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SOUTH ASIAN REGIONAL SECURITY SYSTEM:  

THE OVERVIEW OF NON-WESTERN STUDIES 

$��������
�����
��"���� ����	��
��
�������� ��� ���������	��
� ��
���	����������

�� ��� �	���

���$�����

:	�
�� �	��������� $��� ����	��� 	�� ���� ��������� ��� �	� �	������� ���� ������������ ��� ����	������ 	��

:������������	��:����������������	��
���
���	������	������	���������	
��	��	������	��
��
�	��

�+�
�
��	���	������������������
�������������������������.��	����	���	"����� ��
���������	��
�

��������� �����
�� $��� �	��
���	�� 	�� ���� ��������� ��� ����� �	��:������� �������� �+���� ��� ���

����	������� "��� �	� ���
����� 	�� ����	��
��
� ��� ������ ����� ����
���	�� "��� �	����
��� 	�� ����

�+�
�
��	���	��������������	��
���������������
������
����	������#�
�
���*��� 
���	��1�����������

��� ��	������"�	��1����������#����������%����������������������	�������

!�N�O�CF�P�����	��
���������������
���	��:����������	�������	����������#������1���������%������

The trend of regionalism is becoming increasingly important in international relations today. Regions 

are formed by non-European countries or the so-called Third World countries have certain characteristics, 

which serves as a background to new approaches in international relations theory. They are called non-

Western. 

South Asian region may serve as the example of regionalism in the Third World and developing of 

non-Western international relations theory (IRT). South Asian regionalism is based on the security factor 

with the problem of building a regional security system that is dominated by interstate conflicts and a 

significant number of threats. Pakistan takes an important role in the regional security environment, which 

is investigated in Asian studies. 

The phenomenon of regionalism in South Asia and its study in non-Western IRT take place in 

Ukrainian and Russian scientific schools. Ukrainian researchers such as P. Ihnatiev, A. Kobzarenko, 

I. Yastremska and Russian scholar N. Melehina
1
 have classified non-Western theories of regionalism in 

South Asia by the country studies approach. Russian scientists such as A. Voskresenskii, A. Kuznetsov, 

E. Mikhailenko, and Ukrainian researcher V. Konstantinov
2
 have explored theoretical aspects of non-

Western IRT formation and regionalism issues. These scientists do not deny the relevance to the problem of 

building a regional security in South Asia a theory represented by B. Buzan
3
 from Copenhagen school of 

international relations. 

Objectives of this article involve: 

- to consider the differences in approaches of Western and non-Western IRT to the phenomenon of 

regionalism on example of Asian model; 

- to compare non-Western approaches to building a regional security in South Asia and to define the 

place of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan in the region by Indian, Pakistani and Chinese scientific schools. 

The system of international relations constantly is in a stage of development and changes that have an 

impact on its theoretical level. So-called critical approaches to the theory of international relations or non-

Western studies are represented. These new approaches are closely related to the appearance on the 
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international scene of new actors – developing countries, or so-called Third World countries or postcolonial 

countries. Therefore, the causes of non-Western theories genesis are: 

- the colonial system’s collapse and new states emergence that can’t be analyzed by Westphalia 

order’s concept of “nation-state”; 

- the end of bipolar world and the trend towards the formation of local regions based on various 

aspects, particularly, security regionalism in South Asia. 

The creation of some regions in Third World countries, because of the fragmentation of global 

international order, raised questions about theoretical explanations for this trend. New approaches have 

formed. They get an appropriate name - the non-Western IRT. Questions about the legitimacy of the 

existence of new approaches to IRT and their differences from the classical Western model are raised. The 

authors such as Barry Buzan, Amitav Acharya and others try to find answers on these questions
1
. 

The existence in the shadow of the Western theoretical models is the main problem of the genesis 

and developing of non-Western IRT, particularly in the Asian region. 

What does it mean? Some Asian researchers have graduated Western universities. They are trying to 

adapt Western theoretical framework to the local context now. Acharya raises the question “How these 

scientists can be regarded as “truly” local scholars and their work truly “indigenous” contributions to non-

Western IRT?”
2
 The answer will be the next. Non-Western scholars have their own ideas, which differ from 

Western and have been already implemented in original theories, for instance, such as M. Ayoob’s 

“subaltern realism”. The internal situation, intra-state conflicts, and concept of “failed state” are key 

features of this theory
3
. 

The background of non-Western theories as well as Western scientific schools is ideas of regional 

political theorists, for example, Thomas Hobbes, Niccolo Machiavelli on the West and Sun Tzu, Kautilya, 

Confucius in Asia. However, the nationalism and ideologies of anticolonial struggle leaders such as 

Jawaharlal Nehru and Mao Zedong are one of the sources of IRT and the basis for constructing regional 

security system. Ideas of national and regional identity and religious affiliation are also topical. This 

statement is confirmed in the book by Navita Chandra Behera, which is devoted to trends of developing 

international relations in South Asia
4
. 

Overall, the difference between Western and non-Western IRT is primarily in local features and 

historical evolution of the region. Theory of international relations defined by the Third World is quite 

young. State-building processes and the development of international relations research schools are 

determine the IRT formation. 

Regionalism in Third World has been formed on the background of the Western and non-Western 

IRT comparison. 

According to Acharya, regionalism should also apply to comparative approach, because it can not be 

formed only by political instruments
5
. South Asia has such peculiarity as security nature of regionalism. In 

turn, the region is not just a geographical unit, but also a social community. It is appropriate to use the 

Western theory of constructivism, the phenomenon of identity, which are combined with Asian scientists’ 

innovation theories. 

Security in South Asia should be rendered in conjunction with social, religious and ideological 

component which affecting national interests and foreign policy goals. This is a key-idea of Mohammed 

Soaib Pervez’s monograph
6
. Pakistani researcher is representative of postcolonial theory. He complements 

the classical constructivist idea of identity. The researcher argues that in addition to determining the 

identity, religion and state ideology also have influence on the state, for example, in the case of India and 

Pakistan (“Two Nations Theory” by M. A. Jinnah). 

                                                     
1
 Buzan, B., Acharya, A. (Eds.) (2010). Non-Western International Relation Theory. Perspectives on and beyond 

Asia. Routledge. 
2
 Buzan, B., Acharya, A. (Eds.) (2010). Non-Western International Relation Theory. Perspectives on and beyond 

Asia. Routledge, 14. 
3
 Ayoob, M. (2002). Inequality and Theorizing in International Relations: The Case for Subaltern Realism. 

International Studies Review, 4(3). 27-48. 
4
 Behera, N.C. (Ed.). (2008). International Relations in South Asia: Search for an Alternative Paradigm. New 

Delhi: SAGE Publications India. 
5
 Buzan, B., Acharya, A. (Eds.) (2010). Non-Western International Relation Theory. Perspectives on and beyond 

Asia. Routledge, 14. 
6
 Pervez, M.S. (2013). Security Community in South Asia: India-Pakistan. London: Routledge. 



����������	
��� �
������������������������������
���������������������
��� 	�

���

Internal and intra-state conflicts are also security features of regionalism in South Asia. The level of 

Asian researchers’ interest in local features of regionalism, confirming the desire to create their own non-

Western approaches to IRT, are determined in the book edited by Indian researchers Kanti Bajpai, 

Siddharth Mallavarapu
1
. 

Scientists from other South Asian countries examine issues of local regionalism trends too. For 

instance, Bangladesh Institute for Peace and Security Studies is presented by Khalid Iqbal Chondhury’s
2

work that focuses on the Chinese influence on regional security and PRC’s ties with South Asian countries. 

Another Bangladesh scientists Iqbal Shailo
3
 tries to show how the geographical scope of security in 

the region affects the socio-political aspect and the formation of priorities between states towards the 

constructivism ideas “We” and “They”. However, Shailo underlines the great role of cultural and religious 

component in South Asian state building processes. These processes are still evolving and regional security 

requires a transformation at the institutional level of SAARC. This position is inherited by other Asian 

researchers. 

In particular, Indian scholar Nihar Nayak
4
 reviews the problems of SAARC and classification of 

regional threats on traditional and non-traditional, because threats are an indicator of security level. 

Islamic Republic of Pakistan is an appropriate example of post-colonial state and occupies one of the 

central positions in the building of South Asian regional security system. Traditional and non-traditional 

threats are one of the indicators of Pakistani influence in the region.  

Pakistani role in South Asian regional security system is subject to scientific examination firstly by 

Pakistani and Indian researchers. Islamabad and New Delhi are competing for leadership in the region and 

this struggle determines some differences in scientific approaches to establishing security regime in South 

Asia. 

Accordingly, views of Pakistani scientists are represented by leading research centers in the country, 

so-called think tanks – Pakistan Institute for Peace Studies, Institute for Strategic Studies, Islamabad Policy 

Research Institute (all located in Islamabad), and leading centers for studying international relations – 

University of Punjab (Lahore), Quaid-i-Azam University (Islamabad), National Defense University 

(Islamabad). 

Researchers at each of think tanks prepare analytical reviews of Pakistani-India relations as the main 

actors in ensuring regional security stability, as well as, analysis of current trends in relations with 

Afghanistan and China. Methods of dealing with security threats of Pakistan, in particular, Talibanization, 

radicalism, Islamism, extremism, separatism, nuclear terrorism, illegal drug trafficking and refugees from 

Afghanistan are also considered. 

In this case should be useful an overview by the Islamabad Policy Research Institute
5
. This analysis 

is based on reports of Pakistani, Indian, Chinese and other South Asian scholars that were presented at an 

international conference in Islamabad in 2014. 

Nuclear deterrence and the confrontation between Islamabad and New Delhi as a traditional threat to 

the security of South Asia are studied in the book edited by a leading Pakistani nuclear physicist, former 

Council member of Pahwash, Pervez Amirali Hoodbhoy
6
. Pakistani Indian scientists’ views towards 

nuclear non-proliferation and peace in South Asia, action on the possible reduction of nuclear weapons 

arsenals in the post-Cold War era are considered. Pakistani researchers such as Zia Mian and Abdul Hamed 
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Nayyar
1
, examine the development of the nuclear program of Pakistan. 

Although, scientists stand on the peaceful atom position, political leaders of India and Pakistan 

continue to use its nuclear capability as a tool of struggle for leadership in the region. 

Representatives of Pakistani school of international relations, in particular, S. Akhtar, K. Chandio, 

K. Iqbal, S. Malik
2
 deal with non-traditional security threats. 

The research centers such as Institute for Defense Studies and Analyses (IDSA), Institute for Peace 

and Conflict Studies, Jawaharlal Nehru University (all located in New Delhi) represent Indian position on 

bilateral relations with Pakistan and its actions to ensure stability in the region. 

The IDSA Report
3
 is the example of a common vision of Indian scientists towards situation around 

Pakistan. The internal situation in Pakistan, level of Islamization, terrorism and separatism in Pakistani 

provinces, particularly, the situation in Kashmir are described. This Indian interest in Pakistan is 

implemented by the famous expression “You should know your enemy”. 

Pakistan historically has connected with Afghanistan (Pushtunistan issue). Withdrawal of US and 

NATO’s coalition troops from Afghan territory increases the importance of Afghanistan to the Pakistani 

foreign policy. India tries to participate in the Afghan settlement too. The internal situation in Afghanistan, 

Pakistani role in it, and the American concept of AfPak region are objects of two reviews by IDSA’s 

authors such as the books edited by V. Chandra and S. D. Muni, V. Chadha
4
. 

Kashmir issue is an integral part of Indian studies that is considered by A. Kumar
5
 in the context of 

Pakistan’s failure in countering terrorism and supporting separatist movements as a threat to the region. 

Analysis of Pakistani role in South Asia is the subject field for researchers of such non-regional actor 

as China. Chinese research centers, in particular, China Institute of International Studies, Shanghai Institute 

for International Studies deal with bilateral Pakistani-Chinese relations, development of cooperation 

towards India nuclear deterrence and New Delhi’s policy in Afghanistan. Quian Quemei and Yang 

Xiaoping have highlighted these issues in their studies
6
. A joint think-tank Pakistan-China Institute studies 

the increasing of Beijing’s importance in Islamabad’s foreign and regional policy. The current situation in 

bilateral contacts is considered by a public diplomacy E-Magazine “Nihao-Salam”. 

Consequently, from the above mentioned, the following conclusions may be drawn. 

The emergence and formation of non-Western IRT is historically defensible fact. Indeed, the collapse 

of the colonial system had led to the appearance of new states called Third World or the developing 

countries. There are some differences between Western and Third World state-building model. The trend of 

regionalism also has specific characteristics among these states. 

The difference between Western and non-Western IRT on the example of the Asian region could be 

defined as follows. Firstly, the concept of the Third World is based on ideas of nationalism and views of 

political figures towards religious, ideological and ethnic aspects. Secondly, Asian scientists building their 

theories pay attention to the colonial past and the illegitimacy of power in regional states, the specifics of 

internal and international conflicts, which determine each other. Thirdly, theory of international relations 

defined by the Third World is quite young. State-building processes and the development of international 
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relations research schools are determine the IRT formation. 

Asian regionalism has security nature and the difficulties in building a regional security system, 

implemented mainly in interstates contacts and situation around Pakistani-Indian confrontation. The 

priorities for researchers from South Asia are security threats, the level of inter- and intra-state conflicts in 

the region and institutional support mechanisms to build regional security architecture. 

Pakistan occupies one of the central places in the study of South Asian regional security system. 

Scientists who nowadays study security and regional policy of Pakistan can be divided into three groups by 

geographic criterion: 1) the group of Pakistani researchers. They justify the actions of Islamabad as 

supporting national interests in ensuring state’s safety and deterring India as an enemy; 2) the Indian school 

of international relations. Its reviews are based on coverage of internal destabilization in Pakistan and its 

involvement in supporting terrorists and separatists primarily in Kashmir; 3) the group of Chinese 

researchers. They consider Pakistan as an ally in a regional deterrence of India and geopolitical maneuver to 

deal with the US for global leadership. 
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