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ABSTRACT
K.M. Panikkar’s understanding of India’s strategic vision for the
Indian Ocean highlighted the strategic dots of Socotra and
Indonesia, which were a part of a larger game plan of a “strategic
arc”. His idea of Socotra and Indonesia was based on the linkage
between the two strategic sea lanes of communication. In the
present context, Panikkar’s strategic arc has been readopted in
Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s new vision, which aims to pave
the way for India to engage in friendly ports so as to create a
network of strategic ports for defence and civilian purposes. This
article endeavours to understand Panikkar’s “strategic arc”, traced
from the east coast of Africa to the island of Sumatra. Further, it
analyses how Panikkar’s strategic arc has been realigned and
reinvigorated in the present scenario from Oman to the islands of
Indonesia, which helps in furthering India’s economic interests as
well as protect its strategic well-being. The article concludes by
offering a set of policy recommendations based on Panikkar’s
strategic arc and how these could be inculcated within the larger
framework on India’s security and maritime policy.
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K.M. Panikkar’s strategic arc

In his book India and the Indian Ocean, K.M. Panikkar (popularly known as Sardar
Panikkar) opined that the “Indian Ocean washes the entire Africa east coast up to Somali-
land, the South coast of Arabic, the Southern shores of Iran and Baluchistan, the penin-
sula of India, the western shores of Burma, the Malay Peninsula and Sumatra.” He also
stated that “the eastern and western entrances are guarded by two arrows straits, the Bab
el Mandeb and the Straits of Malacca both of which can be easily controlled”.1 In this
concept, from the vantage point of India and standing at Ujjain which was earlier the
Asian meridian, one can observe an arc-like formation from the east coast of Africa to
the island of Sumatra. It is this strategic arc which Sardar Panikkar had proposed
through the two strategic dots of Socotra (Yemen) and Indonesia. In the present
context, the strategic arc proposed by him should be realigned – starting from Oman
(replacing Socotra) to the islands of Indonesia. Furthermore, this strategic arc must be
revived in order to increase navigational communication and exchange.

Panikkar pointed out that the route from Bab-el-Mandeb is the way forward towards
the Red Sea, which becomes an inland sea controlled by land on both sides. In the context
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of the Strait of Malacca, he stated that it opens up into the vast expanse of the Pacific
Ocean and the lands on either side become narrow, making it rather easy to control
egress and ingress. Also, the control of key islands along sea routes has been a quintes-
sential aspect of strategy of sea powers. The history of naval warfare is replete with
instances of contestation over key island features. For instance, Britain and France had
fought a rather prolonged naval battle for control of islands in the Indian Ocean in
the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries and the strategic relevance of islands
was further accentuated during the Second World War. In the present context too,
these islands have the same strategic and economic value, and their being a part of the
strategic arc would only be possible with numerous strategic ports in the Indian
Ocean Region (IOR).

Sardar Panikkar was the first person in India to have emphasised on the strategic sig-
nificance of the islands in the Indian Ocean. The submarine ridges end up forming a large
number of islands in the ocean, leading to the formation of three main chains of islands
along the longitudinal side of direction, that is, North to South, which can be divided into
the western, central and eastern groups of islands. The north-western group of islands are
Masirah, Socrata and Kuria-Muria. The central-western group of islands, forming a
rough circle, includes Madagascar, Diego-Suarez, Comoros, Zanzibar, Amirante, Sey-
chelles, Agalega, St. Brandou group, Mauritius and Sri Lanka. The eastern group of
islands, of convex shape, consists of Myanmar, Sumatra, the Andaman and Nicobar
Islands and the Indonesian islands.2

Panikkar opined:

While to other countries, the Indian Ocean is only one of the important oceanic areas, to
India it is a vital sea. Her lifelines are concentrated in that area, her freedom is dependent
on the freedom of that water surface. No industrial development, no commercial growth, no
stable political structure is possible for her unless her shores are protected… .3

He wished to create a “steel ring” in the Indian Ocean with situatable “air and naval bases in
Singapore, Mauritius, Yemen (Socotra) and Sri Lanka”.4 Currently, India has also been
engaging in the same through collaborating and cooperating engagements, such as the
“Act East Policy to Act Indo-Pacific”5 and “Neighbourhood First Policy”, that cover a mul-
tiple number of neighbouring countries. This is expected to help transform India’s engage-
ments into stronger relations, emphasising on economic and security cooperation.6

Panikkar further observed that merchant marines were essential in naval power as
both their skills and the vessels could be used in war time. He wanted independent
India to develop as a naval power:

India’s security lies on the Indian Ocean: that without a well-considered and effective
Naval policy, India’s position in the world will be weak, dependent on others and her
freedom at the mercy of any country capable of controlling the Indian Ocean. India’s
future therefore is closely bound with the strength she is able to develop gradually as a
Naval power.7

This is apt in the present context too as the Indian Ocean is facing the heat of Chinese
aggressiveness, and, in order to ensure a “free and open Indo-Pacific”, India could
well be a leader in helping other countries build themselves as strong naval powers.8

Panikkar discovered that large Hindu kingdoms and empires had flourished in
Champa (Siam), Cambodia, Java, Sumatra and the other areas of Indonesia. He
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wanted to revitalise these paths of islands as they were important for his maritime chain
of islands and argued:

… the book, India and the Indian Ocean…was meant to document our naval tradition
reaching back to Vedic times. Western historians used to tell us that naval power originated
in the West and we never had any prowess at sea. We came to accept this story. I had no
difficulty in showing that this was incorrect and that unless there had been a strong seafaring
tradition in India, Hindu culture could not have reached places as distant as the Indonesian
archipelago.9

The reason Panikkar drew out references from India’s historical past was to showcase
India’s strong trade and maritime relations with neighbouring countries through the
Bay of Bengal, which had emerged as the centre of great maritime activity and hub of
trade and shipping. Though the historical awareness about India’s cultural and economic
linkages with Southeast Asia through maritime routes predates India and Indian Ocean,
Panikkar essentially fashioned a grand narrative of India’s maritime history to redirect
the continental gaze of India’s strategic elites towards the Indian Ocean. He also indi-
cated that the Andhra dynasty could have colonised Java, Sumatra and the other
islands of the Pacific as several images and coins have been found.

In the present context, Panikkar’s thought process can be seen in “Project Mausam”,
which was launched by India in 2014 to examine the processes and phenomena linking
the Indian Ocean littoral and the coastal centres to their hinterlands. One of the aims of
the project was to share the knowledge and manipulation of monsoon winds across the
Indian Ocean, which would further help in the sharing of knowledge systems, traditions,
technologies and ideas along the various maritime routes. It was anticipated that it would
also help countries of the Indian Ocean to reconnect and re-establish communication,
thereby enhancing the understanding of not just cultural values but also national cultures
in their respective regional maritime milieus.10

According to Panikkar, there was regular maritime traffic by the peninsular Hindu
kingdoms in the South China Sea. He also spoke about the Mauryan Empire (fourth
century BCE) and highlighted the commercial colonisation and cultural and religious
exchanges between India’s east coast and Southeast Asia. Panikkar opined that the
ancient Hindu kingdom, “Suvarnabhumi” (Land of Gold), was known for its architec-
ture, religion and culture. The Hindu kingdoms had the skill to construct sturdy
ocean-going ships and used the magnetic compass (matsya yantra) for navigation.11

Between the fifth and tenth centuries AD, kingdoms of Vijayanagaram and Kalinga
had established rule in Malaya, Sumatra and West Java. The Andaman and Nicobar
Islands served as the central point of trade between these kingdoms and the Indian
Peninsula, and, at times, China was also a part of this trade network.12 Panikkar certainly
re-emphasised Mahanian logic about the strategic relevance of sea power for protection
of trade, though he did not focus adequately on maritime commerce development.

While Panikkar highlighted the three maritime chains of islands – and through these
chains, he sowed the seeds for India’s maritime strategy – he also spoke of how the Indian
Ocean was the hub of all colonial powers, like the British, the Dutch,13 the Portuguese
and the French. He stressed that India, under British rule, was rather late in understand-
ing and grasping its maritime strategy in the Indian Ocean. He felt that the establishment
of the Royal Indian Navy (RIN) during the inter-war period was largely symbolic since
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there was no challenge to British naval superiority in the Indian Ocean. The RIN was not
a fighting force but merely a coastal defence force. In fact, he has quoted at length
Admiral Fitzherbert, KCIE, CB, CMG of RIN, regarding challenges faced by the
fledgling naval force and its glorious accomplishments.

Panikkar’s aim was to trace the influence of the Indian Ocean on the shaping of Indian
history and to discuss the vital importance of oceanic control to the future of India. He
was essentially challenging conventional wisdom about India’s strategic vulnerability
through land frontiers. He argued that India had never lost her independence till she
lost the command of the sea in the first decade of the sixteenth century. In his view,
India’s destiny has been determined not on the land frontiers, but on the oceanic
expanse. In the present context too, one can see how India is working on building its
maritime security and strategy. The Indian Navy’s publication, Ensuring Secure Seas:
Indian Maritime Security Strategy, states that maritime security is a vital part of national
and international engagement; and, in particular, it emphasises the importance of the
IOR for India.14

Panikkar’s approach towards control in the Indian Ocean by creating a steel ring cer-
tainly has strategic relevance even today. However, considering this approach as a cor-
nerstone of India’s maritime cooperation poses some doctrinal difficulty. India’s
contemporary strategic approach considers the ocean space as “free and open” and
naval power as a tool for building bridges, as evident in the 2016 International Fleet
Review (IFR) theme, “United through Oceans”, and in humanitarian task during
COVID time, “Samudra Setu”. Panikkar has also conveyed that if India wants to
expand as a maritime power, it must analyse various types of seamless and holistic
approaches towards maritime security, keeping in mind both the freedom to use the
seas and India’s national interests. Thus, for India, not only is the Indian Ocean vital,
its security is equally essential.

India’s national interests are dependent on the IOR, mainly in terms of safety and
security of seaborne trade and energy routes, along with maintaining national, regional
and international economic interests. Therefore, there is a need for cooperation and
coordination between the navies of different countries, including enhanced training
and hydrographic cooperation with friendly maritime forces, so as to counter the mul-
tiple threats at sea. India’s maritime security and strategy also work in the domain of
regional cooperative approaches. It aims at enhancing the maritime security of IOR,
along with creating a net security realm which would also work on operational inter-
actions, such as Milan and Malabar.15 Thus, there needs to be a greater emphasis on
the Indian Ocean Naval Symposium (IONS) and also on the Indian Ocean Regional
Association.

In the present context, the need for a maritime chain of islands is indeed essential.
Panikkar rightly stated:

The elimination of Japan from the ranks of naval powers will in no way solve the problem,
for there is every reason to think that a victorious China will embark on a naval career. With
her bases extending as far south as Hainan, China is placed in even a more advantageous
position than Japan.16

Today, China has become a belligerent and aggressive maritime power. The way China
has woven its “string of pearls theory” around the subcontinent is a wake-up call for
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India. Similarly, China has been expanding its “Belt and Road Initiative”, along with
investing extensively in ports and other infrastructural facilities around the world so
as to become a superior naval power. Panikkar’s book highlighted the Chinese intention
of embarking on building a large-scale navy. Currently, this is evident as the Chinese
naval expansion is at an all-time high, posing a security threat to India and other
countries.

In 2015, Admiral Sureesh Mehta, then Chief of the Naval Staff (CNS), opined that the
first decade of the twenty-first century had seen considerable turbulence and sweeping
changes in the IOR.17 Chinese activities in the Indian Ocean started with their investment
in the Hambantota Port in Sri Lanka, where they set up a port close to the East–West
shipping route and aimed at building naval as well as airspace stations.18 Several submar-
ines and underwater surveillance were detected in the Colombo Port.19 After this, China
carried out a series of projects involving the development of ports and facilities in India’s
neighbouring countries, like Pakistan, Bangladesh and Myanmar,20 and also worked on
strengthening relations with Maldives, Mauritius and Seychelles. Also, China recently
deployed its fleet of underwater drones, the Sea Wing (Haiyi) glider, in the Indian
Ocean, mainly for naval intelligence purposes.21 In an email interview to HuffPost,
Admiral Arun Prakash (Retd), former CNS, opined: “China’s actions in the South
China Sea are also a cause of concern for India because a substantial proportion of its
seaborne trade and energy traffic transits through these waters.”22

Panikkar also mentioned in his book that “major European powers had acquired
interests in the Indian Ocean area as countries like France, Germany and Italy had ter-
ritories on the African coast and strategic power hubs like Diego Suarez, Djibouti,
Massawa, and Mogadaccio had gained prominence”.23 Today, China, France, the
United States (US) and Japan have bases in Djibouti, and this strategic point could
well be a major point of conflict in the near future. Further, Sardar Panikkar had
stated that “there will be the growth of two powerful naval powers in the Pacific which
would revolutionarise the Indian Ocean in the context of naval supremacy”.24 This
aspect is also visible in the current scenario as the US is already a strong naval power
in the Pacific while China has emerged as one of the strongest naval powers in East
Asia in the recent times, with capacity to project power into the Pacific.

Japan too could be termed a revivalist naval power as it is striving to become a full-
fledged maritime power. Here, it is important to remember that Panikkar had stated
that “Japan would again become a considerable naval power within a reasonable
time”25 – a fact reflected in Japan’s pioneering of the strategy of “free and open Indo-
Pacific”. In addition, Panikkar had said that “Japan would like to acquire bases at
Malacca and Andaman”.26 In the present context, Japan has been involved in the devel-
opment of the Andaman and Nicobar Islands where India and Japan have agreed to
develop smart islands and also agreed on several infrastructural projects along with
installing sound surveillance sensor/system (SOSUS) to improve underwater domain
awareness.27 These efforts have been made to keep a close eye on Chinese aggressiveness
in the IOR. Japan has also strengthened its relations with Indonesia and Vietnam, which
could pave the way for trilateral cooperation between Japan, Vietnam and Indonesia.

Panikkar suggested that American naval strategists fully realised the importance of the
islands in Southeast Asia and if the US acquired a base – say, in Papua – her entry into the
Indian Ocean would be free and unmolested. He was reflecting on the possibility of
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ingress of the US in the Indian Ocean, which could take place through the Malacca Strait
or the Lombok Strait. In his view, through control over the Philippines, the US could
dominate Malacca, and a base in Papua would permit transit through Lombok. He did
not imply that the US would keep the Indian Ocean free and unmolested. On the con-
trary, Panikkar was concerned with the US design to dominate the Indian Ocean.28 It
needs to be understood that Panikkar said this in order to maintain India’s security
and superiority in the Indian Ocean. Correspondingly, he felt that through naval and
air operations, American dominance must be maintained in these small island nations
so as to protect them from China. He also suggested that the strategic importance of
the South China Sea would grow.

Sardar Panikkar was a true maritime visionary as he not only outlined India’s maritime
history and its fault lines but also gave solutions as to how India must work to protect the
Indian Ocean by aiming for a maritime chain of islands which would interlink the network
of ports in these places. It is important to understand that Panikkar’s conception of the
strategic arc was situated in a particular geopolitical context of the time; in the present scen-
ario, this arc needs to be seen from Djibouti to Papua. This would cover the overall domain
of the Indo-Pacific and would be useful in tackling Chinese maritime aggression as well as
work towards safeguarding the Indian Ocean, the South China Sea, and the East China Sea.
It is also important to understand that all the countries who have aligned with the Free and
Open Indo-Pacific Strategy are not a part of the Quad – comprising four exclusive powers,
namely, the US, India, Australia and Japan – and so, there is a need to expand the group in
order to strengthen the strategic arc suggested by Panikkar.

Reinvigorating Panikkar’s arc to maritime chain: Policy recommendations

In terms of the strategic arc, there is a need to look at the ways in which Panikkar’s ideas
can be inculcated within the larger framework on India’s security and maritime policy.

Panikkar suggested that there was a need to form strategic islands in the Indian Ocean.
This can only be achieved if a maritime chain of islands is created. India can take the
initiative of working with other foreign powers, such as the US, Japan, France, Indonesia
and Vietnam. Therefore, Washington, Paris and Tokyo could work together in Djibouti,
which is home to their bases, and extend their way to the western coast of India, where
Kochi could be developed as an international port, along with logistical support, and
connect it to the Andaman and Nicobar Islands, which could be further extended to
Sabang in Indonesia and finally, connected to Vietnam’s Cam Ranh Bay. It is important
to understand that except for Kochi and Sabang, most of the ports have been developed
as bases either due to historical reasons or to the present situation, and this can be a
major game changer in the IOR. India has already facilitated the Sagarmala port devel-
opment project, which would help address the infrastructural and operational challenges,
along with connectivity issues. Once all these ports are developed, it would help India not
only nationally but also regionally and globally.

With regard to the Arabian Sea, India needs to work upon building its western coast-
line to counter both Pakistan and China’s increased activities in this region, especially
through the Chabahar and Gwadar Ports. Also, recently, Pakistan is believed to have
handed over two islands of Sindh to China, enhancing the possibility of the formation
of a second string of pearls strategy by China. Thus, China could be building a maritime
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chain from Gwadar Port to Bundal and Buddo islands (Pakistan) to Maldives and Dji-
bouti. In order to tackle this, India would need to build itself a Red Dot Network. The
Red Dot Network would include a line of ports on the western coastline of India, and
involve reviving and interconnecting the old ports, from Kandla–Okha–Mumbai–
Nhava Sheva–Mormugao–New Mangalore–Vizhinjam–Kochi to the Andaman and
Nicobar Islands.29 By doing this, the traditional routes can be revived and put to use
for trade and commerce, along with building up a strong western coastline. They can
also have defence attachments in order to take care of any unforeseen situation.

In recent times, the Government of India has taken several steps to improve the ports,
including modernisation of existing ports and setting up of new ports, so as to reduce
bottlenecks, increase the capacity of existing ports, and build new greenfield ports. Creat-
ing domestic interconnectivity of ports would help in mobilising multi-modal logistics
solutions, like domestic waterways which have both coastal shipping and inland water
transport, and that would be both time saving and cost-effective. Port-based industrial
clusters and coastal economic zones would not only reduce logistical costs but also
work on coastal community development through sustainable development. They
would also provide skill development and livelihood opportunities, and help in the devel-
opment of fisheries and tourism.

There could be the possibility of other maritime chains of islands and this would be
completely in sync with Panikkar’s thought process. A maritime chain hub is possible
between Guam, Okinawa (Japan), Cam Ranh Bay and the Andaman and Nicobar
Islands30 – which will be a maritime chain hub with an American presence. It would
also protect the Strait of Malacca and parts of the South China Sea. Japan too could take
the initiative to create a maritime chain of islands from Okinawa to Cam Ranh Bay to
Sabang in the South China Sea region. In this, Japan must assist Vietnam and Indonesia;
and eventually, India can be brought in as a part of this maritime chain of islands. Further,
there could be a formation of a South China Sea maritime chain of islands, which would
take place between Japan, Vietnam, the US, the Philippines, Brunei, Malaysia, Indonesia
and Australia. This would be exclusively for the South China Sea nations who would be
the primary powers, and other powers like India could be invited as observer members.

As most of the countries have signed the logistics agreement, the Quad nations should
set a maritime logistics chain of islands soon, consisting of Okinawa, Guam, Darwin and
the Andaman and Nicobar Islands, which can serve as logistics bases; and they can have
joint exercises, like Malabar exercises. Apart from this, Quad needs to be expanded as
many important regional partners have been left out, like South Korea, Vietnam and
New Zealand. If these members are brought in, they would help out in the Indo-Pacific
domain. There is a need to develop a joint Indo-Pacific maritime strike squad, composed
of the navies of the fourQuad nations, whichwould be stationed in one of the host nation’s
bases, on a rotational basis, and work on joint exercises and operations. The Quad nations
can also work on building a joint oceanic strategy and policy that will cater to their
different problems and also work on joint maritime issues. This oceanic policy is essential
as it would further formalise the Quad as amaritime grouping, and could alsomake it into
a security grouping dealing with defence issues in the future. In addition to dedicated
information sharing, there is a need to study and analyse Chinese maritime strategies
so as to create counter-strike methods. Further, military encryption methods need to be
devised in order to tackle Chinese maritime aggression.
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Conclusion

Panikkar’s vision related to the Indian strategic outlook in the colonial era was not just pre-
mised on two strategic dots, Socotra and Indonesia, but proposed a larger strategic arc. In
this context, the two maritime strategy documents of India talk about security and defence
from the structural point of view. Panikkar’s vision of Socotra and Indonesia was based on
the two strategic sea lanes of communication,31 which has been repeatedly reflected in
naval strategy documents and has also resonated in the higher commanders’ meetings.
Indeed, India’s far eastern command, the Andaman and Nicobar Command, and the
Western Naval Command were primarily meant to address these two vantage nodes.
The new vision which has been proposed by Prime Minister Modi looks into the larger
defence and civilian infrastructure from the “Security and Growth for All in the Region”
(SAGAR) point of view, knowing very well that engaging friendly ports and countries in
a network of civilian and defence ports will be of immense strategic benefit.32

Panikkar’s strategic arc acts as the first line of security. However, it also aligns with
Indian aims at new investment and engagement in Eastern Africa and maritime South-
east Asia, where it paves the way for furthering economic interests while protecting
India’s strategic space. Panikkar’s strategic arc has been instrumental in the development
of an Indian maritime consciousness in the present scenario, which is inevitably a result
of a fuller consciousness of its oceanic heritage.33

In his book, India and the Indian Ocean, Panikkar spoke about the strategic impor-
tance and geographical vastness of the Indian Ocean. It is the only ocean in the world
to be known after the name of one of the littoral countries and so, Panikkar justifiably
calls the Indian Ocean as “India’s Ocean”. Further, being a maritime strategist, he
argued that the Indian Ocean is a vital sea and is “truly Indian”. One can also say that
Panikkar’s thought of the Indian Ocean as truly Indian must be seen through two
strands of thought: one, geographically; and second, strategically.

Therefore, Panikkar’s book was prescient in that present-day India must maintain its
maritime relations with countries with which it had trade relations in the ancient times.
The relations cultivated in the ancient times would help to engage and maintain future
strategic relations with these countries, which would be vital for India’s maritime strat-
egy. The comprehensiveness of his ideas is a clear eye-opener as to what India must do in
order to protect the Indian Ocean. In addition, he not only discussed and pre-empted the
issues that India would face but also gave valid solutions. His emphasis on the need to
work on defence, especially underwater defence methods and tactics, is something that
India still needs to improve upon. India also needs to collaborate with other powers to
establish a scheme or strategy of oceanic defence to counter Chinese aggressiveness in
international waters. Therefore, K.M. Panikkar can be called the father of Indian mari-
time strategies for his far-reaching maritime vision.

Notes

1. K.M. Panikkar, India and the Indian Ocean: An Essay on the Influence of Sea Power on
Indian History (New Delhi: Life Span Publishers and Distributors, 2019), 19–20.

2. Ibid.
3. Ibid., 19–20.

8 G. S. ROY



4. C. Raja Mohan, Crossing the Rubicon: The Shaping of India’s New Foreign Policy (New York:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2004), 205.

5. Prabir De, Act East to Act Indo-Pacific: India’s Expanding Neighbourhood (New Delhi: KW
Publishers Pvt. Ltd, 2020).

6. S. Jaishankar, The India Way: Strategies for an Uncertain World (Uttar Pradesh: HarperCol-
lins Publishers, 2020), 181–99.

7. Panikkar, India and the Indian Ocean, 20.
8. Rekha Dixit, “Modi 2.0 Foreign Policy to Lay Stress on ‘SAGAR Doctrine’ and ‘Act East,’”

The Week, June 6, 2019, https://www.theweek.in/news/india/2019/06/06/modi-foreign-
policy-lay-stress-sagar-doctrine-and-act-east.html (accessed February 27, 2021).

9. K.M. Panikkar, An Autobiography, trans. K. Krishnamurthy (Madras: Oxford University
Press, 1977), 372.

10. Ministry of Culture, “Project Mausam,” https://www.indiaculture.nic.in/project-mausam
(accessed February 1, 2021).

11. Sanjeev Sanyal, The Ocean of Churn: How the Indian Ocean shaped Human History (New
Delhi: Thomson Press India Ltd, 2011), 124–50.

12. Panikkar, India and the Indian Ocean, 31.
13. Robert Kaplan, Monsoon: The Indian Ocean and the Future of American Power (New York:

Random House Trade Paperbacks, 2011), 261–74.
14. Indian Navy, Ensuring Secure Seas: Indian Maritime Security Strategy (New Delhi: Directo-

rate of Strategy, Concepts and Transformation, Indian Navy, 2015).
15. Rory Medcalf, Indo-Pacific Empire: China, America and the Contest for the World’s Pivotal

Region (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 2020), 98.
16. Panikkar, India and the Indian Ocean, 85.
17. Indian Navy, Indian Maritime Doctrine: Naval Strategic Publication 1.1 (New Delhi: Indian

Navy, 2015 [2009]), Microsoft Word – Updated IMD 2009 – Copy (indiannavy.nic.in),
(accessed November 2, 2021).

18. Deep Pal, China’s Influence in South Asia Vulnerabilities and Resilience in Four Countries
(Washington, DC: Carnegie Endowment for International Peace Publications Department,
2021), 18–21.

19. Gopal Suri, China’s Expanding Military Maritime Footprint in the Indian Ocean Region
(New Delhi: Pentagon Press, 2017), 71–82.

20. Ibid.
21. Jyot Shikhar Singh, China’s Underwater Drones in the Indian Ocean, Centre for Security and

Strategy Studies (CESCUBE), February 17, 2021, http://www.cescube.com/vp-china-s-
underwater-drones-in-the-indian-ocean (accessed February 27, 2021).

22. Akshita Jain, How India Can Deter an Aggressive China: Former Indian Navy Chief
Explains, HuffPost, June 22, 2020, https://www.huffpost.com/archive/in/entry/india-
aggressive-china-former-indian-navy-chief-admiral-arun-prakash_in_
5ef04f73c5b6cef846ab8703 (accessed February 27, 2021).

23. Panikkar, India and the Indian Ocean, 76.
24. Ibid., 85.
25. Ibid.
26. Panikkar, India and the Indian Ocean, 85.
27. Ministry of Foreign Affairs (Japan), Japan-India Joint Statement, November 11, 2016,

https://www.mofa.go.jp/s_sa/sw/in/page3e_000616.html (accessed November 9, 2021).
28. Ibid., 86–7.
29. Gitanjali Sinha Roy, “Is China Planning Another String of Pearls Around India?,”

CESCUBE, November 9, 2020, http://www.cescube.com/vp-is-china-planning-another-
string-of-pearls-around-india (accessed November 15, 2020).

30. Gitanjali Sinha Roy, “Could a Maritime Chain Hub between US–Japan–Viet Nam–India to
Tackle China?,” Modern Diplomacy, October 19, 2020, https://moderndiplomacy.eu/2020/
10/19/could-a-maritime-chain-hub-between-us-japan-viet-nam-india-to-tackle-china/
(accessed November 15, 2020).

MARITIME AFFAIRS: JOURNAL OF THE NATIONAL MARITIME FOUNDATION OF INDIA 9

https://www.theweek.in/news/india/2019/06/06/modi-foreign-policy-lay-stress-sagar-doctrine-and-act-east.html
https://www.theweek.in/news/india/2019/06/06/modi-foreign-policy-lay-stress-sagar-doctrine-and-act-east.html
https://www.indiaculture.nic.in/project-mausam
http://www.cescube.com/vp-china-s-underwater-drones-in-the-indian-ocean
http://www.cescube.com/vp-china-s-underwater-drones-in-the-indian-ocean
https://www.huffpost.com/archive/in/entry/india-aggressive-china-former-indian-navy-chief-admiral-arun-prakash_in_5ef04f73c5b6cef846ab8703
https://www.huffpost.com/archive/in/entry/india-aggressive-china-former-indian-navy-chief-admiral-arun-prakash_in_5ef04f73c5b6cef846ab8703
https://www.huffpost.com/archive/in/entry/india-aggressive-china-former-indian-navy-chief-admiral-arun-prakash_in_5ef04f73c5b6cef846ab8703
https://www.mofa.go.jp/s_sa/sw/in/page3e_000616.html
http://www.cescube.com/vp-is-china-planning-another-string-of-pearls-around-india
http://www.cescube.com/vp-is-china-planning-another-string-of-pearls-around-india
https://moderndiplomacy.eu/2020/10/19/could-a-maritime-chain-hub-between-us-japan-viet-nam-india-to-tackle-china/
https://moderndiplomacy.eu/2020/10/19/could-a-maritime-chain-hub-between-us-japan-viet-nam-india-to-tackle-china/


31. Panikkar, India and the Indian Ocean, 109.
32. Pankaj Jha, “India’s Indo-Pacific Oceans Initiative Requires Concerted Effort among Littoral

Countries,” Oped Column Syndication, https://opedcolumnsyndication.news.blog/2020/04/
07/india-indo-pacific-oceans-initiative-requires-concerted-effort/ (accessed November 15,
2020).

33. T.C.A. Raghavan, “Mastery of the Waves: A Maritime Perspective for India,” The Telegraph,
February 12, 2020, https://www.telegraphindia.com/opinion/mastery-of-the-waves-k-m-
panikkar/cid/1744678 (accessed November 14, 2020).

Notes on contributor

Gitanjali Sinha Roy is a research associate at the Centre for Security and Strategy Studies
(CesCube) and is also a PhD scholar at the Department of East Asian Studies, University of Delhi.

10 G. S. ROY

https://opedcolumnsyndication.news.blog/2020/04/07/india-indo-pacific-oceans-initiative-requires-concerted-effort/
https://opedcolumnsyndication.news.blog/2020/04/07/india-indo-pacific-oceans-initiative-requires-concerted-effort/
https://www.telegraphindia.com/opinion/mastery-of-the-waves-k-m-panikkar/cid/1744678
https://www.telegraphindia.com/opinion/mastery-of-the-waves-k-m-panikkar/cid/1744678

	Abstract
	K.M. Panikkar’s strategic arc
	Reinvigorating Panikkar’s arc to maritime chain: Policy recommendations
	Conclusion
	Notes
	Notes on contributor


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile ()
  /CalRGBProfile (Adobe RGB \0501998\051)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 300
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.245 841.846]
>> setpagedevice


