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Abstract 
India and the US are developing a close relationship now for a fair period of time. The earlier constrained in 
the bilateral relationship seems now to be resolved. The US considers India’s cooperation very significant, 
particularly in the Asia Pacific region. India was considered “pivot” in the American Asia Pacific policy. Since 
its unveiling in the year 2011, the policy seems perplexing for last one year or so. India’s limited scope and the 
US’s ambivalence has put certain question marks over the sustainability of the policy. The paper will try to 
understand the new developments in the ‘pacific pivot’ and its implications for the bilateral relationship 
between India and the US. The paper will follow historical and analytical approach for this study. 
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Introduction 
India and the United States are now engaged significantly for last two decades. The two 
countries have cemented their bilateral relationship into a “natural partners”. The earlier 
hiccups in the bilateral engagements are now frozen. The relationship is now contextualized as 
‘global partnership’ and ‘indispensable partnership’ in the twenty-first century. However, these 
slogans seem more procedural than substantive.  
The fifth Indo-US strategic dialogue on 31st July 2014 at New Delhi aimed to revitalize the 
bilateral ties as John Kerry, the then US secretary of State called it as a “Strategic Imperative” 
and it “Transformative Movement”. The foreign policy speech on India of John Kerry at Centre 
for American Congress on 28th July 2014, divulged the on the issues and concerns in the 
bilateral relationship. “One of the key issues in the US is to deepen our relationship with the 
India”, and together “we will boost two-way trade, clean energy, deepen security partnership 
in the Asia Pacific and beyond” said by John Kerry (Indo-US Relations, 2014). 
During the Obama’s 2015 visit two sides concluded commitment of “Chalein Saath Saath”: 
“Forward Together We Go” of September 2014 into action through “Sanjha Prayaas; Sab Ka 
Vikaas”: “Shared Effort; Progress For All”. During this visit, the two countries unveiled Joint 
Strategic Vision for the Asia Pacific and the Indian Ocean Region (Indo-US Joint Statement, 
2015). However, we do not see such developments in the bilateral relationship between these 
two countries in earlier times. The two sides have contested over many issues in the past.  
The cold war obsession, Nehru’s socialist approach and its inclination towards former the 
Soviet Union, the NAM Ideology and US’s geostrategic designs, in which Pakistan was more 
significant over India as the former was rightly situated between the worlds two inevitable 
regions viz. The Middle East and Central Asia, all played an important role in the bilateral 
contestations and affected in launching a good bilateral engagement. 
The Indian leadership under its first Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru had been very skeptical 
about the US’s positive role in the subcontinent. India was looking for a civilizational 
recognition and a visible political status in the South Asian neighborhood. The United States 
did not promote that recognition rather portrayed a negative picture of India. 
The last decade of the twentieth century has seen some dramatic up-downs in the Indo-US 
bilateral engagements. A critical freeze was seen in the bilateral engagements over India’s 
1998 nuclear tests and subsequent shift in its policy after the Kargil War in 1999 and 9/11 in 
2001. In the midst of these upheavals, the US President Bill Clinton paved a fruitful visit to the 
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New Delhi. He heralded a ‘natural partnership’ in the bilateral engagements. This visit of US 
president opened the closed gates in the bilateral relations. After the Bill Clinton, the Indo-US 
relations had a new shift during the tenure of G. Bush presidency. Mr. Bush resolved in 2001, 
after assuming the office, that the character of Indo-US bilateral relationship will be altered in 
most fundamental manner. He made a lofty point that India and US are two ‘natural allies’. 
The big moment in the relationship came after inking of the civil nuclear agreement by then 
Indian Prime Minister Dr. Manmohan Singh and his US counterpart President George Bush. It is 
pertinent to mention that unveiling of civil nuclear agreement on July 18, 2005, became a 
celebrated movement in the Indo-US bilateral relationship. The agreement was aimed to “end 
to nuclear Apartheid” and “A place for India at the International High Table” such as the 
permanent seat at the United Nations Security Council.  
In the 21st century, the Indo-US relation has been defined by two popular American strategic 
analysts-George Perkovich and Ashley Tellis, both are associated with Carnegie Endowment for 
International Peace, Washington. George Perkovich, author of India’s Nuclear Bomb, while 
contemplating on the issue that why Washington should help India to be a great power? What 
can India reciprocate? He argued that India is least capable to help the US for its strategic 
designs in the 21st century. Therefore, there are fewer prospects for bilateral engagements. On 
the other side Ashley Tellis, author of India: As A New Global Power, believe that it is in the 
interest of US to help India in becoming a global power. The fundamental reason to Tellis is 
that India is capable to balance the other powers in the Asia Pacific region. India is leading 
state in the Indian Ocean Rim and with the US they can ensure the security of worlds main sea 
routes like Palk Street, Gulf of Mannar and broadly a Maritime Security in the Indian Ocean and 
as balancer Chinese Middle kingdom. 
 
India and Pivot 
The Asia pivot-a new grand strategy of US in Asia Pacific region commenced in 2008 and was 
seriously propagated by the former US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton. There are many 
dimensions of this new strategic US policy but in its perusal, India is the lynchpin. One of the 
main targets of this US policy is dragon-the China. John Mearsheimer, the prominent scholar of 
realist school in international relation, underlined that ‘china rise will not be peaceful’. China’s 
territorial ambitions in the South and East China seas are nothing but a sort of camouflage to 
realize the Chinese middle kingdom. China is a prominent threat to US unilateral power in the 
immediate future. To balance this threat the US can rely on India, as it is prospective and 
capable in that domain. 
The US announced the Pivot policy in 2011, which represents “a simultaneous attempt to warn 
China away from using heavy-handed tactics against its neighbors and provide confidence to 
other Asia-Pacific countries that want to resist pressure from Beijing now and in the future” 
(Eric, 2012). The pivot, in essence, is primarily an effort to address the regional insecurity 
engendered by China’s rising military power and aggressive intentions. It is pertinent to 
mention that the six other countries in the region also claim Chinese claims on the South and 
East China seas. Chinese maps show “nine-dash line” including the almost whole sea. As per 
the UNCLOS, (United Nations Convention on the Law of Sea) exclusive sovereignty can be 
claimed only on the land and on sea only 12 nautical miles of the territorial sea can be claimed 
as exclusive sovereign zone and 200 nautical miles can be declared an Exclusive Economic 
Zone. The Chinese claims are contravening the UNCLOS provisions. 
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India is pursuing three-fold policy vis-à-vis the US’s ‘Asia Pivot’ and its implications to Asia as a 
whole. One India is recalibrating its strategic relationship with the United States, which has 
been substantiated through various defense agreements concluded during the 2015 visit of the 
American President to the New Delhi. Second, the New Delhi is less attractive to the Asia Pivot 
as hedging towards China, rather it concentrating to build a close relationship with the Beijing. 
Third, India is looking for ‘local balancing’ to the Chinese assertiveness in the region through 
some bilateral and regional partnerships with the countries of the Asia Pacific region rather 
than through ‘rebalancing’ strategy of the US (Pant & Joshi, 2015). 
In the Year 2012 Chinese President Xi Jinping during his visit to the United States introduced 
the new Idea of a ‘new power of great power relationship’ in the domain of US-Sino bilateral 
relationship. There are some experts who believe that rising China would create what some 
referred to as “the Thucydides trap”, a situation when power shifts from emerged power to an 
emerging one as has happened during the rise of ancient Athens and the fear it created among 
the Spartans in the 5th century BC (Robert, 2013). Rising China poses a ‘big power dilemma’ in 
the US and in some European countries and therefore, there is an expected counter approach 
to the ‘Chinese rise’ from the US and its partners in Europe and Asia. 
However, New Delhi cannot afford to sideline Chinese growing might, keeping in view the 
Sino-Indo border clashes in the past and Beijing’s latest insurrection when its People’s 
Liberation Army camped inside Indian territory in April 2013 and growing China-Pakistan nexus. 
Pant argues that the US’s Pivot provides a great opportunity for the New Delhi to check the 
Chinese growing threat. 
China has directly taken to those countries forging an alliance against the Beijing under 
Chinese President Xi Jinping’s 2014 “code of conduct for Asia”, an Asian security paradigm. 
Furthermore, the Chinese New Development Bank and the Asian Infrastructure Investment 
Bank are been considered a move towards dominance in the geopolitical and geo-economics 
of the global politics. The projects are becoming more critical for the New Delhi while Pakistan 
gets into it. It is worth mentioning that the Chinese proposed $46 billion investment on China-
Pakistan Economic Corridor, which would connect the Gwadar Port in Pakistan and parts of 
Western China (The National Bureau of Asian Research, 2015). 
Some commentators in China and even in India have concerned about the fact that 
Washington is again pushing New Delhi back against China. Instead of the bilateral border 
disputes, China is still India’s largest trading partner. The two countries have successfully 
cooperated on some regional and multilateral issues through the groupings of BRICS, BASIC 
and RIC. China has invited New Delhi in the OPEC. There is some calculation in the China that 
the US with Japan and India is moving towards the anti-China policies in the Asia Pacific region. 
It is important to understand that Indo-China cooperation would be critical not only for this 
region but, globally. The western countries would not like Indo-China bonhomie, as it would 
make a huge difference in the global geopolitics (Hassan, 2008). 
The fact can be denied that the New Delhi cannot afford to leave the Asia Pacific region 
outside its domain. It is worth mentioning that the Indo-Pacific, a term recently coined by the 
Japan Prime Minister Shinzo Abe while delivering his speech to the Indian Parliament in 2007. 
He asserted “the Pacific and the Indian Oceans are now bringing about a dynamic coupling as 
seas of freedom and of prosperity. A ‘broader Asia’ that broke away geographical boundaries 
is now beginning to take on a distinct form” (Naidu, 2014). Therefore, it is in the interest of 
India to substantiate its basis in the region, but at the same time, it should not be done on 
some one’s behest. 
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In the recent times, some accentuated developments in the Asia Pacific region have 
exacerbated the fishing process in the domain of geopolitics of the region. The dispute 
between China and Japan over the islands of Diaoyu/Senkaku in the East China Sea, the 
Chinese ‘indisputable claims’ in the South China Sea and the recent India-Vietnam 
understanding over the explorations in the South China Sea and the dragging of USA by the 
feeling of insecurity by certain countries in the region such as Vietnam, Philippines, Japan etc. 
have made the region more volatile and complicated in the spheres of geopolitics and geo-
economics of the region (China Recalibrates, 2014). 
China challenges the US’s four pillars of Asia’s late 20th-century stability doctrine, which 
allowed Washington to stop the rise of any regional hegemon. The four pillars were based on 
absence of any state aspire for regional hegemony, sense of most of the states in the region 
that economic development trumped all other priorities, the US did not intervene in the States 
of the Asia Pacific region to evolve distinctive political and economic models and finally a close 
alignment between the states of the Asia Pacific region irrespective of the distinctive political 
ideologies they were adhering to (Blackwill & Tellis, 2015). 
The US designs are to build up India as a counterweight in conventional forces and to some 
extent nuclear stalemate vis-à-vis China, without permitting a future rising economically 
powerful India to become a challenging nuclear power like Russia or China. Thus it wants to 
limit India’s fissile material stockpile and slow its ICBM (Inter-Continental Ballistic Missiles) and 
nuclear submarine capabilities by putting as many of India’s nuclear facilities as possible, under 
IAEA safeguards. The instated benefit to the United States appears to be its assessment that 
India could be counter-weight to a “rising China” in the region. Though this is not the view of 
some India policymakers who believe that a constructive engagement with China is more 
beneficial and not linked to any military or strategic relationship with the United States. “US 
policymakers of both political parties had long been concerned about a rising China, and by 
strengthening relations with China’s next-door neighbor, the administration saw the potential 
for a strategic hedge” (Levi & Ferguson, 2006). 
 
Drift in Pivot 
The pivot policy came under severe strain under the US President Donald Trump. The Trump 
administration ordered its withdrawal from Trans-Pacific Partnership agreement, which signals 
a great shift from the earlier US administration. The US also started to think about G2 (US-
China) kind of alliance, which is a fundamental alteration to the previous policies against 
Beijing. Therefore, the whole pivot policy became questionable.  
There is a great worry in the New Delhi about its policy of “Asia Pivot”. Is a “pivot” sustainable 
policy? It is a larger question in the Indian foreign policy circles. Washington’s possible 
rapprochement with Beijing and “new great power relationship” or “G2” grouping between 
the USA and China worries the New Delhi about the possible intentions of Washington. The 
Trump administration has developed a new sense of modus vivendi towards Beijing in the 
region of Asia Pacific. The unabated “economic woes” and “military sequestration” in the US 
and growing crisis in West Asia and Europe may force the US to compromise Chinese assertive 
power in the Asia Pacific region.  
However, in the coming decades, the Asia Pacific region is going to be very critical to both 
India and the United States. The Asia Pacific region is very critical from the geopolitics and geo-
economic point of view. The growing Chinese power in the Asia Pacific region will pose a huge 
challenge to both New Delhi and Washington. Therefore, the Indo-US cooperation is 
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indispensable for managing stability, security, and peace in this region and in its beyond 
(Mohan, 2012). 
There are some misperceptions about future prospects of the American pivot not only in the 
Indian establishment but even in some circles of Washington in terms of its sustainability as a 
prolong strategic policy. Concerns that the United States’ continuing economic woes and 
military sequestration will render the pivot unsustainable have only reaffirmed India’s 
reluctance. Reinforcing such skepticism are the multiple crises in the Middle East and Europe 
that seem to have once again taken the United States’ focus away from Asia, as was evident in 
Obama’s speech at West Point in January 2014, where uncertainty about the U.S. commitment 
to Asia was conspicuous by the absence of any mention of the pivot. The Beijing-Washington 
re-approachment is another worrisome in the New Delhi and it poses some doubts on the 
rebalancing agenda of the US’s Asia Pivot. Therefore India should balancing approach in order 
to carry forward good relations with both the US and China.  
 
Conclusion 
India cannot effort to toe the US line on the issues currently surfaced in the West Asia and the 
Asia Pacific. India is one of the largest Muslim countries in the world and represents all 
divergences of religions; therefore, any direct involvement in West Asia would bear its effects 
in India back. The recent Indian manifesto on grand strategy, Nonalignment 2.0, noted that 
“the core objective of New Delhi’s strategic approach should be to give India maximum option 
to its relations with the outside world that is, to enhance India’s strategic space and capacity 
for independent agency which in turn will give it maximum options for its internal 
development.” Therefore, achieving a genuine strategic partnership between the United 
States and India is challenging, but it will be a worthwhile investment in the long-term security 
and relative power positions of both India and the United States  
Indo-Pacific is not a new paradigm or western theorization as some believe rather it has a 
strategic significance not only to the countries placed along the region but to the whole world 
at large. The region became more critical after world became more globalized and increasing 
significance geo-economics and sea lines. The Look East policy of New Delhi may be 
incongruent to the policies of China and US in terms of their March West and Rebalance 
respectively. From the Indian point of view, the Indo-Pacific is critically important due to the 
reasons of energy dependency on the West Asia, increasing commercial engagements with 
Africa, maritime security and guarantying security of sea lines etc. 
There is ambivalence in policy making in New Delhi, whether to forge a deep alliance on 
account of a strategic partnership with Washington particularly in the Asia Pacific Region. 
Some commentators believe that deep alliance partnership would compromise India’s 
“strategic autonomy” and therefore, it would not be a good move for future. It is pertinent to 
mention that the present policy of the United States can be contextualized through the US 
National Security Strategy (NSC) in 2002 issued by the then Bush administration. The NSC 
resolved to deepen a relationship with India. In the same direction, the Pentagon 
commissioned a study in 2002, which concludes “we want a friend in 2020 that will be capable 
of assisting the US military to deal with a Chinese threat. We cannot deny that India will create 
a countervailing force to China”. Therefore, the US aims to use India against China which per se 
won’t be a prudent move on the part of New Delhi.  
The former Indian Prime Minister Dr, Singh declared that “our aim is to have cooperative ties 
with both China and the USA. It is not a zero-sum game. I don’t think that large and dynamic 
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countries like China can be contained”. The Indian strategic think tank unveiled a report titled 
as “Non-Alignment 2.0” in 2012 wherein they argued that China is a “significant foreign policy 
and security challenge for India”. The report recommended that one side New Delhi should not 
indulge in any such activity which could provoke the Beijing but, at the same time, it needs to 
build multiple prolong policy and partnership with other leading powers in the world so that 
the growing power of the Beijing would be managed and checked as well.  
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