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In global diplomacy; India’s path has
been symbolic of its heritage—a
nuanced tapestry woven with thre-
adsof traditional non-alignment
(NAl) and contemporary multi-
alignment. S Jaishankar’s remarks
at last week’s Munich Security Con-
ference offer a glimpse of India’s
diplomatic agility in the global
power matrix.

The concept of NAlisevolving.
Today; it is less about a rigid absence
from blocs and more about flexibili-
ty to engage on a spectrum of align-
ments that serve national interests.
The essence of this strategic auto-
nomy lies not in isolation but in the
ability to manoeuvre across allian-
ces and partnerships without being
trapped by any.

Thisnew-age NA1—NAI12.0, if you

will —allows India to conduct trans-

actions with Russia, a traditional
partner, while deepening ties with
Western powerhouses. Critics may
view such an approach as opportu-
nistic. But it isa testament to India’s
maturity and shrewdness. Admi-
ration is due for a nation that can
navigate complexities of IR while
safeguarding its sovereignty and
developmental agenda.

The West is not immune to prag-
matic partnerships. Even as Germa-
ny imports Russian energy, it rema-
insanally of the US, proving that
relationships today are not unidi-
mensional but layered with shades
of cooperation and competition.
India’s diplomatic strategy reflects
its unique historical, cultural and
economic contexts. Unlike the
transatlantic alliance’s deep-rooted
bond, India’s affiliations are not
bound by such legacies, allow-
ing for amore fluid and si-
tuational association.

Moreover, as the
global centre of
gravity shifts
towards multi-
polarity; rise of
platformslike
BRICS signalsa
world where em-
erging economies
seek to assert their
significance beyond
the Western-dominated
narrative. It isnotabout
being anti-West. It is
about creatingamore in-
clusive and representati-
ve global dialogue. Transformation
of G7into G20, with inclusion of
BRICS, demonstrates the inevitable
need to accommodate voices of
these ‘middle powers’.

Distinction between ‘non-West’ and
‘anti-West’ is crucial here. India, for
one, exemplifies anation distinctly
non-West, yet one that fosters robust
ties with Western countries.

The global stage isno longer a zero-

Make sweeping
statements

sum game but a complex web of
interdependencies. Countries like

India are mastering the art of strate-

gicautonomy;, offering a blueprint
for other nations striving to mainta-
in their sovereignty while engaging
constructively in a world marked by
US-China competition.

Inthisera, beingasmart partner
means embracing multiplicity of
choices without succumbing to
pressures of bloc politics. India’s

path in this multipolar world is

not one of defiance but of
smart alignment, where
strategic interests, not
ideological dogma,
guide partnerships.
Thisapproach may

well be the bridge

ina world where
the West and the
rest are not adver-
saries, but collabo-
rators inmakinga
more balanced inter-
national order.

However, in the grand

tics, India’s multifaceted
diplomacy —adelicate
balance of strategic autonomy and
multipolar engagement — can draw
both admiration and scepticism. Its
ability to maintain an array of choi-
ces in its foreign policy arsenal can
be interpreted as a Machiavellian
adage: it is better to be feared than
loved if onecannot be both.

Yet, in IR, this principle translates
toafine line between being percei-
ved as a shrewd player and risking
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beinglabelled as an unreliable op-
portunist. This scepticism, however,
overlooks the strategic depth of In-
dia’sactions, which are grounded in
along-term vision foritsplaceina
multipolar world order: It's a misin-
terpretation to equate India’s stra-
tegic choices with Machiavellian
ruthlessness.

Indian diplomacy, while shrewd, is
imbued with a sense of ethical con-
duct and commitment to peaceful
coexistence. Its engagement is not
driven by the cold calculus of ‘theends
justify the means’ but by a diploma-
ticdoctrine that seeks a harmonious
confluence of interests and values.

India’s burgeoning influence com-
mands a unique narrative, and its
ascent demands careful navigation
toavoid misinterpretation of itsin-
tentions and actions. As India car-
ves its niche on the world stage, its
policies mustn’t be seen as acts of
unilateralism but as thoughtful stri-
des toward a collaborative future.

India’s growth necessitates a
diplomatic approach that is both
assertive and cooperative. With
strategic prudence, India can trans-
cend traditional expectationsof a
rising power and redefine what it
means to be a 21st-century global
influencer.

Of late, India’s diplomatic doctrine
has been based on collaborative and
empathetic engagement, reflecting
adeep understanding that societies
are constructed on divergent prin-
ciples. Reconciling contestation
with collaboration is India’s new
diplomaticart.



