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Much has been said about the India-China-Russiastrategic triangle, apost-
Cold War ideamooted by former Russian Premier Yevgeny Primakov.! Severa
dtrategic thinkersare optimistic about theformation of astrategic triangle but such
optimism appearsto be misplaced.

Theideaof strategic triangletook root with theend of the Cold War when the
USassumed theroleof global cop. Theideaof thetriangleraised much hopeto
build amulti-polar world that woul d enablethe cregtion of ajust and fair internationa
economic and political order.? Moreimportantly, sincethe end of the Cold War
gaveprimacy to economicsthanto palitics, much enthusiasm aroseabout acommon
economic agenda. Thisaugured well for the three great Asian powers, India,
China and Russia which shared the common goal of economic reform and
modernisation. Beinglocatedinasinglegeopalitica gpace, they thought of abonding
to promote prosperity, security and stability intheregion.

Theideaof the strategic triangle got renewed attention in the post-9/11 world
order3 Thistimeldamicterrorism becamean additiond factor. Chinafacesseparatist
forcesin Xinjiang whichit categorisesasterrorism. Indiahasitsown concernsin
Jammu and Kashmir. Russafearsterrorismin Chechnya.

Though the proponentsof the strategic triangl e attempted to reduce the anti-
USflavour, theanti-USfacet still holdsground intheformation of the strategic
triangle. Thegeopolitica map of theworld haschanged by USpositionin Central
Asiaand Afghanistan. Thishas brought the US alarmingly to the doorsteps of
Russaand China* Thishasled, Chinaand Indiawhichinitidly showed alukewarm
attitudeto Primakov’s proposal of a‘ strategic Moscow-Del hi-Beijingtriangl€’, to
giverenewed condderationin 2001. And, againin September thisyear, whenthe
Foreign Ministersof thethree countriesheld ameeting onthe sidelinesof the UN
Genera Assembly. However, the development of astrategic trianglewould be
unredigtic.
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Thereasonscan beeasily found in the mutual suspicion between Indiaand
China. Itisinteresting to notethat Jawaharla Nehru regarded Chinaasathreat for
hefdt Indian and Chinese cultureshad been contesting for supremacy for hundreds
of yearsin Centrd Asia, Tibet, Burmaand the countries of Southeast Asia® Indeed,
Indiaand Chinaaretwo geopoalitical rivalsand their interestsclash bothin the
political and economic arena. Both arevying for the samemarkets. Indiacalsthe
Central Adanregionits*extended neighbourhood’ whileto Chinaitisthe’ strategic
backyard' .5

Politica analyststak of anew flashpoint between Indiaand Chinain ASEAN.
Both view the Southeast Asian region asaof market and crucia totheir security
concerns. In Sudan, Chinaisalready playing aproactiverole. Recently, India
entered the oil sector of Sudan.” Militarily both are building their blue-water
capability. WhileIndiaisattempting to project itsnaval power through theIndian
Ocean and had conducted joint military exerciseswith the USinthe Malacca
Straitsto the chagrin of China, Chinaistrying to penetrate the Indian Ocean
through Myanmar muchtotheaarm of India® Giventhisclash of interestsbetween
Chinaand India, itishighly unlikely for themto emerge asstrong supportersof the
drategictriangle.

Pakistanisyet another mgjor irritant in India-Chinarelations.® Chinaisnot
likely togiveupitsstrategic alliancewith Pakistan. ItisChina'sprimary cardto
block Indiafrom emerging asagreat Asian power. By playing the Pakistan card,
Chinaseeksto keep Indiaembroiled in South Asia. China sambition of great
power statusisnot only contingent on astrong economy asitiswidely known
but also onitsdiplomacy of keeping Indiatied to the South Asian region. China
maintai nsafine balance between | ndiaand Pakistan so that Pakistan is checked
from being too recklessand Indiadoes not poseachallengetoit.’’ China'said to
Pakistanisnot confined only to transfer of nuclear technology and arms sales.
It hasshown keeninterest in participating in thestrategic Gwadar port withfinancia
assstance of US$248 million.™*

Apart from Pakistan, the border issueisanother equally thorny issueinIndia-
Chinarelations. In spite of regular WG meetings and a series of ministerial
interactions, there has been no progressin resolving the border issue.

Thoughideasonthetrilateral cooperation emphasisethat it isnot directed
against any third power, thereistheimplicit objective of creating acompeting
power centreagaingt the US. All thethree powersare economically dependent on
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the US and each of them is seeking to deepen its relationship with the US.
But none can afford to annoy the sole super power.

Thirdly, New Delhi isstill sceptica about thestrategic triangleand rightly so,
as present relations between India and US are on the upswing. The Bush
administration isseeking afar more active and purposeful cooperationwith India.
It may not beinthe national interest of Indiato lean to Russiaand Chinaat this
juncture. Further, viewed bilateraly, athough Indiaenjoysextraordinary defence
relationswith Russia, itstradeisminimal, about 15 per cent.’? Again, China's
tradewith Indiaislimited compared to that withthe US. Inthe strategic triangle
Indiathisrepresentstheweakest angle.

ItisRussa, whichwould gainthemost inthisstrategictriangle. It would help
Russiato check NATO's eastward expansion. It would pose asan aternative
power blocto the USand boost Russia sroleinworld politics. Someanalystssay
that Russia saimisto solidify Moscow’ s place between East and theWest, Atlantic
andthePacific, NATO and China. Though Russia saim of being part of thedtrategic
triangleisyet to materialise, itsurgency islow with theformation of the Shanghai
Cooperation Organisation (SCO) under the stewardship of China. Though formed
withtheam of countering terrorism, separatism and religiousextremism, the SCO
hasalarger god of counteracting USunilateralism.

From thevery beginning, Chinahasshown apathy totheideaof the strategic
triangle. Itsforeign policy objectiveisgrounded on astrong sentiment of bilateralism.
Therecent thaw in Sino-Indian relationsisnot indicative of any fundamenta policy
shiftin Chineseforeign policy. Chinacalsthisgestureof renewed friendshiptowards
Indiaas‘ readjustment’ .23 It does not want to diluteitswarm relationswith its
long-term ally Pakistan. Thispolicy of readjustment aimsat maintaining cordial
relationswith both Indiaand Pakistan separately and bilateraly.

In sum, the popularity of thestrategictriangleismainly at the Track-11 level.
Itisunlikely to serioudy influencetheofficid policy inNew Dehi. Indiamust not
be swayed by Russia srhetoric of the strategic triangle. At the sametime, instead
of confining itsrelationship with Russiato defenceties, Indiashould expand its
commercid ties.

Theideaof the strategic triangle need not be dumped asfutile snceamore
positiveand persuasive global roleof India-China-Russiawould contributeto a
more stableworld order.
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