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The Institutional Maintenance of Regional Hegemony and India’s SAARC Policy
Wu Lin (52)

[Abstract] The traditional theory of institutional hegemony holds that the core of stri—
ving for regional hegemony is to dominate the construction of regional institutions. It is
the natural choice of regional hegemony to provide economic stability and carry out re—
gional cooperation. However India’s “abnormal” behavior of undermining SAARC’ in—
stitutional process and neglecting regional functional cooperation challenges the theory.
Most of the existing explanations focus on the history of South Asian countries” con—
struction asymmetric regional structure and India’s self-perceptions but pay less atten—
tion to the relationship between institution and power behind SAARC policy. The au-—
thor believes that the institutional maintenance of regional hegemony is the primary
driving force for the formulation and change of India’s SAARC policy. Indias behavior
seeking institutional maintenance by use of regional institutions and asymmetric power
is mainly affected by the pressure of Indian hegemony and the demand of regional
countries for the development of institutional functions. The combination of these two
factors can produce four institutional behavior results corresponding to the four modes
of Indian institutional maintenance behavior namely institutional non-neutrality insti-
tutional balancing institutional privatization and side-payments. To verify the above hy-
pothesis and analytical framework the author selects four cases including India’s posi-—
tion on the establishment of SAARC the interruption of SAARC process the accelera—
tion of SAFTA process and the selective reviving of SAARC. According to this logic

India will face a greater dilemma of institutional hegemony in the post epidemic era.
The study of Indias case is helpful to enrich and deepen our cognition and under-
standing of the institutional maintenance of hegemonies in different regions of the com-—
plex world. At the same time it can provide some enlightenment for Chinas South
Asia diplomacy: we should make full use of India’s hegemonic nature and institutional
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behavior limitations and promote the construction of sub—regional system and the trans—
formation of hegemonic order in South Asia by injecting institutional design based on
social logic.

[Key Words] Indian foreign policy SAARC regional hegemony institutional mainte—
nance

[Author] Wu Lin Associate Research Professor at the Institute of Asian Studies Chi-

na Foreign Affairs University.

From Non-Alignment to Multi-Alignment: Hedging and India’s Foreign Strategy
LiLi (77)

[Abstract] The character and principle of India’s foreign strategy have changed signifi—
cantly in recent years. Multi-alignment is replacing non-alignment. While sticking to
strategic autonomy it is a policy choice of hedging which differs from balancing band-
wagon or neutrality. In terms of dealing with great powers India hedges between the
United States and Russia strengthening strategic and security cooperation with both sim—
ultaneously. On the multilateral level India on the one hand moves closer to the
“democratic alliance” which represented by the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue ( also
known as the Quad) between the United States Japan India and Australia. On the oth—
er hand India remains to be keen on cooperation with other emerging economies within
the frameworks such as the BRICS and the Shanghai Cooperation Organization. India also
attempts to construct middle power coalitions to hedge an emerging configuration of Chi-
na-US bipolarity. India’s hedging strategy does not exclude alignment but it is character—
ized by issue-based alignment and limited alignment. Currently India regards itself as a
“South-Western” power indicating that it would stand with the U.S.ded western powers on
security and value issues while coordinating development with emerging economies and de—
veloping countries. India follows the same rule when dealing with China and the United
States. Moreover Indias hedging is a strategic ambiguity. It is an expedient of policy
choice during the power transition in Asia as well as globally. Therefore it is a policy
with obvious uncertainties. Only from the perspective of hedging can we fully understand
present Indias foreign policy and objectively predict its future direction.
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