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1. What seem to be the major foreign policy goals, interests, objectives of India? Are there any particular domestic problems in India with strong implications for your foreign policy objectives and interests? 

The collapse of the Soviet Union created major backlash for Indian foreign policy (State Dept).  Trade among Indian and the Soviet Union plummeted after the Soviet collapse and has not recovered since (State Dept). 

In 1991, India underwent a series of economic reforms as a result of a severe foreign exchange crisis (State Dept). Such reforms include, “liberalized foreign investment and exchange regimes, significant reductions in tariffs and other trade barriers, reform and modernization of the financial sector, and significant adjustments in government monetary and fiscal policies (State Dept).” These reforms have been beneficial to the Indian economy leading to higher growth rates, lower inflation, and substantial increases in foreign investment (State Dept). Foreign portfolio and direct investment flows have been on the rise contributing to healthy foreign currency reserves (State Dept). India’s economic growth is usually constrained by unsatisfactory infrastructure, bureaucratic procedures, and high real interest rates (State Dept). It will be of India’s interest to reevaluate these constraints to formulate its economic policies and pursue economic reforms to maintain recent trends in economic growth (State Dept). 

Along the Indian coastline and extensive Exclusive Economic Zone, the navy and coast guard patrol the waters dictated by India’s economic and strategic interests (State Dept).  

As a member of NAM, India is devoted to restructuring the world economic order (Profile: NAM). Recent concerns of NAM also include: globalization, trade and investment, debt, Aids and international crime (Profile: NAM).” 

As a member of the South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation or SAARC, India and other state members encourage the “cooperation in agriculture, rural development, science and technology, culture, health, population control, narcotics, and terrorism (State Dept).” Members of SAARC include Bangladesh, Bhutan, India, Maldives, Nepal, Pakistan, and Sri Lanka (State Dept). 

2.  Which other nations and groups seem to be your most important “friends,” “enemies?” Why? 

“Friends”

India works closely with fellow developing countries regarding issues of trade to environmental protection (State Dept). 

India is currently strengthening its political and commercial relations with the United States, Japan, the European Union, Iran, China, and the Association of Southeast Asian Nations ((State Dept)). India, however, remains a member of the Non-Aligned Movement (NAM), therefore it cannot be involved in alliances or defense pacts with main world powers (Profile: NAM).

Russia 

Defense cooperation between India and Russia has risen with the signing of a multi-billion pact to build a futuristic combat aircraft and the future lease of a Russian nuclear submarine to India (The Hindu).  The current program for defense cooperation between 2000-2010 involves 200 defense projects estimated at $18 billion (The Hindu).  According to Defense Minister A.K. Anthony, “This will mark the start of a new strategic relationship based on greater interaction at the various operational levels (The Hindu).  

“Enemies/Conflicts”  

In the last thousand years, India has been invaded from the Iranian plateau, Central Asia, Arabia, Afghanistan, and the West (State Dept).

Pakistan 

In 1947, hostility between India and Pakistan led the British to partition British India, which created East and West Pakistan, where there were Muslim majorities (State Dept). The conflict between India and Pakistan can be traced back to centuries-old rivalry between Hindus and Muslims (State Dept). At the center of the conflict is Kashmir, whose Hindu Maharaja joined India in 1947, despite that the majority of his subjects were Muslim (State Dept). India argues that his decision and the following elections in Kashmir have made it a part of India (State Dept). Pakistan counters that it is Kashmiris’ right to decide through a plebiscite in accordance of a former Indian pledge and UN resolution (State Dept).  This dispute sparked wars between the countries in 1947 and 1965 (State Dept). 

In 1971, another Pakistan and Indian war began after the flight of millions of Bengali refugees into India from East Pakistan due to a political crisis (State Dept). Indian victory in the east resulted in the creation of Bangladesh (State Dept). Since the 1971 war, Pakistan and India have made slow progress in normalizing relations (State Dept).  In 1972, Indian Prime Minister Indira Gandhi and Pakistani President Zulfikar Ali Bhutto met to sign an agreement that the two countries would “settle their differences by peaceful means through bilateral negotiations” (State Dept).  Diplomatic and trade relations were re-established in 1976 (State Dept). 

Tension between the two countries emerged again after the 1979 Soviet invasion of Afghanistan (State Dept). Pakistan supported Afghan resistence, while India supported Soviet occupation (State Dept).  During this time, India grew wary over Pakistani arms purchases, U.S. military aid to Pakistan, and Pakistan’s nuclear weapons program (State Dept).  In order to calm tension between the two countries, a joint commission was formed (State Dept).  In 1988, a pact was made in agreement not to attack each other’s nuclear facilities, as well as agreements on cultural exchanges and civil aviation (State Dept). 

In 1997, the Indian and Pakistan foreign secretaries identified eight “outstanding issues” that the countries would address (State Dept).  The dispute over Jammu and Kashmir remains the major issue (State Dept).  India maintains that it is an integral part of the Indian union, where Pakistan argues that UN resolution which calls for self-determination of the people of the state should be taken into account (State Dept).  

In 1988 India and Pakistan underwent nuclear tests (State Dept).  Soon after, in 1999, attempts were made to restart dialogue between the two nations, in a meeting conducted that year three agreements were signed.  However, these efforts were postponed by the intrusion of Pakistani-backed forces into Indian-held territory that same year (State Dept).

China 

Despite remaining suspicion from the 1962 border conflict between India and China and continuing territorial and boundary disputes, relations between the two countries have gradually improved (State Dept).  Recently the two countries have agreed to reduce border tensions by expanding trade and cultural ties (State Dept). 

In 1996, Chinese President Jiang Zemin visited India to sign a series of confidence-building measures in regards to the border dispute which included troop reduction and weapon limitations (State Dept). However, Sino-Indian relations received a setback in 1998 when India engaged in nuclear testing justifying these acts as an outcome to potential threats from China (State Dept). In the following year, Indian External Affairs Minister Jaswant Singh visited Beijing and stated that India did not consider China a threat (State Dept). Currently relations between the two countries are steadily progressing (State Dept). 

Conflict in Kashmir

In the 2005 security and foreign policy dialogue between China and India, dialogue among the countries resumed over militarized boundaries, nuclear proliferation, as well as the Indian notion of China transferring missiles to Pakistan (CIA Factbook).  Several  talks and confidence-building measures have since begun to reduce tensions over Kashmir, especially since the 2005 earthquake that took place in the region (CIA Factbook). “Kashmir remains the site of the world’s largest and most militarized territorial dispute with portions under the administration of China (Aksai Chin), India (Jammu and Kashmir), and Pakistan (Azad Kashmir and Northern Areas) (CIA Factbook).”  India and Pakistan have abided by their 2004 cease fire agreement in Kashmir and have begun discussions on defusing the armed stand-off in the Siachen glacier region  (CIA Factbook).   

Conflict with the U.S.

In March of 1998, relations between the United States and India were seriously damaged when the Indian BJP-led coalition government conducted a series of underground nuclear tests which led to U.S. imposed economic sanctions on the country (State Dept). These sanctions were in accordance with the 1994 Nuclear Proliferation Prevention Act (Sate Dept).  “U.S. sanctions on Indian entities involved in the nuclear industry and opposition to international financial institution loans for non-humanitarian assistance projects in India remain sources of friction (State Dept).

Question 3: To what extent do the five domestic variables (which we will discuss in class) affect the foreign policies of your country? 

1. Idiosyncratic Variable – It is the background and talent that is brought to office; the personality, the psychological makeup of the leader.

For the first time in its history India has a woman as president, President Pratibha Patil. However, the office of presidency is a considered largely a ceremonial office (Ali, M.M.). The true leader of the nation of India and the power of India is concentrated within its Prime Minister Manmohan Singh. In India Prime Ministers are the heads of government. As a leader Mr. Singh is looked at as a “decent but weak-kneed man, constantly tailoring his reformist economics to the conservative cloth of party colleagues and coalition partners” (Three Legs Good). At the same Singh is leading India into more peace talks with Pakistan. Under Singh’s leadership the nation of India has grown economically as well militarily with the progression of its nuclear capabilities and ambitions (Natural Resources Defense Council). 

For the nation of India the idiosyncratic variable has played a major affect on India’s foreign policies. Prime Minister Singh’s political talents of being able to be keep internal elements content has allowed him the freedom to deal with external matters. His personality has taken him as for as to seemingly have the trust of Pakistan President Pervez Musharraf (Three Legs Good). Prime Minister Singh’s psychological makeup seems to incorporate a bit of an ego with his willingness to sacrifice some economic policies, going even against some of his own advisors, in order to be remembered as peace-maker (Three Legs).  

2. Role Variable – It is the constraints that exist for policy makers because of role they are expected to play while they are in a particular office or position.

The office of the presidency is for most intent and purposes a ceremonial office. The nation's parties utilize the office as a political message, many of times “nominating candidates from minorities like the Muslims and lower castes (Dalits) as a way to highlight the secular nature of Indian democracy” (Ali, M.M.). The role of president therefore accordingly has the huge constraint of not having much control of anything since they are not the head of the government. There role predicates them to be figure heads.

On the other hand the role of Prime Minister is well developed role in India. The nation of India since having attained its independence from Britain has been governed by a parliamentary system head by a Prime Minister. Since the role is long established and well developed it has a huge affect on foreign policies. In Prime Minister Singh’s case it overrides the impact of idiosyncratic variable and though his personality and ego crave recognition for peace the role variable limits how far he can go in pursuit of peace.

3. Governmental Variable – It is the type of systems that exists, whether they are open or closed; coalitions that subsist within a government; the competence of any particular government.

India is the largest democracy in the world. India’s constitution defines India as a sovereign, socialist, secular, democratic republic. India has a federal form of government and a bicameral parliament operating under a Westminster-style parliamentary system. It has three branches of governance: the Legislature, Executive, and Judiciary. The President of India is the official head of state elected indirectly by an electoral college for a five-year term. The Prime Minister is, however, the de facto head of government and exercises most executive powers. The Prime Minister is appointed by the President, with the requirement that they enjoy the support of the party or coalition securing the majority of seats in the lower house of Parliament (Wikipedia).

The governmental variable has a significant affect on India’s foreign policies. The fact they have an open system of government that is democratic plays well at the international level. Moreover, more countries in the modern world are willing to work with other democratic nations. Also democratic nations are statistically less likely to war with each other so in that sense the governmental variable plays a significant role on India’s foreign policies. Also on the basis of trade, trade is easier for open system states. 

4. Societal Variable – It is public opinion; values, shared standards; it is the fact that policy makers not only have to listen to society, they are products of the society.

India is a democratic state and because of that public opinion matters a great deal since policy makers have to elected; failing to listen to public opinion could potentially get a policy maker fired or replaced. On those grounds the societal variable has a significant role on foreign polices. On the other hand, India is also a secular nation and within it exist many different value systems and standards are not necessarily shared by all so at times listening to society means going against individual values if your values lie within the minority groups values. Since India has well established roles of government officials and policy makers, the societal variable likely plays second fiddle to it the other variable such as governmental, role, and idiosyncratic. 

5. Systemic Variable – It is the resources that are available to the country.

India has few strong resources. Its main resource is agriculture and to a lesser extent India’s industry in steel, textiles and aluminum and other basic industrial. Most of the people of India’s population is employed in agriculture and most of the population is poor (Library of Congress Country Studies).

The systemic variable has some affect on India’s foreign policies. India is poor and because it is poor at the international scale India it is not that important. In short because India does not have too many resources to provide out at a global scale, India’s systemic variable is one of the variables that hinder India’s foreign polices.

To what extent do these domestic variables help in understanding the manner in which domestic problems in your nation are/or are not having an effect on your foreign policy objectives and interests?

The domestic variables truly do help to a large extent understand the manner which domestic problems affect India’s foreign policy interests and objectives. One of India objectives is to broker a sustainable peace with Pakistan. The idiosyncratic variable is pushing India in that direction with India’s Prime Minister pushing for more peace negotiations with Pakistan. At the same time the role variable is in effect because as the Prime Minister can only do so much within his role as PM. The fact that the governmental variable is in play is because it is an open system where policy makers get elected and policy makers have to listen to public opinion to stay in office. The societal variable is one o the variable that helps with the understanding of why some things such as progress on peace negotiations between India and Pakistan move very slowly. India is a secular nation and because of this values and standards are not shared by all in India. It is understandable that the entire nation cannot rally behind one idea because of the lack of shared values. Lastly the systemic variable is a variable that truly demonstrates why domestic problems are not having an effect on foreign objectives and interests. India is poor and until it has more resources India will not be able to have the effect foreign policy like it desires.

Question 4: What range of resources do you have available to you to help pursue your foreign policy objectives, including military and economic capabilities?

India’s economic capabilities are not that strong. “India's diverse economy encompasses traditional village farming, modern agriculture, handicrafts, a wide range of modern industries, and a multitude of services. Services are the major source of economic growth, accounting for more than half of India's output with less than one third of its labor force.” Though it is a nation who has demonstrated constant economic growth, posting “an average growth rate of more than 7% in the decade since 1996, reducing poverty by about 10 percentage points” India is still a very much indebted nation, 52.8% of the nation’s GDP is public debt. It is estimated that at least one quarter of the nation lives below the poverty line. “India achieved 8.5% GDP growth in 2006, significantly expanding manufacturing. India is capitalizing on its large numbers of well-educated people skilled in the English language to become a major exporter of software services and software workers. Economic expansion has helped New Delhi continue to make progress in reducing its federal fiscal deficit. However, strong growth - more than 8 percent growth in each of the last three years - combined with easy consumer credit and a real estate boom is fueling inflation concerns. The huge and growing population is the fundamental social, economic, and environmental problem” (CIA Fact Book). 

India’s military capabilities are also not that strong. India has most the military basics such as an “Army, Navy (includes naval air arm), Air Force, Coast Guard, various security or paramilitary forces (includes Border Security Force, Assam Rifles, National Security Guards, Indo-Tibetan Border Police, Special Frontier Force, Central Reserve Police Force, Central Industrial Security Force, Railway Protection Force, and Defense Security Corps)” (CIA Fact Book). The most significant military asset India has is its nuclear capabilities.  

How dependent are you on resources outside of your country?

India is to a degree dependent on resources from outside the country. India’s oil needs are mostly satisfied by foreign production. India has a trade deficit so they import more than they export. Most of all the oil that is consumed by India is imported. India major importing partners are China accounting for 8.5%, US accounting for 5.9%, Germany accounting for 4.5%, and Singapore accounting for 4.5% (CIA Fact Book). 

Question 5: How important is ideology to your group? How about nationalism?

Identifying the distinction between ideology and nationalism within India presents a complicated situation that must be examined from several perspectives. The Republic of India is a Sovereign Socialist Democratic Republic with a Parliamentary system of Government. According to the Constitution, citizens preserve basic rights such as freedom from persecution based on ideals, freedom of speech, and the right to social mobility regardless of social or ethnic status (Indian Government). Most notably, there is an emphasis on the freedom of individuals to maintain their cultural heritage, an important constitutional right for all minorities to create their own institutions for the preservation of that culture through schools or other mediums. The Indian Government has a national policy aimed at preserving, protecting, and developing India’s rich cultural heritage, which includes 22 National Languages, as well as 844 different dialects spoken throughout the country (Indian Government). At the same time, there is a continuing effort to incorporate this cultural diversity into a single national identity. The Lion Capital of Ashoka is used as the National Emblem. First erected in 250 BCE, it was chosen after India became a republic and is used to symbolize India’s rich cultural history as well as the importance of unity. In addition, the wheel that sits at the base was placed in the center of the National Flag (Indian Government). At the same time, India’s cultural diversity has made it difficult to create a strong national identity. 

Out of a population of 1.12 billion, Hindus constitute 80%, Muslims 13.4%, and others (Jews, Christians, Buddhists) the rest of the population. Most importantly, the tension between Hindus and Muslims has typified India’s struggle to create a national identity (Indian Government). While there is not a consistent level of turmoil and violence, most conflicts rise at the communal level in different levels of frequency and intensity. Examples of the roots of this tension in India’s modern history can be traced to the Indian Councils Act of 1909, which established separate Hindu and Muslim electorates and only increased tensions (Library of Congress). The bloody Partition of India and subsequent tensions with the successor state of Pakistan have expanded the situation. Although India has attempted to resolve past injustices, such as the individual rights contained in the Constitution and affirmative action policies aimed at making reparations for social inequalities, the Indian Government has been plagued by continued acts of terrorism on the communal level (Indian Government). Many of these events are the result of retaliatory actions, triggered by assassinations or the destruction of religious icons and buildings, which eventually escalate and take the context of “them and us.” For example, the Anti-Sikh Riots in 1984, in which large mobs reportedly loyal to the Indian Congress part in power during the time sough out and killed Sikhs in their homes and even stopping trains (Library of Congress). This was intended as a response to the killing of Prime Minister Indira Gandhi, an action that was in turn a reaction to Operation Blue Star, in which the Indian Army attacked and apprehended Sikh extremists, resulting in several hundred civilian and military casualties. In the end of the riots, it is estimated that as many as 4,000 Sikhs were killed. While this demonstrates tensions that can arise within a political context based on ideological principles, there are other acts that are distinctly communal. For example, the 1992 Bombay Riots were retaliatory bombings and killings between Muslims and Hindus, resulting in 900 deaths (Library of Congress). Other cases of retaliatory violence between Muslims and Hindus include the 2002 Gurajat violence, in which it is estimated that as many as 1000, possibly 2000, were killed. In addition, labeled terrorists activities such as the 2005 Janmabhoomi attack in Ayodhya, the 2006 Varanasi bombings, the 2006 Jama Masjid explosions, and the 11 July 2006 Mumbai Train Bombins are often blamed on communalism (Encyclopedia Britannica). One of the most recent activities of extremists is the Maoist extremist movement, which has been active since its initial revolts in 1967 and recent resurgence in 2004 as several extremist cells formed in a loose-alliance (Council On Foreign Relations). These extremists advocate that they are fighting for the rights of the impoverished, often recruiting from rural sectors of the country and restricting activities to these regions, although they are beginning to target Indian cities and recruiting from the urban unemployed (Council On Foreign Relations). 

Nevertheless, although the term “communal violence” is often used to describe the nature of these acts of “terrorism”, there is a reason for the use of this terminology. While the tensions exist on a communal level and in fact often arise on out of such tensions, the violence that results does not include the entire community. In fact, many families flee areas where such violence occurs, such as the 2002 Gurajat violence, and only once order is restored do they return. Thus, the actual killings are often conducted by extremists, and in many cases there can be criminal players, such as gang-lords, behind the violence itself. What can be interpreted from this is that while there are distinct and strong ideological forces interacting and coexisting within India, any violence that arises out of the underlying tension is often committed only by extremist groups. Thus, ideology does not appear to play as strong a role in the direction of India’s development. Even on a communal level acts of violence are inconsistent and sporadic, and there are stronger efforts at peace on a communal and a state level than there are to separate the country. 

At the same time, the ideological tension between Islam and Hinduism has had a profound impact on the development of India’s national identity to the point that one could establish that India possesses a dual-nationality. This dual-nationality must be understood in the context of one of India’s rivals in the international community: Pakistan. The creation of Pakistan was a socio-political solution to the tension India consistently experienced during British colonization and continuing after independence. Although this tension was rooted on ideological principles, it developed into a national tension was both countries continued to quarrel and fight over territorial boundaries. One of the most notable and consistent sources of tension between the two countries is the possession of Kashmir. In the late 1940s the Muslim-majority princely state, ruled by a Hindu, refused to decide between joining India or Pakistan. Under the requirement that he join India, the India Army defending Kashmir from the Pakistani Army’s attempt to take Kashmir by force (Encyclopedia Britannica). To this day the right over Kashmir is contested by both sides: India upholds the right of the decision of the prince of Kashmir to join, where as Pakistan contests that the Muslim majority state should belong to Pakistan (Encyclopedia Britannica). Inter-state relations between the two countries thus are based on principles that are clearly national – sovereignty (territory) – at the same time that this tension is rooted in past events that were either a result of or a reaction to ideological tensions between Islam and Hinduism. 

Thus, this dual-nationalism (Indian Nationalism and Hindu Nationalism) must be recognized when attempting to understand the internal and external policies of the Indian Government. They cannot be separated nor can one be identified as more important than the other. Both have and continue to play an important role in the development of domestic and international relations of India. 
Question 6: How actively are you involved with regional or global organizations and alliances? Why?


India is not part of any major alliances, having established a non-alignment policy during the Cold War. At the same time, India is highly committed to its involvement in the United Nations. India is one of the founding members of the United Nations, and has consistently been one of the largest troop contributors, which is consistent with the country’s desire to acquire a seat on the Security Council (United Nations). The India Government has demonstrated continuous support for the United Nations in several ways. In 1998 India tested nuclear weapons (BBC). Although initially the United Nations and individual countries were concerned over India’s actions, initial sanctions against the country were lifted. In fact, in 2004 the United States signed a nuclear co-operation agreement even though India is not part of the Non Proliferation Treaty (Encyclopedia Britannica). However, due to India’s strong nuclear non-proliferation record, as well as cooperation in the United Nations and general support for international peace, the decision was supported. In addition, it was recognized that India’s security was threatened by China’s possession of nuclear weapons; thus, India was supported in their efforts to establish deterrence capabilities (Library of Congress). Currently, India is supported by several countries, such as the U.K., Japan, France, Germany, Brazil, and the African Union for candidacy for a permanent seat on the Security Council (Encyclopedia Britannica). An important recent development that demonstrates India’s contribution to the United Nations includes a joint program with Indonesia to develop networks for disaster recovery and rehabilitation (United Nations Information Center, New Delhi). 

Not a part of any major alliance, India’s relations with other states vary from country to country. On the most part, India has maintained very favorable terms with Russia, Israel, Nepal, Tajikistan, United States, United Kingdom, Germany, France, Mexico, and Japan. India is also one of the leaders of developing countries representation in international forums such as the G8, IBSA (India, Brazil, South Africa) Dialogue Forum, and the World Trade Organization forums (Indian Government). India gained considerable support in the 1990s they attracted attention to terrorist activities in Kashmir that were backed by Pakistan. This resulted in the Kargil War of 1999, in which Pakistani forces crossed the Line of Control, the armistice line agreed upon after the First Kashmir War (1948-1949). The India Army was able to retake lost territory, which resulted in political backlash against Pakistan for the attack (several anti-India militant groups based in Pakistan were labeled as terrorist groups by the United Nations and the European Union)(Library of Congress). Favorable relations between the United States and the European Union have further increased after the September 11 attacks and the subsequent War on Terror. India has provided valuable intelligence on Al-Qaeda and related groups’ activities I Pakistan and Afghanistan, as well as holding several joint military exercises with U.S. and European nations (Encyclopedia Britannica). This has increased international relations between India and the United States and the E.U. (bilateral trade has more than doubled in the last five years). Currently the there is a deal between the United States and India that would allow India access to nuclear technology and fuel; however, there has been internal resistance against the implementation of the deal (BBC).

India’s decision to remain mainly independent, not committing to any major alliances, can be understood within the context of decolonization and the Cold War. India had recently gained independence from Britain following World War II, and if the country aligned with either block (West or East) the view was that this was placing India under foreign control once again. At the same time, even though India did sign a non-alignment treaty, the country pursued relations with several countries throughout the world, including the west and east bloc. While close relations with Russia made the United States question India’s intentions, India’s commitment to the U.N. and continued good relations with the U.S. proved that India could have close ties with other countries without feeling that they had sacrificed the sovereignty they had fought for (Encyclopedia Britannica). Thus, the United Nations proved a better conduit through which to commit to an “alliance” without having to necessarily take sides in the international community. 
