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India is a rising power in the multipolar
world. This book showcases India’s endogenous
political ideas and strategic thinking, both
of which are the
key resources that
underpin and drive
this rise. Kautilya’s
Arthashastra isa major

- source of these ideas.
Kautilya's Arthashastra: .
An Intellectual Portrait It is a premodern
treatise on statecraft
and a foundational text
of political science. So
far, political science
and international
relations theory
have largely ignored
Kautilya, or, at best, labelled him merely as the
‘Indian Machiavelli’. Such a characterisation
vastly undervalues the riches and depth of the
contributions of Kautilya — a contemporary of
Aristotle —whose contributions can be compared
more appropriately to those of Artistotle’s
politics. Kautilya’s contributions are recognised
by such masters of western political theory as
Max Weber and Hans J. Morgenthau. But in
South Asia, Kautilya has remained adrift of the
academic mainstream and has been given little
prominence in public life, both intellectually and
politically. Despite such scholarly negligence,
everyday life in India—in terms of the institutions
and process that constitute it — has remained
deeply grounded in the political heritage of pre-
modern India, succinctly codified in Kautilya’s
Arthashastra. These themes are explored in
this book through such bridge concepts as
the ‘modernity of tradition’ and the ‘re-use of
the past’ in tackling contemporary political
problems. These concepts are the key factors
that explain the resilience and stability of India’s
hybrid political institutions and democratic

The Classieal Rosts af Med rrs Pelitios tn indts

system. ‘Kautilya’s Arthashastra: an Intellectual
portrait — Classical Roots of Modern Politics in
India’ is an indispensable key to understanding
contemporary India and a major contribution to
South Asian area studies, comparative politics
and global political theory.
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YHUKaIBHOCTh KHHUTH, aBTOPaMH  KOTO-
poii craym 3amecturenb aupekropa Mucruryta
Janmprero Bocroka PAH A.B. OctpoBckuii u
BEAYIMM  Hay4yHbII
corpyrHuk  Llenrpa
TIOJTUTHYIECKHX HCCIIe-
JIOBaHUH 1 POTHO30B
NJIB PAH E.C. baxe-
HOBA, OINpEAENACTCS
KaK MHHUMYM JIByMS
(akTopamu. Iep-
BBI CBsI3aH C TeM,
4yro  mpoOieMaruka
TPaHCPErHOHAIBHBIX
npoekToB B EBpasuuy,
LEHTPATFHOE MECTO
Cpen KOTOPBIX 3a-
HUMaET KUTAWCKUH TpoekT «OIuH TosiC — ONUH
IIyTh», B HACTOAUICC BPEMS SABJIACTCA OllHOﬁ us3
Hanbosee aKTyaIbHbIX TEM B HayKe O MEXKIyHa-
POIHBIX OTHOIICHUSX 1 3apYOEKHOTO PETHOHOBE-
JICHUs], U B paMKax JaHHOTO IpoekTa CHHBIBSIHY
IpeIHauepTaHo cTath cepaueM Hosoro Illemko-
BOTO ITyTH. YUUTHIBasi HCTOPUUECKHE, PECYPCHO-
SKOHOMHYECKHE U TCONOIUTHYECKHE OCOOCH-
HocTH CHHBL3SHA, @ TAKXKE €ro CTPATerniecKoe
3HaueHHe 111 pa3BuTHs Kurtast, JaHHOe uccieno-
BaHHE IMO3BOJISIET TT0-HOBOMY B3IVIAHYTH Ha 3TOT
PETHOH U TIOTyYUTh HAanOOJIee TI0JTHOE PEACTAB-
JIEHHE O €ro COBPEMEHHOM pa3BuUTHIO. BTOpoit
(bakTop CBSI3aH C TeM, 4TO Mareprall KHATH TIpeJi-
CTaBIISIET COOOM pe3yNbTaT HayYHOM SKCIISAULINH,
cocrosiBuieiicst B 2010 roxy, 4to nenaer naHHOe
M3JIaHKE M0-HACTOSIIEMY YHUKAIBHBIM. IMEeHHO
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