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About the AICCS

The Institute of Chinese Studies (ICS) has been organising the All India Conference of China

Studies (AICCS) as a flagship event since 2006. The primary objective is to generate interest in,

and strengthen research on, China Studies in India. It is convened annually, usually in November-

December, in partnership with an institution which has research and teaching programmes on

China. The AICCS provides a platform to research scholars from all over the country, to debate

their ideas and concerns in a university setting and build intellectual and scholarly networks. In

addition  to  a  special  theme  each  year,  the  conference  also  showcases  a  survey  of  recent

scholarship in different aspects of China Studies, globally as well as in India.

Previous Editions of the AICCS

As a pan-Indian outreach initiative, the previous editions of AICCS have been held in Delhi (2006

& 2009), Jadavpur University (2010), Central University of Hyderabad (2011 & 2023), Visva-

Bharati University (2012 & 2021), IIM Kozhikode (2013), Banaras Hindu University (2014),

Sikkim  University  (2015),  University  of  Mumbai  (2016),  Goa  University  (2017),  Christ

(deemed-to-be-University)  (2018),  O.P. Jindal Global University  (2019),  IIT Madras  (2021)

and IIT Guwahati (2022).

Mira Sinha-Bhattacharjea Award

Each year, the best paper presented by a young and emerging scholar
is selected for the  Mira Sinha-Bhattacharjea Award, instituted in
the memory of one of the most eminent scholars of China Studies in
India. The Award carries a prize of 25,000 INR and the selected paper
is  published  by  the  ICS.  The  selection  is  made  by  a  Committee
comprising senior China scholars, based on originality of the topic,
methodology, argument and presentation.
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Concept Note

For the last four decades of the 20th century and up to the first decade of the 21st century, the

Asian theatre was, by and large, stable. The PRC's overriding domestic and external requirement

was  peace and  stability  to  pursue  its  domestic  economic  development  and  modernization

agenda. China took full advantage of the economic globalization underway, facilitating the flow

of vast quantities of foreign investment to the PRC. Its chief strategy was to 'keep a low profile'

and 'not take the lead' in international affairs, enabling it to prioritise and achieve double-digit

growth for  nearly three decades.  Even as the American policy towards China went  through

various  twists  and  turns  from  'containment'  to  'engagement'  to  'congagement,'  it  was  a

relationship marked by the clear dominance of the US, duly recognised by the PRC.

By the end of the first decade of the 21st century, the PRC had climbed to the position of the

third  biggest  economy,  ranked  second  in  forex  holdings,  had  acquired  the  label  of  the

'manufacturing  factory'  of  the  world,  and  had  dazzled  the  international  gathering  with  its

technological capabilities at the 2008 Beijing Olympics. After that, the PRC's external posture

and behavior observed a shift from the 'keeping a low-profile approach' to one based on the

'striving  for  achievement'  policy.  Scholars  have  debated  the  nature  and  implications  of  the

impending  "power  transition"  and  have  embarked  on  theoretical exercises  to  explain  the

structural transformation of the world order that the "rise" of China heralded. More crucially, the

United States and China now appear to be on the brink of an entirely new phase of engagement,

marked by (power) competition, confrontation on a host of issues, and lessening possibilities of

cooperation. This rivalry will likely shape the political, military-strategic, and economic futures

of the region's other countries.

Over the past decade, China has used its growing economic strength to create interdependencies

with several Asian nations, thus weakening some of these nations' political affiliations with the

United States.  At the same time, the regional countries worry that China's growing military
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forays in the East and South China Seas will constrain their sovereignty and interests. Therefore,

they have sought to get the United States to re-engage in Asia. But while they want the US to

counterbalance China in the region, a few of these nations are lining up alongside the United

States  to  contain  China  militarily. The  growing disenchantment with the BRI is another

dimension, even as China has created an impressive financial support base to facilitate the

BRI, including the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank, BRICS New Development Bank, and

the Silk Road Fund, including participation by China's state-owned banks.

Juxtaposed with  the  pandemic,  the  20th Congress  of  the  Communist  Party  of  China  (CPC)

marked a departure from traditional politics, paving the way for a 'new era' under Xi Jinping.

This development hints at China's future and has implications for the changing regional and

global  political  landscape. What  adds  to  this  are  the  growing  concerns  over  demographic

challenges and slow economic growth in China.

In  addition,  the  world  is  witnessing  multiple  theatres  of  regional  conflicts.  For  instance,  the

ongoing Russia-Ukraine conflict, the Israel-Hamas war in Gaza, and the recently unprecedented

escalation of military hostilities between the Houthis and the US in the Red Sea. There are more

global risks associated with these regional wars.  There is growing anxiety about whether the

increasing tensions in Europe and the Middle East will snowball into a worldwide conflict.

Given this highly turbulent era due to the structural churn in world politics, the Special Theme of

the  17th AICCS  would  be  Understanding  China  in  a  Turbulent  World:  Geopolitical

Contestation and Cooperation. A host of rubrics are encompassed within this theme: China's

Perceptions of the World Order and the role it seeks to exercise in this 'new era' under Xi Jinping;

the  new  trends  in  foreign  and  security  policy,  which  could  encompass  China's  military

modernization and force structure and its strategic partnerships; the PRC's new global initiatives,

reflecting China's growing international discourse power and its resonance, especially within the

Global South; the changing nuances in China's multilateral engagements and the leading role it

seeks to acquire in climate change negotiations; and finally, the global governance of technology,

keeping in mind science & technology innovation in China and its quest for energy security and

strategic minerals.
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Programme

1100 - 2100 hours: Arrival of Participants

0830 - 0900 hours: Registration for Conference Attendees

Welcome Remarks: Alka Acharya, Director, Institute of Chinese Studies; Professor & Chair, Centre
for East Asian Studies, School of International Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi. 

Chair: Seshadri Chari, Chairman, China Study Centre, Department of Geopolitics and International
Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal. 

Convenor’s Remarks:  G. Venkat Raman, Convenor, 17th All India Conference of China Studies
(AICCS); Professor, Indian Institute of Management, Indore; HonoraryFellow, Institute of Chinese
Studies, New Delhi. 

Opening Address:  Lt. Gen. (Dr.) M.D. Venkatesh, Vice Chancellor, Manipal Academy of Higher
Education, Manipal. 

Special Remarks:  M.D. Nalapat, Honorary Director, Department of Geopolitics and International
Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal. 

Keynote  Address: Madhavan  K.  Palat,  Former  Professor,  Centre  for  Historical  Studies,
JawaharlalNehru University, New Delhi. 

Introducer: Amrita Jash, Co-Convenor, 17th AICCS, Assistant Professor, Department of Geopolitics
and International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal. 

Vote  of  Thanks: Anand  V.,  Co-Convenor,  17th AICCS;  Assistant  Professor,  Department  of
Geopolitics and International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal. 

1115 - 1130 hours: BREAK
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WEDNESDAY, 20 NOVEMBER 2024

DAY 1: THURSDAY, 21 NOVEMBER 2024

INAUGURAL SESSION
0900 - 1115 hours



Chair:  Alka Acharya,  Director,  Institute  of  Chinese  Studies;  Professor,  Centre  for  East  Asian
Studies, School of International Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi.

Speakers:

Bhim B. Subba, Assistant Professor, Department of Political Science, School of Social Sciences,
University of Hyderabad, Telangana; Adjunct Fellow, Institute of Chinese Studies, New Delhi.

G. Venkat Raman, Professor, Indian Institute of Management, Indore; Honorary Fellow, Institute 
of Chinese Studies, New Delhi.

Anushka Saxena, Staff Research Analyst, The Takshashila Institution, Bengaluru.

Shagufta Yasmin, Doctoral Scholar, Centre for East Asian Studies, School of International 
Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi.

1300 - 1400 hours: LUNCH

Chair:  Dhanasree  Jayaram,  Assistant  Professor,  Department  of  Geopolitics  and  International
Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal.

Speakers:

Rushali Saha, Independent Researcher; Security Risk Analyst, Horizon Intelligence.

Unveiling China's Strategic Narratives: Perspectives on the Liberal International

Order
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SPECIAL PANEL I

State of the Field: Accessing the Discourses in Chinese Studies

1130 - 1300 hours

THEMATIC PANEL I

China and International Politics

1130 - 1300 hours



Harsh Yadav,  Postgraduate Scholar,  Department of International Relations,  South Asian

University, New Delhi.

Dragon’s Pearl in the 21st Century: The Intricacies of Chinese “Rogue Aid” in the

Global South

Faisal Ahmed, Professor of International Business and Soumya Tiwari, Research Scholar,

Foundation for  Organisational  Research and Education (FORE) School  of  Management,

New Delhi.

Factors Influencing China’s Geopolitical Gravity: Some Evidence from Mathematical

Modelling

1515 - 1530 hours: BREAK

Chair:  Rityusha  Mani  Tiwary,  Assistant  Professor,  Department  of  Political  Science,
Shaheed Bhagat Singh College, University of Delhi; Honorary Fellow, Institute of Chinese
Studies, New Delhi.

Speakers:

Swati Kanwar, Doctoral Scholar, Centre for East Asian Studies, School of International

Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi.

Exploring China's Soft Power Strategy through Confucius Institutes

Uday Nitin Patil, Dr. TMA Pai Fellow and Doctoral Scholar, Department of Geopolitics
and International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal.

Leadership Dynamics in US-China Relations in the ‘New Era’

Shree Jain, Doctoral Scholar and Sukalpa Chakrabarti, Professor, Symbiosis School of

International Studies, Symbiosis International, Pune.
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THEMATIC PANEL II

China’s Foreign Policy and Diplomacy

1530 - 1645 hours



“Manufacturing Consent” Online: China's Race for Influence through Social Media

1645 - 1700 hours: HIGH TEA

Chair:  Sreemati  Chakrabarti,  Former  Professor,  Department  of  East  Asian  Studies,
University of Delhi; Chairperson and Honorary Fellow, Institute of Chinese Studies, New
Delhi.

Speakers:

Namita Sharma, Doctoral Scholar, Department of International Relations and Governance

Studies, School of Humanities and Social Sciences, Shiv Nadar Institution of Eminence,

Delhi-NCR.

Comparative Analysis of Political Control in China: The Great Leap Forward and the

Zero Covid Policy

Japneet Kaur, Research Associate, Shiv Nadar Institution of Eminence, Delhi-NCR.

Building Unified Domestic Market: Origins, Policies, and Progress

Diptangshu Ganguly, Doctoral Scholar, Center for Chinese & South East Asian Studies,

School  of  Language,  Literature  and Culture  Studies,  Jawaharlal  Nehru  University,  New

Delhi.

Chinese Style Modernization: CPC’s Modernization Narrative in Xi Jinping’s New Era

Gokireddy Hima Bindu, Independent Researcher.

China’s Military Modernisation under Xi Jinping and the Military-Civil Fusion Strategy:

Implications for India

1830 - 1845 hours: BREAK
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THEMATIC PANEL III

China’s Domestic Politics

1530 - 1645 hours



Chair: S. Raghotham, Strategic Analyst.

Speaker:

Lt.  Gen.  Arun  Kumar  Sahni  (Retd.),  PVSM,  UYSM,  SM,  VSM,  former  General
Commanding-in-Chief, South Western Command, Indian Army.

2030 - 2200 hours: SPECIAL DINNER

Chair:  Arvind  Kumar,  Professor,  Centre  for  Canadian,  US  &  Latin  American  Studies,

Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi.

Speakers:

Nikhil Guvvadi, Doctoral Scholar, Special Centre for National Security Studies (SCNSS),

Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi.

China's Dominance in the Critical Minerals Industry: Major Power Responses and

Counter-Responses

Shalini Singh, Doctoral Scholar, Amity Institute of International Studies, Amity University,

Noida.

Navigating Game Theory Dynamics: China's Strategic Quest for Critical Minerals in a

Globalised World
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SPECIAL LECTURE

1845 - 1945 hours

DAY 2: FRIDAY, 22 NOVEMBER 2024

THEMATIC PANEL IV

China and the Geopolitics of Technology

0900 - 1030 hours



Megha Shrivastava, Dr. TMA Pai Fellow and Doctoral Scholar, Department of Geopolitics

and International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal.

Examining the State of China’s Semiconductor Industry: A Comparative Analysis of

Pre- and Post-American Export Control Measures

Subhash Bhambhu, Doctoral Scholar, Shiv Nadar Institution of Eminence, Delhi-NCR.

Monopolizing the Differential Technological Capabilities: The Case of the US Sanctions

Regime against China

1030 - 1045 hours: HIGH TEA

Chair:  Sabaree  Mitra,  Professor,  Centre  for  Chinese  and  South  East  Asian  Studies,
School  of  Language,  Literature  and  Culture  Studies,  Jawaharlal  Nehru  University;
Honorary Fellow, Institute of Chinese Studies, New Delhi.

Speakers:

Abhinav  Kumar,  Doctoral  Scholar,  Centre  for  Chinese  and South  East  Asian  Studies,

School of Language, Literature and Culture Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New

Delhi.

Integration of Traditional Cultural Elements into China's Core Socialist Values in the

New Era

Kaustav Padmapati, Assistant Professor, School of Liberal Studies and Media, University
of Petroleum and Energy Studies (UPES), Dehradun.

China’s Critical Relationship with LGBTQIA+ Movement in the Post Covid Era
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THEMATIC PANEL V

Culture, Society and Religion in China

1045 - 1200 hours



Gargi  Chaturvedi,  Doctoral  Scholar,  Centre  for  Chinese  and  Southeast  Asian  Studies,

School of Language, Literature and Culture Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New

Delhi.

Red Redux: ‘Wenhua Zixin’ and ‘Red Culture’ Discourse in the New Era

1200 - 1215 hours: BREAK

Chair: Vignesh Ram,  Assistant Professor, Department of Geopolitics and International
Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal.

Speakers:

Khushnam P. N., Independent researcher, IR and Regional Security and Analyst.

Expansion of Chinese Influence in the Shifting Geopolitics of West Asia: Regional and

Global Implications

Shahadat Hossain, Research Scholar, Department of International Relations, South Asian

University, New Delhi.

China factor in India’s ‘Neighbourhood First Policy’, Focus on Bangladesh and

Maldives

Shruti  Dey,  Doctoral  Scholar,  Department  of  Politics  and  International  Studies,
Pondicherry University, Pondicherry.

China Factor in India-Vietnam Relations: Assessing through Conflict Management

and Conflict Resolution Theory

Prosper Malangmei, Assistant Professor, Department of Political Science, Maharaja Bodhchandra 
College, Manipur University, Manipur.

Reviving Pax Sinica: Geopolitical Implications for India

1345 - 1445 hours: LUNCH BREAK
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THEMATIC PANEL VI

China and Asia

1215 - 1345 hours



Chair: Chintamani Mahapatra, Founder and Honorary Chairperson, Kalinga Institute of 
Indo-Pacific Studies, Bhubaneswar.

Speakers:

Kanishkh Kanodia, Academy Fellow, Chatham House.

How the Chinese View the “Indo-Pacific”: Explaining China’s Dismissiveness

Biyon  Sony  Joseph,  Assistant  Professor  (Guest),  Department  of  Political  Science,  St.
Thomas College, Palai.

China’s Perceptions and Strategic Responses to the Contested Indo-Pacific Security

Order

Alvina Antonia Almeida, Research Intern, Manohar Parrikar Institute for Defence
Studies and Analyses, New Delhi.

Assessing China's Strategic Impact and Influence in the Indian Ocean Region

Cchavi Vasisht, Senior Research Associate, Chintan Research Foundation.

Convergence and Conflict: The Belt and Road Initiative in Myanmar's Evolving Landscape

1615 - 1630 hours: BREAK

Chair: Seshadri Chari, Chairman, China Study Centre, Department of Geopolitics and 
International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal.
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THEMATIC PANEL VII: China and Indo-Pacific

1445 - 1615 hours

SPECIAL PANEL II

AI and the Governance of Technology

1630 - 1800 hours



Speakers:

Deepak Maheshwari, Senior Consultant, Centre for Social and Economic Progress, New

Delhi.

Abhimanyu  Raja  P.,  Co-founder  and  Managing  Director,  JANYU  TECH  Pvt.  Ltd.,

Mumbai.

Kartik Bommakanti,  Senior  Fellow,  Strategic  Studies  Programme,  Observer  Research

Foundation (ORF), New Delhi.

Nidhi  Singh,  Project  Manager,  Centre  for  Communication  Governance,  National  Law

University, New Delhi.

1930 - 2100 hours: DINNER

Chair:  Jabin  Thomas  Jacob,  Associate  Professor,  School  of  Humanities  and  Social
Sciences,  Shiv  Nadar  University,  Delhi-NCR;  Honorary  Fellow,  Institute  of  Chinese
Studies, New Delhi.

Speakers:

G. Venkat Raman, Professor, Indian Institute of Management, Indore; Honorary Fellow, 

Institute of Chinese Studies, New Delhi.

Vivek Y. Kelkar, Researcher, Analyst and Columnist.

S. K. Mohanty, Professor, Research and Information System for Developing Countries (RIS), 

New Delhi.

Mohammed Saqib, Founder and Convenor, Centre for Geoeconomics for the Global South, 

UAE.

1030-1045 hours: BREAK
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DAY 3: SATURDAY, 23 NOVEMBER 2024

SPECIAL PANEL III

Impact of Geopolitical Factors on Economy and Trade

0900 - 1030 hours



Chair:  K.  P.  Vijayalakshmi,  Professor  and  Head,  Department  of  Geopolitics  and
International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal.

Special Remarks:  Alka Acharya, Director, Institute of Chinese Studies; Professor &
Chair, Centre for East Asian Studies, School of International Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru
University, New Delhi.

Special  Remarks:  Seshadri  Chari,  Chairman,  China  Study  Centre,  Department  of
Geopolitics and International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education,
Manipal.

Valedictory Address: Sachin Chaturvedi, Director General, Research and
Information System for Developing Countries (RIS), New Delhi.

Convenor’s Report: G. Venkat Raman, Convenor, 17th AICCS; Professor, Indian

Institute  of  Management,  Indore;  Honorary  Fellow,  Institute  of  Chinese  Studies,

NewDelhi.

Introducer:  Anand V.,  Co-Convenor, 17th AICCS; Assistant Professor, Department of
Geopolitics  and  International  Relations,  Manipal  Academy  of  Higher  Education,
Manipal.

Vote of Thanks: Amrita Jash, Co-Convenor, 17th AICCS; Assistant Professor,

Department  of  Geopolitics  and International  Relations,  Manipal  Academy of  Higher

Education, Manipal.

Appreciation  and  Welcoming  Delegates  to  the  18ᵗʰ  AICCS:  G.  Venkat  Raman,

Convenor, 17th AICCS; Professor, Department of Humanities and Social Sciences, Indian

Institute of Management, Indore; Honorary Fellow, Institute of Chinese Studies, New

Delhi.

1230 - 1330 hours: LUNCH & DISPERSAL
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VALEDICTORY SESSION

1045 - 1230 hours



Report

Day I

Inaugural Session

The 17th All India Conference of China Studies (AICCS) was organised by the Institute of Chinese

Studies (ICS), New Delhi; and the China Study Centre, Department of Geopolitics and International

Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education (MAHE), Manipal, with the support of the Indian

Council of Social Science Research; Policy Planning and Research Division, Ministry of External

Affairs, Government of India; Research and Information System for Developing Countries; and,

Janyu Technologies Pvt. Ltd., from 21-23 November 2024, at Manipal. The special theme of the

conference was  “Understanding China in a Turbulent World: Geopolitical Contestation and

Cooperation”.  The  Inaugural Session  was chaired by  Prof. Seshadri Chari,  Chairman, China

Study Centre, Department of Geopolitics and International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher

Education, Manipal.

Prof. Alka Acharya, Director, Institute of Chinese Studies; and, Chairperson and Professor, Centre

for East Asian Studies, School of International Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi,

delivered the  Welcome Remarks.  She traced the legacy of AICCS and highlighted its historical

contribution to the field of China studies. Bringing on the popular opinions about the end of the

American  Century,  she  highlighted  the  need  to  incorporate  some elements  that  come into  the

debates on contestation and cooperation. She threw light at something far more fundamental and

encouraged scholars will show different facets of this challenge.

 

Prof. Seshadri Chari, Chairman, China Study Centre, Department of Geopolitics and International

Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal, and the chair of the inaugural session

threw light  on  the  geopolitical  aspects  of  Chinese  civilization.  He  said:  "We,  as  an  emerging

economy and one of the oldest civilisations, should study more about the civilizational entity in

geopolitics. He also emphasised on the need to see China as not a hole and not only through the

point of current government or leadership. He raised crucial questions concerning the state of affairs

today, he raised the point- What should be the idea of the world order? What should be our outlook

towards the world order? These are all some of the issues that require a lot of discussion, debate,

research, and understanding. He also commended the role of ICS on emphasising on these aspects. 
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Prof.  G.  Venkat  Raman, Convenor,  17th  All  India  Conference  of  China  Studies  (AICCS);

Professor,  Indian  Institute  of  Management,  Indore;  and,  Honorary  Fellow,  Institute  of  Chinese

Studies, New Delhi, as the convenor welcomed all to the conference and introduced the agenda to

the participants.  He described the context  of  the  theme as  “we are witnessing now is  that  the

boundaries  between geopolitics  and geo-economics  are  increasingly  becoming blurred.  It  is  no

longer  clear  what  constitutes  geopolitics  and what  constitutes  geo-economics.  In  fact,  a  recent

Goldman Sachs report has stated that 2020 is the "Age of Geopolitics." Speaking of multipolarity,

India is certainly one of the leading swing states, if not the most important one. Given this context,

it is only natural that we have arrived at this year’s theme.

 

Lt.  Gen.  (Dr.)  M.  D.  Venkatesh, Vice-Chancellor,  Manipal  Academy  of  Higher  Education,

Manipal, addressed the gathering and highlighted the emergence of the discourse on Geopolitics

and henceforth laid the foundation of the Department at MAHE. He noted “I personally believe that

today is the time for collaboration and cooperation. There are no boundaries as it is happening.

However, the entire world is now looking more and more at getting bound by boundaries and the

individual interests of the country rather than looking at the world as a whole. That is my thought

process. I think this conference should come out with certain guidelines or consensus regarding how

to address all these protectionist attitudes of various governments, bodies, and groupings, which are

perhaps impeding our efforts towards making this world a better place to live in.

 

Prof. M.D. Nalapat, Honorary Director, Department of Geopolitics and International Relations,

Manipal  Academy of Higher  Education,  Manipal,  delivered his special  remarks on the state of

affairs  in China and China studies.  He underlined that China should be understood through its

leadership, particularly the Communist Party of China (CPC) and its top officials, including the

General  Secretary.  He noted that  China is  a  complex country with deep historical  and cultural

influences,  requiring ongoing research to  fully  understand its  modern dynamics.  Under  Donald

Trump,  the  US  adopted  a  more  unified  and  realistic  approach  toward  China,  focusing  on

decoupling, especially in technology. While decoupling between China and the US may not be fully

visible in trade data, significant shifts are occurring in the tech sector, with Chinese companies

facing increased scrutiny. Xi Jinping shares Mao's vision of making China the dominant global

power, though there are growing internal doubts about his leadership. India has a chance to take

strategic decisions in the current global landscape (Cold War 2.0), similar to how China seized its

opportunity during the Cold War.  India must  adopt  a "realist"  approach in  making its  strategic

decisions,  focusing  on  win-win  opportunities  rather  than  zero-sum  strategies.  The  speaker  is
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optimistic about India’s potential, believing its people and institutions provide a strong foundation

for success if the right strategic choices are made.

Prof.  Madhavan  K.  Palat, former  Professor,  Centre  for  Historical  Studies,  Jawaharlal  Nehru

University, New Delhi, delivered his keynote address on “Geopolitics as a Theory to Imagine a

Unipolar World”.  The  speech  outlined  the  historical  evolution  and  theoretical  foundations  of

geopolitics,  focusing  on  major  contributions  by  Halford  Mackinder,  German  theorists  like

Haushofer, and their implications for global power structures. Starting with Mackinder’s seminal

1904  lecture,  the  speaker  traces  the  shift  from  sea  power  dominance,  which  enabled  British

supremacy, to the rising importance of land and air power, redefining global power dynamics. The

speaker  then  discusses  the  German  concept  of  Grossraum (power  blocks),  contrasting  it  with

colonial empires, and the idea of Lebensraum (living space), emphasising territorial and economic

expansion as  vital  for  state  survival.  Post-World War II,  geopolitics transformed into a  contest

between power blocs,  culminating in  the dominance of  the United States  as the central  global

power. The modern use of "geopolitics" often refers to US involvement in regional conflicts rather

than global power rivalries. He highlighted the arguments of Mackinder that British dominance,

based on sea power, was waning, giving way to land power with new technologies like railroads

and air power. He noted that after 1945, geopolitics shifted to a unipolar system dominated by the

US, with its influence extending into every regional conflict globally. The term "geopolitics" today

often refers to US-led involvement in regional conflicts, where the US remains the decisive factor,

rather than equal rivalry among global powers. Territorial expansion has transitioned into economic

and technological growth as the primary mode of state survival in the modern era, reflecting shifts

in geopolitical thought.

 

Dr. Anand V., Co-Convenor,  17th AICCS;  Assistant  Professor,  Department  of  Geopolitics  and

International  Relations,  Manipal  Academy of  Higher  Education,  Manipal  delivered  the  vote  of

thanks.
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Special Panel I

State of the Field: Accessing the Discourses in Chinese Studies

The  first  special  panel  of  the  17th AICCS  was  titled,  “State of the Field: Accessing the

Discourses in Chinese Studies”,  and  was  chaired  by  Prof.  Alka  Acharya,  Director,

Institute of Chinese Studies; and, Professor & Chair, Centre for East Asian Studies, School

of International Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi. The panel included Dr.

Bhim B. Subba,  Assistant Professor, Department of Political Science, School of Social

Sciences, University of Hyderabad, Telangana; and, Adjunct Fellow, Institute of Chinese

Studies, New Delhi; Prof. G. Venkat Raman, Professor, Indian Institute of Management,

Indore; and, Honorary Fellow, Institute of Chinese Studies, New Delhi; and, Ms. Anushka

Saxena, Staff Research Analyst, The Takshashila Institution, Bengaluru;  and,  Ms.

Shagufta Yasmin, Doctoral Scholar, Centre for East Asian Studies, School of International

Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi, as speakers.

Prof. Alka Acharya raised the issue of a decline in book reading in research and mentioned the

purpose of this session. The question she posed was: how do the experiences of India and China

compare in managing competition between public and private sectors? Is overcapacity a sign of

economic dynamism, or does it reflect short-term opportunism and local corruption? Is Chinese

exceptionalism a meaningful concept, or is it simply another form of nationalistic rhetoric seen in

most  countries?  Is  China  genuinely innovative,  or  is  it  excelling in  process  efficiency and the

application of existing innovations?

Dr. Bhim. B. Subba delved into the theme of domestic and foreign policy in China. He explained

how China’s foreign policy reflects its domestic priorities, emphasising the party’s dominance. He

also discussed how speeches and writings by Xi Jinping highlight this domestic-foreign policy link.

The Institutional Changes covered the centralisation of state institutions under party control since

2018.  and  noted  the  emergence  of  new  institutions  like  the  China  International  Development

Cooperation Agency (CIDCA) for managing foreign aid and loans. He highlighted the department’s

evolving role in uniting overseas Chinese communities and extending its influence globally. He

mentioned the trend of appointing United Front officials, often trained in minority provinces, as

ambassadors to foreign countries. He took the questions from the Chair and answered the ownership

structure in China complicates the relationship between land, local governance, and production.
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Land in China is leased rather than owned outright, influencing how local governments and firms

operate. He added overcapacity often aligns with local leaders’ efforts to attract investments and

showcase  development,  even  if  it  leads  to  inefficiencies.  To  answer  the  question  is  Chinese

exceptionalism a useful concept, or is it just another form of nationalism, like American or German

exceptionalism? He answered that  Chinese exceptionalism can be  viewed through cultural  and

historical lenses. For instance, it  incorporates Confucian and legalist  traditions, which influence

governance  and  foreign  policy.  He  added  unlike  Western  models,  Chinese  exceptionalism ties

closely  to  concepts  like  “harmony”  and  collective  well-being  rather  than  individualism.  He

answered the Question Can India learn from China’s approach to land use and industrialization? To

answer this, Mr. Subba pointed out that the land ownership structure in China is fundamentally

different from India. Land in China is leased for fixed periods, influencing how local governments

use it to attract investment and manage industrialization. India can learn from China's ability to

integrate local policies with national strategies, but direct replication may not work due to structural

differences in governance.

Prof. G. Venkat Raman explored China’s state capitalism model, particularly its reliance on state-

owned enterprises (SOEs).  He Highlighted Nicholas Lardy’s argument  that SOEs underperform

compared  to  private  firms.  He  discussed  how  the  US-China  trade  war  stems  from  economic

overcapacity and ideological  competition (state  capitalism vs.  market capitalism) and noted the

conclusion by authors like Lardy and Bob Davis that the US is unlikely to succeed in decoupling its

economy from China. He examined regional inequalities and governance challenges in China, as

highlighted in Stephen Morgan’s book, and discussed the persistence of overcapacity and its link to

local governance and leadership changes, as analysed by Lan Xiapan. He analysed the impact of

US-China tensions on global supply chains, particularly in East Asia, based on Ethel Solvingen’s

work. To answer the question how do the experiences of India and China compare in managing

competition  between  public  and  private  sectors?  Have  there  been  detailed  studies  on  this

comparison? Prof. G. Venkat Raman stated that some studies from the 2000s compared India and

China in terms of public and private sector dynamics, but such analyses are rare today. The focus

has shifted from binary comparisons like "state vs. market" or "authoritarian vs. democratic" to

understanding  the  nuances  of  policymaking  in  each  system.  He  highlighted  the  importance  of

moving beyond surface-level comparisons and focusing on deeper structural differences. To answer

the other question, is overcapacity in China a sign of economic dynamism or a symptom of local

governance issues like corruption and short-term opportunism? Prof. G. Venkat Raman noted that

the  overcapacity  results  partly  from  local  governance  dynamics.  Firms,  whether  state-owned
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enterprises (SOEs) or private, tend to overproduce due to uncertainty about the longevity of local

leadership  policies.  He  added  there’s  skepticism  about  whether  central  policies  will  remain

consistent, leading firms to "make hay while the sun shines". However, overcapacity is also tied to

structural challenges in boosting domestic demand, a persistent issue in China.

Ms. Anushka Saxena focused on China’s Tech and Innovation Ecosystem. She has discussed how

national security concerns drive innovation in both rising and established powers, based on Mark

Taylor’s The Politics of Innovation. She has noted that China’s tech progress has triggered a shift in

US and global policy from economic to strategic priorities. She argued that China excels in process

innovation rather than breakthrough innovation. She highlighted examples like renewable energy

and  EV production,  where  China  dominates  through  subsidised  manufacturing  and  integrated

supply chains. She discussed China’s focus on military innovation, such as cyber warfare and joint

operations,  despite  lacking  recent  wartime  experience.  She  examined  the  disbandment  of  the

Strategic  Support  Force  as  a  sign of  adapting military structures for  innovation.  She  presented

David Edelstein’s framework of long-term vs. short-term horizons in power competition to explain

US-China relations.  To answer the question is  China genuinely innovative,  or is  it  excelling at

applying existing innovations? Does its lack of military engagement hinder its ability to innovate?

Ms. Saxena opined China excels in process innovation rather than breakthrough innovations. For

example, its dominance in renewable energy stems from innovations in subsidised production and

supply chain efficiency.  While  military  engagement  has  historically  driven innovation  globally,

China’s focus has shifted to building advanced military capabilities (e.g., cyber warfare and space

operations.

Ms. Shagufta Yasmin presented her views on China’s Climate Change Policies. She discussed

China’s emergence as a leader in global climate governance, emphasising concepts like “ecological

civilization”  and “community  of  shared  future”.  She  highlighted  China’s  use  of  environmental

diplomacy to enhance its influence in the Global South. She noted the top-down nature of China’s

policymaking,  which hinders  local  implementation.  and identified internal  competition between

government agencies as a barrier to efficient climate action. She examined rural-urban divides in

climate change adaptation, particularly the lack of resources in rural areas. She critiqued policies

like ecological migration for prioritising state interests over individual rights. She addressed the

tension  between  China’s  reliance  on  coal  and  its  push  for  renewable  energy.  She  highlighted

international criticism of China’s environmental policies despite its global climate commitments.
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The session offered a deep and multifaceted exploration of China’s policies, strategies, and global

impact through the lens of books and academic research. The speakers provided critical insights

into  China's  state  capitalism,  foreign  policy,  innovation  ecosystem,  and  climate  governance,

emphasising the interconnectedness of domestic and international dynamics. The key themes, such

as overcapacity, the evolving role of the Communist Party of China, and the balance between state

and  market  forces  highlighted  the  complexity  of  China's  development  model.  The  discussions

underscored  the  importance  of  studying China not  through oversimplified binaries  but  through

nuanced analyses that account for its unique historical, cultural, and institutional contexts.

The interactive session enriched the dialogue, addressing thought-provoking questions about India-

China comparisons, the validity of Chinese exceptionalism, and the nature of innovation in China.

Panellists emphasised that while China's strategies offer lessons, their applicability to other nations,

such as India, must be tailored to fit differing governance structures and socio-economic realities.

Ultimately,  the session reinforced the value of engaging deeply with books as critical  tools for

understanding global phenomena, inspiring participants to delve further into the debates and issues

shaping contemporary geopolitics. It served as a reminder of the centrality of rigorous academic

inquiry in navigating complex global challenges.

The panel recommended engaging deeply with books and primary sources to better  understand

China’s policies and global strategies. There is a need to conduct more nuanced comparative studies

between  India  and  China,  focusing  on  public-private  sector  dynamics  and  policy-making

frameworks. There was an emphasis on addressing overcapacity in China through structural reforms

that focus on boosting domestic demand, tackling regional disparities, and fostering innovation by

improving the environment  for  breakthrough technologies  while  continuing to  excel  in  process

innovation.  It  aims  to  strengthen  climate  governance  by  ensuring  local-level  participation  and

balancing growth with sustainability. 
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Thematic Panel I

China and International Politics

The  session  was  chaired  by  Dr.  Dhanasree  Jayaram,  Assistant  Professor,  Department  of

Geopolitics  and  International  Relations,  Manipal  Academy of  Higher  Education,  Manipal.  The

speakers  included  Ms.  Rushali Saha, Independent Researcher;  and, Security Risk Analyst,

Horizon Intelligence;  Mr.  Harsh  Yadav,  Postgraduate  Scholar,  Department  of  International

Relations, South Asian University, New Delhi; and, Prof. Faisal Ahmed, Professor of International

Business and  Ms.  Soumya Tiwari, Research Scholar, Foundation for Organisational Research and

Education (FORE) School of Management, New Delhi. 

Ms. Rushali Saha  presented on “Unveiling China's Strategic Narratives: Perspectives on the

Liberal International Order”, and focused on China's strategic use of narratives to challenge and

reform  aspects  of  the  liberal  international  order.  He  highlighted  the  key  concepts  including

"civilizational narratives" and the duality in China's acceptance and critique of the global system.

Her  research  concluded  that  China's  selective  engagement  with  global  norms  aligns  with  its

domestic and international interests, positioning itself as an alternative leader in global governance.

Mr. Harsh Yadav spoke on “Dragon’s Pearl in the 21st Century: The Intricacies of Chinese

“Rogue Aid” in the Global South”.  He explored China's  aid strategies, contrasting them with

Western aid models. He critiqued the "rogue aid" narrative, arguing for a nuanced understanding of

China's  economic  and  political  motives.  The  presentation  emphasised  China's  focus  on

infrastructural  investments,  resource-backed  loans,  and  non-conditional  aid,  particularly  in  the

global South.

Prof.  Faisal  Ahmad  presented on “Factors Influencing China’s  Geopolitical  Gravity:  Some

Evidence  from  Mathematical  Modelling”.  Prof.  Ahmed's  presentation  analysed  key  factors

shaping China's geopolitical gravity, emphasising its rise as a competing hegemonic force against

the  United  States.  Using  a  structured  framework  and  mathematical  modelling,  the  discussion

explored China’s strategies, such as the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), Arctic geopolitics, and the

dual  circulation  policy,  to  illustrate  its  influence  on  global  power  dynamics.  He  deepened  the

understanding  of  technological  rivalry  through  sharing  his  perspective  on  Technological

advancements,  particularly  in  artificial  intelligence  (AI)  and  5G,  underscoring  China’s  bid  for
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global leadership in the digital space. Dr. Ahmed identified a duality in China's engagement with the

international order. While it challenges Western norms, it pragmatically integrates into established

institutions when beneficial.  This dual  approach reflects  a calculated strategy to reshape global

norms while maintaining some alignment with existing systems. He concluded that the BRI, dual

circulation, and Arctic policies operate in distinct categories. 

Thematic Panel II

China’s Foreign Policy And Diplomacy

The  second  thematic  panel  was  chaired  by  Dr.  Rityusha  Mani  Tiwary,  Assistant  Professor,

Department  of  Political  Science,  Shaheed  Bhagat  Singh  College,  University  of  Delhi;  and,

Honorary Fellow, Institute of Chinese Studies,  New Delhi.  The panel  featured as speakers  Ms.

Swati Kanwar, Doctoral Scholar, Centre for East Asian Studies, School of International Studies,

Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi; Mr. Uday Nitin Patil, Dr. TMA Pai Fellow and Doctoral

Scholar, Department of Geopolitics  and  International  Relations,  Manipal  Academy  of  Higher

Education,  Manipal;  and, Ms. Shree Jain,  Doctoral  Scholar  and  Prof. Sukalpa Chakrabarti,

Professor, Symbiosis School of International Studies, Symbiosis International, Pune.

Ms. Swati  Kanwar spoke on “Exploring China's  Soft  Power Strategies through Confucius

Institutes”,  and  examined  the  role  of  Confucius  Institutes  in  promoting  China's  soft  power,

contrasting it with Western models such as the British Council or Alliance Française. She noted that

Confucius Institutes have grown globally, with over 500 by 2022, contributing to China's rise in

global  soft  power  rankings.  The institutes  focus  on  Mandarin  language education  and Chinese

cultural values, fostering a positive image of China while supporting infrastructure projects like the

Belt and Road Initiative (BRI). Unlike Western models, these institutes maintain strong state control

over curriculum, avoiding controversial topics like Taiwan and human rights. The institutes have

contributed  to  a  10-15% increase  in  bilateral  trade  in  countries  hosting  them,  linking  cultural

diplomacy with economic power. These institutes target neglected regions such as Africa, Southeast

Asia, and Latin America, fostering strong people-to-people ties.
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Mr. Uday Nitin Patil presented his research on “Leadership Dynamics in US-China Relations in

the  ‘New  Era’”.  He  analysed  the  shifting  dynamics  of  the  US-China  relationship  under  the

leadership of Presidents Obama, Trump, and Biden. He noted that the shift from engagement to

strategic competition, particularly in the Indo-Pacific region, as the US responds to China's rising

influence. Under Obama, the US emphasised cooperation on climate change and economic stability

but  pivoted  to  a  more  defensive  stance  with  the  "Pivot  to  Asia"  strategy.  He  highlighted  that

Trump’s  era  was marked by a  more aggressive stance,  emphasising  economic  nationalism and

military  posturing,  particularly  around the  South  China  Sea.  Biden's  administration  focuses  on

competition but with an emphasis on managed tensions and strategic recalibration.

Ms. Shree Jain  presented a  paper  titled “Manufacturing consent’ Online:  China’s  Race for

Influence through Social Media”, co-authored with Prof. Sulkapa Chakrabarti. Their research

investigated  how  the  Communist  Party  of  China  (CPC)  uses  social  media  platforms  like  X

(formerly Twitter), Facebook, and TikTok to spread its propaganda. The key insights that Ms. Jain

presented were that the CPC uses social media to advance its political agenda and promote China’s

positive image while suppressing criticism on sensitive topics like Xinjiang, Tibet, and Tiananmen.

The paper applied Herman and Chomsky's  "Manufacturing Consent" model to analyse how the

CPC propaganda operates through state media, influencers, and social  media algorithms. CPC’s

control over social media is achieved through strategic agenda-setting, advertising, and influencer

campaigns that promote favourable narratives. She concluded that there is a concerted effort  to

manipulate  public  perception  through  disinformation  campaigns  and  coordinated  messaging,

particularly regarding issues like COVID-19 and Xinjiang.

During  the  discussion,  speakers  highlighted  the  importance  of  understanding  the  concept  of

"manufacturing consent" as it applies universally, not just to China. The panel reflected on how

various countries, including the US, use media and public diplomacy to shape public opinion and

secure foreign policy goals.  The panel debated whether manufacturing consent is  necessary for

China,  given its  global  economic  influence  and the  limited  backlash  from countries  reliant  on

Chinese trade and investments.

The session ended with Dr. Tiwary’s remarks that, while every country employs some form of

ideology and soft power, understanding these strategies through frameworks like "manufacturing

consent" helps in analyzing the broader international dynamics and how states use media, culture,

and diplomacy to achieve their  foreign policy objectives.  In  this  session,  there was a  common
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thread of China's growing influence in shaping global narratives through both cultural institutions

(Confucius Institutes) and modern digital platforms (social media). The papers called for deeper

engagement  with  specific  case  studies,  domestic  influences  on  leadership  decisions,  and  more

clarity on theoretical frameworks.

Thematic Panel III

China’s Domestic Politics

The  third  thematic  panel  was  chaired  by  Prof.  Sreemati  Chakrabarti,  former  Professor,

Department of East Asian Studies, University of Delhi; Chairperson and Honorary Fellow, Institute

of Chinese Studies, New Delhi. The speakers included  Ms. Namita Sharma, Doctoral Scholar,

Department of International Relations and Governance Studies, School of Humanities and Social

Sciences, Shiv Nadar Institution of Eminence, Delhi-NCR; Dr. Japneet Kaur, Research Associate,

Shiv Nadar Institution of Eminence, Delhi-NCR;  Mr. Diptangshu Ganguly, Doctoral Scholar,

Center for Chinese & South East Asian Studies, School of Language, Literature and Culture Studies,

Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi; and, Ms. Gokireddy Hima Bindu, Independent Researcher.

Ms.  Namita Sharma presented her research on “Comparative Analysis of Political Control in

China: The Great Leap Forward and the Zero Covid Policy”. Her paper focused on China's

strict state control suppressed dissent, unlike the Zero-COVID policy, where loosened control and

social media revealed public resentment globally. She argued that China's unified domestic market

aims to reduce export reliance but faces challenges like local protectionism. Industries like electric

vehicles can help overcome barriers. According to her, Xi emphasises harmony between humans

and nature,  making modernization  a  core  policy,  unlike  earlier  leaders  who viewed it  as  anti-

Marxist. She also noted that MCF integrates defence and civilian industries, modernising military

capabilities to counter threats, continuing Deng Xiaoping's vision. She suggested that India must

enhance border  infrastructure  and integrate  defence  with industry  to  meet  challenges  posed by

China's advanced MCF technologies.

Dr. Japneet Kaur presented her paper on “Building Unified Domestic Markets: Origins, Policies

and Progress”. Her research focused on idea of governance rationales across the last two decades.

It also included leadership and governance styles, Centre-local relations, policy evolution, and the
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very idea of a unified domestic market (全国统一大市场 quanguo tongyi shichang). She argued

that  China  can  navigate  itself  in  tricky  waters.  Strengthening Party  dominance  over  economic

policymaking while reshaping institutional roles for efficient governance is one of its top priorities.

Local  governments’ autonomy  in  economic  decision-making  often  conflicts  with  the  central

objectives of market integration. Local protectionism yields geographic and administrative divisions

resulting in fragmented markets and limited inter-regional cooperation. She can uneven distribution

of  fiscal  resources  between  central  and  local  governments  hinders  equitable  development.  Sje

argued  that  a  more  centralised  and  ideological  approach  drives  reforms  like  dual  circulation,

institutionalised governance, and state-market realignment. His leadership style emphasises control,

regulatory oversight, and long-term planning to transition to a new economic model. Additionally,

resistance  from  local  authorities,  shaped  by  entrenched  administrative  practices  and  fiscal

structures, slows the adoption of central directives.

Mr.  Diptangshu  Goyal spoke  on  “Chinese  Style  Modernization:  CPC’s  Modernization

Narrative  in  Xi  Jinping’s  New  Era”.  His  paper  focused  on  the  concept  of  Chinese-style

modernisation  (CCS)  and  its  significance  in  the  socio-political  and  economic  narrative  of

contemporary  China  under  the  leadership of  Xi  Jinping.  He noted  that  the  examination  of  the

ideological and leadership progression of the CPC through key historical phases; Mao Zedong era,

Deng Xiaoping era, Jiang Zemin and Hu Jintao era, and finally the Xi Jinping era. A focus on how

the CCS Modernization has become an all-encompassing development narrative for the CPC by

legitimising its authority, projecting global influence, and defining a path for the ‘rejuvenation of

the Chinese nation’.  He underlined a  critique  of  how Chinese modernization critiques  Western

development  models  as  materialistic.  He also  argued that  the  geopolitical  implications  of  CCS

Modernisation reflect Chinese ambition to ‘outclass’ the United States as the global leader.

Ms. Gokireddy Hima Bindu presented on “China’s Military Modernization under Xi Jinping

and the Military-Civil Fusion Strategy: Implications for India”. Her research delved into the

evolution  of  China’s  military  modernization  under  Xi  Jinping,  emphasising  on  the  role  of  the

Military-Civil Fusion (MCF) strategy. It examined how this strategy supports the transformation of

the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) into a world-class military force and assesses its impact on

India’s security and strategic position. She argued that military modernization has been a key focus

for China since its founding, evolving with each leadership era. Under Xi Jinping, these efforts have

intensified  with  a  defined  vision  to  transform  the  PLA by  2049.  Xi  Jinping’s  plans  include

professionalising the PLA by 2027, integrating cutting-edge technologies by 2035, and positioning
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it as a world-class military force by 2049. This vision is underpinned by a 71% increase in defence

spending from 2013 to 2023. The PLA has achieved notable progress in naval, air,  and missile

capabilities,  alongside  breakthroughs  in  quantum computing,  AI-based  secure  communications,

cyber warfare, and surveillance systems. She argued that China’s expanding technological edge is

creating a considerable capability gap with India, altering regional power dynamics and limiting

India’s  strategic  influence.  These  advancements  boost  China’s  power  projection  and  intensify

security concerns for India, particularly in the South Asian context. She suggested that to address

this  widening  gap,  India  must  prioritise  indigenous  defence  production,  invest  in  advanced

technologies, and deepen partnerships like the QUAD.

During the interactive session, the panellists examined the ideological shift from Zhou Enlai's Four

Modernisations  to  Xi  Jinping's  modernisation  policies,  emphasising  comprehensive  societal,

ecological,  and  economic  goals  distinct  from  Western  models.  The  discussion  focused  on  the

interaction between central government and provinces, particularly in initiatives like EV markets,

showcasing institutional barriers, subsidies, and local monopoly dynamics.  

Thematic  Panel  III  provided  an  extensive  analysis  of  China’s  domestic  policies,  engaging  in

discussion on resilience strategies,  market  unification efforts,  modernization narratives,  and the

Military-Civil Fusion strategy. Insights from the presentations and discussions were reflective on

the  interplay between historical  context,  state-market  dynamics,  and their  broader  implications,

offering perspectives on China’s evolving domestic and strategic priorities.

Special Lecture

In his opening remarks, the Chair, Mr. S. Raghottam, Strategic Analyst, reflected on the evolving

perspectives on war and politics. He noted, "There was a time when we unthinkingly reeled out

Clausewitzian wisdom that war is politics by other means, or its De Gaullean inversion, which

claimed politics is war by other means. Today, however, we find ourselves discussing war by all

means and politics, including international politics, by all means." He invited Lt. Gen.  Lt. Gen.

Arun Kumar Sahni (Retd.), PVSM, UYSM, SM, VSM, former General Office Commanding-in-

Chief,  South  Western  Command,  Indian  Army,  to  deliver  the  special  lecture.  Lt.  Gen.  Sahni

provided  a  comprehensive  analysis  of  India's  evolving  security  paradigm,  emphasising

technological  advancements,  geostrategic  dynamics,  and  socio-political  dimensions  that  define
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modern warfare. He highlighted that while the essence of warfare remains constant, its execution

evolves with time. He illustrated this with Albert Einstein's analogy, emphasising how solutions

must  adapt  to  the  shifting  geopolitical  landscape.  Modern  threats  involve  cyberattacks,  space

militarization,  and non-state actors,  reducing the need for traditional kinetic engagements while

increasing the complexity of conflicts. He argued that emerging non-state actors, China's strategic

aspirations,  and  the  US-China  rivalry  are  reshaping  global  alignments.  India's  geographic  and

strategic positioning in the Indian Ocean and Indo-Pacific adds to its geopolitical significance and

vulnerability.  Ongoing tensions with China and Pakistan,  coupled with challenges  like political

instability  in  neighbouring  Bangladesh,  underline  the  importance  of  preparedness  for  both

conventional and hybrid threats. 

Lt.  Gen.  Sahni  underscored  the  need for  rapid  adoption  of  technologies  like  AI,  robotics,  and

extended reality. Cyber threats and satellite-based warfare have become integral to modern security

strategies. The vulnerabilities of critical infrastructure and the importance of digital resilience were

emphasised. He addressed how technology affects societal dynamics, including job displacements

due to automation and the potential for manipulation via social media. The role of misinformation

campaigns and tools like generative AI in influencing public opinion and national security policies

was highlighted. India faces resource constraints compared to China, particularly in critical minerals

and defense capabilities. Lt. Gen Sahni emphasised leveraging indigenous defense manufacturing

through initiatives like "Make in India" to enhance cost-efficiency and self-reliance. The general

projected  that  climate  change  could  displace  millions  in  the  region,  posing  additional  security

challenges  for  India.  Control  over  transboundary  rivers  and  water-sharing  agreements  with

neighbors like Bangladesh and China were flagged as potential flashpoints. The speaker called for

responsible  media coverage to avoid sensationalism that  could destabilise  public  sentiment  and

decision-making during crises.

In  the  discussion,  he  argue  that  India’s  focus  is  not  on  matching  China's  vast  arsenal  but  on

developing cost-effective, precise, and impactful technologies to counter threats.

Distributed  Resources:  He  highlighted  strategies  like  fortifying  logistic  nodes  across

terrains to maintain readiness despite non-contact threats.
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Day II

Thematic Panel IV 

China and the Geopolitics of Technology

The fourth thematic panel titled, “China and the Geopolitics of Technology”, was chaired by

Prof. Arvind Kumar, Professor, Centre for Canadian, US & Latin American Studies, Jawaharlal

Nehru University, New Delhi. The session featured four paper presentations. The first speaker of

the  session  was  Mr.  Nikhil  Guvvadi,  Doctoral  Scholar,  Special  Centre  for  National  Security

Studies  (SCNSS),  Jawaharlal  Nehru  University,  New  Delhi.  His  paper  was  titled,  “China’s

Dominance  in  the  Critical  Minerals  Industry:  Major  Power  Responses  and  Counter-

Responses”.  The second speaker was  Ms. Shalini  Singh,  Doctoral  Scholar,  Amity Institute  of

International Studies, Amity University, Noida. Her paper was titled, “Navigating Game Theory

Dynamics: China’s Quest for Critical Minerals in a Globalised World”. The third speaker was

Ms. Megha Shrivastava, Dr. TMA Pai Fellow and Doctoral Scholar, Department of Geopolitics

and International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal, whose paper was

titled, “Examining the State of China’s Semiconductor Industry: A Comparative Analysis of

Pre-  and  Post-American  Control  Measures”.  The  fourth  speaker  for  the  session  was  Mr.

Subhash Bhambhu,  Doctoral Scholar,  Shiv Nadar Institution of Eminence,  Delhi-NCR, whose

paper was titled, “Monopolizing the Differential Technological Capabilities: The Case of the

US Sanctions Regime against China”. 

In his introductory remarks, the Chair  Prof. Arvind Kumar, highlighted the effective journey of

the People’s Republic of China (PRC)  in acquiring technology. The Chair highlighted that this  is

not only through their innovative practices, but also because of their close relations and exchanges

with the former Soviet Union and the United States, which perhaps gave them a strong foundation.

Geopolitical crises such as the Korean War and the Taiwan Straits crisis also helped them in this

course. The Chair also emphasised Chairman Mao’s leadership in defining China’s needs that laid

the groundwork for the initiation of three critical programmes. The first was the nuclear programme

in the year 1956, the second focused on the ballistic missile and the delivery system, and the third

focused on the outer space. These programmes made tremendous progress since 1955, enabling

China to create its own sphere of influence in all three areas. The Chair emphasised China’s desire

to be seen as the dominant power in critical minerals sector, which is observed by acquiring major

deposits throughout the world. At the same time, the Chair pointed that  the rest of the world is
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closely monitoring China’s9 leveraging of these critical minerals in demonstrating its capabilities

across various technological domains.

Mr. Nikhil Guvvadi framed his analysis, in his presentation, with China's dominance of the critical

minerals industry as the independent variable and the major power responses alongside China's

counter-responses  as  the  dependent  variable.  Mr.  Guvvadi  attributed  China’s  dominance  to  its

strategic investments, acquisitions, and state-supported initiatives.  The strategic implications, apart

from the ability to influence global prices through its production and purchasing decisions, China

has successfully rekindled a geoeconomic churn in an extremely interdependent world. The speaker

outlined  strategies  of  countries  like  the  USA,  EU,  Japan,  and  Australia  in  countering  China’s

dominance  by  establishing  and leveraging bilateral  and multilateral  agreements  and decreasing

dependence on China.  The PRC’s counter to these measures, includes imposing export restrictions

on rare earths, leveraging its processing monopoly in minerals like gallium and germanium, and

promoting  protectionism  to  maintain  its  strategic  advantage.  Mr.  Guvvadi  concluded  by

emphasising the global implications of this competition for critical minerals and noted that securing

reliable and sustainable mineral supplies will have far-reaching implications for nation’s economic

and technological competitiveness, and their geopolitical influence. 

Ms. Shalini Singh,   began her presentation by highlighting the huge demand created for critical

minerals through China’s rampant economic growth and industrialisation.  and explained China’s

obsession with critical minerals, including their essential role in sustaining industrial output and

technological innovations like electric vehicles and semiconductors, producing renewable energy

systems, and adding strategic value to China's economic domination and power to influence the

global supply chain and economic dependencies. Ms. Singh used the concept of Prisoner's Dilemma

to conduct a predictive analysis of the race for critical minerals. She pointed out how China, with

control over 70 percent of the global rare earth minerals supply, gained a strategic upper hand in the

domain by helping countries acquire or provide the technology to process those resources.  The

speaker emphasised China's use of restrictive methods against countries that tried to defect, such as

trade restrictions and hoarding strategies. This includes reports of aggressive territorial claims by

China,  which served as an indirect tactic when countries failed to cooperate with China in the

critical mineral supply chain. 

Ms. Singh used two case studies to establish her findings. In the first case study, she analyzed

developed and rapidly developing countries, wherein they had the choice to cooperate for mutual
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benefit or defect for individual gain. Cooperation yielded a balanced payoff, fostering trade and

resource sharing. However, defection led to mutual distrust, competition, and sub-optimal outcomes

for  both  parties.  In  the  second case  study,  the  speaker  focused on underdeveloped and slowly

developing countries,  from where the PRC often sources critical minerals. Cooperation involving

fair  trade  and  investment  resulted  in  higher  payoffs  for  China  and  moderate  benefits  for  the

cooperating countries.  Conversely,  in both cases,  defection led to mutual distrust  and disrupted

resource flows, harming both parties. If an underdeveloped country did not cooperate with China, it

faced  significant  economic  losses  and  economic  coercion.  The  speaker  also  brought  forth

alternatives  available  to  the  countries  around the  world,  including the  sharing  of  resources  by

developed countries and regional resource sharing agreements

In her presentation, Ms. Megha Shrivastava,  provided a detailed analysis of the evolving US-

China semiconductor rivalry,  emphasising key policy shifts  and their  implications.  The speaker

outlined the evolution in the US policies from the Trump administration, which labelled China as a

strategic threat, to the Biden administration, which introduced comprehensive export controls in

collaboration  with  US  allies.  These  measures  aimed  to  restrict  China’s  access  to  critical

technologies but yielded mixed results. The speaker highlighted China’s strategic responses to these

sanctions,  wherein  it  shifted  its  focus  to  domestic  technological  advancements  and  policy

adjustment. The speaker also pointed out inconsistencies in implementing export controls by US

allies which allowed China to continue accessing critical components and technologies.  China's

semiconductor market demonstrated robust growth, indicating its capacity to sustain development

despite external pressures. While acknowledging China’s advancements, the presenter also noted

the internal challenges faced by its semiconductor sector, such as corruption and inefficiencies in

some enterprises. Ms. Shrivastava further identified four trends in China’s semiconductor industry,

that is, uncertainty in the sustainability of growth, shift toward long-term resilience in the value

chain,  prioritization  of  high-end  technologies  such as  AI,  and,  domestic  synergy.  The  speaker

concluded by highlighting that prior to sanctions China aimed to ascend in the global supply chain,

while post-sanctions its focus has shifted to reducing foreign dependency and targeting strategic

segments like memory chips and silicon carbide technology.

In his presentation, Mr. Subhash Bhambhu,  explored the persistent North-South divide in global

power dynamics, focusing on the technological front. He argued that US sanctions on China should

be viewed not merely as economic or technological rivalry but as a continuation of the deliberate

monopolization of knowledge by the Global North. The speaker highlighted how such practices
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reinforce historical inequities, drawing connections between past colonial frameworks and present-

day policies. To contextualise his argument, the speaker adopted a theoretical approach based on

Robert Cox’s distinction between problem-solving and critical theories. He used this framework to

shift the focus from pragmatic evaluations of sanctions’ effectiveness to a deeper critique of their

role as instruments of exclusion and control, allowing him to question the normative implications of

sanctions without relying heavily on quantitative data or specific examples. The speaker identified

three distinct phases of US sanctions against China. The first, initiated in 1951 during the Korean

War, was largely ineffective, prompting China to diversify its trade and technological partnerships.

The second phase, spanning the late 20th century, saw the rise of multilateral export control regimes

like the Coordinated Committee on Multilateral Export Controls (COCOM) and its successor, the

Wassenaar Arrangement. These measures targeted dual-use technologies, such as high-performance

computing and satellite systems, underscoring a deliberate strategy to hinder China’s technological

advancement. The third and current phase, marked by the US-China trade war, represented a shift

from defensive to offensive strategies. 

Mr.  Bhambhu  highlighted  Washington’s  aggressive  policies,  including  export  controls  and

intellectual property rights (IPR) enforcement, aimed at curbing China’s rise as a technological and

geopolitical power. Central to this was the American perception of China’s military-civil fusion

strategy,  which  allegedly  leveraged  technology  transfers  from  US  corporations.  The  speaker

concluded by stating that economic warfare and trade war cannot be seen in isolation from the

entirety  of  economic  sanctions.  The  problem-solving  approach  cannot  take  us  further  without

considering critical elements. The existing theoretical assumptions around the sanctions serve the

purpose of those who are deploying these tools. Mr. Bhambhu emphasised the pressing need to

accommodate the increasing concerns from the Global South by questioning the existing framework

and assumptions.

The session concluded with Prof.  Kumar  highlighting the counter-productive results  of  the US

sanctions and the consequent emphasis on increasing self-reliance by countries such as India.  The

Chair further highlighted the PRC’s success, in the first decade of this century, in harmonising their

export control laws with the international standard to be able to work with the rest of the world to

achieve  primacy  in  many  of  the  strategic  areas.  Prof.  Kumar  recommended  a  comprehensive

exercise to learn about the PRC’s strategic infrastructure, their locations, and their activities.
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Thematic Panel V 

Culture, Society and Religion in China

The fifth thematic panel of the 17th AICCS titled, “Culture, Society and Religion in China” was

chaired by Prof. Sabaree Mitra, Professor, Centre for Chinese and Southeast Asian Studies, School

of Language, Literature and Culture Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University; and Honorary Fellow,

Institute of Chinese Studies, New Delhi. The panel consisted of three paper presentations. The first

speaker in the panel was  Mr. Abhinav Kumar, Doctoral Scholar, Centre for Chinese and South

East  Asian  Studies,  School  of  Language,  Literature  and  Culture  Studies,  Jawaharlal  Nehru

University, New Delhi. His paper was titled, “Integration of Traditional Cultural Elements into

China’s Core Socialist Values in the New Era”.  The second speaker,  Dr. Kaustav Padmapati,

Assistant  Professor,  School  of Liberal  Studies and Midea,  University of Petroleum and Energy

Studies  (UPES),  Dehradun  presented  her  paper  titled,  “China’s  Critical  Relationship  with

LGBTQIA+ Movement in the Post Covid Era”. The third speaker was Ms. Gargi Chaturvedi,

Doctoral Scholar, Centre for Chinese and Southeaast Asian Studies, School of Language, Literature

and Culture Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi. Her paper was titled, “Red Redux:

‘Wenhua Zixin’ and ‘Red Culture’ Discourse in the New Era”.

In her introductory remarks, the Chair,  Prof. Sabaree Mitra,   guided the audience through the

multifaceted theme of  "Chineseness".   Prof.  Mitra,  with her  expertise  as  a  seasoned academic,

traced the  trajectory  of  cultural  policy  in  China,  starting  from Mao Zedong’s  era,  progressing

through  the  pragmatic  transformations  under  Deng  Xiaoping  to  the  sophisticated  strategies

employed by Xi Jinping. A key highlight of her address was the conceptual parallel between the

Chinese  term  for  cultural  legacy,  yi  chan,  and  the  Indian  notion  of  Sanskriti.  Prof.  Mitra

underscored  the  evolution  of  culture,  under  successive  leaderships,  from a  tool  for  ideological

mobilization to a cornerstone of governance and diplomacy. Her inquiries were both incisive and

expansive, addressing various themes, including the Sinicisation of Marxism and the dichotomy

between Chinese exceptionalism and Sinocentrism. These questions framed the session as a critical

interrogation of how cultural legacies and governance strategies interact to shape modern China’s

domestic and international postures. In the end, the chair gave a few insights on the utilitarian use of

culture for governance, diplomacy, and asserting identity globally, challenges in using Chinese-

language and social media sources for analysis, and dichotomy in expecting Mainland China to
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follow Taiwan’s progressive LGBTQ+ policies, importance of semiotic analysis and clear use of

terminology in research.

In his presentation, Mr.  Abhinav Kumar,  offered an in-depth analysis of Core Socialist Values

(CSVs), depicting them as a nexus between China’s historical ethos and its socialist governance

model. Mr. Kumar outlined the multi-layered structure of CSVs, emphasising their national, social,

and  individual  dimensions.  Nationally,  they  embody  ideals  such as  prosperity,  democracy,  and

harmony.  Socially,  they  advocate  for  justice  and  equality,  while  at  the  individual  level,  they

champion virtues such as integrity and patriotism. The speaker demonstrated how CSVs are rooted

in  Confucian  teachings  and historical  Chinese  proverbs,  which  the  Communist  Party  of  China

(CPC) carefully adapts to address contemporary governance challenges. These values, he argued,

are not merely rhetorical constructs but serve as critical tools for fostering societal cohesion. The

CPC employs education, media, and grassroots campaigns, such as the "China Dream," to integrate

these values into the daily lives of citizens. However, the speaker was also forthright in addressing

critiques. Mr. Kumar cautioned against the selective historiography employed by the CPC, which

risks sidelining alternative narratives and creating a hegemonic cultural discourse. This selective

use of history, the speaker argued, is intrinsic to the CPC’s strategy of Sinicisation of Marxism —

melding  traditional  cultural  elements  with  socialist  ideology  to  reinforce  its  authority  while

maintaining a veneer of historical continuity. 

In his  presentation, Dr. Kaustav Padmapati explored the erosion of LGBTQ+ rights in China

under President Xi Jinping. Dr. Padmapati highlighted the systemic ostracization and repression of

LGBTQ+ individuals in  the PRC despite  the constitutional  guarantee of  equality..  The speaker

detailed the stifling of vibrant pride events and LQBTQ+ advocacy efforts through censorship, the

shuttering of organizations, and the erasure of LGBTQ+ visibility in public discourse. The speaker

further highlighted the shrinking visibility and activism post-covid era. Dr. Padmapati outlined the

systematic crackdown on LGBTQ+ activism, under President Xi Jinping, which led to closure of

organizations  like  the  Beijing  LGBT  Center.  Dr.  Padmapati’s  analysis  extended  to  historical

precedents,  noting  the  relative  acceptance  of  alternative  sexualities  in  dynastic  China,  such as

during  the  Han  dynasty,  where  bisexuality  was  documented  among  emperors.  This  historical

openness contrasts  sharply with the contemporary dismissal of LGBTQ+ identities as "Western

imports." Dr. Padmapati juxtaposed this with the inclusivity in Taiwan, a democratic neighbour that

has  emerged as  a  beacon for  LGBTQ+ rights  in  the  region.  This  comparison underscored  the

tension between China’s global rhetoric of inclusivity and its domestic policies of exclusion.
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In  her  presentation, Ms.  Gargi  Chaturvedi,  analysed  China's  "cultural  confidence"  doctrine,

highlighting  its  transformation  into  a  central  pillar  of  governance  under  Xi  Jinping.  Initially

introduced by Hu Jintao with elements of confidence in the path, theory, and system, President Xi

expanded it  in 2016 to emphasise cultural  self-confidence as essential  to  national  rejuvenation.

Central to this doctrine is the concept of "red culture", which traces its roots to Mao Zedong's

revolutionary era but has been repackaged under President Xi as a strategic tool for ideological

unity, political legitimacy, and economic integration. Red culture embodies the Communist Party's

historical  achievements,  revolutionary artefacts,  and ideological adaptability,  connecting China's

past with its present ambitions. Unlike the disruptive nature of revolutionary culture that sought

societal transformation from the grassroots, red culture operates as a top-down framework, aligning

with market dynamics while reinforcing existing hierarchies. 

Ms.  Chaturvedi,   criticised  this  industrialised  approach,  arguing  that  it  commodifies  culture,

prioritising  compliance  and  party  objectives  over  the  emancipatory  ideals  of  the  proletariat.

Furthermore, the securitisation of culture under President Xi frames the preservation of Chinese

identity as a defence against the Western influence, echoing the critiques of scholars like Wang

Huning and Wang Hui, who advocate for a return to socialist and Confucian frameworks to counter

neoliberalism. While this approach bolsters national pride and cultural sovereignty, it raises critical

questions  about  inclusivity  and  adaptability  in  a  globalised  world,  as  red  culture  increasingly

functions as both a political narrative and a market commodity, serving the party's agenda rather

than addressing the needs of marginalised populations. 

The overall session highlighted the dynamic interplay between traditional Chinese culture and the

CPC’s  contemporary  governance  model,  with  core  socialist  values  acting  as  a  bridge.  The

importance of contextualising cultural strategies historically, engaging diverse constituencies, and

utilising traditional values for soft power was emphasised. The event concluded with a consensus

on the need for interdisciplinary approaches and innovative dissemination strategies to further the

study and application of cultural policies in governance.
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Thematic Panel VI

China and Asia

The sixth thematic panel of the 17th AICCS titled, “China and Asia” was chaired by Dr. Vignesh

Ram,  Assistant  Professor,  Department  of  Geopolitics  and  International  Relations  at  MAHE

Manipal.  The panel  featured four  paper  presentations.  The first  speaker  of  the session was  Dr

Khushnam P.N., Independent researcher, IR and Regional Security and Analyst, whose paper was

titled, “Expansion of Chinese Influence in the Shifting Geopolitics of West Asia: Regional and

Global Implications”. The second speaker of the session was  Mr. Shahadat Hossain, Research

Scholar, Department of International Relations, South Asian University, New Delhi. His paper was

titled,  “China  factor  in  India’s  ‘Neighbourhood  First  Policy’,  Focus  on  Bangladesh  and

Maldives”. The third speaker was Ms. Shruti Dey, Doctoral Scholar, Department of Politics and

International Studies, Pondicherry University, Pondicherry, whose paper was titled, “China Factor

in India-Vietnam Relations: Assessing through Conflict Management and Conflict Resolution

Theory”. The fourth speaker was  Mr. Prosper Malangmei,  Assistant Professor, Department of

Political  Science,  Maharaja Bodhchandra College,  Manipur University,  Manipur.  His paper was

titled, “Reviving Pax Sinica: Geopolitical Implications for India”. 

The  Chair,  Dr.  Vignesh  Ram set  the  stage  for  an  engaging  discussion  by  highlighting  the

multifaceted nature of China's rise and its implications for Asia. Dr. Ram underscored that debates

on China's influence often originate within its immediate and extended neighborhoods, eventually

expanding into the broader context of global rivalries, particularly with the United States. Dr. Ram

identified common threads among the papers presented, including analyses of China's economic

investments, such as the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), strategic partnerships, and its interactions

with  regions  traditionally  influenced  by  the  United  States.  The  Chair  emphasised  the  need  to

examine China's geopolitical positioning in reshaping Asia and its global impact, touching upon

themes like soft power, cultural diplomacy, and technological investments alongside concerns about

human rights and adherence to international norms. Inviting critical reflections on the opportunities,

challenges, and consequences of China's rising influence, Dr. Ram encouraged the panel to explore

the  shifting  geopolitical  center  from  the  West  to  Asia,  providing  a  comprehensive  regional

perspective from West Asia to Vietnam.
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In his presentation, Dr. Khushnam P.N, highlighted the evolution of China's engagement in West

Asia from economic ties to comprehensive partnerships covering defence, technology, and security,

which were driven in part  by initiatives like the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) and the Global

Development  Initiative  (2021),  and  thereby  significantly  shape  its  regional  influence.  China's

diplomatic, military, and economic efforts to bridge divides between Israel, Arab nations, and Iran,

including its role in the post-Iran-Saudi rapprochement,  underscore its growing role in regional

realignments. This shift is also fueled by West Asia's growing skepticism toward Western policies,

particularly in light of inconsistent US responses to regional conflicts, creating opportunities for

deeper Chinese involvement. Moreover, the speaker argued, China's strategic engagement counters

US  containment  policies  in  the  Indo-Pacific  and  NATO's  expansion,  aligning  with  Russia  to

challenge Western liberal dominance.  China's  collaborations with Israel  in  tech and innovation,

alongside broader economic partnerships with Arab states through initiatives like industrial parks

and tech hubs, further cement its growing influence in the region. 

Mr. Shahadat Hossain analysed India's Neighborhood First Policy by focusing on the growing

challenge posed by China's influence in South Asia, particularly in Bangladesh and the Maldives.

India's  Neighborhood First  Policy aims to foster stronger  connectivity  and cooperation with its

neighboring countries to ensure regional stability and enhance India's strategic position. However,

the speaker highlighted, China’s increasing presence in these countries complicates India's efforts as

it  extends  its  military  and  infrastructure  investments,  directly  challenging  India's  traditional

influence. In Bangladesh, China has been a key partner in arms imports and major infrastructure

projects, gradually shifting the country’s alignment toward Beijing. Similarly, China's influence has

surged in the Maldives through investments in tourism and foreign direct investments, creating a

complex geopolitical situation for India. The speaker argued that the growing Chinese presence in

these nations  threatens  India's  strategic  interests,  weakening India's  historical  dominance  in  the

region. To address these challenges, Mr. Hussain proposed that India must adopt a more proactive

approach  to  counter  China's  influence  by  strengthening  its  diplomatic,  economic,  and  security

relationships  with  Bangladesh  and  the  Maldives.  This  included  expanding  bilateral  alliances,

increasing cultural and people-to-people exchanges, and developing deeper economic partnerships

to  ensure  that  India's  regional  strategic  objectives  are  effectively  safeguarded  against  China's

growing dominance.

Ms. Shruti Dey highlighted the pivotal role of China in shaping India-Vietnam bilateral relations,

significantly  influencing  their  strategic  and  energy  interests.  India  views  China  primarily  as  a
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security threat due to its growing regional and global influence. Simultaneously, Vietnam’s concerns

are  centered  on  maritime disputes,  particularly  over  resources  in  the  South  China  Sea.  India’s

disputes with China are largely territorial, rooted in long-standing boundary disagreements, whereas

Vietnam’s issues are maritime, involving overlapping claims and China’s assertive actions. Conflict

management  approaches  aim to  reduce  tensions,  while  conflict  resolution  seeks  reconciliation;

however, both face challenges given the deep-seated and complex nature of these disputes. Ms. Dey

believes Vietnam has achieved partial progress in resolving land and maritime issues with China

through agreements such as the Gulf of Tonkin delimitation. Yet,  the broader South China Sea

dispute remains unresolved. Similarly, India and China have signed confidence-building measures

and  border  agreements,  but  mistrust  and  differing  boundary  perceptions  continue  to  hinder

resolution.  Power  asymmetries,  misperceptions,  and  China’s  unilateral  actions,  including  its

disregard for agreements, exacerbate the challenges for both India and Vietnam. These factors, the

speaker,  highlight  the  limitations  of  existing  conflict  management  and  resolution  frameworks,

emphasising the need for more robust and trust-building measures in addressing disputes involving

China.

In his presentation, Mr. Prosper Malangmei,   explored China’s efforts to revive Pax Sinica, a

Sinocentric order historically maintained through a tributary system, and examines its geopolitical

implications for India. President Xi’s vision of restoring this order aligns with the “Chinese Dream”

of  national  rejuvenation  by  2049,  rooted  in  the  legacy  of  the  “century  of  humiliation,”  Mao

Zedong’s  sovereignty  restoration,  and  Deng  Xiaoping’s  economic  reforms.  China’s  rise  and

competition with the US reflect key stages of power transition theory, signaling potential conflict as

Beijing challenges the existing global order. Initiatives like the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), the

China-Pakistan  Economic  Corridor  (CPEC),  and  the  Maritime  Silk  Road  highlight  China’s

expanding influence. The speaker highlighted the significant challenges posed by the revival of Pax

Sinica  for  India,  including ongoing border  disputes exemplified by the  Galwan Valley clashes,

strategic encirclement through Chinese investments in regional ports, and conflicting interests in the

South  China  Sea,  which  undermine  India’s  Indo-Pacific  aspirations.  India’s  strategic  responses

include strengthening border infrastructure, participating in multilateral frameworks like the Quad,

pursuing self-reliance through Aatmanirbhar Bharat, and fostering partnerships while maintaining

autonomy in  its  foreign  policy.  However,  declining  regional  influence,  internal  crises  like  the

Manipur conflict, and the need to recalibrate its strategies remain key hurdles in countering China’s

growing dominance.
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The chair,  Dr. Vignesh Ram, concluded the session by highlighting key geopolitical  dynamics

involving China, the United States, and India. Dr. Ram contrasted the United States.'s structured

post-World War II alliance system, which enabled stable relations with nations like Israel and Saudi

Arabia, with China's informal trilateral engagements. The chair questioned the relevance of Pax

Americana in light of China's subtler influence through infrastructure projects and peacekeeping,

such as in Djibouti. On India’s foreign policy, Dr. Ram noted debates over strengthening alliances

versus adhering to strategic autonomy. Dr. Ram also referred to Shruti's insights on the challenges

of cooperation between nations with common interests, noting that India-Vietnam collaboration is

hindered  by  differing  political  systems and  strategic  priorities.  Finally,  Dr.  Ram observed that

Vietnam has outpaced India in benefiting from the global economic decoupling, especially in its

trade with China.

Thematic Panel VII

China and Indo-Pacific

The seventh thematic panel of the 17th AICCS titled,  “China and Indo-Pacific”, was chaired by

Prof.  Chintamani Mahapatra,  founder and honorary chairperson of Kalinga Institute of Indo-

Pacific Studies, Bhubaneswar. The panel featured four paper presentations. The first speaker was

Mr. Kanishkh Kanodia, Academy Fellow, Chatham House, whose paper was titled, “How the

Chinese View the “Indo-Pacific”: Explaining China’s Dismissiveness”. The second speaker of

the  panel  was  Mr.  Biyon  Sony  Joseph,  Assistant  Professor  (Guest),  Department  of  Political

Science,  St.  Thomas College,  Palai.  His paper was titled,  “China’s Perceptions and Strategic

Responses to the Contested Indo-Pacific Security Order”. The third speaker of the panel was

Ms. Alvina Antonia Almeida, Research Intern, Manohar Parrikar Institute for Defence Studies and

Analyses, New Delhi. Her paper was titled, “Assessing China's Strategic Impact and Influence

in  the  Indian  Ocean  Region”. The  fourth  speaker  was  Dr. Cchavi  Vasisht,  Senior  Research

Associate, Chintan Research Foundation, whose paper was titled “Convergence and Conflict: The

Belt and Road Initiative in Myanmar's Evolving Landscape”.

The Chair, Prof. Chintamani Mahapatra, emphasised the relevance of the title ‘China and Indo-

Pacific’ and  its  importance  in  the  current  geopolitical  landscape.  Prof  Mahapatra  highlighted

China's  sensitivity  to  the  term  "Indo-Pacific",  recalling  an  incident  where  a  Chinese  delegate
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objected  to  associating  the  term "Indian"  with  the  Indian  Ocean  or  surrounding  regions.  This

anecdote illustrated China's resistance to India's presence in the narrative of the Indo-Pacific. The

chair further noted the significant traction the concept of the Indo-Pacific gained in India with the

Modi government's proactive articulation of India's regional vision and policies. Prof Mahapatra

stressed the importance of discussing Chinese perspectives on the Indo-Pacific and the policies it

adopts in response.

In his presentation, Mr. Kanishkh Kanodia, traced the evolution of the Indo-Pacific concept from

a geographic term to a strategic security framework, gaining prominence with the 2017 US National

Security  Strategy (NSS) under  Trump,  which emphasised  a  "free  and open Indo-Pacific."  This

approach was reinforced in Biden's 2022 Indo-Pacific Strategy and mirrored in interpretations by

India, Japan, and Australia. The speaker highlighted India's embrace of the concept of Indo-Pacific,

its alignment with the US, and its divergence from China, intensifying Beijing’s concerns of a "two-

front challenge" in maritime and continental domains. This containment strategy, highlighted Mr.

Kanodia, coupled with fragmented regional security dynamics, undermines ASEAN centrality and

threatens China’s core interests. In the Q&A session, the speaker discussed how decoupling as a

strategy would not only harm India’s interests but also undermine its technological and economic

development and growth capacity. 

Mr. Biyon Sony Joseph,  in his presentation, delved into China's perception and strategic responses

to the Indo-Pacific security framework, which has gained momentum among regional and global

stakeholders. Mr. Joseph analysed how historically, the Asia-Pacific order, dominated by the US’s

hub-and-spokes model, faced challenges with China’s rise, prompting countries like the US, India,

and Japan to  adopt  the  Indo-Pacific  concept.  Using Barry Buzan’s Regional  Security  Complex

Theory, Mr. Joseph contextualises the Indo-Pacific’s evolution, linking South and East Asia in a

super-complex security framework. Through primary and secondary sources, the speaker explored

China’s initially ambiguous, now adversarial, stance, viewing the Indo-Pacific as a US-led strategy

to contain its influence. In response, the author highlighted that China promotes initiatives like the

New Asian  Security  Concept  (NASC)  and  Global  Security  Initiative  (GSI)  and  advocated  for

regional security underpinned by “Asia for Asians.” However, Mr. Joseph argued that China has yet

to provide a comprehensive alternative to rival the Indo-Pacific. This study underscored China's

contested navigation of the Indo-Pacific landscape.
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Ms. Alvina Antonia Almeida emphasised the strategic significance of the Indian Ocean Region

(IOR), citing Alfred Mahan's view that control over the IOR determines dominance in Asia. The

speaker noted China's reliance on the region for trade and energy security, with 80% of its energy

transit  routes passing through the IOR. Despite lacking direct  geographic proximity,  China has

employed diverse strategies to secure its trade routes and expand its influence. Mr. Almeida argued

that  China’s  primary  approach  is  economic  statecraft,  using  tools  like  loans,  development

assistance, and technology transfers to build diplomatic influence while appealing to IOR nations

through a non-intrusive, transactional model. The speaker discussed how embassies in all six Indian

Ocean  Island  states  hold  membership  or  observer  status  in  major  IOR regional  organizations,

bolstering their credibility as partners. In the end, during the discussion, Ms. Almeida highlighted

that India should focus on studying how China fills in the gaps, especially in the Indian Ocean

region and the Indo-Pacific/Asia-Pacific region. India should focus on understanding the region and

filling in the gaps itself rather than letting China do so.  Ms Almeida further pointed out that many

island nations have historical, cultural, and ethnic linkages with India but they still are reluctant to

engage with India.  

Dr. Cchavi Vasisht highlighted Myanmar's strategic significance in the Indo-Pacific as a bridge

between  South  and  Southeast  Asia  despite  its  frequent  neglect  in  geopolitical  discussions.  Dr.

Vasisht analysed Myanmar’s political instability, marked by military coups in the 1960s, 1990s, and

2021, that led to its  international isolation and pushed it  toward greater dependency on China.

However, the speaker also put forward the concerns over debt diplomacy, environmental risks, and

transparency that have fuelled local  resistance,  with Myanmar paying $500 million annually in

interest on Chinese loans. During the Q&A session, Dr. Vasisht highlighted China’s role as a major

supplier of arms and training to insurgent groups in the Northeast regions, which is one of the major

concerns for India. This proximity of China to our maritime borders is a serious cause for concern.

Special Panel II

AI and the Governance of Technology

The second special panel of the 17th AICCS titled, ‘AI and the Governance of Technology’, was

chaired by Prof. Seshadri Chari,  Chairman, China Study Centre, Department of Geopolitics and

International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, Manipal. The special panel had
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four speakers. These included Mr. Deepak Maheshwari, Senior Consultant, Centre for Social and

Economic Progress, New Delhi;  Mr. Abhimanyu Raja P.,  Co-founder and Managing Director,

JANYU TECH Pvt.  Ltd.,  Mumbai;  Mr Kartik Bommakanti,  Senior  Fellow,  Strategic  Studies

Programme,  Observer  Research  Foundation  (ORF),  New Delhi;  and  Ms.  Nidhi  Singh,  Project

Manager, Centre for Communication Governance, National Law University, New Delhi. 

The Chair,  Dr. Seshadri Chari,  began the discussion with the age-old debate of invention vs.

discovery in which the human invention of the wheel and the discovery of fire and its impact on

human life was seen. Humans invented artificial intelligence as they decided that machines could

convey their  thoughts-  now a  Frankenstein  monster-  far  better  and superior  than  humans who

invented  it.  The  conflict  between  what  existed  and  what  was  created  accidentally.  Can  it  be

governed and reigned in? And if yes, who is going to it reign in? Is it possible to govern without

limiting its possibilities and capabilities? There is a need to understand the uses and abuses of AI.

AI can be made more effective if it  is put to use in a transparent environment and through the

application of robotics. But can the government limit its uses or enhance its possibilities? 

In his presentation, Mr.  Deepak Maheshwari, explored the evolution of global governance norms,

emphasising the pressing need for AI governance and policy frameworks. Mr. Maheshwari stressed

the importance of transparency, inclusivity, and responsiveness in fostering a stable, rules-based

order while highlighting challenges like prolonged gestation periods, iterative developments, and

consensus-building difficulties. In the front of the policies on technology, Mr. Maheshwari noted the

inherent tension between the global nature of technology and the local policies that govern it. This

misalignment  and risks  of  "Balkanised governance" often result  in  fragmented approaches  that

hinder international cooperation, particularly in fast-evolving sectors. The speaker also argued that

technology often reflects regional or national characteristics, challenging its universality. 

Focusing on China’s role, Mr. Maheshwari examined its consistent and detailed policy proposals,

particularly in AI governance, but questioned their execution. Using Sino-India policy dynamics,

the  speaker  categorised  engagements  into  collaboration,  contestation,  and  conflict,  contrasting

India’s  democratic  model  with  China’s  authoritarian  approach.  He  emphasised  India’s  greater

diversity compared to China’s homogeneity, suggesting this might benefit India in the long term. In

conclusion, Mr. Maheshwari highlighted the intricate interplay between geopolitics, technology, and

policy, stressing the challenges of navigating a fragmented yet interconnected global landscape.
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Mr. Kartik Bommakanti began his presentation by stating that China’s AI governance follows a

centralised, state-driven model to balance regulation and innovation. Mr. Bommakanti highlighted

key  regulations  which  include  the  2022  Algorithm  Regulation,  addressing  issues  like  price

discrimination  and  requiring  algorithm  registration;  the  2023  Deep  Fake  Regulation,  targeting

generative AI to curb misinformation; and the Generative AI Regulation, focusing on state content

control  to align with national  interests.  Furthermore,  the speaker emphasised that priority areas

include  national  security,  data  control,  and  algorithm  fairness.  Mr.  Bommakanti  highlighted

innovation  models  like  the  API  approach  allow  downstream  control,  and  open-source  models

promote decentralised innovation. However, ambiguities in guidance and regulatory processes pose

challenges.  In  contrast,  Mr.  Bommakanti  highlighted,  the US employs a  decentralised,  market-

driven approach emphasising economic growth and civil liberties. Initiatives such as the National

AI  Initiative  Act  (2020),  the  Advancing  American  AI  Act,  and  the  AI  Bill  of  Rights  guide

development while ensuring equity and trust. Recent actions, like President Biden’s 2023 Executive

Order, focus on AI reliability, whereas state-level laws further add regional oversight. Despite this

US-China rivalry,  Mr. Bommakanti  argued, India faces challenges in balancing innovation with

adoption,  developing  technical  manpower  and  infrastructure,  fostering  global  partnerships,  and

creating balanced regulations to ensure ethical deployment. Its ability to navigate this competition

depends on building a robust AI ecosystem addressing these challenges effectively

Mr.  Abhimanya  Raja  P  began  his  presentation  with  a  compelling  video  showcasing  the

collaborative  potential  of  AI  and  robotics,  featuring  a  landmine  detection  robot  indigenously

developed by Janyu Tech, which was then under evaluation by the security forces.  Tracing the

historical  evolution  of  technology,  the  speaker  highlighted  milestones  from the  steam  engine-

powered industrial revolution to the current era of AI and robotics. This progression has enabled

machines to undertake complex tasks autonomously, addressing human consistency, precision, and

repeatability limitations. Mr. Raja emphasised Janyu Tech’s contributions to industrial automation,

sharing  a  case  study  of  robotic  systems  in  a  smelter.  These  systems  optimise  production  by

leveraging  AI  algorithms  that  process  real-time  data,  ensuring  consistent  output  quality  and

reducing costs. 

Highlighting  diverse  applications,  Mr.  Raja  discussed  defense  robots  like  landmine  detectors

enhancing safety in conflict zones, industrial robots improving manufacturing efficiency, and AI-

driven smart cars learning and adapting to optimise performance. AI and robotics, Mr. Raja noted,

impact  three domains:  industry,  civilian life,  and defense.  These technologies  drive data-driven
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decision-making,  optimise  processes,  and improve  productivity.  Janyu Tech’s  vision  centers  on

advancing innovation to tackle challenges in defense and industry, promoting India’s technological

self-reliance while contributing to safety, efficiency, and sustainability.

In her presentation, Ms. Nidhi Singh highlighted that AI governance models differ significantly

across  China,  the  US,  and  the  EU,  shaped  by  their  political,  economic,  and cultural  contexts.

China’s  vertical  governance  model  is  centralised  and  state-driven,  with  quick,  sector-specific

regulations  targeting  areas  like  generative  AI,  algorithmic  bias,  and  price-fixing.  Focused  on

aligning with state interests, it aims to position China as a global AI leader by 2030. The US follows

a  bottom-up  approach,  emphasising  market-driven  innovation  with  flexible,  sector-specific

regulations. However, the speaker argued that lacking comprehensive federal legislation leads to

fragmented state-level governance, and initiatives like the AI Bill of Rights are non-binding. 

The EU’s horizontal governance model features comprehensive, risk-based regulation through the

AI  Act,  categorising  AI  into  four  risk  levels.  This  approach  emphasises  ethical  outcomes,

accountability,  and  individual  rights,  showcasing  the  "Brussels  Effect"  in  influencing  global

standards. Ms. Singh highlighted the variations in the implementation timelines, with China rapidly

adopting regulations,  the  EU following structured timelines,  and the  US progressing gradually.

Similarly, the enforcement mechanisms also differ, with China leveraging strong oversight, the EU

relying  on  independent  regulators,  and  the  US  exhibiting  less  cohesive  enforcement.  These

approaches  reflect  distinct  priorities—state  control  in  China,  innovation in  the  US,  and ethical

governance in the EU — shaping global AI geopolitics.
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Day III

Special Panel III

Impact of Geopolitical Factors on Economy and Trade 

The third special panel of the 17th AICCS titled, “Impact of Geopolitics Factors on Economy and

Trade”, was chaired by Dr. Jabin T. Jacob, Associate Professor, School of Humanities and Social

Sciences,  Shiv  Nadar  University,  Delhi-NCR;  and,  and  Honorary  Fellow,  Institute  of  Chinese

Studies, New Delhi. The third special panel consisted of four speakers. These included  Prof. G.

Venkat Raman, Professor, Indian Institute of Management, Indore; and, Honorary Fellow, Institute

of Chinese Studies, New Delhi;  Dr. Vivek Y. Kelkar, Researcher, Analyst and Columnist;  Prof.

S.K. Mohanty, Professor, Research and Information System for Developing Countries (RIS), New

Delhi; and Mr. Mohammed Saqib, Founder and Convenor, Centre for Geoeconomics for Global

South, UAE. 

The Chair, Dr. Jabin T. Jacob, emphasised the changing dynamics and future trajectory of India-

China relations. He pointed out that the relations between the two countries are increasingly based

on economics and trade, and it is these which will guide the future of relations between the two

large  economies.  The Chair  pointed  to  the  scholars  working on their  dissertations  or  pursuing

advanced research in geopolitics that the studies should also include economic interactions. This, he

suggested,  is  a  crucial  step  in  understanding  the  real-world  implications  of  evolving  global

dynamics.

Moving  beyond  the  historical  emphasis  on  boundary  disputes,  the  discussions  highlighted  the

growing importance of economic interactions, trade, and their interplay with geopolitics in shaping

the future trajectory of these two significant players.  Speakers emphasised the transition from a

borderless  global  economy  to  fragmented  trade  regimes,  driven  by  rising  nationalism  and

protectionism. This  shift  is  exemplified by policies like "America First,"  "Make in India",  and

"Innovate in China". The rise of the "strategic state" underscores the use of economic tools such as

tariffs and sanctions to safeguard national interests, as seen in the US-China rivalry over technology

sectors like semiconductors.

The session noted China's dual strategy of advancing high-tech industries while retaining traditional

sectors, showcasing its resilience in adapting to geopolitical and economic pressures.  Contrary to
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perceptions  of  over-dependence,  India  significantly  contributes  to  China's  global  trade  surplus.

However,  the  growing  trade  deficit  highlights  the  need  for  strategic  diversification.  Experts

advocated reforms in production-linked incentive schemes, enhanced manufacturing capabilities,

and global advocacy to boost India’s competitiveness in sectors like chemicals, machinery,  and

agriculture.

The session underscored how geoeconomic actions, such as sanctions and investment strategies,

reshape  global  trade.  The  Belt  and  Road  Initiative  (BRI)  was  highlighted  as  a  geopolitical

endeavour with deep economic implications, altering alliances and trade routes. India's potential

role in global initiatives like the BRI was discussed, emphasising its influence as a stabilising force

for the Global South. 

In  his  presentation,  Prof.  G.  Venkat  Raman outlined  the  shifting  dynamics  of  globalisation,

highlighting the transition from an ideal “world without borders”  to the increasing nationalism and

protectionism as seen through initiatives like “America First,” “Make in India,” and “Innovate in

China.”  This  reflects  a  fragmented  global  landscape  prioritising  localised  production  and  self-

reliance.  Geopolitical  tensions  and  trade  wars  have  moved  the  world  from  VUCA (Volatility,

Uncertainty,  Complexity,  Ambiguity)  to  BANI  (Brittle,  Anxious,  Nonlinear,  Incomprehensible),

emphasising interconnected vulnerabilities and challenging global value chains, particularly just-in-

time  models.  Prof.  Raman  underscored  the  rise  of  the  “strategic  state”,  wherein  nations  are

leveraging tariffs, protectionism, and “weaponizsd interdependence,” notably in the US-China tech

rivalry. This has shifted economic competition from inter-firm rivalry to interstate confrontations,

where  multinational  companies  align  with  geopolitical  interests.  The  speaker  highlighted  an

emerging economic Cold War, with firms navigating polarised US and Chinese spheres, as noted by

Michael Witt. He concluded that securitised trade, strategic states, and interstate competition mark

the end of liberal globalisation, favouring national over global priorities.

Dr. Vivek Y. Kelkar began his presentation by highlighting three prominent issues of focus, that is,

China and industrial  production;  fragmentation of trade into blocs;  and the potential  impact  of

Trump’s tariffs on global trade. Dr. Kelkar noted that these issues are interlinked. He brought to the

focus  of  the  audience,  a  United  Nations  Industrial  Development  Organization  (UNIDO) report

which stated that China occupied 45% of the global industrial trade production and has become the

first country to reach such elevated levels of concentrated production since the US attained its high

in  the  post-World  War  II  era.  This  demonstrated  China’s  dominance  as  a  major  supplier  and
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consumer of finished goods and intermediaries. Data from the WTO showed that China’s imports

from the G7, South Korea, and Japan were declining, whereas imports from ASEAN and BRICS

were rising, indicating the fragmentation of trade. US imports from China were also declining in

absolute numbers. China’s exports are increasingly shipped to third-world countries like Vietnam

and Mexico, also referred to as connector economies, from where good are further shipped to the

developed countries. Furthermore, the importance of foreign firms in China’s trade has declined

and the localisation of supply chains has gained significance. China’s gross fixed investment has

reached  43%.  The  speaker  stated  that  this  massive  level  of  investment  created  a  dilemma  of

accommodation. Xi Jinping’s vision of a modernised economic system consisted of three elements:

completeness,  advancement,  and security.  Completeness referred to  transforming and upgrading

traditional industries without eliminating low-end industries. This depended on the willingness of

China’s trade partners to absorb some of the surplus, which they might not have been capable of.

Trade dependencies were noted as crucial for China in its rivalry with the US. If Donald Trump

imposed tariffs, China would have considerable retaliatory power. In 2018, the tariffs imposed by

Trump led to a 70% decline in agricultural jobs in the US 

The 2024 US-China Business Council report predicted adverse impacts if tariffs were implemented.

This situation presented both opportunities and challenges for other emerging markets and export-

oriented economies like India, depending on their capabilities and other complexities. The speaker

also discussed globally uncoordinated nationalism and economic security-driven industrial policies.

If  Trump targeted connector  economies in  response  to  Chinese-origin goods,  it  would create  a

dilemma for these economies. The speaker posed the question of where end markets would lie for

China and the US in such a scenario. Consequently, due to the China-US rivalry, emerging markets

were expected to face significant challenges. During the Q&A, he discussed about the implications

of dollar strengthening as well  as whether rupee nationalism can help India’s economy or is  it

political  rhetoric.  In  regards  to  dollar  strengthening he  noted  that  although Trump’s  cabinet  is

composed  of  China  hawks  much  of  the  US-China  rivalry  is  expected  to  focus  on  advanced

technology.  While  Trump  has  proposed  tariffs  of  60%  to  100%  on  certain  sectors,  there’s  a

reasonable chance he may start  with lower tariffs  in his  first  year and reserve higher ones  for

emerging markets or specific economies. These measures would carry their own ripple effects. At

this stage, it’s challenging to predict exact outcomes. There are complex economic realities tied to

these  issues  that  take  time to  explain.  Regarding the  Chinese  Yuan,  it’s  unlikely  to  become a

dominant global currency anytime soon due to the incompatibility of a fully convertible Yuan with
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the Chinese economy. This involves significant global risks that China is unwilling to take. While

there’s considerable media hype about the Yuan, the economic realities tell a different story.

Prof.  S.K. Mohanty contextualised the historical economic interplay between India and China,

noting their past dominance in the global economy. While India’s share of global GDP in 2023 was

9.9% compared to China’s 18.7%, he emphasised India’s potential to regain its competitive edge.

Challenging misconceptions, the speaker highlighted that India contributes significantly to China’s

global trade surplus, underscoring India’s importance as a trade partner. He also noted the growing

trade deficit,  with India’s imports comprising intermediate goods, components, and final goods.

While China is often perceived as more competitive, the speaker argued its edge lies in large-scale

production rather than inherent superiority. To reduce dependency, he proposed diversifying imports

in sectors like chemicals, base metals, machinery, and automobiles. Reforms in Production-Linked

Incentive (PLI) schemes and advocacy at global forums were recommended to strengthen domestic

production  and  secure  better  trade  terms.  By  diversifying  imports,  boosting  domestic

manufacturing, and leveraging trade alliances, India can reshape its trade dynamics and reduce its

reliance on China. During the Q&A he discussed various ways in which consumer behaviour can be

changed. He said  stated that India can reduce 90% of its dependence on China by diversifying

suppliers, while the remaining 10% requires domestic production, especially in sectors like mobile

equipment, APIs, and specific steel products. India’s growing consumer market offers opportunities

for  domestic  and  global  competitiveness,  but  improving  product  quality  is  vital  for  market

penetration in regions like Latin America and Africa.

Mr.  Mohammed  Saqib began  by  reflecting  on  Prof.  Chari’s  explanation  of  geopolitics,

emphasising  that  geopolitical  actions  drive  economic  activities  and  responses.  He  defined

geoeconomics as the use of economic tools—such as sanctions, tariffs, and non-tariff barriers like

certifications and processing fees—to achieve strategic goals.  He highlighted the impact  of US

sanctions  on Russia,  which reduced Russian trade with the EU by 40%,  while  simultaneously

spurring $200 billion in European energy investments. This dual outcome demonstrated the positive

and inefficient economic effects of geopolitical strategies. India’s measures following the Galwan

Valley  clash,  such  as  banning  products  and  diversifying  imports,  were  initially  promising  but

ultimately lacked economic impact. He also pointed to the disruptions caused by the Israel-Palestine

conflict, including the shutdown of airports and ports, which threaten regional trade initiatives like

the Abraham Accords and the India-Middle East Economic Corridor (IMEC). Discussing China’s

Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), involving 149 countries and $1 trillion in investments, Mr. Saqib
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called it a geopolitical project with substantial geoeconomic implications. He noted China’s success

in brokering deals like the Saudi-Iran agreement and its 25-year partnership with Iran, which have

critical consequences for India’s geopolitical standing. 

The Chair observed that China had anticipated the current geopolitical moment, positioning itself

strategically long before global attention turned to its policies. Examples such as the long-standing

ban  on  platforms  like  Facebook  and  Google  in  China  were  cited  as  evidence  of  its  early

Atmanirbharta (self-reliance)  approach.  The  Chair  critically  addressed  China's  mercantilist

strategies,  pointing  to  its  deliberate  economic  barriers,  particularly  against  competitive  Indian

products,  as outlined in Prof.  S.K. Mohanty’s presentation.  He emphasised that China’s actions

extend beyond economic considerations, reflecting a zero-sum worldview.

Referring to Dr. Vivek Y. Kelkar’s presentation, the Chair highlighted China's consistent efforts to

decrease its reliance on foreign players while bolstering its centrality in the global economy. He

noted that this shift has elicited reactions from major powers like the United States and the EU,

resulting  in  weakened  global  trading  regimes  and  the  proliferation  of  regional  arrangements.

Quoting Prof. G. Venkat Raman’s observation, the Chair highlighted the transition from American-

style  globalization  to  what  he  described  as  Chinese-style  globalization,  characterised  by  a

mercantilist approach that prioritises national advantage within a globalised framework.

The session underscored the critical need for India to adapt its economic and trade strategies amidst

shifting  global  dynamics.  Key  takeaways  included  diversifying  imports,  strengthening  export

competitiveness, fostering innovation, and leveraging strategic partnerships to mitigate geopolitical

risks. Emphasis was placed on prioritising economic research, addressing trade imbalances, and

preparing for the fallout of global rivalries like the US-China trade war. The session concluded with

a call for collaborative efforts among policymakers, industries, and youth to position India as a

resilient and competitive player in the evolving global economy.

Valedictory Session

The Valedictory  Session  was  chaired  by  Prof.  K.P.  Vijayalakshmi,  Professor  and  Head,

Department of Geopolitics and International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education. She
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reflected  on  the  complexities  and  potential  of  India-China  relations  amidst  evolving  global

dynamics.  She  highlighted  the  importance  of  understanding  China’s  influence  and  fostering

collaboration between two ancient  civilizations,  emphasising  their  demographic,  economic,  and

geopolitical strengths. The speaker acknowledged challenges like trade imbalances, climate change,

and strained diplomatic ties post-Galwan clashes while advocating for cautious optimism following

recent  troop  disengagements.  The  address  also  underscored  the  interdependence  of  economic

strategies and strategic competition between India and China, stressing opportunities in renewable

energy and supply chain diversification. It delved into the impact of US-China rivalry on India’s

strategic choices, stressing the need for balanced multilateral  engagement.  Key questions raised

included reconciling economic interdependence with strategic competition, navigating US-China

tensions,  and shaping a multipolar Asia.  Prof.  Vijayalakshmi concluded by urging scholars and

policymakers  to  explore  sustainable  solutions,  fostering  cooperation  for  global  stability  and

development.

The Special Remarks were delivered by Prof. Alka Acharya, Director, Institute of Chinese Studies;

and, Chairperson and Professor,  Centre for East  Asian Studies,  School  of International  Studies,

Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi. Her remarks focused on the mission and contributions of

the Institute of Chinese Studies (ICS) and the All India Conference of China Studies (AICCS) in

promoting scholarly engagement with China. The ICS aimed to deepen understanding of China’s

political, social, and cultural dimensions, emphasising the importance of comprehensive research

beyond foreign policy and security. Prof. Acharya highlighted the conference’s role in inspiring

interest  in  China  studies  and  fostering  a  community  of  scholars.  Two  key  initiatives  were

emphasised:  the Meera Sinha Bhattacharjee  Award,  recognising the best  academic paper  at  the

conference,  and the ICS-Harvard Yenching Institute  Scholarship,  which offered PhD candidates

opportunities to study in China and Harvard, focusing on language acquisition, methodology, and

academic exchange. Prof. Acharya underscored the need to prioritise Chinese language programs

for meaningful research and called for collaborative efforts with institutions like Manipal Academy

of Higher Education (MAHE).

Prof.  Seshadri  Chari, Chairman,  China  Studies  Centre,  Department  of  Geopolitics  and

International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, summarised the achievements of

the  two-and-a-half-day  conference,  expressing  gratitude  to  all  organisers  and  participants,

particularly highlighting the collaborative efforts  of  the host  institution and the  ICS team. The

speaker  acknowledged  the  monumental  work  done  over  the  years  in  fostering  research  and
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dialogue, especially in areas like geopolitics, technology, and civilizational studies, emphasising the

importance of analysing these issues from an Indian perspective. Drawing parallels with historical

shifts,  the  speech  underscored  the  current  era  as  a  “tectonic  shift”,  where  technology  —  not

geography or military — defined power dynamics. The speaker discussed the interplay between

civilizations  and the  global  value  system,  questioning whether  these  cultures  would  contest  or

collaborate  in  shaping  the  future.  He  highlighted  the  collective  responsibility  of  academia  to

navigate emerging challenges, urging students and researchers to approach these topics critically

and without prejudice. Closing on an optimistic note, the speaker stressed that the conference was a

beginning, inspiring ongoing research and dialogue to address the complexities of the evolving

world order.

The Valedictory Address was delivered by Prof. Sachin Chaturvedi, Director General, Research

and  Information  System  for  Developing  Countries  (RIS),  New  Delhi. He  emphasised  the

importance  of  understanding  China’s  internal  dynamics  and  their  global  implications.  He

highlighted  the  need  for  India  and  China  to  engage  at  sectoral  levels,  such  as  biodiversity

conservation and grassroots partnerships, especially in regions like Yunnan Province, to strengthen

ties within the Global South framework. Prof. Chaturvedi analysed China’s economic challenges,

including slowing GDP growth, a property market recession, and centralised leadership under Xi

Jinping, urging India to remain adaptive. He acknowledged China’s dominance in renewable energy

and AI while emphasising India’s efforts to diversify trade and technological partnerships, such as

collaborations  with  Germany.  On  global  finance,  he  stressed  leveraging  the  rupee’s

internationalization  to  counterbalance  China’s  currency  initiatives.  Reflecting  on  India-China

relations, marked by cooperation, competition, and conflict, he advocated strategic autonomy amid

US-China  tensions.  Concluding,  he  called  for  deeper  studies  on  China  and  sector-specific

collaboration to foster sustainable development and global stability.

The  Convenor’s  Report  was delivered  by  Prof.  G.  Venkat  Raman, Convenor,  17th  AICCS;

Professor,  Indian  Institute  of  Management,  Indore;  and,  Honorary  Fellow,  Institute  of  Chinese

Studies,  New  Delhi.  Prof.  Venkat  Raman  presented  a  comprehensive  summary  of  the  event’s

proceedings. He emphasised the conference’s mission to foster interest in China studies, particularly

among young scholars, and highlighted its focus on geopolitical realities influencing India-China

relations. Broadly, the sessions included discussions on China’s domestic politics, foreign policy,

and the interplay between geopolitics and trade. A notable session examined artificial intelligence

governance, contrasting Chinese, American, and European models, and emphasising India’s need to
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craft a unique narrative. Another session examined the geopolitical impacts on international trade,

with  an  emphasis  on  securitization  and  the  rise  of  “strategic  states.”  Prof.  Venkat  Raman

underscored the rigorous process of selecting research papers, which covered themes like Indo-

Pacific  dynamics,  technology,  and  Chinese  society.  He  concluded  with  plans  to  publish  a

compendium  of  conference  proceedings,  fostering  continued  scholarship  in  China  studies  and

furthering the dialogue initiated during the event.

Dr. Amrita Jash,  Co-Convenor, 17th AICCS; and, Assistant Professor, Department of Geopolitics

and International Relations, Manipal Academy of Higher Education, delivered the vote of thanks,

acknowledging the contributions of participants, institutions, and support teams. She emphasised

the collaborative spirit  and intellectual  depth of  the event,  highlighting its  success  in  fostering

scholarship on China studies. She encouraged continued dialogue and future collaborations.
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About the Organisers

The  Institute  of  Chinese  Studies  (ICS),  New  Delhi  is  engaged  in  and  committed  to
interdisciplinary research on China. Apart from the annual All India Conference of China Studies
(AICCS), the Institute undertakes various collaborative research programs and  multilateral
initiatives  with  prominent  institutions  in  India  and  abroad,  and  brings  together  leading  and
upcoming scholars through multiple fora. Among its many legacies, it has been conducting the
iconic Wednesday Seminar for over 50 years and publishes the China Report, a peer-reviewed
quarterly journal on China and East Asia, currently in its 60th year of publication.

Manipal Academy of Higher Education (MAHE), an Institution of Eminence Deemed to be
University, is a self-financing higher educational institution that started its operations in 1953
by establishing the first self-financing medical  college as public-private collaboration model.
Over the years, various institutions have been added, and finally, in June 1993, this group of
institutions was declared as a Deemed to be University by the Govt. of India. Its excellent track
record in academics, infrastructure, and research contributions and its standing in the national
and international rankings culminated in it being declared as an Institution of Eminence Deemed
to be University (IoE) by the Ministry of Education, Govt. of India, in October 2020. MAHE is
synonymous with excellence in higher education. Over 35,000 students from 60+ nations live,
learn, and play in the sprawling University town, nestled on a plateau in Karnataka’s Udupi
district. It also has nearly 3000+ faculty and almost 10000+ other support and service staff, who
cater  to  the  various  professional  institutions  in  Health  Sciences,  Engineering, Management,
Communication, Humanities, Liberal Arts, and Social Sciences. Presently, MAHE offers about
300+ programmes in 31+ streams, which include undergraduate, postgraduate, and postdoctoral
levels, at its campuses in India and overseas. MAHE has off-campuses in Mangaluru, Bengaluru,
and Jamshedpur and an off-shore campus in Dubai (UAE).

The China Study Centre of the Manipal Academy of Higher Education (MAHE) was launched in
2018 with the aim of understanding China in  a  comprehensive manner through high-quality
research.  The  Centre  seeks to establish scholarly networks in India and abroad and
cultivate a culture of research and interactions on China-related affairs. Established under the
Department of Geopolitics and International Relations, MAHE, the Centre has been set up to
establish a network of young analysts with a complete knowledge of China. The Centre focuses
on  creating  a  repository  of  knowledge  on  China  from  a  multifaceted  dimension  with  a
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concentration on Politics, Economics, Commerce, Society, Culture, Science and Technology. The
Department  of  Geopolitics and International  Relations  (DGIR) at  MAHE was established in
1999  to  prepare  the  young  minds  of  India,  who  are  keen  to  know  about  geopolitical
developments and the nation’s role in it, to decipher the intricacies of world politics from India’s
standpoint. The Department has been the first and only one in India offering Masters and Ph.D.
programmes in the discipline of Geopolitics.

Indian Council of Social Science Research (ICSSR) was established in the year of 1969 by the
Government of India to promote research in social sciences in the country. The ICSSR is an
autonomous  body  under  the  Ministry  of  Education,  Government  of  India,  and  a  premier
organisation which has been actively promoting and funding social science research in the
country  since  its  inception.  ICSSR  provides  grants  for  projects,  fellowships,  international
collaboration, capacity building, surveys, publications etc., to promote research in social sciences
in India. The Council is at present assisting 24 Research Institutes, 6 Regional Centres, and it has
17 new categories of ICSSR recognised Institutes located in different regions of India.

The Ministry of External Affairs (MEA) is the government body responsible for formulating
and implementing India’s foreign policy. The Policy Planning and Research (PPR) division in
MEA plays a crucial role in shaping India’s foreign policy by conducting research, analysis,
and strategic planning.

KNOWLEDGE PARTNERS

RIS is  a  New  Delhi–based  autonomous  policy  research  institute  that specialises in issues
related to international economic development, trade,  investment  and  technology.  RIS  is
envisioned  as  a  forum  for  fostering  effective  policy  dialogue  and  capacity-building  among
developing countries on global and regional economic issues. The focus of the work programme
of RIS is to promote South-South Cooperation and collaborate with developing countries in
multilateral negotiations in various forums. RIS is engaged across inter-governmental
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processes of several regional economic cooperation initiatives. Through its intensive network of
think tanks, RIS seeks to strengthen policy coherence on international economic issues and the
development partnership canvas.

JANYUTECH specialises  in  designing  and  manufacturing  Human  Enabling  Collaborative
Robots  specifically  engineered  for  hazardous,  strenuous,  and repetitive work environments.
JANYUTECH's vision is to become the market  leader  in  collaborative  human-enabling
robotics, offering solutions that enhance safety, efficiency, and productivity. The firm's robots are
custom-built  for  specific  applications,  featuring  a  modular  design  and  an  intuitive  user
experience tailored for an unskilled workforce. They are designed with a smaller footprint and
exceptional  dexterity,  enabling them to operate  effectively in  constrained spaces.  As  a  local
OEM, the company offers comprehensive service and maintenance, ensuring a one-stop solution
for all customer needs.
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