnership
architecture.

C. The'TrustedPartner'Framework—ANewVocabularyinIlR

The concept of 'trusted partner' that both the US and Europe nowapply to India is a relatively
new formulation — it implies a relationship that is deeper than atransactional deal (trade partner)
but less binding than a formal alliance (treaty partner). It combineselements of shared values
(democracy, rule of law, pluralism) with complementary strategicinterests (supply chain
diversification, China balancing, climate goals).

This framework gives India significant flexibility — it can engagesubstantively without the
structural obligations of a formal alliance. India benefits from thecredibility and market access
that 'trusted partner' status provides while preserving its freedomtomaintain relations with actors
(Russia, Iran) that formal treaty allies might prohibit.

D. TheGlobalSouthasaStrategicAsset—India'sNewlLeverage

A genuinely new dimension in India's strategic positioning is its simultaneous identity as both a
'Global South' voice (G77, NAM, developing country concerns on climate finance, WTO equity)
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and an emerging major power engaging with the 'West' as an equal partner. No other country
occupies both positions simultaneously.

India's G20 Presidency (2023) demonstrated this dual positioning — New Delhi simultaneously
championed Global South development concerns (food security, debt restructuring, climate
finance) and managed major power relationships (US-Russia tensions, China's participation).
This dual positioning gives India a degree of moral and diplomatic capital that enhances its
leverage in both Western and Southern forums.

E. FeasibilityAssessmentofindia'sMulti-VectorStrategy

India's multi-vector strategy faces a core tension: as systemiccompetition between the US and
China intensifies, the space for genuine non-alignment maynarrow. Structural pressures —
technology export controls, supply chain decoupling mandates,financial sanctions regimes —
increasingly force third countries to choose sides implicitlyevenwhen they refuse to do so
explicitly.

The strategy is most feasible if executed with clear prioritisation— accepting that full neutrality is
impossible but that managed balancing, where India leans toward the US-led order on critical
security matters while preserving economic and diplomatic independence on others, is
achievable.

/\\
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Section 06 Sustainability of the Idea

Strategic autonomy as India's foundational foreign policy doctrine, and the opportunity created by Western
fragmentation, must be assessed for long-term viability across multiple dimensions. Sustainability here is
not merely environmental — it encompasses constitutional coherence, resource sustainability, societal
legitimacy, and ethical durability.

A.Structural / GeopoliticalSustainability

* India's multi-vector strategy is structurallysustainable as long as the US-China competition
remains below the threshold of direct military confrontation. If a US-China conflict forces all states
to choose sides, India's ability to maintainsimultaneous relationships with both will be severely
constrained.

* The strategy also requires India to build genuine economic and military weight — strategic
autonomy without strategic capacity is merely neutrality by default. India's continued defence
modernisation, economic growth, technology development, and diplomatic capacity building are
essential sustainers of this posture.

B.Economic Sustainability

* India's ability to benefit from Western fragmentation depends on its capacity to absorb capital,
technology, and manufacturing investments that Western partners are looking to relocate from
China. This requires sustained improvements in ease of doing business, infrastructure, labour
market flexibility, and intellectual property protection.

* The risk is that India attracts interest but struggles to convert it into investment because of
structural constraints — land acquisition difficulties, regulatory unpredictability, infrastructure
gaps, and skill mismatches. Addressing these is as important as the diplomatic strategy.

C. Constitutional and Legal Sustainability

* India's engagement with Western partners— through technology agreements, defence
procurement, trade deals — must navigatedomestic constitutional requirements around
Parliamentary oversight, transparency in executive agreements, and protection of domestic
industry interests. The constitutional framework (particularly Article 246 on legislative
competence, and the role of Parliamentary ratification in treaty obligations) imposes legitimate
constraints on executive discretion.

* The push for a formal Free Trade Agreement with the EU — a long-standing negotiation —
illustrates these tensions: domestic agricultural interests (sensitive for India's rural political
economy) clash with European demands for market access, creating a sustainability challenge
for the broader partnership.

D.EthicalSustainability

* India's claim to be aprincipled democratic power in its engagement with the West rests on its
domestic democraticcredentials — pluralism, press freedom, judicial independence, and minority
rights. To the extentthese are seen to be under pressure domestically, the ethical credibility of
India's 'trusted partner'positioning may be questioned by Western civil societies even if not by
Western governments.
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This creates an interesting dynamic: strengthening democratic institutions at home is not merely
a domestic governance imperative — it is a foreign policy asset that sustains India's claim to a
leadership role in a rules-based order.

E. SocietalSustainability

At the domestic level,India's multi-vector foreign policy requires a reasonably stable domestic
political consensus —when foreign policy becomes a partisan issue (as it has in some
democracies), the predictability and continuity that make a 'trusted partner' designation
meaningful begins toerode. Maintaining bipartisan support for core foreign policy principles —
Act East, Quad engagement, European partnerships — is a societal sustainability imperative.

/\\
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Section 07 Challenges Related to the Issue

No strategic opportunity comes without structural obstacles. Understanding the challenges facing India in
navigating the New West is as important as understanding the opportunities — and UPSC Mains
answers must demonstrate awareness of both dimensions.

A. StructuralChallenges

» The Forced Choice Risk:As US-China competition deepens, technology export controls, financial
sanctions, and supplychain mandates increasingly create implicit alliance obligations. India may
find that defending itsformal non-alignment becomes increasingly costly in terms of market
access and technologypartnerships.

. The Trust Deficit withtheWest: Despite 'trusted partner' rhetoric, significant structural trust gaps
persist. The US remainsconcerned about India's continued procurement of Russian defence
systems (S-400, oil purchases). Europe retains concerns about India's human rights situation and
press freedom. These concerns constrain the depth of partnership even when the strategic logic
favours deeper engagement.

B. Implementation Challenges

» Defence Industry AbsorptionCapacity:India's desire for technology transfer and joint production
in defence — expressed throughAUKUS-adjacent dialogues, Make in India defence, and
bilateral iCET frameworks —requiresadomestic industrial base capable of absorbing advanced
technologies. India's currentdefencemanufacturing ecosystem, while growing, still has
significant gaps in R&D intensityandsystems integration capacity.

» Trade Negotiation Complexity:BothIndia-US and India-EU trade negotiations remain blocked on
agriculture, intellectual property,datalocalisation, and regulatory harmonisation. Without trade
deal progress, the 'trusted partner'framework risks remaining aspirational rather than structural.

C. Diplomatic Challenges

* Managing the Russia Variable: India's continued engagement with Russia — energy purchases,
defence spare parts, diplomatic channels — creates persistent friction with Western partners.
The longer the Ukraine conflict continues, the more costly this balancing act becomes
diplomatically. India must navigate this without endorsing Russian actions while also not
surrendering the relationship's utility.

» The China Factor in Every Conversation: Every strategic conversation India has with Western
partners is implicitly structured around China. This can narrow the scope of engagement — when
India-EU discussions are framed primarily as China de-risking, it limits their scope to tech and
trade rather than encompassing broader political, cultural, and development dimensions.

D. Domestic Political Challenges

» Opposition and Accountability:India's foreign policy is largely executive-driven with limited
Parliamentary scrutiny. As Indiadeepens engagements — particularly defence and technology
agreements with the US — questions of Parliamentary accountability, transparency, and
alignment with constitutional values of sovereignty are legitimate.

» APSC-Specific Angle for Assam: Northeast India faces specific challenges in leveraging the
India-New West opportunity — infrastructure deficit (though improving through PM GatiShakti),

A
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connectivity limitations, ethnic conflict spillovers affecting investment climate, and the need for
sensitive management of cross-border economic relations with Myanmar and Bangladesh.
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Section 08 Multidimensional Analysis

Ahallmark of UPSC Mains preparation is the ability to analyse any issue through multiple intersecting
lenses — moving beyond a single-dimensional view to reveal the full complexity of the phenomenon.
Each dimension below contains substantive points that can be independently deployed in different
question contexts.

» Social Dimension

* People-to-PeopleConnectivity as a Strategic Asset: The Indian diaspora — numbering over 32
million globally,includinglarge communities in the US, UK, Germany, France, and the
Netherlands—functionsasan informal bridge between India and Western nations. These
communitiescontributeremittances (India remains the world's largest remittance recipient),
political influence,andcultural exchange that lubricate formal diplomatic relationships.

* Values ConvergenceandDivergence: Despite institutional convergence around democracy, India
and Westernnationsshowreal divergence on social issues — LGBTQ+ rights, capital
punishment,andtheinterpretation of secularism. These social differences can generate civil
society frictionevenwhengovernments maintain warm official relationships.

» Migration andldentityPolitics: Increasing migration restrictions in Western countries — driven by
domestic nationalistpolitics— affect Indian professionals, students, and workers. This creates
pressure pointsinbilateralrelationships that must be managed carefully to prevent damage to

the 'trusted partner'framework.

» Political Dimension

» The Domestic Politics of Foreign Policy: In both the US and Europe, foreign policy is increasingly
hostage to domestic political cycles. Trump's return to the White House transformed US foreign
policy toward a transactional mode almost overnight. India's foreign policy must be calibrated not
just to US interests but to the specific political constraints of whichever administration is in power.

» The EU's Internal Cohesion Problem: The EU's ability to function as a single strategic actor is
constrained by internal divergences — between the Franco-German core and Central/Eastern
European members on Russia policy; between southern and northern members on fiscal
discipline; and between liberal and illiberal democracies within the union. India must engage with
'Europe’ while recognising that this is often not a single entity.

* India's Parliamentary Consensus: The bipartisan character of India's foreign policy has been a
strength — successive governments have largely maintained continuity in core strategic
partnerships. Preserving this consensus as India deepens Western engagements — particularly
in controversial areas like defence interoperability — is a political priority.

» Legal Dimension

* International Law and Strategic Autonomy: India's insistence on strategic autonomy sometimes
brings it into tension with Western expectations about adherence to specific interpretations of
international law — on Russian sanctions (India did not join), on the South China Sea (India
supports UNCLOS but calibrates its statements to avoid full alignment with US positions), and on
trade disputes at the WTO.

* Bilateral Investment Treaties and Trade Framework: The legal architecture for India-EU and
India-US economic partnerships remains underdeveloped. Without a bilateral investment treaty
(India withdrew from most BITs in 2016) or a comprehensive FTA, the economic dimension of the
'trusted partner' framework lacks enforceable legal structure.
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Technology and Data Sovereignty: Emerging technology agreements — data flows, Al
governance, semiconductor cooperation — raise complex questions of legal jurisdiction over
data, intellectual property ownership in joint research, and export control compliance. These
require sophisticated legal frameworks that India is still developing.

» Ethical Dimension

Sovereigntyvs.MoralObligation: India's refusal to condemn Russia explicitly over Ukraine is
defendedonsovereignty grounds — India has consistently opposed what it calls 'double
standards'inWesterncondemnation of conflict. But the ethical argument for defending a clear
aggressor'srighttobetreated neutrally has limits — India must articulate a more sophisticated
moral frameworkthatgoes beyond procedural neutrality.

Global SouthLeadership and the Hypocrisy Test: If India claims to speak for the Global South at
internationalforums—championing equity in climate finance, debt relief, and trade — then it
must ensureitsowndomestic policies (agricultural subsidies, trade protection, emissions
commitments)areconsistent with the principles it advocates. Inconsistency here undermines
moral authority.

* DemocraticValuesasForeign Policy: India's credibility as a democratic partner for Western

nations isenhancedwhen its own democratic institutions function with transparency,
accountability,andcivilliberties protection. Treating democracy as a foreign policy tool while
weakeningitdomestically creates an ethical contradiction that strategic competitors will inevitably
exploit.

» International Dimension

India-US Relations:TheFoundational Agreements (LEMOA, COMCASA, BECA) have deepened
defence logistics interoperability, and the iCET framework is building technology partnership. But
the relationship stilllacksthe depth of a formal treaty alliance — it is a 'major defence partner'
designation (uniqueUS-India category) that sits between a standard security partner and a treaty
ally.

India-EU Relations:Thelndia-EU Strategic Partnership, the EU-India Trade and Technology
Council, and ongoingF TAnegotiations represent the institutional skeleton of a maturing
relationship. Europeisincreasingly interested in India as a counterbalance to China in the Indo-
Pacific, and India valuesEuropean technology, investment, and regulatory standard-setting
influence.

Quad and Regional Multilateralism: The Quadrilateral Security Dialogue (India, US, Japan,
Australia) represents India's deepest engagement with the Western-led security architecture in
the Indo-Pacific. Quad initiatives on vaccines, technology standards, infrastructure, and maritime
domain awareness demonstrate that India is willing to cooperate substantively with Western
partners in specific, bounded frameworks without a blanket alliance commitment.

» Economic Dimension

Supply Chain Diversification as Economic Opportunity: Western efforts to reduce dependency on
Chinese manufacturing — in electronics, pharmaceuticals, rare earths, and green energy
technology — create a structural demand for alternative producers. India's PLI (Production
Linked Incentive) scheme is partly designed to capture this opportunity, targeting sectors like
semiconductors, mobile phones, pharmaceuticals, and solar panels.

Green Economy and Climate Finance: The transition to net-zero carbon economies in Western
nations creates both a pressure and an opportunity for India. The pressure: Western carbon
border adjustment mechanisms (like the EU's CBAM) will tax carbon-intensive Indian exports.
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The opportunity: India's massive renewable energy expansion requires Western capital and
technology, creating a framework for green finance partnerships.

Digital Economy Governance: India's digital public infrastructure stack (UPI, Aadhaar, ONDC,
DigiLocker) has attracted significant Western interest — both as a model for developing countries
and as a market for digital services. Governance of cross-border data flows, platform regulation,
and Al standards are contested terrain where India's regulatory choices will shape the terms of
digital economy engagement with Western partners.
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Section 09 Linkages with NCERTs

NCERTSs form the foundational layer of UPSC preparation — and the conceptual vocabulary introduced in
those textbooks provides the base from which current affairs analysis must grow. The following NCERT
linkages are not incidental — they represent the core building blocks from which exam-ready answers
must be constructed.

NCERT Source Relevance to This Topic

Class 12 — Political Scier!c_e Explains the formation of NATO, the nature of
(Contemporary World Politics), Chapter 1:  the US-led Western alliance, the logic of bloc
Cold War Era politics, and India's non-alignment posture —

foundational for understanding why the
current fragmentation is historically
significant.

Covers the unipolar moment after 1991,
American global projection of power, and the
institutional architecture of US-led globalisation
— the baseline from which the 'New West'
represents a departure.

Class 12 — Political Science, Chapter 3:
US Hegemony in World Politics

Class 12 — Political Science, Chapter 4: Discusses the European Union's emergence

Alternative Centres of Power as a distinct power centre with its own
normative and institutional identity — directly
relevant to understanding European strategic
autonomy claims vis-a-vis the US.

Class 12 — Political Science, Chapter 5: Covers India's neighbourhood policy and

Contemporary South Asia regional strategic environment 1
contextualises India's Act East policy and the
Northeast India's role in connectivity.

Class 12 — Political Science, Chapter 9:

Globalisation Explains economic interdependence, its

political consequences, and the backlash it has
generated — underpins the domestic political
drivers of Western fragmentation (populism,
nationalism, anti-globalisation).

Class 12 — Political Science, Chapter 8:

Environment and Natural Resources Relevant to the climate diplomacy dimension
— India's renewable energy ambitions and

the political economy of Western-India green
finance partnerships.

Class 11 — Political Science (Indian

Constitution at Work) Articles on sovereignty, international
relations, and directive principles (especially
foreign policy-related DPSPs like Article 51)
— relevant to the constitutional grounding of

Class 10 — Social Science (Contemporary India’s foreign policy posture.

India-Il) Resource distribution, industrial development,

and infrastructure — foundational context for
understanding India's capacity to absorb
Western investment and manufacturing
relocations.
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NCERT Source
Class 12 — Economics (Macroeconomics)

Class 9 — Social Science (Contemporary
India)

Relevance to This Topic

Trade balance, current account, capital flows,
and exchange rate dynamics — provides
tools to understand the economic dimensions
of India-West trade and investment
relationships.

Regional development disparities — relevant
to understanding why Northeast India (Assam
included) needs targeted policy attention to
benefit from the India-New West economic
opportunity.
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Section 10 Linkages with UPSC CSE Syllabus

Mapping a topic to the UPSC syllabus is the single most important strategic exercise in exam preparation.
Atopic that appears in one GS paper can often be approached from three or four different syllabus angles
—and knowing those angles allows a candidate to present a genuinely comprehensive answer.

GS Paper Il — International Relations (Primary Linkage)
* 'India and its neighbourhood — relations with major powersincluding bilateral, regional, and
global groupings.' The India-US iCET, India-EU TTC, India-UK relations, and India's Quad
participation all directly address this syllabus point.

. 'Effect of policies and politics of developed and developing countries on India's interests.'
Western fragmentation, US tariff policies, EU Carbon Border Adjustment Mechanism (CBAM),

and NATO's evolving strategy all fall squarely under this heading.

* 'Important International institutions, agencies, and fora — their structure, mandate.' NATO, G7,
G20, Quad, EU, WTO — all institutions central to this topic are explicitly covered in the syllabus.

GS Paper Il — Economy, Security, and Technology (Secondary Linkage)

* 'Challenges to internal security through communication networks, role of mediaand social
networking sites.' Technology governance — Al, data sovereignty, semiconductor supply chains
— connects this topic to internal security through cyber and technology dimensions.

* 'Defence indigenisation, offset policy, and defence exports.' India's engagement with Western
nations on defence technology (Predator drones, GE-414 jet engines, submarine technology) is
directly syllabus-relevant.

* 'Food processing and related industries, industrial policy, infrastructure, investment models.' PLI
schemes, supply chain diversification, and manufacturing FDI from Western nations relocating
out of China connect to this section.

GSPaper | —ModernindianHistoryandWorldHistory(ContextualLinkage)

* 'History of the world including events from the 18th century (World Wars, redrawalofnational
boundaries, colonialism, decolonisation, political philosophies like Communism, Capitalism,
Socialism).' The formation and evolution of the Western liberal order post-WWII, ColdWar, and
now its fragmentation — all are part of this world history arc.

* The Non-Aligned Movement, India's foreign policy in the Nehruvian era, and the evolution from
non-alignment to strategic autonomy — these connect to the modern Indian history component.

GS Paper IV — Ethics (Tangential but Important Linkage)

« 'Ethical concerns in international relations.' Questions of neutrality vs. moral obligation (India-
Russia-Ukraine), democratic values as foreign policy tools, and the ethics of strategic autonomy
when partner nations face humanitarian crises — these connect this topic to the ethics syllabus.

* 'Probity in governance, information sharing, transparency.' India's foreign policy making
processes — executive discretion, lack of Parliamentary scrutiny of international agreements,
transparency of defence procurement — are ethics-in-governance questions.

Essay Paper

LS FOR ADMISSION CALL : 6002417488




This topic connects directly to potential essay themes: 'India's role in a multipolar world,’
'Strategic autonomy as a foreign policy principle,' 'lIs the liberal world order in decline?', 'The West
and the rest — changing dynamics of global power.'

The best essays on these themes combine analytical depth (theories of IR, historical evolution,
economic dimensions) with philosophical grounding (Rawls, Kautilya, Habermas) and a clear,
balanced normative position. The multidimensional framework in Section 8 can serve as the
structural backbone of such an essay.

APSC CCE Specific Syllabus Linkages

GS Paper IV (APSC): 'India's foreign policy, its relations with major powers and neighbours' —
directly maps to this topic with the additional requirement of linking to Northeast India's Act East
dimension.

'Economic development and planning in Assam' — linking India's strategic partnerships to
investment, technology, and infrastructure opportunities in Assam and the Northeast is a
distinctively APSC angle.
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Section 11 Best Linkages — Syllabus, Philosophy, and Epistemology

This section distils the deepest conceptual connections — the places where syllabus, philosophy, and
real-world analysis converge to produce the kind of integrative thinking that UPSC examiners
consistently reward in high-scoring answers.

A. Deepest Syllabus-Philosophy Connection: Strategic Autonomy and Kautilyan
Realism

TheGS-Il syllabus point on India's foreign policy connects most deeply with Kautilya's Mandala
theory and the philosophy of strategic realism. Kautilya's insight — that friendship and enmity are
notpermanent but functional, determined by interest rather than sentiment — is the philosophical
bedrock of India's multi-vector strategy.

ForUPSC answers, framing India's engagement with the 'New West' through Kautilyan logic
elevates the answer from a descriptive recitation of events to a philosophically grounded
analysis. Example sentence: 'India's simultaneous cultivation of US, EU, and Russian
relationships reflects the Kautilyan principle that a state's circle of alliances must be determined
by strategic utility rather than normative alignment.'

B. LiberalOrderandRawlsianJustice

John Rawls's international justiceframework — particularly in 'The Law of Peoples' — provides a
philosophical lens for evaluatingtheclaims of the Western liberal order. Rawls argued that a just
international order must accommodate'decent peoples' even if not fully liberal — which has
implications for how the Westshouldengage India (a liberal democracy) and how India should
engage authoritarian partners.

The tension between Rawlsianuniversalism (all peoples deserve the protection of basic human
rights) and strategic realism (statespursue interest, not morality) is precisely the tension India
navigates in its engagement withthe'New West." Articulating this tension in an essay answer
demonstrates philosophical depth.

C. EpistemologicalUncertaintyandPolicyDesign

The epistemological insight — that wecannotknowwithconfidence whether Western
fragmentation is irreversible or cyclical—shouldtranslatedirectly into policy design
recommendations: India should hedge,notbet;buildstructural depth in multiple relationships
rather than over-investing in any singleone;andmaintaininstitutional flexibility to recalibrate as
the situation evolves.

This is also a methodological point forUPSCanswers—presenting claims with appropriate
epistemic humility (‘the evidence suggests,"thisislikelythough not certain,' 'multiple
interpretations are possible') rather thanfalsecertaintyactually reflects intellectual sophistication
and is appreciated by examiners.

D.Habermasian CommunicativeRationalityand Multilateralism
» Habermas provides the philosophical basis for defending multilateralism — the argument that

legitimate global norms can only emerge from open, inclusive, non-coercive deliberation among
equals. India's consistent championing of reformed multilateralism (UN Security Council reform,
WTO equity, climate justice) is implicitly Habermasian in its logic.
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» The contrast with the transactional, bilateral approach increasingly favoured by the US is
philosophically significant — it is a contest between Habermasian communicative rationality and
Hobbesian power politics about how the international order should function. India's positioning
(reformed multilateralism, not unilateral action) aligns with the Habermasian tradition.

E. Sen'sCapabilityApproachandindia’'sDevelopmentClaim

* Amartya Sen's capability approach — the idea that developmentmust be measured by the
expansion of substantive freedoms and capabilities, not merelyincome growth — provides a
philosophical foundation for India's 'development as foreignpolicy'argument. India's engagement
with Western partners on green energy, digital infrastructure,andhealth technology can be
framed as capability expansion for its 1.4 billion citizens.

. This framing is both strategically useful (justifies demandingtechnology transfer, not just trade)
and normatively coherent (India's engagements serve humandevelopment, not merely state
power). It connects GS Paper Il (IR) and GS Paper IV (Ethics)inaway that produces genuinely
integrated answer writing.
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Section 12 Way Forward

Arobust way-forward section must go beyond platitudes and prescriptions — it should present specific,
calibrated, and institutionally grounded recommendations that reflect an understanding of both the
opportunities and the structural constraints in play.

A. Institutional Architecture — Building Partnership Depth

* India should pursue the formalisation of technology partnerships with both the US (iCET) and the
EU (TTC) into binding, long-term frameworks with dedicated institutional bodies, funding streams,
and monitoring mechanisms — moving beyond joint statements to enforceable commitments.
The model of the US-Israel defence technology corridor, which has produced significant defence
innovation over decades, provides a useful template.

* A structured India-EU Security Dialogue, moving beyond economic and trade discussions to
encompass maritime security, cyber governance, and space cooperation, would significantly
deepen the relationship. Europe's growing concern about Chinese naval activity in the Indo-
Pacific creates natural convergence for such a framework.

B. Trade and Economic Engagement — Converting Rhetoric to Structure

* Concluding a meaningful India-EU Free Trade Agreement — even if it requiresaphased, sector-
by-sector approach rather than a comprehensive single agreement — should beapriority. The
economic costs of continued delay (Indian exporters losing to ASEAN competitioninEU markets)
are beginning to outweigh the political costs of making market access concessions.

* India should develop a strategic economic zone framework — perhaps modelledonthe GIFT
City special economic zone — specifically designed to attract Western technologycompanies
seeking to relocate manufacturing and R&D out of China. This would combineregulatory
flexibility, tax incentives, and IP protection in a dedicated environment.

C.DefenceandSecurity— IndigenisationwithPartnership

* India's defence procurement strategy should increasingly favourco-development and co-
production over pure purchase — the GE-414 engine deal fortheTejas fighter is a model. Every
major defence platform acquisition should include a technologytransfer, domestic manufacturing,
and eventually export rights component.

* India should also build complementary capacities in domainswhere Western partners are
actively seeking cooperation — cybersecurity (India's CERT-Incan deepen information-sharing
partnerships with US CISA and EU ENISA), space situationalawareness, and maritime domain
awareness in the Indian Ocean.

D. Multilateral Reform — India as Architect

* India should use its growing strategic weightto actively lead multilateral reform rather than
merely advocating for it. Concrete proposals— a reformed UNSC with permanent Indian
membership, restructured WTO dispute settlement, revised climate finance frameworks — should
be developed as detailed Indian policy papers, not merely political statements.

* India should build a coalition of similarly positioned 'swing states' — Brazil, South Africa,
Indonesia, Saudi Arabia — that share an interest in a more equitable, genuinely multipolar order.
Such a coalition would give India's reform agenda structural weight beyond its individual
advocacy.



E. Northeast India and Assam — Leveraging the Strategic Moment

» Thegeopolitical reconfigurationthat creates demandfor India as an alternative to China offers a
specific window for Northeast India's development. The Kaladan Multi-Modal Transit Transport
Project, the India-Myanmar-Thailand trilateral highway, and the Brahmaputra waterway — if
developed rapidly — can position Assam and the Northeast as the commercial and logistical
gateway between the Indian subcontinent and Southeast Asia.

* The Assam state government should develop a dedicated Northeast Investment Promotion
framework targeting Western companies seeking Southeast Asia connectivity — combining
Assam's strategic geography, relatively educated workforce, and improving infrastructure with
specific investment incentives.

OAXIA FOR ADMISSION CALL : 6002417488



Section 13 Previous Years' UPSC and APSC Questions

The following questions span the full thematic range of this issue — transatlantic relations, India's strategic
positioning, multipolarity, and the evolving architecture of global governance. They are drawn from UPSC
CSE Prelims, Mains, and APSC CCE papers, and are grouped by theme for analytical clarity.

Theme A — India's Foreign Policy and Strategic Autonomy

[2022] UPSC GS Paper Il Mains

India'sgrowingengagementwith the US, EU, and Quad is often described as a shift from non-
alignment to 'strategic autonomy.' Critically evaluate this evolution and assess whether
strategic autonomy is a coherent doctrine for India's foreign policy in the current global order.

[2020] UPSC GS Paper Il Mains

India's strategic interests and foreign policy are guided by the concept of 'multi-alignment.’
Examine the key features of this approach and discuss its advantages and limitations in the
context of India's relations with major powers.

[2018] UPSC GS Paper Il Mains
Whatarethe keyfactorsshapinglndia's foreign policy? How do India's relations with major
powers (USA, Russia, China) reflect the principle of strategic autonomy?

[2015] UPSC GS Paper Il Mains
Indiahas beena championofmultilateralism. In the context of a changing world order,
critically examine the relevance and effectiveness of India's multilateral engagements.

Theme B — Transatlantic Relations and Western Alliance

[2021] UPSC GS Paper Il Mains

Thetransatlanticalliance between the US and Europe is undergoing a structural
transformation. Discuss the key drivers of this change and its implications for India's strategic
options.

[2019] UPSC GS Paper Il Mains

Theriseof nationalismandpopulism in Western democracies has challenged the foundations
of the liberal international order. Assess the implications for India's foreign policy and
multilateral engagements.

[2016] UPSC GS Paper | Essay
'Alliancesbased onvalues aremore durable than those based on interests.' Do you agree?
Substantiate with examples from contemporary world politics.

Theme C — Multipolarity and Global Governance

1
| [2023] UPSC GS Paper Il Mains ‘
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The global order is moving from unipolarity to multipolarity. What are the challenges and
opportunities this transition poses for India's foreign and security policy?

[2017]JUPSCGSPaperliMains
The UNSC has been unable to reflect the geopolitical realities of the 21st century. Critically
evaluate India's case for permanent membership and the prospects for UNSC reform.

[2014]JUPSCGSPaperliMains
How are the European Union's unity and cohesion being tested by its member countries'
divergent interests? Discuss with reference to challenges faced by the EU in recent years.

Theme D — India-US and India-EU Relations

[2022]UPSCGSPaperliMains

The India-US relationship has evolved significantly over the last two decades. Examine the
key milestones in this evolution and assess the current state of the bilateral relationship,
including areas of convergence and friction.

[2020]JUPSCGSPaperliMains
India-EU relations have been described as a 'partnership in waiting.' Evaluate this
characterisation and suggest measures that could deepen and accelerate the partnership.

[2019]UPSCGSPaperlliMains
Defence indigenisation is central to India's security and strategic autonomy goals. Critically
evaluate the progress made and the challenges that remain.

Theme E — APSC CCE Questions

[2023]APSCCCEGSPaperlV
Examine India's 'Act East Policy' and its implications for the development of Northeast India,
with particular reference to Assam's role as a connectivity gateway.

[2021]JAPSCCCEGSPaperlV
India's foreign policy has evolved from non-alignment to strategic autonomy. Discuss the key
milestones in this evolution and assess the relevance of strategic autonomy for India's role in
the current multipolar order.

[2019]APSCCCEGSPaperlV
Discuss the challenges and opportunities for Assam and Northeast India in the context of
India's growing strategic partnerships with Western nations and the ASEAN region.
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Section 14 Model Answers for Selected Questions

The following model answers are structured on the UPSC Mains format — Introduction (context + thesis)
— Body (multidimensional analysis) — Way Forward — Conclusion. Each is calibrated to approximately
250 words. Read them not just for content but for structure — the way ideas are sequenced matters as
much as the ideas themselves.

Model Answer 1 — Strategic Autonomy as India's Foreign Policy Doctrine

I {
Question: India's growing engagement with the US, EU, and Quad is often described as a shi
from non-alignment to 'strategic autonomy.' Critically evaluate this evolution and assess whethe
strategic autonomy is a coherent doctrine for India's foreign policy.

Introduction: India's foreign policy has traversed a significant arc — from Nehruvian non-alignment during
the Cold War, through cautious post-1991 liberalisation of external engagements, to the current posture
of multi-vector 'strategic autonomy.' While the terminological shift reflects a genuine evolution, evaluating
its coherence requires both historical perspective and structural assessment.

Body — Evolution: Non-alignment, born of the Cold War's forced choices, was India's principled refusal

to join either superpower bloc. Strategic autonomy, its post-Cold War successor, retains the refusal to
make a permanent bloc commitment but adds the active exploitation of multiple partnerships — Quad
(security), India-EU TTC (technology), iCET with the US (critical technologies), and continued
engagement with Russia (energy, defence spares). The Indo-US Civil Nuclear Deal (2008), S-400
procurement from Russia, and Quad membership simultaneously demonstrate this multi-vector logic.

Assessment — Coherence: Strategic autonomy is coherent as a principled approach — it reflects a

rational calibration of interests rather than ideological alignment. However, it faces structural coherence
challenges: technology supply chain decoupling pressures increasingly force implicit alignment choices;
defence platforms from different suppliers create interoperability complications; and allies expect
reciprocal commitments that pure autonomy resists. The doctrine works best as a hedge against
uncertainty rather than a permanent all-weather strategy.

Way Forward: India must build genuine strategic capacity — military, economic, and technological — to

sustain autonomous postures. Autonomy without capacity is merely neutrality by default. Deepening
domestic defence production (GE-414 engine, TEJAS program), advancing digital infrastructure, and
concluding structured economic partnerships with both the US and EU would give the doctrine structural
grounding.

Conclusion: Strategic autonomy is coherent but not unconditional. As a dynamic doctrine calibrated to
India's growing but still evolving power, it maximises India's agency in a multipolar transition — provided
itis backed by continuous capability building and nuanced diplomatic management.

Model Answer 2 — UNSC Reform and India‘'s Candidacy

I [
Question: The UNSC has been unable to reflect the geopolitical realities of the 21st century.

Critically evaluate India's case for permanent membership and the prospects for UNS

reform.

Introduction: The United Nations Security Council was designed in 1945 to reflect the power configuration
of the post-World War Il world — a configuration that has been fundamentally transformed by
decolonisation, the Cold War's end, and the rise of new economic and political powers. India's case for
permanent UNSC membership rests on both principled and pragmatic grounds.
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Body — The Case for India: India's case is multidimensional. Demographically, as the world's most
populous nation with 1.4 billion people, India cannot credibly remain outside the permanent
membership of the institution tasked with global peace. Economically, India is now the world's fifth
largest economy by nominal GDP and the third largest by purchasing power parity. Militarily, India is
one of the world's largest troop contributors to UN peacekeeping operations. Normatively, India's
track record of peaceful resolution of disputes, championing of multilateralism, and democratic
governance meets the legitimacy standards for UNSC permanent membership.

Prospects for Reform: Reform faces structural obstacles. The current P5 (US, UK, France, Russia, China)
hold veto power over any Charter amendment — and China, in particular, opposes India's candidacy as
part of its broader strategic competition with India. The G4 (India, Germany, Brazil, Japan) proposal for
expanded permanent membership has generated political momentum but insufficient institutional

traction.

Way Forward: India should build a broad coalition — particularly among African and Latin American
states — linking UNSC reform to the broader agenda of a more equitable multilateral order. The African
Union's demand for at least two permanent seats with veto power creates a natural coalition-building
opportunity.

Conclusion: India's UNSC permanent membership is a matter of geopolitical justice — but justice alone

does not produce reform. Strategic patience, coalition building, and demonstrating consistent multilateral
responsibility are the real currencies of reform advocacy.

Model Answer 3 — APSC: Act East Policy and Northeast India

I [
Question [APSC]: Examine India's Act East Policy and its implications for the development of

Northeast India, with particular reference to Assam's strategic role.

Introduction: India's Act East Policy (AEP), launched in 2014 as an evolution of the 1991 Look East
Policy, represents a strategic shift from merely looking toward Southeast Asia to actively engaging with
it — through connectivity, trade, cultural diplomacy, and security cooperation. For Northeast India, and
Assam in particular, the AEP creates both an imperative and an opportunity.

Body — Strategic Context: The AEP operates within the broader reconfiguration of the Indo-Pacific — as

Western nations seek to de-risk supply chains from China, India's Act East connectivity acquires
additional strategic value. The Brahmaputra river corridor, the Kaladan Multi-Modal Transit Transport
Project, and India-Myanmar-Thailand Trilateral Highway all pass through or originate in Northeast India,
making the region a critical node in India's connectivity architecture.

Assam Specifically: Assam's strategic advantages are significant — its location at the confluence of South
Asia and Southeast Asia, the Brahmaputra as a potential inland waterway of national and international
importance, its linguistic and cultural bridges with parts of Southeast Asia, and its improving infrastructure
under PM GatiShakti. However, realising these advantages requires addressing persistent challenges:
insurgency (though significantly reduced), infrastructure gaps in the last mile, logistics costs, and cross-
border regulatory harmonisation with Myanmar and Bangladesh.

Way Forward: Assam should develop a dedicated Export and Investment Promotion Authority with a

specific Southeast Asia and West mandate — linking the state's agri-processing, bamboo industry, silk
(eri and muga), and pharmaceutical sectors to both Western and ASEAN markets. Integrating flood
management with waterway development along the Brahmaputra would multiply the connectivity
dividend.

Conclusion: For Assam and Northeast India, the Act East Policy is not merely an external relations
instrument — it is a development framework that can convert a historically peripheral geography into a
strategic asset, provided that internal capacity building matches external diplomatic ambition.
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— It straddles GS Paper Il (International Relations), GS Paper Il (Security, Technology,
Economy), and Essay in a single analytical thread — making it exceptionally versatile for
exam preparation.

— The concept of 'strategic autonomy' is a perennial UPSC favourite — it appears in IR

questions, IR-related essays, and Ethics case studies (balancing national interest with
moral obligations).

— Western fragmentation, multipolarity, and the reconfiguration of global alliances have
been rising in UPSC question frequency since 2019 — expect this trend to continue
through the 2026 cycle.

— For APSC, the Northeast India/Assam angle in every answer elevates scores — and
this topic provides rich raw material for that differentiation.

4 Prepareasingle A4 mind-map with: New West — Causes (Trump, Brexit, China rise)
— Implications (for IR architecture) — India's position — Opportunity — Challenge. This
map can anchor answers in multiple GS papers.

4+ Maintain a running 'Institutions File' — NATO, G7, Quad, EU, UNSC, iCET, TTC —
with: founding year, members, mandate, recent developments. Keep updating it monthly.

4 Develop 3-4 ready-to-deploy philosophical hooks — Kautilya (strategic realism), Rawls

(justice), Habermas (multilateralism), Sen (capabilities) — that can be inserted into any IR,
Essay, or Ethics answer to demonstrate conceptual sophistication.

4 Practice writing integrated answers — where the same fact (e.g., iCET) is deployed
from different angles: technology policy (GS lll), IR partnership (GS Il), ethical dimensions
of dual-use technology (GS V). This is the mark of a comprehensive preparation.
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	India and the 'New West'  Strategic Recalibration in a Fragmented Transatlantic Order ─────────────────────────────
	UPSC CSE | GSPaperII&III | InternationalRelations | National Security

	Section 01 Key Terms and Explanations
	Before engaging with the strategic complexity this topic presents, it is important to anchor the discussion  in clear conceptual vocabulary. These terms recur across UPSC GS Paper II, Essay, and International  Relations questions and must be understood both independently and in their inter-relationship.
	A. The 'New West'
	• The classical 'West' referred to a consolidated bloc of liberal democracies — primarily the United
	States and Western Europe — bound by shared values (individual liberty, free markets, rule of law), a common security framework (NATO), and institutional architecture (World Bank, IMF, GATT/WTO). This was the 'operational West' that dominated global governance after 1945.
	• The 'New West' is not a formal institution or alliance but a conceptual shift — it describes the
	fragmented, contested, and increasingly fluid nature of Western identity and unity. Internal divergences over trade, burden-sharing, migration, values, and strategic priorities have eroded the older cohesion.
	• Example for students: If the classical West was a joint family with a shared kitchen and common
	rules, the New West is a housing society where each flat has its own kitchen but shares a gate — coordination persists, but alignment has weakened significantly.

	B. Strategic Autonomy
	• Strategic autonomyrefers to a state's capacity to independently formulate and execute foreign
	and security policywithout being structurally dependent on any single external actor or alliance. It does not mean isolation — rather, it means calibrated engagement without entangling commitment.
	• India has historically practised strategic autonomy through non-alignment during the Cold War
	and through its multi-vector engagement policy in the post-Cold War period — cultivating ties simultaneously with the US, Russia, Europe, the Gulf, ASEAN, and Africa.
	• For Europe, 'strategic autonomy' has emerged more recently as a post-Trump doctrine — European leaders, particularly from France, argue that Europe must develop independent defence manufacturing, intelligence, and diplomatic capacity rather than perpetually relying on American security guarantees.


	FOR ADMISSION CALL : 6002417488
	C. Transatlantic Alliance
	The transatlantic alliance is the security and political partnership between the United States and Western Europe, institutionalised primarily through NATO (founded 1949) and supplemented by the G7, OECD, and various bilateral frameworks. Its foundational logic was collective defence against Soviet expansionism.
	• Post-Cold War, the alliance continued, but its rationale shifted — from territorial defence to
	counter-terrorism, power projection, and values-based solidarity. The Trump era (both terms) exposed deep fissures: burden-sharing disputes, differing threat perceptions, and divergent economic interests.

	D. De-Risking vs. Decoupling
	Decoupling — a moreaggressive US-favoured approach — means systematically severing economic and technologicalties with China across sectors. It carries high disruption costs.  De-risking — Europe'spreferred formulation — means reducing dependencies in critical and  strategic sectors (semiconductors, rare earths, military technology) while maintaining broader  economic engagementwithChina. Europe fears full decoupling would harm its export-dependent  economies.
	• This distinction mattersforIndia: both create openings for India as an alternative manufacturing
	hub, technology partner,anddiplomatic interlocutor — but the nature of the opportunity differs depending on which pathprevails.

	E. Multipolar World / Multipolarity
	Multipolarity describesaglobalorder in which power is distributed across multiple poles — the US, China, the EU, Russia, India,and potentially others — rather than concentrated in one (unipolarity) or two (bipolarity)dominant actors.
	• The erosion of transatlantic cohesion accelerates multipolarity because it reduces the effective
	weight of the Western bloc asasingle actor in global bargaining. India, positioned as a rising power with significant economic,demographic, and civilisational capital, is seen as a natural beneficiary of multipolar restructuring.
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	The following questions span the full thematic range of this issue — transatlantic relations, India's strategic positioning, multipolarity, and the evolving architecture of global governance. They are drawn from UPSC CSE Prelims, Mains, and APSC CCE papers, and are grouped by theme for analytical clarity.
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	Section 14 Model Answers for Selected Questions
	The following model answers are structured on the UPSC Mains format — Introduction (context + thesis) → Body (multidimensional analysis) → Way Forward → Conclusion. Each is calibrated to approximately 250 words. Read them not just for content but for structure — the way ideas are sequenced matters as much as the ideas themselves.
	Model Answer 1 — Strategic Autonomy as India's Foreign Policy Doctrine
	Introduction: India's foreign policy has traversed a significant arc — from Nehruvian non-alignment during  the Cold War, through cautious post-1991 liberalisation of external engagements, to the current posture  of multi-vector 'strategic autonomy.' While the terminological shift reflects a genuine evolution, evaluating  its coherence requires both historical perspective and structural assessment.  Body — Evolution: Non-alignment, born of the Cold War's forced choices, was India's principled refusal  to join either superpower bloc. Strategic autonomy, its post-Cold War successor, retains the refusal to  make a permanent bloc commitment but adds the active exploitation of multiple partnerships — Quad  (security), India-EU TTC (technology), iCET with the US (critical technologies), and continued  engagement with Russia (energy, defence spares). The Indo-US Civil Nuclear Deal (2008), S-400  procurement from Russia, and Quad membership simultaneously demonstrate this multi-vector logic.  Assessment — Coherence: Strategic autonomy is coherent as a principled approach — it reflects a  rational calibration of interests rather than ideological alignment. However, it faces structural coherence  challenges: technology supply chain decoupling pressures increasingly force implicit alignment choices;  defence platforms from different suppliers create interoperability complications; and allies expect  reciprocal commitments that pure autonomy resists. The doctrine works best as a hedge against  uncertainty rather than a permanent all-weather strategy.  Way Forward: India must build genuine strategic capacity — military, economic, and technological — to  sustain autonomous postures. Autonomy without capacity is merely neutrality by default. Deepening  domestic defence production (GE-414 engine, TEJAS program), advancing digital infrastructure, and  concluding structured economic partnerships with both the US and EU would give the doctrine structural  grounding.  Conclusion: Strategic autonomy is coherent but not unconditional. As a dynamic doctrine calibrated to  India's growing but still evolving power, it maximises India's agency in a multipolar transition — provided  itis backed by continuous capability building and nuanced diplomatic management.

	Model Answer 2 — UNSC Reform and India's Candidacy
	Introduction: The United Nations Security Council was designed in 1945 to reflect the power configuration  of the post-World War II world — a configuration that has been fundamentally transformed by  decolonisation, the Cold War's end, and the rise of new economic and political powers. India's case for  permanent UNSC membership rests on both principled and pragmatic grounds.
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	Body — The Case for India: India's case is multidimensional. Demographically, as the world's most populous nation with 1.4 billion people, India cannot credibly remain outside the permanent membership of the institution tasked with global peace. Economically, India is now the world's fifth largest economy by nominal GDP and the third largest by purchasing power parity. Militarily, India is one of the world's largest troop contributors to UN peacekeeping operations. Normatively, India's track record of peaceful resolution of disputes, championing of multilateralism, and democratic governance meets the legitimacy standards for UNSC permanent membership.  Prospects for Reform: Reform faces structural obstacles. The current P5 (US, UK, France, Russia, China)  hold veto power over any Charter amendment — and China, in particular, opposes India's candidacy as  part of its broader strategic competition with India. The G4 (India, Germany, Brazil, Japan) proposal for  expanded permanent membership has generated political momentum but insufficient institutional  traction.  Way Forward: India should build a broad coalition — particularly among African and Latin American  states — linking UNSC reform to the broader agenda of a more equitable multilateral order. The African  Union's demand for at least two permanent seats with veto power creates a natural coalition-building  opportunity.  Conclusion: India's UNSC permanent membership is a matter of geopolitical justice — but justice alone  does not produce reform. Strategic patience, coalition building, and demonstrating consistent multilateral  responsibility are the real currencies of reform advocacy.
	Model Answer 3 — APSC: Act East Policy and Northeast India
	Introduction: India's Act East Policy (AEP), launched in 2014 as an evolution of the 1991 Look East  Policy, represents a strategic shift from merely looking toward Southeast Asia to actively engaging with  it — through connectivity, trade, cultural diplomacy, and security cooperation. For Northeast India, and  Assam in particular, the AEP creates both an imperative and an opportunity.  Body — Strategic Context: The AEP operates within the broader reconfiguration of the Indo-Pacific — as  Western nations seek to de-risk supply chains from China, India's Act East connectivity acquires  additional strategic value. The Brahmaputra river corridor, the Kaladan Multi-Modal Transit Transport  Project, and India-Myanmar-Thailand Trilateral Highway all pass through or originate in Northeast India,  making the region a critical node in India's connectivity architecture.  Assam Specifically: Assam's strategic advantages are significant — its location at the confluence of South  Asia and Southeast Asia, the Brahmaputra as a potential inland waterway of national and international  importance, its linguistic and cultural bridges with parts of Southeast Asia, and its improving infrastructure  under PM GatiShakti. However, realising these advantages requires addressing persistent challenges:  insurgency (though significantly reduced), infrastructure gaps in the last mile, logistics costs, and cross- border regulatory harmonisation with Myanmar and Bangladesh.  Way Forward: Assam should develop a dedicated Export and Investment Promotion Authority with a  specific Southeast Asia and West mandate — linking the state's agri-processing, bamboo industry, silk  (eri and muga), and pharmaceutical sectors to both Western and ASEAN markets. Integrating flood  management with waterway development along the Brahmaputra would multiply the connectivity  dividend.  Conclusion: For Assam and Northeast India, the Act East Policy is not merely an external relations  instrument — it is a development framework that can convert a historically peripheral geography into a  strategic asset, provided that internal capacity building matches external diplomatic ambition.
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	Note-Making Tips:  ✦
	Why This Issue is UPSC-Critical:  → It straddles GS Paper II (International Relations), GS Paper III (Security, Technology, Economy), and Essay in a single analytical thread — making it exceptionally versatile for exam preparation.  → The concept of 'strategic autonomy' is a perennial UPSC favourite — it appears in IR  questions, IR-related essays, and Ethics case studies (balancing national interest with  moral obligations).  → Western fragmentation, multipolarity, and the reconfiguration of global alliances have been rising in UPSC question frequency since 2019 — expect this trend to continue through the 2026 cycle.  → For APSC, the Northeast India/Assam angle in every answer elevates scores — and  this topic provides rich raw material for that differentiation.
	Prepareasingle A4 mind-map with: New West → Causes (Trump, Brexit, China rise)
	→ Implications (for IR architecture) → India's position → Opportunity → Challenge. This map can anchor answers in multiple GS papers.  ✦ Maintain a running 'Institutions File' — NATO, G7, Quad, EU, UNSC, iCET, TTC —  with: founding year, members, mandate, recent developments. Keep updating it monthly.  ✦ Develop 3-4 ready-to-deploy philosophical hooks — Kautilya (strategic realism), Rawls  (justice), Habermas (multilateralism), Sen (capabilities) — that can be inserted into any IR,  Essay, or Ethics answer to demonstrate conceptual sophistication.  ✦ Practice writing integrated answers — where the same fact (e.g., iCET) is deployed  from different angles: technology policy (GS III), IR partnership (GS II), ethical dimensions  of dual-use technology (GS IV). This is the mark of a comprehensive preparation.
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