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Abstract 

This paper explores the enduring influence of Kautilya’s political and strategic thought as most prominently 

articulated in the Arthashastra and examines the ways in which these classical ideas have been institutionalized, 

reinterpreted, and operationalized within modern Indian strategic culture. Rather than treating the Arthashastra 

as a static or purely historical text, the study traces its evolving intellectual lineage from ancient statecraft to 

contemporary policy discourse, highlighting how its core principles continue to inform strategic reasoning in 

postcolonial India. The paper identifies key institutional pathways through which Kautilyan ideas have entered 

modern governance structures, including higher education curricula, policy-oriented think tanks, bureaucratic 

training and doctrine, and political rhetoric. These channels enable ancient norms and concepts to be reframed in 

response to present-day challenges, allowing Kautilya’s ideas to function as living resources rather than 

antiquated prescriptions. Particular attention is paid to how such institutionalization shapes India’s external 

strategic behavior, internal governance practices, and civil–military relations, especially in contexts involving 

security, diplomacy, intelligence, and economic statecraft. 

Methodologically, the study employs textual analysis of classical and modern interpretations, historical 

contextualization of India’s strategic evolution, and illustrative contemporary examples to demonstrate the 

practical relevance of Kautilyan thought. It argues that Kautilya’s legacy operates simultaneously as an 

analytical framework and as a political and cultural resource: on the one hand, it provides a conceptual 

vocabulary grounded in realism—such as power politics, balance-of-power strategies, alliance management, and 

covert action—while on the other, it offers cultural legitimacy to modern policy choices by anchoring them in 

an indigenous intellectual tradition. However, this appropriation is neither uniform nor comprehensive; it is 

selective and mediated by nationalist narratives, institutional interests, democratic constraints, and changing 

material and geopolitical contexts. 

 Keywords: Kautilya; Arthashastra; Indian strategic culture; institutionalization of ideas; statecraft; realism; 

foreign policy; governance; civil–military relations; indigenous political thought.  

Introduction: 

 Kautilya’s Arthashastra, generally dated to around the third century BCE in its extant and composite textual 

form, stands as one of the earliest and most comprehensive treatises on statecraft in the global intellectual 

tradition. Far from being limited to abstract political philosophy, the text offers a detailed and systematic 

exposition of governance, economic administration, diplomacy, intelligence, law, and military strategy. Its wide 

scope reflects an integrated vision of the state in which political authority, economic strength, and security 

capabilities are deeply interconnected. For this reason, the Arthashastra is often regarded as a historical 

document and as a practical guide to the exercise of power under conditions of uncertainty, competition, and 

conflict. During the colonial period and the early decades following Indian independence, political thought and 

strategic analysis were largely framed through Western theoretical perspectives. As a result, classical indigenous 

texts such as the Arthashastra occupied a marginal position in mainstream academic and policy discussions. 
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Over the past century, and with growing intensity in recent decades, there has been a renewed engagement with 

Kautilya’s ideas among historians, political theorists, and policymakers. This renewed interest seeks to recover 

indigenous foundations of strategic thinking and to demonstrate that concepts such as realism, balance of power, 

and raison d’état are not exclusively Western in origin. Within this context, Kautilya is increasingly recognized 

as an early realist thinker whose insights retain relevance for contemporary statecraft. A key dimension of this 

revival is the process of institutionalization, understood here as the manner in which ideas acquire stability, 

legitimacy, and influence within organized social and political structures. Institutionalization occurs when 

Kautilyan concepts are incorporated into university curricula, civil service and military training programs, 

policy debates, think tank research, and political narratives. Through these mechanisms, ideas drawn from the 

Arthashastra are studied in isolation and are continuously reproduced and transmitted across generations of 

administrators, diplomats, and security professionals. Over time, such ideas become embedded in professional 

norms and routine practices, shaping how strategic problems are defined and addressed. 

Closely connected to institutionalization is the concept of strategic culture, which refers to the shared 

assumptions, historical experiences, and normative frameworks through which a political community interprets 

threats and organizes its responses. Strategic culture does rigidly determine policy choices, and it influences the 

range of options considered acceptable or effective. In the Indian context the selective incorporation of 

Kautilyan ideas contributes to a strategic culture that values pragmatism, flexibility in alliance formation, the 

importance of intelligence and information, and the recognition of economic strength as a foundation of national 

power. The central argument advanced here is that Kautilya’s teachings have been absorbed not as a literal or 

prescriptive blueprint for action, but as interpretive resources that inform elite thinking about strategy, security, 

and governance. Modern policymakers do not replicate the specific prescriptions of the Arthashastra in a 

mechanical manner. Instead, they draw upon its conceptual insights to understand and respond to contemporary 

challenges. In this way, Kautilya’s legacy functions as an intellectual reservoir that provides analytical tools as 

well as cultural legitimacy, shaping how modern Indian elites conceptualize the exercise of power within an 

evolving domestic and international environment. 

This paper proceeds in five parts as: 

(1) Conceptual framing and methodological approach; 

 (2) A short exposition of key Kautilyan precepts relevant for modern strategy;  

(3) Mechanisms and channels of institutionalization;  

(4) Manifestations and case illustrations in contemporary Indian policy and institutions; 

 (5) Critical assessment and policy implications. 

 

Conceptual Framework and Methodology: 

This research synthesizes textual analysis (selective reading of the Arthashastra’s themes), historical tracing 

(the reception of Kautilya in modern Indian thought), and institutional analysis (how ideas embed in 

organizations). Given the paper’s interpretive focus, it uses qualitative methods: close reading, discourse 

analysis of representative policy and public texts, and illustrative case examples to link theory to practice. The 

aim is empirical causal proof andexplanatory mapping showing how Kautilyan motifs persist and shape 

decision-making contexts. 
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Key concepts: 

• Strategic Culture: Patterns of thought and behavior rooted in historical experience and organizational practices 

that condition foreign and security policy. 

• Institutionalization of Ideas: Pathways through which ideas become encoded in curricula, doctrine, norms, 

routines, and identities of organizations. 

• Selective Appropriation: The process by which actors pick and redesign elements of a tradition to suit 

contemporary aims. 

 

Limitations: The paper does not undertake archival research into classified documents nor comprehensive 

content analysis of all security training curricula. Rather, it draws on publicly available discourse, scholarly 

interpretations, and illustrative examples that are indicative of broader patterns. 

 

Core Kautilyan Precepts and Their Modern Resonance: 

To understand institutionalization, we must first outline the Arthashastra’s core strategic ideas that lend 

themselves to modern application. The following themes are prominent and recurrent in modern invocations: 

1. Pragmatic Realism: Statecraft prioritizes power, survival, and interests; morality is often subordinated to 

expediency. This practical realism resonates with modern realist IR theory. 

2. Balance of Power and Alliances: Kautilya prescribes forming and breaking alliances, playing rivals against 

each other, and using diplomacy as instrumental to national advantage. 

3. Comprehensive Statecraft: The Arthashastra sees governance as integrating economics, intelligence, 

espionage, law, and military power—a precursor to whole-of-state approaches. 

4. Espionage and Covert Action: Emphasis on intelligence networks, misinformation, and covert destabilization 

as tools of policy. 

5. Economic Foundations of Power: Focus on revenue, trade, taxation, and resource control as key to sustaining 

state capacity. 

6. Legalism and Bureaucratic Control: Detailed prescriptions for administrative roles, law enforcement, and 

accountability mechanisms. 

Each theme provides modern policymakers both a vocabulary and justifying narrative to adopt policies 

prioritizing state security and effectiveness. But the Arthashastra’s normative orientation—acceptance of deceit 

and coercion—provokes normative tensions in democratic contexts, which this paper explores. 

 

Mechanisms of Institutionalization: 

How do Kautilyan ideas move from text to institutions? The institutionalization occurs through multiple, often 

overlapping channels: 
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Education and Curricula 

Universities, professional colleges, and military academies incorporate readings on Kautilya into courses on 

political theory, strategy, and public administration. This inclusion trains generations of bureaucrats, diplomats, 

and officers to see Kautilya as part of an indigenous strategic canon. 

 

Think Tanks and Public Intellectuals 

Policy research organizations and public intellectuals popularize Kautilya as writing policy briefs, op-eds, and 

books that translate his maxims into modern policy prescriptions. These outputs shape policymakers’ knowledge 

networks and public discourse. 

 

Political Rhetoric and Symbolism 

Politicians and political movements invoke Kautilya to signal continuity with India’s civilizational heritage and 

to legitimize assertive policies. Symbolic references naming programs, speech citations embed Kautilya in 

political narratives. 

 

Bureaucratic Doctrine and Training 

Administrative manuals, training modules for the civil service, and workshops for security agencies adopt 

Kautilyan-inspired frameworks (e.g., risk assessment, intelligence management). These practices create 

routinized ways of thinking during policy implementation. 

 

 Cultural Production and Media 

Films, television, and popular histories dramatize Kautilya, making his ideas accessible and culturally salient. 

Popular understanding of strategic concepts becomes shaped by these narratives, influencing public expectations 

and thus political incentives. 

 

 Institutional Path-Dependency 

Once certain practices (e.g., emphasis on intelligence-led operations) are routinized, they create institutional 

lock-in: future leaders operate within established procedural templates that reflect Kautilyan logic, even if not 

explicitly referenced. 

These mechanisms do not operate in isolation; rather, they reinforce one another. For example, a think-tank 

policy brief may influence training syllabi, which then informs bureaucratic routines and gets cited in political 

speeches. 

 

Manifestations in Contemporary Indian Strategic Culture: 

This section maps the Kautilyan legacy onto observable features of modern Indian policy and institutions. The 

examples are illustrative rather than exhaustive. 
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Grand Strategy and Realist Posturing 

India’s strategic posture balancing relations with major powers while securing regional influence mirrors 

Kautilyan prescriptions for alliance management and power balancing. The idea of hedging between competing 

great powers, advancing national interests while maintaining strategic autonomy, resonates with Kautilya’s 

pragmatic calculus. 

 

Whole-of-Government Approaches 

Contemporary emphasis on integrated policy combining diplomacy, defense, economic statecraft, and 

intelligence echoes Kautilya’s holistic view of governance. Initiatives that coordinate ministries and agencies for 

strategic objectives show institutional moves toward comprehensive statecraft. 

 

Intelligence and Covert Tools 

The modern expansion and professionalization of intelligence services, along with documented use of covert 

options in contested environments, reflect the Arthashastra’s normalization of espionage as essential to security. 

Institutional acceptance of clandestine operations indicates a cultural continuity. 

 

Economic Statecraft 

Trade policy, investment screening, and infrastructure diplomacy (connectivity projects, strategic ports) indicate 

an economic dimension to strategy. Kautilya’s insistence on economic strength as the backbone of state 

capability finds resonance in policy frameworks that treat economic tools as instruments of power. 

 

Bureaucratic Prudence and Legalism 

Detailed administrative guidelines and an emphasis on institutionalized procedures rules governing 

procurement, intelligence oversight (where present), and legal frameworks for governance resemble the 

Arthashastra’s bureaucratic taxonomies. However, tensions arise when expediency trumps oversight. 

 

Public Narratives and National Identity 

Use of Kautilya in public discourses and the celebration of indigenous intellectual heritage creates normative 

space for assertive policies. This framing reduces domestic resistance to tough strategies by couching them in 

cultural legitimacy. 

 

Case Illustrations 

Below are brief case illustrations showing how institutionalized Kautilyan motifs play out. 
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Diplomatic Hedging and Non-Alignment Legacy 

India’s historical non-alignment and contemporary strategic autonomy illustrate Kautilya’s principle of 

positioning the state to exploit rivalries among great powers. Institutional habits Foreign Service training, 

diplomatic doctrinereflect a continuing preference for flexible alignment. 

 

Integration of Intelligence in Policy Decisions 

Instances in intelligence assessments critically shape policy border responses, counterterrorism operations show 

institutionalized deference to covert information gathering. Training doctrines and inter-agency coordination 

mechanisms display Kautilyan influence through their prioritization of espionage-informed decision-making. 

 

Economic Measures as Strategic Levers 

Use of trade restrictions, investment screening, and targeted economic engagement to influence neighboring 

states or global partners reflects the Arthashastra’s emphasis on economic instruments. Institutional structures 

ministries coordinating commerce, finance, and foreign policy enable economic statecraft. 

 

Political Rhetoric and Institutional Legitimacy 

When political leaders invoke Kautilya to justify uncompromising stances on national security or administrative 

reforms, it influences bureaucratic morale and public acceptance. Institutional reforms that centralize decision-

making gain rhetorical legitimacy when framed as returning to effective classical governance. 

 

Critical Assessment: Benefits, Risks, and Normative Tensions: 

Institutionalizing Kautilya yields several advantages but also significant risks: 

Benefits: 

• Indigenous Intellectual Resources: Kautilya provides a culturally resonant repertoire of strategic concepts, 

helping to decolonize strategic discourse. 

• Holistic Policy Thinking: Emphasis on integrating economic, administrative, and military tools supports 

coherent statecraft. 

• Practical Orientation: Realism encourages clarity about objectives and constraints, possibly improving policy 

effectiveness. 

 

Risks and Tensions: 

• Democratic Accountability: Kautilya’s endorsement of deceit and covert manipulation clash with democratic 

norms and civil liberties if institutionalized without safeguards. 

• Selective Readings and Myths: Simplified or caricatured readings legitimize authoritarian or militarized 

approaches, instrumentalizing history for political ends. 
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• Institutional Overreach: Emphasis on state power bolster centralization and weaken checks and balances, 

particularly in contexts where legal and parliamentary oversight are underdeveloped. 

• Normative Ambiguity: Translating ancient prescriptions into modern contexts requires normative filtering 

what is strategic wisdom versus what is unethical practice? 

 

Mediating Factors: 

Civil society, judicial review, a free press, parliamentary oversight, and professional norms within bureaucracy 

and military act as mediating constraints. Strong democratic institutions channel Kautilyan logic into 

accountable, effective policy rather than unchecked power. 

 

Policy Recommendations 

To harness useful elements of Kautilya’s teachings while guarding democratic principles, the following 

measures are proposed: 

1. Critical Curriculum Development: Integrate the Arthashastra into academic and professional training with 

critical commentary historical context, comparative frameworks, and normative discussion rather than uncritical 

adoption. 

2. Institutional Safeguards: Strengthen oversight mechanisms for intelligence and covert operations 

(parliamentary committees, judicial review), ensuring that strategic tools operate within democratic norms. 

3. Interdisciplinary Strategy Centers: Support think-tanks and university centers that bridge classical thought 

and modern security studies, fostering pluralistic debate and preventing monolithic interpretations. 

4. Transparent Economic Statecraft: Use economic instruments for strategy but codify transparency and legal 

standards to prevent arbitrary use. 

5. Public Engagement: Encourage informed public discourse on strategic choices, contextualizing Kautilya’s 

teachings and preventing populist or simplistically ideological mobilization. 

6. Comparative Learning: Combine indigenous wisdom with international best practices in governance and 

human rights, creating hybrid institutions fit for contemporary democratic politics. 

 

Conclusion: 

Kautilya’s Arthashastra has migrated from an ancient manual to an active, if contested, element of modern 

Indian strategic culture. Institutionalization occurs through education, think tanks, bureaucratic doctrine, 

political rhetoric, and cultural production. The Arthashastra’s themes like realism, whole-of-state policy, 

intelligence prominence, and economic foundations resonate with contemporary policy challenges and have 

practical utility for statecraft. However, institutionalizing Kautilya requires discernment. Without democratic 

constraints and critical engagement, Kautilyanism risks legitimizing secrecy, undermining rights, and enabling 

centralized power. The challenge is to integrate classical strategic insights into robust institutions that preserve 

accountability and pluralism. Doing so would allow India to draw on its intellectual heritage while meeting the 

ethical and institutional demands of a modern democratic state. 
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