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Abstract 

South Asian region has a great significance for the world 

powers and also for regional states because of their strategic 

interests. It has been more than 50 years since the 

independence of the South Asian countries but their political 

and economic situation is uncertain. The United States is 

considered one of the oldest democracies and India is 

considered the world’s largest democracy. The perception is 

that if the world’s two greatest democracies engage in a 

partnership, it will ultimately result in ensuring peace and 

stability in the region. The Indo-US partnership has gone 

through many ups and downs. This partnership has earlier 

faced estrangement and after a few years, it transformed into a 

strong bond based on the convergence of interests. This 

research aims to analyse the factors that contributed to the 

convergence of the interests of both states and how far both of 

them have come. The research also evaluates the security 

concerns for Pakistan. 
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Introduction 

After the disintegration of the Soviet Union, the US started 

asserting supremacy over a unipolar world militarily and politically. 

The short-term priorities of US policymakers did not make them lose 

sight of their long-term priorities and interest. The US is aiming to 
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achieve and then sustain its dominant position in the South Asian 

region.  

The relationship between India and the US has been complex. 

The relationship between the two countries has been cold for the first 

few decades since Indian independence. During the Cold War, both 

countries had taken a ride of a rollercoaster in their relationship, i.e., 

sometimes at peak and sometimes below the average line. Other than 

this, there existed a kind of mistrust between both states. Because 

both the countries have so much in common, they did not succeed in 

convincing each other for their respective policies. This resulted in the 

creation of a vacuum between them. The Cold War era gave rise to two 

factions. One having the US and its allies and the other having the 

Soviet Union and its allies. India adopted the policy of non-alignment 

and tried to struggle for new world order. It was done by keeping 

good relations with both the factions of the Cold War. India, at that 

time, decided not to be a part of either side and tried to create a world 

order consisting of countries that were not interested in becoming a 

part of either side. Referred to as the non-alignment policy,1 the states 

pursuing it were termed as non-aligned states. Considering all this and 

even though India declared itself to be a non-aligned state, it failed to 

convince and build a level of confidence among the American think-

tanks and became a strategic partner of the Soviet Union in 1965. 

Since then, there has existed an air of mistrust between India and the 

United States. The reason for this was the Pakistan-centric US policies 

and its disregard for Indian interests. US mistrust was compounded by 

the fact that India supported the Soviet Union during the Cold War. In 

the post-Cold War era, there were some serious efforts from both sides 

towards strengthening the relationship. 

This research paper aims to assess the evolution of the Indo-US 

relationship. It evaluates how India and the United States moved from 

estrangement to engagement and the factors that led to the 
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convergence of interests of both states. Besides, it discusses the 

security implications of the Indo-US engagement for Pakistan. 

The Cold War Era 

The history of the two states, i.e., India and the United States, 

has roots in the year 1492. This was the time when Columbus 

discovered America during his search for a new route to India. Later 

on, when the Japanese attacked Pearl Harbour during the Second 

World War, the President of the United States Franklin D. Roosevelt 

realised that the United States could use India as a base for conducting 

operations against Japan. This made the Roosevelt administration 

realise that India could only provide them with assistance if they 

showed interest in the Indian political crisis. Therefore, in 1941, there 

was an exchange of diplomatic personnel between the United States, 

India, and the British government.2 President Roosevelt wanted a 

solution to the political turmoil in India but he refrained from any 

direct involvement in the British colony. President Roosevelt sent a 

telegram to Sir Winston Churchill, the then Prime Minister of Great 

Britain, on 10 March 1942 in which he suggested to form a 

government in India that would represent different religious, cultural, 

and geographical groups along with the provinces belonging to the 

British and native princes, and it could be called a temporary ‘Indian 

Dominian Government’.3 In April 1942, Roosevelt appointed Colonel 

Louis Johnson as an Ambassador to India but, in fact, he was sent as 

his representative.4 While the Cripps Mission stayed in Indian territory, 

Colonel Johnson held meetings with several political leaders and it 

was thought that all this was done under special instructions of 

President Roosevelt. Colonel Johnson also took a part in the Cripps 

Mission dialogues and negotiations, which was appreciated by India,5 

as it was the first time that the United States took interest in the Indian 

problem and tried to make efforts in finding a solution. But later the 

Cripps mission failed to show any results due to which Roosevelt was 

quite disappointed. On 11 April 1942, Roosevelt wrote a letter to the 
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British Prime Minister to express his disappointment on the failure of 

the Cripps Mission.6 Although the Mission failed to succeed, it laid the 

foundations for the future Indo-US political relationship. 

The independence of India, however, was the start of the 

official relationship with the United States. India got independence 

from the British rule on 15 August 1947. It was a new beginning for the 

Indo-US relationship. Despite the vast geographical distance as well as 

differences in norms, cultures, race, and traditions, there were the 

following similarities between India and the United States. 

• India and the United States had been colonised by the same 

major power, i.e., Great Britain. 

• Both India and the United States got freedom through political 

struggles. The US got freedom through an armed resistance 

while India adopted the strategy of getting freedom without 

violence.7 

In the Cold War, the United States pursued a policy of containing 

communism, whereas India adopted the policy of non-alignment.8 This 

was a major difference that obstructed their relationship. India refused 

to become a part of any alliance and its stand on different 

international issues was not liked by the Americans. Whereas American 

support to Pakistan on the Kashmir issue along with military aid and 

support to Pakistan on Bangladesh issue was not welcomed by the 

Indians.9 

As India and Pakistan locked horns over Kashmir, India took the 

matter to the United Nations Security Council on 1 January 1948.10 

India did not appreciate the role played by the US during this time, 

including at the United Nations Security Council (UNSC), as it 

considered it in support of Pakistan.11 The US considered Pakistan 

strategically important for its future plans in the region. The solution to 

the Kashmir issue was important for obliging Pakistan in future.12 

There was serious criticism of India in the US. One of the headlines 

in a leading newspaper of the US published a story with a title, ‘India 
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Hides behind Russia’s Veto’.13 Furthermore, the US-supported 

Portugal—a member of the NATO—in the Goa crisis.14 Later, in 1962, 

when China invaded India’s northern territories, India asked for 

military assistance from the UK and the United States.15 They provided 

aid but with the condition of solving the Kashmir issue by negotiating 

it with Pakistan.16 The aid provided by the US was to restrict Chinese 

communism. 

In 1975, the United States lifted a decade-old ban on the trade of 

arms in South Asia, which resulted in a hard reaction from the Indian 

side.17 This made India cancel the visit of its Minister for External Affairs 

to the US. In 1977, the Indo-US relationship improved during the 

presidency of Jimmy Carter, who became the 39th President of the 

United States.18 Due to the difference in the interests, the US and India 

had some difference of opinion on global issues. The US saw 

communist China as a threat, whereas India was somehow in favour of 

China becoming a member of the UN.19 Differences over Diego Garcia 

further embittered the relationship between India and the US. It is an 

island located in the Indian Ocean, approximately a thousand miles 

from the Indian coast. The US wanted a naval base on the island, 

whereas India was against it. India assumed that a naval base in the 

Indian Ocean will result in a rivalry between great powers.20 In 1968, 

despite being a strong supporter of nuclear disarmament, India 

refused to sign the Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty (NPT), an action 

not appreciated by the United States.21 These differences did not mean 

that there was a serious tension between India and the US. These 

developments were followed by some friendly gestures as well.  

The visit of Indira Gandhi to the US in 1982 worked as an 

icebreaker in the Indo-US relationship.22 Later, her son, Rajiv Gandhi 

visited the US in 1985, the year he came into power, which further 

strengthened the relationship.23 An MoU signed regarding the transfer 

of technology was appreciated in India.24 The obstacles in the way of 



INDO-US PARTNERSHIP 37 

Indo-US relationship were further removed in 1986 and the 

relationship picked further pace in the post-Cold War era. 

Initial Stages of Strategic Partnership 

There was a great transformation of the relationship between the 

two states after the Cold War. After 9/11, there was a gradual but 

purposeful shift in the policies of the US. It tilted its policies, especially 

security policies, towards South Asia.25 The disintegration of the Soviet 

Union converged the interests of both New Delhi and Washington and 

they came closer. In the 21st Century, there were discussions and 

negotiations between India and the United States on the security 

aspects as well as military cooperation. It was a shift from the policy 

approach of the Cold War years. 

The US was then looking at India to help it achieve a regional 

milestone in the post-Cold War era. The strategy and the policy it 

made for the post-Cold War era needed to be implemented and that 

was to strengthen its position in South Asia. To do this, the US had to 

have India on its side considering that the centre of gravity for the 

world in this region was going to be China as an emerging power and 

a challenge to the US. In the year 2000, after coming into power, 

President George W. Bush changed his policies towards the region and 

referred to China as a ‘strategic competitor’ rather than a ‘partner’.26 

The Bush administration aspired to preserve the US national interest 

and started assisting India to rise and become a regional power. This 

Indo-US strategic partnership flourished just because of the US efforts 

to contain China in the region as they thought it would be a challenger 

to the US position in the existing world order. So the China factor 

played a pivotal role in strengthening this Indo-US partnership. In 

terms of the policy, the US and India have a China-centric policy, 

seeing China as a common threat bringing them closer.27 India and 

South Korea in the South and Southeast Asia view China and its 

economic and military rise as a threat. Both had already been in 

alliance and started increasing their military and economic ties with a 
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non-Asian military and economic powerhouse, that is, the United 

States. Considering the countries in East Asia, the US has a good 

relationship with Japan, as Japan perceives China and North Korea as a 

major threat.28 As China is emerging in East Asia, it is posing a threat to 

Australia too. This threat has brought Australia and India closer and 

they wish to extend their ties to the United States. A Strategic 

relationship and a union between Australia, Japan, and India would 

check Chinese strength in both the pacific region and Asia. 

Defence Pact of 2005 

On 28 June 2005, India and the United States signed a defence and 

military cooperation pact in Washington D.C.29 This defence pact 

became highly beneficial to India for the production of weapons, 

assistance on the defence of missiles, and transfer of both civil and 

military technology and equipment to India.30 It has enabled India to 

get access to US military technology without signing the 

Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT).31 This ten-year defence pact 

was signed for the achievement of two main goals: 

a) To assist India in emerging as a regional power to serve 

America’s strategic goals in South Asia; and  

b) To help India expand its military might beyond its borders. 

The Indo-US strategic partnership is based on common 

interests. It will pave new ways for India and the United States to 

cooperate on different levels for the coming ten years. Washington has 

admitted that this defence pact was to counter global security 

challenges and also to secure its strategic interests in South Asia.32 

After a long session of talks, the defence ministers of both states 

expressed their views in a joint press conference in which they stated 

that a new era of a strategic partnership between the two countries 

had started. The Defence Procurement Agreement was formulated on 

the decision of both countries to keep a check on defence trade, 

collaboration in terms of technology, joint naval exercises and training, 

research, and development, as well as evaluation. There was a strong 
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reason for setting up this Defence Procurement and Production 

Group.33 The agreement helped the US rise above the criticism that it 

did not supply high technology equipment and weapons to India and 

considered its relationship with Pakistan more important. 

Indo-US Nuclear Agreement 

In February 2006, the then President of the United States George 

W. Bush visited India. The two sides signed a much-hyped and 

discussed civil-military energy cooperation pact or agreement during 

the visit. The deal signed by the two states was one of its kind and 

created plenty of noise among the non-proliferation lobby. The reason 

was that the signing of the pact provided India with a shield against 

not becoming a part of the NPT.34 

Different analysts across the globe have analysed a lot of 

aspects of this deal both inside and outside the South Asian region but 

still, they are leaving some voids. As all this discussion, analysis, and 

debate somehow miss the implications of this deal. Some key points 

have been missed. These key points need to be discussed and 

analysed holistically. The earlier debates were more focused on the 

immediate and the first-stage implications that this deal would bring 

but there was no consideration or strategy for the long run. The key 

points that were missed in most of the discussions were as follows: 

first, what impact would this deal have for the global stakeholders? 

Second, what would be the implications for Pakistan considering its 

rivalry with India? Third, what this deal signifies in terms of 

geostrategic alliances in the region? These implications were not 

considered at the time this deal was signed by the signatories.35   

The deal of energy cooperation at that time with India was called a 

‘significant plum’ for the US, which was considered the world’s largest 

democracy and it made India its strong and influential strategic 

partner in South Asia for the coming years.36 Considering its rivalry 

with India, Pakistan demanded an expansion of its nuclear power 

plants and asked the Bush administration to help, which was rejected. 



40 REGIONAL STUDIES 

Washington’s deal with New Delhi for supplying new weapons and 

establishing an energy deal, along with the rejection of Pakistan’s 

demand for assistance in power production was not a good idea. As 

speculated, the deal pushed Pakistan and the US farther from one 

another.37 Critics in Pakistan were of the view that by signing this deal 

with India the US made it clear to Pakistan that it would favour India at 

the cost of Pakistan. The Indo-US deal had implications both regionally 

and globally.38 Although the implications it had for Pakistan were 

severe, it still tried to strengthen its relationship with the US and 

extend cooperation in different fields. 

This deal and its consequences right after it got signed exposed 

the fragility of the global principles in the face of national interests of 

powerful states. On the one hand, it provided an opportunity to states 

for engagements outside the NPT. On the other hand, it proved to 

escalate conflict and tension in South Asia. The nuclear arms race in 

South Asia has escalated, which has endangered peace and stability of 

the region and requires preventive measures to defuse tensions and 

reduce the chances of a nuclear mishap.39 

Indo-US Convergence of Interests 

National interest deals with survival and protection of different 

types of entities against the other states.40 The foreign policy of a state 

is always designed keeping in view the national interest.41 That is why 

there is a relationship between foreign policy and the national interest 

and this is evident in international politics. 

The strategic partnership between India and the United States 

showed that there were a lot of fields and arenas that were yet to be 

explored by these two countries. This strategic partnership holds a lot 

of potential and strength to be a part of different sectors such as 

contributing in weapons and nuclear cooperation, economy, 

supporting GDP growth, fighting for freedom, and enhancing, 

maintaining, and strengthening democratic values. Their commitment 

and will to collaborate for the growth of the economy and to help in 
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the growth of GDP and markets made them join hands in fighting 

against influenza and other viruses including HIV.42  

Collaboration on Countering Terrorism 

9/11 marks a turning point in the history of terrorism and counter-

terrorism.43 Post-9/11, counter-terrorism became the key factor for 

cooperation between India and the US. As years passed on, the 

Mumbai attacks, which are also referred to as 26/11, further 

strengthened this partnership to counter-terrorism and also took it to 

the level of sharing of intelligence and capacity building.44 India and 

the United States have been a part of an informal partnership since 

2000 but they both launched a formal Counterterrorism Joint Working 

Group (CTJWG) in 2000. This group had to meet once or twice a year.45 

However, many political critics in India showed concerns and 

reservations over the US support to India in countering terrorism, 

which, in their view, poses a threat to India. 

It is evident from the history of Indo-US relations that India has 

been upset over the US giving statements in favour of Pakistan when it 

came to taking action against terrorists.46 India also had reservations 

over the US not supporting them in getting information related to 

terrorism and to embarrass Pakistan globally over its linkages with 

Kashmiri militants who, they alleged, might also have connections 

with Al-Qaeda. Indians believed that until the terrorism originating 

from Pakistan did not hit American interests, the US was not ready to 

act against it.47 Both countries, however, worked on their loopholes 

and tried to work out on their differences to strengthen their 

partnership. Mutual cooperation among these two on issues of 

counter-terrorism, law enforcement, and working for democracy and 

freedom had always been the key points in every Indo-US summits. 

This shows their partnership for countering terrorism and to get their 

interests served.48 

The US support to Indian stance linking the global war on terror 

and the freedom fighting in Kashmir was a setback for the struggle. 
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Indian strategy of defaming Pakistan as a terrorist state started picking 

pace after the attacks in Mumbai in 2008, where India started 

portraying itself as a victim.49 India jumped on the Islamic terrorism 

bandwagon immediately after 9/11, as it fits together with its 

propaganda against so-called Pakistani terrorist activities. The US 

acknowledged Indian efforts on countering terrorism and on the other 

hand demanded from Pakistan to do more and stop militant 

infiltration into the India-Occupied Kashmir (IOK).50 There was 

immense pressure on Pakistan on the claims of India that Pakistan 

supported and gave funds to the Islamic terrorist groups operating on 

its territory. The presence of Osama Bin Laden in Pakistan and his 

killing further strengthened Indian stance to call Pakistan a terrorist 

state.51 

Economic Gains 

The year 2010 was thought to be a year of development for India. 

It was said that by the end of that year India would increase its imports 

and would outpace the imports of European nations and Japan 

together. The four Asian Big Emerging Markets (BEMs) include China, 

India, South Korea, and Indonesia. Poland, Argentina, Brazil and 

Mexico, and India have crucial significance in terms of world economy 

already, they constitute nearly 40 per cent of the world population and 

half the GDP of all the BEMs, this means that by the next 20 years this 

could mean two-thirds of the total import growth of these countries.52 

India has outpaced China and South Korea in the field of Biotech as it 

has shown significant development in this field. Not only this but the 

preservation of food, telecommunication, and insurance policies in the 

financial sector have also significantly helped in economic growth. For 

the optimisation of businesses at a small scale and also for agricultural 

development, micro-financing schemes were introduced by the 

banking sector so that green revolution would turn into a reality. All 

these developments showed that the more you invest in 

development, the more will be the economic growth of a country. 
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Other regional states have not touched the bar set by India where half 

of the economy is provided by the service and manufacturing sector 

whereas agriculture provides quarter. India has developed itself in 

terms of technology. Moreover, it gained an international status 

because of its services as it provides one-fifth of the world’s software 

exports. 

The sheer size of the Indian population allows it to utilise its 

human resource. India has abundant labour. Another factor that 

provides India with an edge over China is that before becoming rich 

and strong it will get old sooner.53 The economic growth of India in the 

local and international market was a dominant factor that made the US 

think that it should enhance and strengthen its economic ties with 

India. 

Emphasis has been put by India on two significant questions to be 

answered by the United States. On 21 December 2005, the then Indian 

Foreign Minister Shyam Saran visited Washington, D.C., and 

highlighted “closer cooperation with the international market.”54 

Secondly, India stressed the point that development and economic 

growth will ultimately strengthen democracy. Furthermore, it suggests 

that economic growth will bring a lot of benefits and outcomes that 

will help in reducing poverty and suffering for the masses of the 

country. Ultimately it will make democracy in India successful and that 

is what the US wants and it will be in favour of the US strategic 

interests.55 
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Figure 1: 

US Economic Aid to India in Every Sector from 2001-2019 

 

Source: https://explorer.usaid.gov/cd/IND 

Chinese Influence 

China has shaped the Indo-US relationship since its existence. 

The US desired to stress and promote the concept of unilateralism 

worldwide during the post-Cold War era.56 The Indo-US strategic 

partnership has vindicated all the hard work of India to gain the long-

awaited regional supremacy endangering the interests of China.57 

In South Asia, China is countering India’s ambitions to rise as a 

leading world power and also to have a hold of the region. Besides, the 

involvement of the US in the South Asian region and the strategic 

partnership of India and the United States acts as a barrier in the way 

of its harmonious relations with the region.58 

Amusingly, India’s main aim is balancing its interests with 

various states and to become an important player and show its 

performance in the region as well as across the globe.59 Having China 

as a neighbour in the region and the border issues with Pakistan 

resulting in war, India began to develop and adopted a nuclear policy. 

It was done to balance the threat and competition in the region. India 

gained nuclear weapons and proclaimed the nuclear doctrine in 1974 
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stating that the weapons were for a peaceful purpose and not a threat. 

But the friendship of Pakistan and China is old enough and they are on 

the same page regarding the security concerns and also on the 

Kashmir issue. That is why China is ambivalent towards India.60 Some 

experts argue that it is China that compelled India to become a nuclear 

state just to balance the competition in the region.  

War in Afghanistan 

India and Afghanistan had close ties before the rise of the 

Taliban. India had always supported and assisted Afghanistan in the 

initiation of propaganda against Pakistan. When the Soviets invaded 

Afghanistan, the Indian intelligence agency and government 

supported the Soviets against the mujahideen. The attacks of 9/11 

came as an opportunity for India to make its way back into the Afghan 

soil. From then on, India has tried to adopt high-level diplomacy for its 

engagement in Afghanistan. According to Indian claims, their high-

level engagement in Afghanistan is because it wants peace and 

stability along with the development in the country. However, that is 

so not true. India may have some hidden agenda behind it considering 

its economic and strategic interests.61 

Following are some of the economic interests of India in Afghanistan: 

• Afghanistan provides a gateway to the Central Asian states; 

• Afghanistan will provide grounds to India to counter China’s 

growing influence in the Central Asian states; 

• After completion of India’s Chabahar Port project in Iran, 

Indian goods will be transported to Afghanistan circumventing 

the route of Pakistan; 

• Afghanistan will serve as a market for Indian goods; and 

• India’s presence in Afghanistan will help it to become a part of 

major projects regarding Pakistan.62 

The strategic interests include:  

• India will have an upper hand in Afghanistan against Pakistan; 
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• Increasing the presence of India in every field including politics 

and development; 

• Have a pro-India Afghan government; 

• To establish a strong opposition against China’s growing 

economic influence in Central Asian Republics (CARs); and  

• Establishing an opposite land route against Gwadar Port to 

Afghanistan and CARs.63 

After 9/11, Indians were brought by the United States into 

Afghanistan for its interests.64 Afghanistan’s support to India for 

conducting operations in Pakistan from Afghan territory shows that 

the US is aware of this collaboration and the jihadi and terrorist 

organisations operating in Pakistan. 9/11 brought India and the United 

States closer in Afghanistan along with collaborating on other regional 

and global issues. The interests of India and the United States 

converged in Afghanistan at the following points: 

• To keep an eye on Pakistan and its activities regarding nuclear 

capability; 

• Using Afghanistan for getting access to the oil/gas enriched 

states of Central Asia; 

• Countering China’s growing economic and development 

progress in Central Asia by increasing its military presence in 

Afghanistan; 

• To have a government in Afghanistan that will serve their 

interests; 

• Diffusing Pakistan’s involvement in Afghanistan deeply by 

supporting Northern Alliances; 

• To become a part of any great oil/gas project that has 

something to do with Pakistan; 

• To influence the internal issues Pakistan is facing like 

Balochistan and water issues; and 

• India’s activities in Balochistan to create hurdles in the way of 

the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC). 



INDO-US PARTNERSHIP 47 

Figure 2 

Sector-wise Division of Indian Assistance in Afghanistan from 

2006 to 2017 

 

Source: Indian Development Cooperation Research, Centre for Policy 

Research 

Security Concerns for Pakistan 

The strategic partnership between India and the US, which 

consists of a 10-year agreement and a nuclear agreement, the United 

States may have made up its mind to give greater consideration and 

importance to India. This has given rise to doubts and speculations in 

the US and countries of the South Asian region who were alarmed 

because of concerns related to nuclear proliferation. The most 

important difference was that the Bush administration was planning to 

sign a nuclear deal with a non-signatory state of the NPT. This was a 

serious distinction. Besides, the agreement did not impose any sort of 

check on the nuclear ability of India for security and defence motives. 

It gave rise to serious challenges for the Asian states, especially for 

those that had outstanding disputes with India. George W. Bush took a 
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critical yet very unfavourable step by giving nuclear technology to a 

state that had not yet signed the NPT.65 

No essential restrictions were imposed on the ability of India to 

make nuclear arms. The deal had geopolitical implications for the US 

strategy on Asia.66 Pakistan’s security is threatened because of the 

Theatre Missile Defence (TMD) system67 in which India has superiority 

due to the defence deal between the two states. The existence of a 

nuclear environment would involuntarily give rise to threats, chaos, 

and turmoil in the South Asian region. In addition to that, activating 

the Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI)68 is an indication of disparity in 

the region. The PSI is a fragment of the US concept of ‘coalition of the 

willing’, which intends to denounce the worldwide law of the sea by 

allocating the members of its union the right to cease trading of 

doubtful transportation of WMD stuff and equipment on the 

international waters.69 Under the Indo-US strategic partnership, 

maritime security is nothing but a reason to keep safe the maritime 

region that would induce serious maritime problems between the two 

arch-rivals in the Indian Ocean, i.e., Pakistan and India, and in the seven 

seas as well. The world has been coming in contact with the new 

opportunities along with new challenges for the past so many years. 

The neighbouring states of India have serious concerns and 

reservations over the development that is making India play an 

oversized role in the region. Also, India may assume itself as a regional 

policeman and it is all because of the support the US is giving to India. 

Additionally, India has supported insurgencies in Sri Lanka and its 

evidence of links with Nepal and Bangladesh are also doubtful as 

mentioned in Views Differ on JC. U.S. Energy Deal with New Delhi by 

Steven Fidler.70 The US had been giving a lot of importance to India 

and considers it to be an important sphere of influence in the South 

Asian region.71 The Bush administration praised New Delhi to intensify 

its already substantial commitment with Kabul.72 
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The first term of Bush was marked by a conversion when India 

was forced by the then Secretary of State to limit its communication 

with the Karzai government and also to limit its support to the post-

Taliban establishment as it was disliked by the then President of 

Pakistan Gen. Musharraf.73 In March 2004, Pakistan was given a status 

of a major non-NATO ally in appreciation of its support in the war on 

terror in Afghanistan by the US. In June 2005, however, India was given 

a status of the 10-year long-term ally, which resulted in a strategic 

imbalance in the South Asian region. 

The tribal areas of Pakistan were affected badly by the 

presence of NATO forces in Afghanistan, which were led by the US. 

These elements had been a cause of tension between Pakistan and the 

US. Other than this, the Indo-US partnership without a doubt had been 

supporting and bracing the involvement of India in Afghanistan. 

President Bush on his visit to New Delhi in March 2006 stated in a 

speech that he wanted to thank and appreciate the nation and the 

government of India for accepting and assisting a newly formed 

democracy in the region, i.e., in Afghanistan.74 Furthermore, India has 

promised aid of about $565 million for reconstruction and almost $50 

million for the construction of the new building of the Afghan lower 

house. 

The United States has failed to avert the comeback of the 

Taliban in Afghanistan.75 Pakistan’s efforts to address the concern was 

seen as doubtful by the US. Consequently, India was encouraged to 

start deadly propaganda against neighbouring Pakistan for providing 

shelter and assistance to the terrorists. A grave security concern for 

Pakistan is that the new Indo-US defence cooperation will make India 

have more authority and presence in Afghanistan. The deal on missile 

and defence cooperation between the two nuclear allies, i.e., India and 

the US, is a major concern for Pakistan. These developments in the 

fields of defence and missile technology were explained by George 

Koblentz that the accession of Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) by India is an 
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effort to dispossess Pakistan of its guaranteed ability to strike back and 

it would be a threat to the nuclear balance in South Asia. The 

Government of Pakistan feared that during a crisis, it would not be 

able to perceive the first attack by India, which would depend on the 

ability of its defence system of missiles.76 

Pakistan had strong reasons to show its reservations over it as 

it was capable to diminish the retaliation by Pakistan in terms of 

nuclear war. Also, it would give India an edge against Pakistan and 

could tangle Pakistan in a conventional war without any threat of 

strike from Pakistan’s nuclear defence. Some gaps in the security 

balance of the region may have an impact and end up in chaos and 

restlessness in the region.77 India is committed to access more 

developed and refined arms to decrease the deterrence and nuclear 

ability of Pakistan giving more strength to India’s nuclear defence. The 

Indo-US cooperation in terms of defence is not maintaining balance in 

the South Asian region and ultimately it would have chaotic effects for 

Pakistan’s missile defence ability. The undermining results of the 

advance supply of arms to India for South Asia need to be highlighted. 

The strategic balance in the region would get dismantled by the 

supply of the ABM system to India.  

There has been a geopolitical shift in the region after the 

strategic partnership between India and the United States and it has 

raised some serious concerns for China.78 As the newspapers and other 

sources in Beijing that are the representative of the Communist Party 

of China have asserted that every nuclear state has its allies according 

to its interests. The intimate terms between China and Pakistan and 

China’s serious efforts to strengthen Pakistan’s military capability had 

always been seen by the US with suspicion. On the other hand, China 

is aware of the growing military capability of India and is also keeping 

an eye on the strategic partnership that is strengthening India. China 

has been rankling in the hearts of the US policymakers for quite a long 

time as the US dream of dominating the region is endangered by the 
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rise of China and it is reasonable according to the US to make India 

stand strong to balance the weight and counter China in the region.79  

A talk between the US Under-Secretary and the Indian 

Secretary was made public by the Daily Telegraph in its report, which 

highlighted that China had been discussed extensively during the 

conversation and that US aim was not to contain China.80 

China has not yet come up with any policy against the US 

supply of arms to India. The partnership may result in a geopolitical 

shift in the region. This will ultimately challenge the sovereignty of 

small South Asian states. That is why the US is making India powerful 

to help in the US imperial outreach and to deal with any kind of crisis 

in the region. This Indo-US partnership would result in the launching 

of different ventures in the name of countering terrorism, which would 

be directly threatening the freedom, peace, and harmony of the world. 

India and the US will work side-by-side to support each other and 

grow the military capability of India to counter China on the one hand 

and to counter terrorism emanating from the ‘Muslim World’ on the 

other.81 
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