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Preface

This is a documentary study designed as a complementary
volume to a similar study entitled Soviet-South Asian Relations,
1947-1978 published in 1978. A third study, US-South Asian
Relations, 1947-1981, is scheduled for publication in 1982. The
three together constitute a trilogy on Great Power involvement
in South Asia.

As an immediate neighbour of South Asia China has taken
considerable interest in the region since 1949 for political,
security, and economic reasons. Initially the objective of China
was to forestall Western, primarily American, attempts to encircle
it by means of a series of military bases on its periphery. In
the 1960s China sought through diplomacy to eliminate the
influence of both the Soviet Union and the United States.
Subsequently, as its differences with the Soviet Union widened
beyond all possibility of a rapprochement, it concentrated on
neutralizing Soviet moves in the region, particularly in India. It
fccussed its efforts primarily on Pakistan. It developed wide-
ranging relations—economic, political, and military—with
Pakistan and sought to cultivate close political and economic
relations with Nepal, Sri Lanka, and Bangladesh as well. The
idea was not only to offset close Indo-Soviet ties but also to
reduce Indian influence and undermine the Indian position in
the region.

However, since the late 1970s, in view of the increasing
Soviet threat to its security, China has sought to improve
relations with India. The Soviet intervention in Afghanistan
(December 1979) has further heightened its interest in cultivat-
ing friendly relations with the countries of South Asia.

The study deals with the political, economic, and military
facets of China’s relations with South Asia—India, Nepal,
Pakistan, Sri Lanka, and Bangladesh. It contains 973 basic
documents from Chinese official sources, available in both
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English and Chinese, as well as important statements by
Government leaders of the countries of South Asia bearing on
their attitudes towards China. A few of the documents are
translations from the Chinese language. The study provides the
full texts of all important trade, economic, and cultural agree-
ments and joint communiques. In the case of other documents
it presents only the essential and significant portions and
severely excludes all undue repetitions and digressions. It also
includes statements and interviews by Government dignitaries,
and significant articles, editorials, and commentaries published
in the Chinese Press. Besides, it contains a judicious selection
from the authentic source material available in the publications
of the countries of South Asia and in those of the United
Nations.

As regards the Sino-Indian border question, the study has
had to be very selective in view of the enormity of the mass of
published material. The Government of India has, for instance,
brought out as many as fourteen White Papers, and Govern-
ment spokesmen have made numerous statements in the Indian
Parliament. The Chinese side too has come out with long and
repetitive articles and commentaries in support of its stand. The
study, therefore, provides only those portions which are
important on account of their obvious bearing on the political
relations between the two countries, and which help in under-
standing the basic issues involved. In the case of the bulky report
of Indian and Chinese officials, only the summaries of the views
of the two Governments are given.

Collection of data for the appendices included in the study
has by no means been an easy task. The lists of bilateral visits
(political, economic, cultural, and military) and agreements and
the data on economic aid, trade, loans and credits, and arms
supplies owe their present form to a determined scouring of
diverse sources, including Chinese periodicals, magazines, and
books and the newspapers and journals of the various South
Asian countries, as also the reports of the Governmental
Departments, Ministries, and agencies concerned. The correct-
ness of the details has been ensured by carefully cross-cheking
them with those appearing in official sources, and only those
considered wholly reliable have been retained. Every care has
been taken to ensure that the picture presented in the study is
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as authentic and complete as possible in the circumstances. It is
hoped that the appendices would prove to be of immense use to
the researcher.

The study seeks to make accessible under one cover
information that is otherwise to be had in widely scattered
sources and by no means easy to come by. The most compre-
hensive of its kind so far, it should constitute an extremely
useful reference work of permanent value to all scholars and
students of political science and international politics, contem-
porary China, Chinese foreign policy, and South Asian studies.

21 December 1980 R.K. JAIN



Pinyin equivalents of Chinese names

From the beginning of 1979 the Chinese State Council
decided to go over wholly to the pinyin method of ‘romani-
sing” Chinese characters. Pinyin equivalents have, therefore,
been used in documents after 1979.

Chang Chun-chiao
Chang Tsai-chien
Chao Tzu-yang
Chi Peng-fei
Chiang Ching
Chiang Kai-shek
Chiao Kuan-hua
Chou En-lai
Chungking

Han Nien-lung
Hsinhua

Hua Kuo-feng
Kao Kang
Kuomintang

Li Hsien-nien
Lin Piao

Liu Shao-chi
Mao Ise-tung
Peking

Teng Hsiao-ping
Wang Hung-wen
Yeh Chien-ying

Zhang Chungiao
Zhang Caiqian
Zhao Ziyang
Ji Pengfei
Jiang Qing
Jiang Jieshi
Jiao Guanhua
Zhou Enlai
Chongqing
Han Nianlong
Xinhua

Hua Guofeng
Gao Gang
Guomindang
Li Xiannian
Lin Biao

Liu Shaoqi
Mao Zedong
Beijing

Deng Xiaoping
Wang Hongwen
Ye Jianying
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Documents 1 & 2 3

1 Radio broadcast of Jawaharlal Nehru, Vice-President of the
Interim National Government of India, 7 September 1946 '
(Extract)

China, that mighty country with a mighty past, our neighbour,
has been our friend through the ages and that friendship will
endure and grow. We earnestly hope that her present troubles
will end soon and a united and democratic China will emerge
playing a great part in the furtherance of world peace and
progress.

2 “Internationalism and nationalism,”’ article by Lin Shao-chi,
November 1948 (Extracts)

In such colonial and semi-colonial countries as China, India,
Korea, Indonesia, the Philippines, Viet-Nam, Burma, Egypt,
etc., bourgeois nationalism inevitably developed. This was
because the national bourgeoisie in these countries has interests
antagonistic in the first place to those of imperialism, and in
the second place to those of the domestic backward feudal
forces. Moreover, these feudal forces unite with imperialism
in restricting and hampering the development of the national
bourgeoisie. Therefore, the national bourgeoisie in these coun-
tries is revolutionary in a certain historical period and to a
certain degree. . . .

Therefore, the proletariat, with the aim of overthrowing
the rule of the imperialism and the feudal forces, should colla-
borate with this bourgeois nationalism which plays a definitely
anti-imperialist and anti-feudal role provided, as Lenin said,
that these allies do not hinder us in educating and organising
the peasantry and the broad masses of the exploited people
in a revolutionary spirit. . . .

Of course, the communists in colonial and semi-colonial
countries such as India, Burma, Siam, the Philippines, Indonesia
Indo-China, South Korea, etc., must for the sake of their
national interests. . . adopt a firm and irreconcilable policy
against national betrayal by the reactionary section of the
bourgeoisie, especially the big bourgeoisie, which has already
surrendered to imperialism. If this were not done, it would be
a grave mistake.
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On the other hand, the Communists in these countries should
enter into an anti-imperialist alliance with that section of the
national bourgeoisie which is still opposing imperialism and
which does not oppose the anti-imperialist struggle of the
masses of the people. Should the Communists fail to do so in
earnest, should they to the contrary, oppose or reject such an
alliance, it would also constitute a grave mistake. Such an
alliance must be established in all sincerity even if it should
be of an unreliable, temporary and unstable nature.

3 Annual report of India’s Ministry of External Affairs and
Commonwealth Relations for the year 1948-49, 24 February
1949 (Extract)

We have an Embassy in Nanking and Consulates General in
Shanghai and Kashgar. This Embassy has done a great deal to
promote the age-old friendship between India and China.

Arrangements have been made in cooperation with other
diplomatic representatives to protect Indians in different cities
during the current hostilities. At the end of the World War
we were faced with a major problem in China; Indians in the
employment of the Shanghai Municipal Council as guards and
menials were thrown out of employment when the Municipal
Council was taken over by the Chinese. Most of them were
destitute. At our instance a large number of them were re-
patriated to India. Their claims on the Shanghai Municipal
Council have not yet been met but efforts to reach an early
settlement continue. A Sino-Indian Treaty of Friendship,
Commerce and Navigation is under consideration. Pending
conclusion of a Sino-Indian Air Agreement temporary authori-
sation has been given for a Chinese Service to India for a
limited period.

Sinkiang (China): On the 2Ist of December 1948, an
Indian Consulate-General was, for the first time, established at
Kashgar. Itis our main window into Central Asia. Moreover
there are colonies of Indian residents in all the oases of Southern
Sinkiang. Some time ago lands belonging to the Indian mer-
chants were unjustly confiscated by the Chinese authorities in
Sinkiang. We have asked for the restoration of these confis-
cated lands, or for the payment of compensation.
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4 Peking Radio broadcast, 1 July 1949

Instead of leading its countrymen to struggle for national
liberation and free the people as early as possible from the
colonial yoke of slavery, the Indian Government cold-bloodedly
murdered the people fighting for real national independence
and better living conditions and mercilessly repressed democra-
tic movements. Indian women were not spared from these
outrages. Such actions of the Indian Government are really the
acts of an accomplice of British and American imperialism.

S Article by Yang Kang in World Culture, 1949 (Extract)

Anglo-American rivalry for India is an old story. This struggle
has been carried to great limits recently with America’s
attempts to win India’s goodwil by all possible means. Nehru
is now placed between great powers. He has attended the
British Commonwealth Conference and agreed to suspend
purchases from the US, his sister is making frantic appeals for
American aid. This is one of the reasons why the US is pro-
ceeding with the Pacific Union without much regard to the
susceptibilities of Britain.

6 Article by Chang Chi-cheng in World Culture, 19 August 1949
(Extract)

Because the people’s revolution in China is about to achieve
complete victory, the struggle against imperialism on the part of
peoples of Indonesia and other oppressed nations in south-east
Asia will be encouraged. The imperialists consider it necessary,
therefore, to construct in advance a dyke against this surging
force. And this dyke is to consist of support for ‘nationalism’
against ‘Communism.’ In India it is support for Nehru. And in
Indonesia it is the putting up of this ‘Indonesian nationalism’
represented by the Soekarno-Hatta regime for the annihilation
of the real people’s revolutionary forces of Indonesia.

7 Peking Radio broadcast, 2 September 1949 (Extract)
On July 8 the Tibetan local authorities expelled the Han people
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and KMT (Kuomintang) personnel in Tibet under the instigation
of British and American imperialism and their stooge, the Indian
Nehru Government.

The purpose of this ‘anti-communist incident’ enacted by
British, American and Indian reactionaries working hand in
glove with the Tibetan reactionary authorities is an attempt not
only to prevent the Tibetan people from attaining liberation at
a time when the People’s Liberation Army is about to liberate
all China, but also to deprive Tibet of independence and free-
dom. ...

8 Article by Hu Chin in World Culfure, 9 September 1949
(Extract)

Following the second world war, American imperialism, in the
wake of its operations for the seizure of markets in the Far
East (including India), began to participate in aggression against
Tibet. American imperialism sent spies to Tibet and attempted
through the hands of the higher strata of the country, to assume
actual control of Tibet. Today, British imperialism has become
a hireling of American imperialism, and India is in effect in
the control of American imperialism. These two powers have
now joined their forces in their efforts to oppose, impede and
sabotage the over-all liberation of the Chinese people. . ..

British imperialism, and its running dog India, through
their officially- controlled publications, have declared in unison
that Tibet never acknowledged China’s suzerainty over it, and
that Britain never acknowledged China’s claim that Tibet is a
part of China.

9 “The Nehru Government cannot explain away the plot to
annex Tibet,” article by Chinese Jurist Ho Hsu-ching in
Peoples Daily as broadcast by Peking Radio, 13 September
1949 (Extracts)

The Nehru Government spokesman claims that the Chinese
Communist Party had no grounds for accusing the British and
American imperialists of plotting with their lackey, the Indian
Government, to encroach on Tibet. The accusation of the
Chinese Communist Party is based on the following facts:
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“The expelling of the Han people and Han Lamas, and the
closing down of Han schools by Tibetan authorities on July 8,
lays bare an interpational plot. On July 27 the official news
agency of the Nehru Government announced that Tibet had
never recognised Chinese suzerainty. On the same day, British
authoritative circles told the United Press that if China attempt-
ed to force her rule on Tibet, Tibet could seek British inter-
vention.

‘It was certainly not without reason that the official news
agency of the Nehru Government announced on July 27 that
Tibet had never recognised Chinese suzerainty. Following this
argument, suzerainty over Tibet should logically fall into the
pocket of the Nehru Government.

“The Nehru Government cannot deny that it has sent men
to Lhasa. The New York Times reported from New Delhi on
August 8 that the spokesman of the Indian Foreign Ministry
announced that night that Bhutan had become a protectorate of
India. Since the Nehru Government has announced its suzera-
inty over Bhutan and declared that Tibet had never recognised
Chinese suzerainty, will it not declare suzerainty over Tibet?

“Suzerainty stands for the dark vassal state system, the pro-
tective system, and is another name for foreign oppression and
enslavement. . . . The Nehru Government has no legal right to
announce its protectorate over Bhutan. The United Nations
should examine the matter. . ..

“Nehru and company are openly engineering a cleavage
between the different peoples in China, undermining their unity,
and interfering in China’s internal affairs by declaring in the
name of a foreign country that Tibet has never recognised Chi-
nese suzerainty. This is a grave unlawful act. . . .”’

10 “India and Anglo-American imperialism,’’ article in World
Culture, 16 September 1949 (Extracts)

The fact that the Anglo-American imperialist designs for the
annexation of Tibet are being carried out through the hands of
Nehru, of India, is specially of great educational significance
to the poples of China and of Southeast Asia.

“The India, of Nehru, attained ‘dominion status’ only two
years ago, and is not even formally independent, in the fullest
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sense of the word, But Nehru, riding behind the imperialists
whose stooge he is, actually considers himself the leader of the
Asian peoples. Into his slavish and bourgeois reactionary cha-
racter has now been instilled the beastly ambition for aggression,
and he thinks that his role as a hireling of imperialism makes
him an imperialist himself. He has announced that Bhutan is
an Indian protectorate, and now proceeds to declare that ‘Tibet
has never acknowledged China‘s suzerainty’ in order to carry
out his plot to create incidents in Tibet.

“Under the long standing influence of British imperialism,
the bourgeoisie of India, of whom Nehru is the representative,
have learned the ways of the imperialists, and are harbouring
intentions against Tibet and Sikkim as well as Bhutan. Fur-
thermore Nehru, to curry favours with his masters, the Anglo-
American.imperialists, is placing himself fully at their disposal,
and shamelessly holds himself as the pillar of the anti-commu-
nist movement in Asia.” . ..

As a rebel against the movement for national independence,
as a blackguard, who undermines the progress of the people’s
liberation movement, and as a loyal slave of imperialism, Nehru
has already been made the substitute of Chiang Kai-shek by the
imperialists. . . .

“Nehru’s betrayal of the national independence movement
and of the people’s liberation movement, like that of Chiang
Kai-shek who preceded him, once more testifies to the truth of
Lenin’s analysis of the various classes. Lenin said: ‘The bour-
geoisie are never stable in their support of the revolution, being
selfish and cowardly. As a group, the bourgeoisie cannot avoid
turning away from revolution to counter-revolution, to dictator-
ship.” Nehru has set his heart wholly on following in the
footsteps of Anglo-American imperialism, and is pursuing a
domestic and foreign policy, which betrays his country, and
undermines the interest of his people. It is no different from the
policy pursued by Chiang Kai-shek for 20 odd years. . . .

In his assumption of the role of the vanguard in the inter-
national gamble against the peoples of Asia, Nehru has commit-
ted a series of malicious intrigues, all following the victorious
march of the liberation movement of the Chinese people. As
early as in the days prior to India’s ‘independence,” Nehru had
called a Pan-Asian conference. In 1948, when Chang Chun
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visited Japan and the talk of a Pacific Union was in the air,
India and other British Dominions also stirred up the so-called
South-East Asian Union in support of the move of Chang Chun.
. .. .Early in 1949, Nehru called another Asian conference in
New Delhi, outwardly with the motive of mediating in the
Indonesian dispute, but actually for undertaking a preliminary
discussion of south-east Asian alliance. On February 28, 1949,
Nehru, nominally to mediate in the Burmese civil war, called a
conference of the British Dominions, the real purpose of which
was to discuss the strengthening of measures for the anti-
Communist alliance in south-east Asia. In March 1949,
Anthony Eden, Conservative British leader, under the super-
vision of the head of the Asiatic Affairs Section of the US
State Department, called a secret meeting in New Delhi to
discuss the ‘propaganda’ activities of Anglo-American imperial-
ism against the peoples of Asia. And so on up to the recent
act of Nehru in serving as the hireling of Anglo-American
imperialism in the attempt to invade Tibet, New Delhi has
consistently served as the centre of imperialist intrigues for the
obstruction and undermining of the people’s liberation move-
ments of Asia. The spearheads of these malicious intrigues are
directed against the great struggle put up by the peoples of
‘China, Viet Nam, Burma, Malaya and Indonesia. . . .

“The decadence of Nehru proves that nationalism he blabs
about is only the nationalism of the bourgeoisie, and it does
not even go so far as the nationalism of the bourgeoisie of the
‘West in the early davs of the capitalist revolution. This is
‘because this nationalism of Nehru cannot even achieve complete
national independence, and sells itself to imperialism as soon as
it is given a little concession by the latter.

““Only the Communist Party and the protetariat and peasant-
ty under its leadership will fight to the last. Only then will
complete independece and liberation be achieved and the nation
-delivered from feudalism and imperialism. The victory of the
‘Chinese people has brought dawn to the oppressed peoples of
Asia and sealed the fate of Nehru and betrayers of his ilk. The
‘Chiang Kai-sheks of India, Burma, Indonesia and others of

their ilk must march on the same road to death as Chiang Kai-
shek himself has already done.”
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11 ‘““An exposure of imperialist intrigues for aggression in
Tibet,”” article in New Construction (Shanghai),
22 September 1949 (Extract)

Their [Britain and America] thoughts now turn to Nehru, of
India. They hope to use India as their Asian base to resist the
new democracies of Asia. Tibet is the natural barrier to India.
They have earmarked Tibet, like Taiwan, as part of their defence
system. To preserve their rule over India, they must control
Tibet. This is the real purpose of imperialism.

12 Mao Tse-tung’s message to the Communist Party of India,
19 October 1949

I firmly believe that relying on the brave Communist Party
of India and the unity and struggle of all Indian patriots, India
will certainly not remain long under the yoke of imperialism
and its collaborators. Like free China, a free India will one
day emerge in the Socialist and People’s Democratic family;
that day will end the imperialist reactionary era in the history
of mankind.

13 Memorandum of conversation between Prime Minister Nehru
and US Ambassadors Warren R. Austin and Philip C. Jessup
of the US delegation at the United Nations, 19 October 1949
(Extracts)

The Prime Minister said . . . the situation in China did not
represent a real danger to India in the sense of external aggres-
sion which India was already strong enough to withstand but
was a danger in the degree to which Communist victories in
neighbouring countries encouraged the Communists in India
and led others to believe in the possibility of their success . . .

It was the Prime Minister’s opinion that the objective should
be to divert the Communists away from Moscow leadership as
quickly as possible . . . it was Nehru’s belief that Russia in any
event could not long dominate China and that a situation
*“‘stronger than a Titoism’ would grow up.
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14 “American imperialiém lays hands on a new slave,” com-
mentary by Ssu Mu in World Culture on Nehru's visit to
the United States, 28 October 1949 (Extracts)

The lavish honors accorded Nehru by the US surpass those ex-
tended to Quirino but this is not surprising . . ..

India, where Nehru is ruler, has a population of 340 millions,
is rich in resources, and is near the Soviet Union. The man
[Nehru] himself is also masquerading as a ‘nationalist’, which
places him politically on a higher plane than Quirino.

While Nehru has appealed through the American Congress
for aid to India in the form of machinery, technical and econo-
mic assistance, India is not without attraction for American
business . . .

With the economic crisis growing more imminent in the
United States, and with China lost as the hunting ground of
American imperialist exploitation because of the victory of the
Chinese people, the covetous eyes of Wall Street naturally
turn toward India, the country with 470 millions. The London
Daily Telegraph on September 29 reported that the Americans
are planning to invest in Indian railways and other industrial
enterprises. In accordance with his plan for assistance to the
under-developed nations, Truman is said to be considering assist-
ance to India to facilitate its electrification, and the development
of its irrigation systems. It is anticipated that the International
Bank, controlled by the United States, which has already lent
India US $34,000,000 to date, will extend further loans of US
$10,000,000 to assist in the agricultural development of that
country. The Indian Information Service, on the other hand,
reported that new loans from the International Bank might
reach the total of US $37,000,000. There seems no doubt, that
Nehru will devour the bait handed out by Truman in his so-
called ‘fourth plan’ of helping under-developed countries.”

Truman’s request to both India and Pakistan [in India-
Pakistan conflict over Kashmir] to abide by the UN Commis-
sion’s recommendations was ‘‘open interference with Asia’s
internal affairs’’ and that Nehru considered rejecting Trumans’
overtures last August when they were made . . .

The most important objective of Truman’s current summons
to Nehru to visit him is the desire to lay hands on a new stooge
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to replace Chiang Kai-shek, whose end has already arrived. The
victory of the Chinese people can no longer be checked. This
victory, moreover, will produce far-reaching repercussions on
the situation in Southeast Asia as a whole. In the face of this
threat, American imperialism is anxious to seek a comparatively
more efficient hireling as the tool to check the daily rising forces
for the liberation of the Asian peoples. Since in American eyes it
seems bad taste to sponsor Japan who is after all still an enemy,
and since Quirino is too incapable to assume the important role
expected of such a stooge, Nehru has naturally become the
favoured choice . . . .

In his address before the American Congress, Nehru has
already openly expressed his willingness to accept the role of
Principal Slave of American imperialism in the Far East in the
campaign against Communism . .. Itis likely that Acheson
suggested to Nehru that India not exhibit ‘““undue haste’” over
the question of recognition of New China.

Of course Nehru has been known to have advised the
Americans to adopt a realistic attitude toward New China, but
such must be considered only a gesture to raise his own status,
and cannot be expected to produce any influence over his pre-
sent mission to sell out the India nation to American imperial-
ism.

As a result of the many talks between Nehru and Truman
and Acheson, certain developments have taken place. ‘‘ American
imperialism has presented him [Nehru] with an effortless gift
by making India a member of the UN Security Council. And
prior to Nehru’s visit to the United States, the Indian delegation
to the Far Eastern Commission actually suggested the abroga-
tion of all Japanese indemnity payments. Nehru’s allegiance to
his new found master, American imperialism, is now beyond
doubt. After this audience with the overlord, Nehru’s loyalty to
the American imperialist cause is all the more consolidated.

Nehru’s collusion with American imperialism will only
aggravate the conflicts between American and British imperia-
lism, and expose the true face of Nehru himself as a slave of
foreign masters. The struggle of the Indian people against im-
perialism and against despotism will only become all the more
strengthened.
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15 Letter of Deputy Premier Vallabhbhai Patel to Jawaharlal
Nehru, 3 November 1949 (Extracts)

In China, the resistance of the Nationalists to the progress of
Communist armies has been rapidly collapsing. ... The Com-
munist victories in China are creating another problem. That is
the question of the recognition of the new regime and of the re-
percussions on the constitution of the Security Council . . . Both
in regard to China and Indo-China, it is quite clear that India’s
attitude will have a far-reaching effect on the attitude of other
countries. The British and the Americans have already told us
so. There is, however, a vital difference between the two coun-
tries. In China, we have a regime which seems to have esta-
blished itself in the public mind. In Indo-China, there is a pup-
pet regime installed against democratic forces.

The situation in Burma continues to be unsatisfactory. There
is no sign yet that the civil war is nearing its end or that Govern-
ment forces are definitely on the top of the insurgents. Neverthe-
less, the Commonwealth countries have decided to support the
present Burmese Government, as no alternative Government
capable of restoring law and order is in sight. Talks will shortly
open in Rangoon about the grant of financial assistance to the
Burmese Government. Our Ambassador will be associated with
such talks, but we have already made it clear to the UK
Government that our capacity to participate in any loan which
may ultimately be decided upon must be strictly limited. There
is no evidence yet that the Communist victories in China are
influencing the situation in the north of Burma. But such
victories will undoubtedly encourage the forces of disorder in
neighbouring countries and will encourage subversive elements
in fomenting troubles which they can exploit to their political
advantage. We have to guard against these forces and have to
be more vigilant as the Communist armies in China march down
south. Our eyes must, therefore, inevitably rest on our eastern
and north-eastern frontiers. We cannot afford to relax in our
efforts to seal off those frontiers against suspects and ill-disposed
foreigners. Tibet is likely to be another source of anxiety in the
coming months. China has never given up its claims of suzer-
ainty over Tibet. Hitherto, however, the preoccupations of the
Nationalist forces and the domestic quarrel between the Com-
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munist and the Nationalists have prevented any expansion south
or westwards into Tibet. With the liquidation of the Nationalists,
however, it is more than likely that the Communists will turn
their eyes towards Tibet, and try to establish a regime, either
Communistic or in sympathy with Communists. In either event,
the situation cannot but be a matter of serious concern to us.

16 Article by Wang Yu in World Culture, 2 December 1949
(Summary)

It charged that the Government of India ‘“‘resort to the use of
cruel force to suppress, detain and slaughter the peace-loving
people as a sign of their practice of democracy.” It described,
the Government of India’s desire to abolish landlordism and its
claim to have abolished the princely states as fake... Under
the leadership of the Communist Party of India, the peasants of
Hyderabad started an armed revolt, expelled the brutal princes
and created a rule by labourers and peasants. More than 2,500
villages were liberated and more than 100,000 mou of land were
given away to landless peasants. In the area covering 13,000
sq. miles 5,000,000 workers took their fate in their own hands.
The Central Governament of India, however, despatched a large
army to the aid of the former ruler of Hyderabad, in a punitive
campaign against the peasants. All terrorist measures are being
resorted to for the punishment of those taken prisoners. . .In
their efforts to prevent the people from coming into their own,
the rulers of India have concentrated their attention on the
vanguard of the people—the Communist Party of India. Ever
since independence, 25,000 Indian Communists, labour union
leaders, workers, warriors and peasants have been added to the
prison cells of India.

17 Letter of Deputy Prime Minister Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel
to Premier Jawaharlal Nehru about recogaition of China,
6 December 1949 (Extract)

It seems your intention is to recognise China soon after the
UNO session ends, even if it means that others are not ready
by then or are prepared to do so. My own feeling is that we do
not stand to gain anything substantial by giving a lead in the
matter and that, while recognition must come sooner or later,
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if we are somewhat late in the company of others, it would be
worthwhile delaying a bit. After all, whether as Members of
the Commonwealth or as Members of the UNO, if we can act
in mutual concert, it is better to do so than to act alone or
even with one or two other powers.

I have seen the Canadian reply to your message. They
would also like to wait until the Colombo consultations are
over. I feel myself that, if we can do so without sacrificing any
essential principle or point of our foreign policy, we might as
well do so.

In case, however, you feel that we must recognise China
earlier than others, I feel that we might have a discussion in the
Cabinet. After all, in such an important matter, it is only fair
to our Cabinet colleagues that we take them into confidence.

18 Prime Minister Nehru's reply to Patel’s letter of 6 December,
6 December 1949

The UN session ends within a week. There was no intention of
recognising the new regime in China immediately after the
session. But roughly the date given by us to the Commonwealth
Governments has been by Christmas time. You might have
noticed that the answers in the House of Commons went a little
beyond what I have said. In this matter the UK Government
is anxious to recognise China early and even before some of the
Commonwealth countries. During all our discussions in London
and elsewhere, it was recognised by others that it might be
desirable for India to accord recognition earlier than some of the
others, but in consultation with them. Our advisers are of opin-
ion that it would be definitely harmful to recognise them after
the Commonwealth countries have done so. It would mean that
we have no policy of our own, but follow the dictates of other
countries. Burma is anxious to recognise and is being held back
by us.

Canada entirely agreed with our viewpoint when we discuss-
ed it and indeed supported it before the USA. But because of
the USA, they felt that they might wait a little, even though the
UK might not.

The exact date does not matter. But it is rather important
that this should be done before the Colombo Conference. We



16 India, 1947-1980

are as a matter of fact in continuous consultation with the
ambassadors here as well as their respective countries and are
acting in concert with most of them and there is no feeling on
their part that we are acting independently.

If you like, I shall put it up before the Cabinet. But the
date depends on so many factors that it will have to be left
open. Most members of the Cabinet have hardly followed these
intricate conversations and consultations. But as you are inter-
ested, I shall of course consult you before taking any action.

19 Article by Hu Chin in World Culture, 9 December 1949
(Extract)

The reactionary Nehru Government naturally follows in the
wake of its British masters in the exhibition of anxiety over
Tibet . .“efforts are being made to give great importance to the
north and north-east frontiers of India. . . .the fate of the deca-
dent imperialists in Asia can no longer be saved by a handful of
quislings like Nehru, Thakin Nu, Bao Dai and Hatta, betrayers
of their respective countries. . .in India, the anti-imperialist
[Communist] movement continues to gain strength.”. . .

The Observer (Shanghai), said on April 11, 1950: “It is on
India that America has pinned her real hope. That is why the
US is giving priority to India in its Point Four and other schemes
of assistance.’”

20 Appeal to women in Asia and elsewhere issued by Asian
Women’s Conference held in Peking, 10-16 December 1949
(Extract)

Amita Devi, the delegate from India, said the women’s move-
ment there forms a part of the ‘““general struggle of the Indian
people for real independence.”. . .

After the war, when ‘‘the AIWC, many of whose leaders
became ministers, governors and ambassadors in the present
satellite government, took a positive stand against the tide of the
democratic women’s movement,”” women began to leave the
organization, and in November 1948, following a visit to India
by a WIDF commission, an All-India women’s convention was
held in Calcutta under the auspices of the West Bengal Women’s
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Self-Defense League and the foundation laid for the formation
of a “‘broad-based All-India women’s organization.”. . .

“The government of India is actually ruled by the repre-
sentatives of half a dozen plutocratic families who control bet-
ween them the greater part of the native industry, banks and
newspapers. These men and their gigantic trusts are directly
linked up with Anglo-American big business. . .

“This betrayal of the government has resulted in a rapid
deterioration in the material condition of the masses. . .

“While the whole of India is faced with famine, 50 per cent
of the financial expenditure of the government has been greared
to the maintenance of police and military.

‘““Against these monumental crimes of the Indian govern-
ment, the people of India have risen. . .

21 Press communique on India’s decision to establish diplomatic
relations with China, 30 December 1949

In October last, the Government of India received a communi-
cation from the Forcign Minister to the Government of the
People’s Republic of China, expressing their desire to enter into
diplomatic relations with India on the basis of the principles of
equality, mutual interests and mutual respect for sovereign and
territorial rights. Having considered this communication and
taken note of subsequent developments, the Government of
India have intimated to the new Government of China their
willingness to establish diplomatic relations with them.

22 Statement by the spokesman of the Chinese Foreign Ministry
regarding “Good Will Missions’’ of Lhasa Authorities,
20 January 1950 (Extracts)

Tibet is the territory of the People’s Republic of China. This is
a fact which is known to everybody in the world and which has
never been denied by anybody. Since this is the case, the
Lhasa authorities, of course, have no right to arbitrarily send
out any “mission” and still more, to prove Tibet’s ‘“‘independ-
ence’’.

Since the “independence’ of Tibet has to be publicized to
the government of the United States, Britain, India and Nepal,
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and has to be announced by the United Press of America, it is
not difficult to see that, if the content of such news isnot a
United Press fabrication, it is at most merely a puppet show
directed by American imperialism and its accomplices who are
invading Tibet. . . .

If...the Lhasa authorities send representatives to Peking
to negotiate on the question of peaceful settlement of Tibet,
then such representatives will be received. If this is not the
case, if the Lhasa authorities violate the will of the Tibetan
people, if they obey the orders of the imperialist aggressors and
send out illegal ““missions’’ to engage in splitting and traitorous
activities, then the Central People’s Government of China will
not tolerate such traitorous actions of the Lhasa authorities.
Any country receiving such illegal ‘“missions’” will be regarded

as harbouring hostile intentions towards the People’s Republic
of China.

23 Annual Report of India’s Ministry of External Affairs for the
year 1949-50, 2 March 1950 (Extract)

The Government of India accorded de jure recognition to the
new Government of China on the 30th December 1949 and
agreement has been reached with the Chinese People’s Govern-
ment to establish diplomatic relations. Discussions on prelimi-
nary and procedural matters, connected with the establishment
of diplomatic missions, are now being conducted by the Indian
Charge d’Affaires in China with the new Government.

Sinkiang was taken over peacefully by the Central People’s
Government of China on the 26th September 1949. This has
resulted in an influx of about 700 refugees into India. Transit
facilities are being afforded to them; and the Indian Red Cross
has also given them relief.

24 Article by the Editorial Board of the Observer Magazine
(Kwan Cha), 11 April 1950 (Extracts)

The United States, fearing that the emergence of the new China
will lead to similar movements elsewhere in Asia, is planning

to establish an ‘“‘anti-Communist zone for the encirclement and
blockade of China’. . ..
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The zone will extend from the Aleutian Islands to India,
covering South Korea, Japan, Okinawa, Taiwan, The Philippi-
nes, Indo-China, Siam, Indonesia and Burma.

America’s hostility to new China ‘‘was most concretely ex-
pressed in the ‘recognition’ issue’’ when it attempted to line up
Britain and France in a common front to ‘“‘boycott the Chinese
people.”’ This plan failed because Britain’s trade interests and
India’s adjacent geographical position led those countries to
early recognition of the new government. More recently, the
US again ‘‘manifested her hostility” over the question of
Chinese representation in the United Nations. . . .

In the southern Pacific, a ‘“Southeast Asia Alliance’ is In
the making which will be under the ‘‘nominal leadership of
India, outwardly British, but actually loyal to America.”” While
the British countries are somewhat cool to this scheme, “the
American dollar is expected finally to work the trick’ through
military aid and Point Four Program assistance to the countries
in Southeast Asia. . ..

25 Peking Radio broadcast, 13 May 1950 (Extract)

The American Government and the reactionary clique of the
Indian Government are now conspiring an imperialistic expan-
sion into a territory under the authority of the Chinese Govern-
ment—namely, the Province of Tibet.

According to a despatch from New Delhi, the American
Ambassador to New Delhi, Mr Loy Henderson, has reached an
agreement with the Indian Government. They agreed that the
US Government would send weapons such as rifles, machine
guns, and so forth, to Calcutta. From Calcutta the weapons
would be carried into Tibet over the mountain roads.

The agreement also says that the weapons and other war
materials from the US Government will be exempted from ins-
pections inside Indian territory. The weapons will be entrusted
to an American mission which is fully equipped.

These American imperialists and their fellow conspirators
are attempting to prevent the peoples’ forces from liberating
Tibet and to convert the territory into a colonial domain.
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26 ““The Constitutions of India and China,”’ Article by Mervyn
Jones in Eastern World reprinted in China Weekly Review
(Shanghai), 1 July 1950 (Extracts)

Shanghai Editors Note: A comparison of the two (constitutions) indi-
cates that the Chinese Common Program, with its concern over social
and economic rights, will hold more appeal for the rest of Asia.

The emergence of independent India and of Communist China
are obviously the foremost events of our decade in Asia, and
some would say in the world. But our comparison (of the two
constitutions) is apt and instructive in another sense. The Indian
constitution, phrase and spirit, is the latest of that long line of
documents which stem from the Philadelphia of 1776, which
emphasize individual liberty at the expense of social welfare
and neat, stable government at the expense of dynamic change.
The Chinese Common Program, though it has specifically Chi-
nese features, is the most important derivative of the Constitution
of the USSR. So these sober articles are weapons in the dra-
matic conflict for the soul of Asia. On one side stand the ideas
of Rousseau and Washington which Pandit Nehru learned at
Harrow, on the other the ideas of Marx and Lenin which Mao
Tse-tung meditated and adopted in the years of preparation at
Yenan.

27 Statement by Indian representative B.N. Rau in the UN
General Assembly, 19 September 1950 (Extracts)

My delegation has given notice of a draft resolution, copies
of which have, I believe, already been circulated to all members
of the United Nations. The draft resolution [A/1365] reads as
follows:

“The General Assembly,

“Noting that the Republic of China isa Member of the
United Nations and of various organs thereof,

“Considering that the obligations of a member under the
Charter of the United Nations can not be carried out except
by a Government which, with a reasonable expectancy of per-
manence, actually exercises control over the territory of that
Member and commands the obedience of its people.

“Recognizing that the Central Government of the People’s
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Republic of China is the only such government functioning in
the Republic of China as now constituted.

““Decides that the aforesaid Central Government through
its Head, or its Minister for Foreign Affairs, or its accredited
representatives as the case may be, shall be entitled to repre-
sent the Republic of China in the General Assembly and

**Recommends that the other organs of the United Nations
adopt similar resolutions.”’

I am well aware that it is unusual, not to say unprecedented,
for the General Assembly to deal with a resolution at so early
stage, but the circumstances are also unprecedented.

I understand that two sets of credentials have been received
from two different authorities in respect of the Republic of
China. . .

Which of two governments claiming to represent the Re-
public of China is the government entitled to issue credentials?
This is a question which has been engaging the attention of
various organs of the United Nations for the last eight or nine
months without receiving a final answer, and it is not to be
expected that the Credentials Committee would be able to
answer it. In all probability the Credentials Committee would
report that this important and difficult question had arisen and
then leave it to the General Assembly to decide under rule 29
of our rules of procedure. . .

The question is one relating to credentials—that is to say,
whether the credentials emanate from the proper sources, from
the right government—and should therefore, be disposed of
without delay. In the view to my delegation it should be dealt
with as early as possible and a decision arrived at while the
atmosphere of the General Assembly is calm and the tempera-
ture not too high.

28 Another statement by Indian representative B.N. Rau in the
General Assembly, 19 September 1950 (Extracts)

India recognized the new Central People’s Government of
China towards the end of last year and, ever since then, it has
consistently followed the logical consequences of that recogni-
tion. . . Our advocacy of the claims of new China to be repre-
sented in the United Nations and its organs began a long time
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ago, began before the present Korean conflict and is in no way
connected with it.

Why did we recognise the new Government of China ? For
a variety of reasons, the main reason being that, according to
the best of our knowledge and information, it is a sound and
stable government. . .

~ The Republic of China is a Member of the United Nations
and a permanent member of the Security Council, and as such
that Republic has a number of obligations laid upon it by the
Charter of the United Nations. Who is to fulfil them? A State
cannot fulfil obligations except through some government, and
obviously only a government exercising effective control over
the territory and the people of the Republic of China can
fulfil the obligation laid upon the Republic of China. That
seems to us to be self-evident and, so far as India 1s aware,
the Central Government of the People’s Republic of China is
the only government that exercises this control. Therefore, that
is the government that can discharge China’s duties and obliga-
tions under the Charter.

But how can we require the fulfilment of these obligations
and yet deny that government its rights under the Charter, one
of which is the right to be represented in the United Nations?
To deny rights and, in the same breath, to insist on obligations
is clearly illogical and inconsistent.

The question is sometimes asked how can we possibly seat
here the representative of a puppet communist government?
There is a double fallacy here. According to our information,
and we have quite good sources of information so far as the
new Government of China is concerned, that government is a
national coalition representing all sections of the nation, in-
cluding some members of the Kuomintang, pledged to work a
common programme of democratic advance. In our view, it is
an independent government. . .

Let us assume that the new Government of China is a com-
munist government. Surely, the United Nations is a world orga-
nization to which there is room for different systems of govern-
ment, with different policies and ideals. The United Nations
was not intended to be a group of nations all thinking one
way and excluding everybody else. So long as a nation of 475
million people remains outside a world organization that orga-
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nization cannot be regarded as fully representative.

India has historical and almost immemorial ties of culture
and friendship with China. For us, situated as we are and
where we are, the friendship of China is desirable and natural.
We wish to do everything possible to promote the friendly rela-
tions that now prevail between us, because we feel that a free
and independent China marching with India will be the most
effective stabilizing factor in Asia.

It is for these reasons that I commend my draft resolution
to the favourable consideration of the General Assembly.

29 Announcement by the Spokesman of the Chinese Foreign
Ministry regarding UN General Assembly’s refusal to allow
the Chinese delegate to join the General Assembly,

25 September 1950 (Extracts)

The Chinese people warmly welcome the efforts made by
Indian and Russian delegates at the U.N. General Assembly.
The proposal by Indian and Russian delegates at the U.N.
General Assembly is completely right and legal. U.N. General
Assembly objection to the proposal by Indian and Russian
delegates refusing our delegate to join U.N. and other organi-
sations belonging to U.N.is completely without reason and
completely illegal. Chinese people cannot accept this resolution
which has destroyed the U.N. Charter. ..

At the same time we point out some countries have announc-
ed their willingness to establish diplomatic relations with
China—although they have supported the Indian proposal to
invite the Chinese delegation to join the United Nations, but
they refused to support the Russian proposal to expel the illegal
‘““delegate” of Kuomintang reactionary remnant group. The
Chinese people continuously and closely watch these countries
attitude in the United Nations for the contradictory attitude in
words and deeds.

30 Indian memorandum to China on the question of Tibet,
21 October 1950

The Central People’s Government are fully aware of the views
of the Government of India on the adjustment of Sino-Tibetan
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relations. It is, therefore, not necessary to repeat that their
interest is solely in a peaceful settlement of the issue. My
Government are also aware that the Central People’s Govern-
ment have been following a policy of negotiations with the
Tibetan authorities. It has, however, been reported that some
military action has taken place or is about to take place, which
may affect the peaceful outcome of these negotiations.

The Government of India would desire to point out that a
military action at the present time against Tibet will give those
countries in the world which are unfriendly to China a handle
for anti-Chinese propaganda at a crucial and delicate juncture
in international affairs. The Central People’s Government must
be aware that opinion in the United Nations has been steadily
veering round to the admission of China into that organisation
before the close of the present session. The Government of
India feel that military action on the eve of a decision by the
Assembly will have serious consequences and will give powerful
support to those who are opposed to the admission of the
People’s Government to the United Nations and the Security
Council.

At the present time when international situation is so deli-
cate, any move that is likely to be interpreted as a disturbance
of peace may prejudice the position of China in the eyes of the
world. The Government of India’s firm conviction is that one
of the principal conditions for the restoration of a peaceful
atmosphere is the recognition of the position of the People’s
Republic of China, and its association with the work of the
United Nations. They feel that an incautious move at the
present time, even in a matter which is within its own sphere,
will be used by those who are unfriendly to China to prejudice
China’s case in the United Nations and generally before neutral
opinion. The Government of India attach the highest impor-
tance to the earliest settlement of the problem of Chinese
representation in international organization and have been
doing everything in their power to bring it to a successful con-
clusion. They are convinced that the position of China will be
weakened if through military action in Tibet those who are
opposed to China’s admission are now given a chance to mis-
represent China’s peaceful aims.

B The Government of India feel that the time factor is
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extremely important. In Tibet there is not likely to be any
serious military opposition, and any delay in settling the matter
will not, therefore, affect Chinese interests or a suitable final
solution. The Government of India’s interest in this matter is,
as we have explained before, only to see that the admission of
the People’s Government to the United Nations is not again
postponed due to causes which could be avoided and further
that, if possible, a peaceful solution is followed where military
action may cause unrest and disturbance on her own borders.

31 Indian note to China on the question of Tibet, 28 October
1950

We have seen with great regret reports in newspapers of official
statement made in Peking to the effect that ‘“‘People’s Army
units have been ordered to advance into Tibet’’. We have
received no, repeat no, intimation of it from your Ambassador
here or from our Ambassador in Peking. We have been
repeatedly assured of the desire of the Chinese Government to
settle the Tibetan problem by peaceful means and negotiations.
In the interview which India’s Ambassador had recently with
the Vice-Foreign Minister, the latter while reiterating the resolve
of the Chinese Government to ‘‘liberate’® Tibet had expressed
continued desire to do so by peaceful means We informed the
Chinese Government through our Ambassador of the Decision
of the Tibetan Delegation to proceed to Peking immediately to
start negotiations. This Delegation actually left Delhi yesterday
(25th). In view of these facts, the decision to order the advance
of China’s troops into Tibet appears to us most surprising and
regrettable. We realise there has been delay in Tibetan Dele-
gation proceeding to Peking. This delay was caused in the first
instance by inability to obtain visas for Hong Kong, for which
the Delegation was in no way responsible. Subsequently, the
Delegation came back to Delhi because of the wishes of the
Chinese Government that preliminary negotiations should first
be conducted in Delhi, with the Chinese Ambassador. Owing
to lack of knowledge on the part of the Tibetan Delegation of
dealing with other countries and the necessity of obtaining
instructions from their government, who in turn had to consult
their assemblies, certainly further delay took place. The Govern-
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ment of India do not believe any foreign influence hostile to
China has been responsible for the delay in the Delegation’s
departure.

Now that the invasion of Tibet has been ordered by Chinese
Government, peaceful negotiations can hardly be synchronised
with it and there will naturally be fear on part of Tibetans that
negotiations will be under duress. In the present context of
world events the invasion by Chinese troops of Tibet cannot but
be regarded as deplorable and, in the considered judgment of
the Government of India, not in the interests of China or of
peace. The Government of India can only express their deep
regret that in spite of the friendly and disinterested advice
repeatedly tendered by them, the Chinese Government should
have decided to seek a solution of the problems of their rela-
tions with Tibet by force instead of by the slower and more
enduring methods of peaceful approach.

32 Chinese reply to the memorandum and note of India on the
question of Tibet, 30 October 1950

The Central People’s Government of the People’s Republic of
China would like to make it clear: Tibet is an integral part of
Chinese territory, the problem of Tibet is entirely a domestic
problem of China. The Chinese People’s Liberation Army
must enter Tibet, liberate the Tibetan people, and defend the
frontiers of China. This is the resolved policy of the Central
People’s Government. The Central People’s Government has
repeatedly expressed the hope that the problem of Tibet may
be solved by peaceful negotiations, and it welcomes, therefore,
the delegation of the local authorities of Tibet to come to
Peking at an early date to proceed with peaceful negotiations.
Yet the Tibetan Delegation, under outside instigation has
intentionally delayed the date of its departure to Peking. The
Central People’s Government, however, has not abandoned its
desire to proceed with peaceful negotiations. But regardless of
whether the local authorities of Tibet wish to proceed with
peaceful negotiations, and whatever results may be achieved
by negotiations, the problem of Tibet is a domestic problem of
the People’s Republic of China and no foreign interference
shall be tolerated.
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In particular, the problem of Tibet and the problem of the
participation of the People’s Republic of China in the United
Nations are two entirely unrelated problems. If those countries
hostile to China attempt to utilize as an excuse the fact that
the Central People’s Government of the People’s Republic of
China is exercising its sovereign rights in its territory Tibet,
and threatens to obstruct the participation of the People’s
Republic of China in the United Nations organisation, it is
then. but another demonstration of the unfriendly and hostile
attitude of such countries towards China.

Therefore, with regard to the viewpoint of the Government
of India on what it regards as deplorable, the Central People’s
Government of the People’s Republic of China cannot but
consider it as having been affected by foreign influences hostile
to China in Tibet and hence expresses its deep regret.

33 Indian note to China on the question of Tibet, 1 November
1950

The Government of India have read with amazement the state-
ment in the last paragraph of the Chinese Government’s reply
that the Government of India’s representation to them was
affected by foreign influences hostile to China and categorically
repudiate it. At no time has any foreign influences been brought
to bear upon India in regard to Tibet. In this, as other matters,
the Government of India’s policy has been entirely independent
and directed solely towards a peaceful settlement of interna-
tional disputes and avoidance of anything calculated to increase
the present deplorable tensions in the world.

2. The Government of China are equally mistaken in think-
ing that the Tibetan Delegation’s departure to Peking was
delayed by outside instigation. In their previous communications
the Government of India have explained at some length the
reasons why the Tibetan Delegation could not proceed to
Peking earlier. They are convinced that there has been no
possibility of foreign instigation.

3. It is with no desire to interfere or to gain any advantage
that the Government of India have sought earnestly that a
settlement of the Tibetan problem should be effected by peace-
ful negotiations, adjusting legitimate Tibetan claim to autonomy
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within the framework of Chinese suzeranity. Tibetan autonomy
is a fact, which, judging from reports that they have received
from the Indian Ambassador in China and also from other
sources, the Chinese Government were themselves willing to
recognise and foster. The Government of India’s repeated sug-
gestions that Chinese suzerainty over Tibet and Tibetan auto-
nomy should be reconciled by peaceful negotiations were not,
as the Chinese Government seem to suggest, unwarranted inter-
ference in China’s internal affairs, but well-meant advice by a
friendly government which has a natural interest in the solution
of problems concerning its neighbours by peaceful methods.

4. Wedded as they are to ways of peace, the Government of
India had been gratified to learn that the Chinese Government
was also desirous to effect a settlement in Tibet through peace-
ful negotiations. Because of this the Government of India ad-
vised the Tibetan Government to send their Delegation to
Peking, and were glad that this advice was accepted. In the
interchange of the communications which had been taking place
between the Government of India and the Government of
China, the former had received repeated assurances that a peace-
ful settlement was aimed at. In the circumstances, the surprise
of the Government of India was all the greater when they learnt
that military operations had been undertaken by the Chinese
Government against a peaceful people. There has been no
allegation that there has been any provocation or any resort to
non-peaceful methods on the part of the Tibetans. Hence there
is no justification whatever for such military operations against
them. Such a step involving an attempt to impose a decision by
force, could not possibly be reconciled with a peaceful settle-
ment. In view of these developments, the Government of India
are no longer in a position to advise the Tibetan Delegation to
proceed to Peking, unless the Chinese Government think it fit
to order their troops to halt their advance into Tibet and thus
give a chance for peaceful negotiations.

5. Every step that the Government of India have taken in
recent months has been to check the drift to war all over the
world. In doing so, they have often been misunderstood and
criticised, but they have adhered to their policy regardless of
the displeasure of great nations. They cannot help thinking
early operations by the Chinese Government against Tibet have
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greatly added to the tensions to the world and to the drift to-
wards general war, which they are sure the Government of
China also wish to avoid.

6. The Government of India have repeatedly made it clear
that they have no political or territorial ambitions in Tibet and
they do not seek any novel privileged position for themselves or
for their nationals in Tibet. At the same time they have pointed
out that certain rights have grown out of usage ana agreements
which are natural between neighbours with close cultural and
commercial relations. These relations have found cxpression in
the presence of an agent of the Government of India in Lhasa,
the existence of trade agencies at Gyantse and Yatung and the
maintenance of post and telegraph office on the trade route up
to Gyantse. For protection of this trade route a small military
escort has been stationed at Gyantse for over 40 years. The
Government of India are anxious that these establishments,
which are to the mutual interests of India and Tibet, and do not
detract in any way from Chinese suzerainty over Tibet, should
continue. The personnel at the Lhasa Mission and the agencies
at Gyantse and Yatung have accordingly been instructed to
stay at their posts.

7. It has been the basic policy of the Government of India
to work for friendly relations between India and China, both
countries recognising each other’s sovereignty, territorial integ-
rity and mutual interests. Recent developments in Tibet have
affected these friendly relations and interest of peace all over
the world; this the Government of India deeply regret. In con-
clusion the Government of India can only express their earnest
hope that the Chinese Government will still prefer the methods
of peaceful negotiations and settlement to a solution under
duress and by force.

34 Letter from Deputy Premier Vallabhbhai Patel to Jawaharlal
Nehru, 7 November 1950 (Extracts)

The Chinese Government have tried to delude us by professions
of peaceful intentions. My own feeling is that ata crucial
period they managed to instil into our Ambassador a false
sense of confidence in their so-called desire to settle the Tibetan
problem by peaceful means. There can be no doubt that during



30 India, 1947-1980

the period covered by this correspondence the Chinese must
have been concentrating for an onslaught on Tibet. The final
action of the Chinese, in my judgment, is little short of perfidy.
The tragedy of it is that the Tibetans put faith in us; they chose
to be guided by us; and we have been unable to get them out
of the meshes of Chinese diplomacy or Chinese malevolence.
From the latest position, it appears that we shall not be able to
rescue the Dalai Lama. Our Ambassador has been at great
pains to find an explanation or justification for Chinese policy
and actions. As the External Affairs Ministry remarked in one
of their telegrams, there was a lack of firmness and unnecessary
apology in one or two representations that he made to the
Chinese Government on our behalf. It is impossible to imagine
any sensible person believing in the so-called threat to China
from Anglo-American machinations in Tibet. Therefore, if the
Chinese put faith in this, they must have distrusted us so com-
pletely as to have taken us as tools or stooges of Anglo-
American diplomacy or strategy. This feeling, if genuinely enter-
tained by the Chinese in spite of your direct approaches to
them, indicates that even though we regard ourselves as friends
of China the Chinese do not regard us as their friends. With
the Communist mentality of “whoever is not with them being
against them,” this is a significant pointer, of which we have to
take due note. During the last several months, outside the
Russian camp, we have practically been alone in championing
the case of Chinese entry into the UNO and in securing from
the Americans assurances on the question of Formosa. We
have done everything we could to assuage Chinese feelings, to
allay its apprehensions and to defend its legitimate claims in
our discussions and correspondence with America and Britain
and in the UNO. In spite of this, China is not convinced about
our disinterestedness; it continues to regard us with suspicion
and the whole psychology is one, at least outwardly, of scepti-
cism, perhaps mixed with a little hostility. I doubt if we can go
any further than we have done already to convince China of
our good intentions, friendliness and goodwill. In Peking we
have an Ambassador who is eminently suitable for puting across
the friendly point of view. Even he seems to have failed to
convert the Chinese. Their last telegram to us is an act of
gross discourtesy not only in the summary way it disposes of
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our protest against the entry of Chinese forces into Tibet but
also in the wild insinuation that our attitude is determined by
foreign influences. It looks as though it is not a friend speaking
in that language but a potential enemy.

3. In the background of this, we have to consider what new
situation now faces us as a result of the disappearance of Tibet,
as we knew it, and the expansion of China almost up to our
gates. Throughout history we have seldom been worried about
our north-east frontier. The Himalayas have been regarded as
an impenetrable barrier against any threat from the north.
We had a friendly Tibet which gave us no trouble. The Chinese
were divided. They had their own domestic problems and never
bothered us about our frontiers. In 1914, we entered into a
convention with Tibet which was not endorsed by the Chinese.
We seem to have regarded Tibetan autonomy as extending to
independent treaty relationship. Presumably, all that we re-
quired was Chinese counter-signature. The Chinese interpreta-
tion of suzerainty seems to be different. We can, therefore,
safely assume that very soon they will disown all the stipulations
which Tibet has entered into with us in the past. That throws into
the melting pot all frontier and commercial setilements with Tibet
on which we have been functioning and acting during the last
half a century. China is no longer divided. It is united and strong.
All along the Himalayas in the north and north-east, we have
on our side of the frontier a population ethnologically and cul-
turally not different from Tibetans or Mongoloids. The un-
defined state of the frontier and the existence on our side of a
population with its affinities to Tibetans or Chinese have all the
elements of potential trouble between China and ourselves.
Recent and bitter history also tells us that communism is no
shield against imperialism and that the Communists are as good
or as bad imperialists as any other. Chinese ambitions in this
respect not only cover the Himalayan slopes on our side but also
include important parts of Assam. They have their ambitions in
Burma also. Burma has the added difficulty that it has no
McMahon Line round which to build up even the semblance
of an agreement. Chinese irredentism and Communist imper-
ialism are different from the expansionism or imperialism of
the Western Powers. The former has a cloak of ideology which
makes it ten times more dangerous. In the guise of ideological
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expansion lie concealed racial, national or historical claims. The
danger from the north and north-east, therefore, becomes both
communist and imperialist. While our western and north-western
threat to security is still as prominent as before, a new threat
has developed from the north and north-east. Thus, for the first
time, after centuries, India’s defence has to concentrate itself
on two fronts simultaneously. Our defence measures have so
far been based on the calculations of a superiority over Pakistan.
In our calculations we shall now have to reckon with Commu-
nist China in the north and in the north-east, a Communist
China which has definite ambitions and aims and which does
not, in any way, seem friendly disposed towards us.

4. Let us also consider the political conditions on this poten-
tially troublesome frontier. Our northern or north-eastern ap-
proaches consist of Nepal, Bhutan, Sikkim,the Darjeeling [area]
and tribal areas in Assam. From the point of view of commu-
nications, they are weak spots. Continuous defensive lines do
not exist. There is almost an unlimited scope for infiltration.
Police protection is limited at a very small number of passes.
There, too, our outposts do not seem to be fully manned. The
contact of these areas with usis by no means close and intimate.
The people inhabiting these portions have no established loyalty
or devotion to India. Even the Darjeeling and Kalimpong areas
are not free from pro-Mongoloid prejudices. During the last
three years we have not been able to make any appreciable
approaches to the Nagas and other hill tribes in Assam. Euro-
pean missionaries and other visitors had been in touch with
them, but their influence was in no way friendly to India or
Indians. In Sikkim, there was political ferment some time ago.
It is quite possible that discontent is smouldering there. Bhutan
is comparatively quiet, but its affinity with Tibetans would be a
handicap. Nepal has a weak oligarchic regime based almost
entirely on force; it is in conflict with a turbulent element of
the population as well as with enlightened ideas of the modern
age. In these circumstances, to make people alive to the new
danger or to make them defensively strongis a very difficult
task indeed and that difficulty can be got over only by enlighte-
ned firmness, strength and a clear line of policy. I am sure the
Chinese and their source of inspiration, Soviet Russia, would
not miss any opportunity of exploiting these weak spots, partly
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in support of their ideology and partly in support of their
ambitions. In my judgment, therefore, the situation is one in
which we cannot afford either to be complacent or to be vacilla-
ting. We must have a clear idea of what we wish to achieve and
also of the methods by which we should achieve it. Any
faltering or lack of decisiveness in formulating our objectives
or in pursuing our policy to attain those objectives is bound to
weaken us and increase the threats which are so evident.

5. Side by side with these external dangers, we shall now
have to face serious internal problems as well. . . Hitherto, the
Communist Party of India has found some difficulty in contact-
ing Communists abroad, or in getting supplies of arms, litera-
ture, etc. from them. They had to contend with the difficult
Burmese and Pakistan frontiers on the east or with the long
seaboard. They shall now have a comparatively easy means of
access to Chinese Communists and through them to other fore-
ign Communists. Infiltration of spies, fifth columnists and com-
munists would now be easier. Instead of having to deal with
isolated Communist pockets in Telengana and Warangal we may
have to deal with Communist threats to our security along our
northern and north-eastern frontiers where, for supplies of arms
and ammunition, they can safcly depend on Communist arsenals
in China. The whole situation thus raises a number of problems
on which we must come to an early decision so that we can
as I said earlier, formulate the objectives of our policy and
decide the methods by which those objectives are to be attained.
It is also clear that the action will have to be fairly compre-
hensive, involving not only our defence strategy and state of
preparations but also problems of internal security to deal with
which we have not a moment to lose. We shall also have to
deal with administrative and political problems in the weak
spots along the frontier to which I have already referred. . .

6. It is, of course, impossible for me to be exhaustive in
setting out all these problems. I am, however, giving below,
some of the problems which, in my opinion, require early solu-
tion and round which we have to build our administrative or
military policies and measures to implement them.

(a) A military and intelligence appreciation of the Chinesc
threat to India both on the frontier and to internal
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security.

(b) An examination of our miiitary position and such re-
disposition of our forces as might be necessary, particul-
arly with the idea of guarding important routes or areas
which are likely to be the subject of dispute.

{(c) An appraisement of the strength of our forces and, if
necessary, reconsideration of our retrenchment plans for
the Army in the light of these new threats.

(d) A long-term consideration of our defence needs. My
own feeling is that, unless we assure our supplies of
arms, ammunition and armour, we should be making
our defence position perpetually weak and we would not
be able to stand up to the double threat of difficulties
both from the west and north-west and north and north-
east.

{e) The question of Chinese entry into UNO. In view of the
rebuff which China has given us and the method which
it has followed in dealing with Tibet, I am doubtful
whether we can advocate its claims any longer. There
would probably be a threat in the UNO virtually to
outlaw China in view of its active participation in the
Korean war. We must determine our attitude on this
question also.

{f) The political and administrative steps which we should
take to strengthen our snorthern and north-eastern
frontiers. This would include the whole of the border, i.e.
Nepal, Bhutan, Sikkim, Darjeeling and the tribal terri-
tory in Assam.

{g) Measures of internal security in the border areas as well
as the States flanking those areas, such as UP, Bihar,
Bengal and Assam,

(h) Improvement of our communications, road, rail, airand
wireless, in these areas and with the frontier outposts.

(i) Policing and intelligence of frontier posts.

(j) The future of our mission at Lhasa and the trade posts
at Gyangtse and Yatung and the forces which we have
in operation in Tibet to guard the trade routes.

(k) The policy in regard to the McMahon Line.

5. These are some of the questions which occur to my mind.
Tt is possible that a consideration of these matters may lead us
into wider questions of our relationship with China, Russia,
America, Britain and Burma. This, however, would be of a
general nature, though some might be basically very important,
€.g. we might have to consider whether we should not enter
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into closer association with Burma in order to strengthen the
latter in its dealings with China. I do not rule out the possibility
that, before applying pressure on us, China might appl y pressure
on Burma. With Burma, the frontier is entirely undefined and
the Chinese territorial claims are more substantial. In its present
position, Burma might offer an easier problem for China and,
therefore, might claim its first attention.

6. 1 suggest that we meet early to have a general discussion
on these problems and decide on such steps as we might think
to be immediately necessary and direct quick examination of
other problems with a view to taking early measures to deal
with them.

35 A note by the States Ministry of India on new problems of
internal security caused by Chinese occupation of Tibet,
November 1950 (Extracts)

Soviet Russia now feels that India will be more swayed by the
influence of China than of Russia and Mao Tse-tung will make
a better leader for the Indian masses than even Stalin can. It is
with this object that the Peking Liaison Burecau was established
last year, that Mao Tse-tung has been given a dominating voice
in the affairs of India and the Far East and that the Indian
Communists have been told by numerous Communist publi-
cations, as well as by the Cominform, in clear unambiguous
words, to follow the China way to victory. If therefore the occu-
pation of Tibet by the Communist forces gives to world Com-
munism any strategical and tactical advantage of furthering the
cause of Communism in India, all such advantages will be ex-
ploited legally and illegally to the fullest extent without any
consideration for international conventions even though the
Chinese Government may continue to remain superficially in the
friendliest terms with the Indian Government. And the occu-
pation of Tibet by the Chinese Communists does open up vast
possibilities for creating internal disorders and disruptions with-
in India.

Up till now India’s northern frontier from Ladakh in the
west to the Sadiya Hill Tracts in the east has been free from any
dangers of external invasion or from even any subversive move-
ments fostered by external forces. With Tibet as a weak and
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autonomous country, giving many facilities to India which no
other independent country would give, India could rightly feel
absolutely secure about its northern frontier and this sense of
security was reflected in the past in all the policies followed with
respect to this northern frontier and actions taken for its security
in these areas and on the understanding that no danger would
come to India from the north very little security measures have
been taken which in the altered circumstances will be found to
be completely inadequate.

With an aggressive Chinese Communist Government in Tibet,
intent on furthering the creed of International Communism in
India and holding the belief that world Communism and so
Communism in China can never be safe unless India becomes a
Communist country and following the basic Communist creed
that the International proletariat (which in other words means
the Soviet and the Chinese Governments) must assist the peoples
of all colonial countries (which include India) in their fight for
national liberation (which in India means the overthrow of the
Nehru Government), every method will be adopted to disrupt
the integrity of India and what will be more opportune and easy
than to foster trouble in these frontier areas where India’s ad-
ministrative control is not strong and where her cultural in-
fluence is less.

With China on India’s long unguarded frontier, the Indian
Communists will be in a good position to get help by way of
supply to arms, by the infiltration of trained agents and by
direct contact with the Chinese Communists. The Indian Com-
munists have been badly mauled during the last 2} years and
they are passing through a difficult period and there is definite
information that they are wanting direct guidance from foreign
Communists. So far attempts to make such contacts have to a
great extent been countered by Governmental action, but with
China strongly entrenched in Tibet it will be extremely difficult
to stop this contact. With the commencement of trouble in the
frontier areas where India’s armed forces will have to be moved,
more Telengana struggles will be launched in India itself so as
to dissipate India’s armed forces by wide dispersal.
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36 Proclamation on Tibet issued jointly by the Southwest
Military and Administrative Committee and the People’s
Liberation Army Southwest Military Command, 9 November
1950

With serious concern for the people of Tibet, who have suffered
long years of oppression under the American and British impe-
rialists and Chiang Kai-shek’s reactionary government, Chair-
man Mao Tse-tung of the Central People’s Government and
Commander-in-Chief Chu Teh of the People’s Liberation Army
ordered the PILA troops to enter Tibet for the purpose of assist-
ing the Tibetan people to free themselves from oppression
forever.

“All the Tibetan people, including all lamas, should now
create a solid unity to give the PLA adequate assistance in rid-
ding Tibet of imperialist influence and establishing regional
self-government for the Tibetan people. They should, at the
same time, build fraternal relations, on the basis of friendship
and mutual help, with other nationalities within the country and
together construct a new Tibet within New China.

“With the entry of the PL A into Tibet, the life and property
of Tibetan lamas and people will be protected. Freedom of
religious belief will be safeguarded, and lama temples will be
protected. Assistance will be rendered to the Tibetan people in
the direction of developing their educational, agricultural, pasto-
ral, industrial and commercial enterprises, and their living con-
ditions will be improved. No change will be made in the existing
administrative and military system of Tibet. The existing Tibe-
tan troops will become a part of the national defence forces of
the Pzople’s Republic of China. All lamas, officials and chief-
tains may remain at their posts. Matters relating to reforms in
Tibet will be handled completely in accordance with the will of
the Tibetan people and by means of consultation between the
Tibetan people and the Tibetan leaders. Pro-imperialist and
KMT officials, concerning whom there is definite evidence that
they had severed relations with the imperialists and KMT and
who will not carry out any sabotage or put up resistance, may
remain at their posts irrespective of their history.



38 India, 1947-1980

37 Cable of Tibetan Kashag (Cabinet) to the United Nations
Secretary-General, 11 November 1950 (Extracts)

Since the establishment of the People’s Republic of China, the
Chinese have hurled threats of liberating Tibet and have used
devious methods to intimidate and undermine the Government
of Tibet. Tibet recognizes that it i1s in no position to resist. It
is thus that it agreed to negotiate on friendly terms with the
Chinese Government.

It is unfortunate that the Tibetan Mission to China was
unable to leave India through no fault of its own but for want
of British visas which were required for transit through Hong-
kong. At the kind intervention of the Government of India,
the Chinese People’s Republic condescended to allow the Tibe-
tan Mission to have preliminary negotiation with the Chinese
Ambassador to India, who arrived in New Delhi only in Sep-
tember. While these negotiations were proceeding in Delhi,
Chinese troops, without warning or provocation, crosscd the
Dre Churiver, which has for long been the boundary of Tibetan
territory, at a number of places on 7 October 1950. In quick
succession places of strategic importance such as Demar, Kamto,
Tunga, Tshame. Rimochegotyu, Yakalo and Markham, fell to
the Chinese. Tibetan frontier garrisons in Kham, which were
maintained not with any aggressive design, but as a nominal
protective measure, were all wiped out. Communist troops
converged in great force from five directions on Chamdo, the
capital of Skham, which fell soon after. Nothing is known of
the fate of a Minister of Tibetan Government posted there. . . .

The armed invasion of Tibet for the incorporation of Tibet
in Communist China through sheer physical force is a clear
case of aggression. As long as the people of Tibet are com-
pelled by force to become a part of China against their will and
consent, the present invasion of Tibet will be the grossest ins-
tance of the violation of the weak by the strong. We therefore
appeal through you to the Nations of the world to intercede in
our behalf and restrain Chinese aggression.
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38 Chinese note to India on the question of Tibet, 16 November
1950

The Central People’s Government of the People’s Republic of
China, in its past communications with the Government of the
Republic of India on the problem of Tibet, has repeatedly made
it clear that Tibet is an integral part of Chinese territory, the
problem of Tibet is entirely a domestic problem of China. The
Chinese People’s Liberation Army must enter Tibet, hiberate the
Tibetan people, and defend the frontiers of China. This is the
firm policy of the Chinese Government. According to the
provisions of the Common Programme adopted by the Chinese
People’s Political Consultative Conference, the regional auto-
nomy granted by the Chinese Government to the national
minorities inside the country is an autonomy within the confines
of Chinese sovereignty. This point has been recognised by the
Indian Government in its aide memoire to the Chinese Govern-
ment dated August 26 this year. However, when the Chinese
Government actually exercised its sovereign rights, and began
to liberate the Tibetan people and drive out foreign forces and
influences to ensure that the Tibetan people will be free from
aggression and will realise regional autonomy and religious
freedom, the Indian Government attempted to influence and
obstruct the exercise of its sovereign rights in Tibet by the
Chinese Government. This cannot but make the Chinese
Government greatly surprised.

The Central People’s Government of the People’s Republic
of China sincerely hopes that the Chinese People’s Liberation
Army may enter Tibet peacefully to perform the sacred task of
liberating the Tibetan people and defending the frontiers of
China. It has, therefore, long since welcomed the delegation of
the local authorities of Tibet, which has remained in India, to
come to Peking at an early date to proceed with peace negoti-
ations. Yet the said delegation, obviously as a result of conti-
nued outside obstruction, has delayed its departure for Peking.
Further, taking advantage of the delay of the negotiations, the
local authorities of Tibet have deployed strong armed forces at
Changtu of Sikang Province in the interior of China, in an
attempt to prevent the Chinese People's Liberation Army from
liberating Tibet. On August 31, 1950, the Chinese Ministry of
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Foreign Affairs informed the Indian Government through
Ambassador Panikkar that the Chinese People’s Liberation
Army was going to take action soon in West Sikang according
to set plans, and expressed the hope that the Indian Govern-
ment would assist the delegation of the local authorities of
Tibet so that it might arrive in Peking in mid-September to
begin peace negotiations. In early and middle September, the
Chinese Charge d’Affaires Shen Chien and later Ambassador
Yuan Chung-hsien both in person told the said delegation that
it was imperative that it should hasten to Peking within
September, otherwise the said delegation would bear the
responsibilities and be held responsible for all the consequences
resulting from the delay. In mid-October, the Chinese
Ambassador Yuan again informed the Indian Government of
this. Yet still, owing to outside instigation, the delegation of
the local authorities of Tibet fabricated various pretexts and
remained in India. Although the Chinese Government has not
given up its desire of settling the problem of Tibet peacefully,
it can no longer continue to put off the set plan of the Chinese
People’s Liberation Army to proceed to Tibet. And the Liber-
ation of Changtu further proved that through the instrument of
Tibetan troops. foreign forces and influences were obstructing
the peaceful settlement of the problem of Tibet. But regardless
of whether the local authorities of Tibet wish to proceed with
peace negotiations, and regardless of whatever results may be
achieved by negotiations, no foreign intervention will be per-
mitted. The entry into Tibet of the Chinese Pecople’s Liberation
Army and the liberation of the Tibetan people are also decided.
In showing its friendship with the Government of the
Republic of India, and in an understanding of the desire of the
Indian Government to see the problem of Tibet settled peace-
fully, the Central People’s Government of the People’s Republic
of China has kept the Indian Government informed of its
efforts in this direction. What the Chinese Government cannot
but deeply regret is that the Indian Government, in disregard
of the facts, has regarded a domestic problem of the Chinese
Government—the exercise of its sovereign rights in Tibet—as an
international dispute calculated to increase the present deplor-
able tensions in the world.
. The Government of the Republlc of Indla has repeatedly
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expressed its desire of developing Sino-Indian friendship on the
basis of mutual respect for territory, sovereignty, equality and
mutual benefit, and of preventing the world from going to war.
The entry into Tibet of the Chinese People’s Liberation Army
is exactly aimed at the protection of the integrity of the terri-
tory and the sovereignty of China. And it is on this question,
that all those countries who desire to respect the territory and
the sovereignty of China should first of all indicate their atti-
tude towards China. In the meantime, we consider that wkat is
now threatening the independence of nations and world pcace
is precisely the forces of the imperialist aggressors. For the sake
of the maintenance of national independence and the defence
of world peace, it is necessary to resist the forces of these
imperialist aggressors. The entry into Tibet of the Chinese
People’s Liberation Army is thus an important measure to
maintain Chinese independence, to prevent the imperialist
aggressors from dragging the world towards war, and to deferd
world peace.

The Central People’s Government of the People’s Republic
of China welcomes the renewed declaration of the Indian
‘Government that it has no political or territorial ambitions in
China’s Tibet and that it does not seek any new privileged
position. As long as our two sides adhere strictly to the princi-
ple of mutual respect for territory, sovereignty, equality and
mutual benefit, we are convinced that the friendship tetween
China and India should be developed in a normal way, and that
problems relating to Sino-Indian diplomatic, commercial and
cultural relations with respect to Tibet may be solved properly
and to our mutual benefit through normal diplomatic channels.

39 Prime Minister Nehru’s note on China and Tibet forwarded
to Vallabhbhai Patel, 18 November 1950 (Extracts)

The Chinese Government having replied to our last note, we
have to consider what further steps we should take in this matter.
There is no immediate hurry about sending a reply to the
Chinese Government. But we have to send immediate instruc-
tions to Shri B.N. Rau as to what he should do in the event of
Tibet’s appeal being brought up before the Securny Council or
the General Assembly:.
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2. The content of the Chinese reply is much the same as
their previous notes, but there does appear to be a toning down
and an attempt at some kind of a friendly approach.

3. It is interesting to note that they have not referred speci-
fically to our mission [at] Lhasa or to our trade agents or military
escort at Gyangtse etc. We had mentioned these especially in
our last note. There is an indirect reference, however, in China’s
note. At the end, this note says. ... This clearly refers to our
trade agents and others in Tibet. We had expected a demand
from them for the withdrawal of these agents etc. The fact that
they have not done so has some significance.

4. Stress is laid in China’s note on Chinese sovereignty over
Tibet, which we are reminded, we have acknowledged, on Tibet
being an integral part of China’s territory and therefore a
domestic problem. It is however again repeated that outside
influences, have been at play obstructing China’s mission in
Tibet. . . .

5. All this is much the same as has been said before, but it
is said in a somewhat different way and there are repeated
references in the note to China desiring the friendship of India.

6. It is true thatin one of our messages to the Chinese
Government we used ‘““sovereignty’’ of China in relation to Tibet.
In our last message we used the word “‘suzerainty.” After receipt
of the last China’s note, we have pointed out to our Ambassa-
dor that “suzerainty’” was the right word and that ‘‘sovereignty”’
had been used by error.

7. It is easy to draft a reply to the Chinese note, pressing
our viewpoint and countering some of the arguments raised in
the Chinese note. But before we do so we should be clear in
our own minds as to what we are aiming at, not only in the
immediate future but from a long-term view. It is important
that we keep both these viewpoints before us. In all probability
China, that is present-day China, is going to be our close neigh-
bour for a long time to come. We are going to have a tremen-
dously long common frontier. It is unlikely, and it would be
unwise to expect, that the present Chinese Government will
collapse, giving place to another. Therefore, it is important to
pursue a policy which will be in keeping with this long-term
view.,

8. I think it may be taken for granted that China will take
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possession, in a political sense at least, of the whole of Tibet.
There is no likelihood whatever of Tibet being able to resist
this or stop it. It is equally unlikely that any foreign power
can prevent it. We cannot do so. If so, what can we do to help
in the maintenance of Tibetan autonomy and at the same time
avoiding continuous tension and apprehension on our frontiers?

9. The Chinese note has repeated that they wish the Tibetan
people to have what they call ‘“‘regional autonomy and religious
freedom”. This autonomy can obviously not be anything like
the autonomy verging independence which Tibet has enjoyed
during the last forty years or so. But it is reasonable to assume
from the very nature of Tibetan geography, terrain and climate,
that a large measure of autonomy is almost inevitable. It may
of course be that this autonomous Tibet is controlled by com-
munist elements in Tibet. I imagine however that it is, on the
whole more likely that what will be attempted will be a pro-
communist China administration rather than a communist one.

10. If world war comes, then all kinds of difficult and intri-
cate problems arise and each one of these problems will be
inter-related with others. Even the question of defence of India
assumes a different shape and caonot be isolated from other
world factors. I think that itis exceedingly unlikely that we
may have to face any real military invasion from the Chinese
side, whether in peace or in war, in the forseeable future. I base
this conclusion on a consideration of various world factors.
In peace, such an invasion would undoubtedly lead to world
war. China, though internally big, 1s in a way amorphous and
easily capable of being attacked on its sea coasts and by air.
In such a war China would have its main front in the South
and East and it will be fighting for its very existence against
powerful enemies. It is inconceivable that it should divert its
forces and its strength across the inhospitable terrain of Tibet
and undertake a wild venture across the Himalayas. Any
such attempt will greatly weaken its capacity to meet its real
enemies on other fronts. Thus I rule out any major attack on
India by China. I think these considerations should be borne
in mind, because there is far too much loose talk about China
attacking and overrunning India. If we lose our sen:e of pers-
pective and world strategy and give way to unreasoning fears,
then any policy that we might have is likely to fail.
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11. While there is, in any opinion, practically no chance
of a major attack on India by China, there are certainly chan-
cess of gradual infiltration across our border and possibly of
entering and taking possession of disputed territory if there is
no obstruction to this happening. We must therefore take all
necessary precautions to prevent this. But, again, we must
differentiate between these precautions and those that might be
necessary to meet a real attack. |

12. If we really feared an attack and had to make full
povision for it, this would cast an intolerable burden on us,
financial and otherwise, and it would weaken our general
defence position. There are limits beyond which we cannot go,
at least for some years, and a spreading out of our army on
distant frontiers would be bad from every military or strategic
point of view.

13. In spite of our desire to settle the points at issue between
us and Pakistan, and developing peaceful relations with it, the
fact remains that our major possible enemy is Pakistan. This
has compelled us to think of our defence mainly in terms of
Pakistan’s aggression. If we begin to think of, and prepare for,
China’s aggression in the same way, we would weaken conside-
rably on the Pakistan side. We might well be got in a pincer
movement. It is interesting to note that Pakistan is taking a
great deal of interest, from this point of view, in developments
in Tibet. Indeed it has been discussed in the Pakistan Press that
the new danger from Tibet to India might help them to settle
the Kashmir problem according to their wishes. Pakistan has
absolutely nothing in common with China or Tibet. But if we
fall out completely with China, Pakistan will undoubtedly try
to take advantage of this, politically or otherwise. The position
of India thus will be bad from a defence point of view. We
cannot have all the time two possible enemies on either side of
India. This danger will not be got over, even if we increase our
defence forces or even if other foreign countries help us in
arming. The measure of safety that one gets by increasing the
defence apparatus is limited by many factors. But whatever
that measure of safety might be, strategically we would be in an
unsound position and the burden of this will be very great on
us. As it is, we are facing enormous difficulties, financial, eco-
nomic, etc. ; o
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14. The idea that communism inevitably means expansion
and war, or to put it more precisely, that Chinese communism
means inevitably an expansion towards India, is rather naive.
It may mean that in certain circumstances. Those circumstances
would depend upon many factors, which I need not go into
here. The danger really is not from military invasion but from
infiltration of men and ideas. The ideas are there already and
can only be countered by other ideas. Communism is an impor-
tant element in the situation. But, by our attaching too great
importance to it in this context, we are likely to misjudge the
situation from other and more important angles.

15. In along-term view, India and China are two of the
biggest countries of Asia bordering on each other and both
with certain expansive tendencies, because of their vitality. If
their relations are bad, this will have a serious effect not only
on toth of them but on Asia as a whole. It would affect our
future for a long time. If a position arises in which China and
India are inveterately hostile to each other, like France and
Germany, then there will be repeated wars bringing destruction
to both. The advantage will go to other countries. It is interest-
ing to note that both the UK and the USA appear to be
anxious to add to the unfriendliness of India and China
towards each other. It is also interesting to find that the USSR
does not view with favour any friendly relations between India
and China. These are long-term reactions which one can fully
understand, because India and China at peace with each other
would make a vast difference to the whole set-up and balance
of the world. Much of course depends upon the development
of either country and how far communism in China will mould
the Chinese people. Even so, these processes are long-range
ones and in the long run it is fairly safe to assume that
hundreeds of millions of people will not change their essential
characteristics.

16. These arguments lead to the conclusion that while we
should be prepared, to the best of our ability, for all contin-
gencies, the real protection that we should seek is some kind
of understanding of China. If we have not got that, then both
our present and our future are imperilled and no distant power
can save us. I think on the whole that China desires this too
for obvious reasons. If this is so, then we should fashion our
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present policy accordingly.

17. We cannot save Tibet, as we should have liked to do,
and our very attempts to save it might well bring greater
trouble to it. It would be unfair to Tibet for us to bring this
trouble upon her without having the capacity to help her
effectively. It may be possible, however, that we might be able
to help Tibet to retain a large measure of her autonomy. That
would be good for Tibet and good for India. As far as I can
see, this can only be done on the diplomatic level and by
avoidance of making the present tension between India and
China worse.

18. What then should be our instructions to B. N. Rau?
From the messages he has sent us, it appears that no member
of the Security Council shows any inclination to sponsor
Tibet’s appeal and that there is little likehood of the matter
being considered by the Council. We have said that [we] are
not going to sponsor this appeal, but if it comes up we shall
state our viewpoint. This viewpoint cannot be one of full sup-
port of the Tibetan appeal, because that goes far and claims
full indpendence. We may say that whatever might have been
acknowledged in the past about China’s sovereignty or suzer-
ainty, recent events have deprived China of the right to claim
that. There may be some moral basis for this argument. But
it will not take us or Tibet very far. It will only hasten the
downfall of Tibet. No outsider will be able to help her and
China, suspicious and apprehensive of these tactics, will make
sure of much speedier and fuller possession of Tibet than she
might otherwise have done. We shall thus not only fail in our
endeavour but at the same time have really a hostile China on
our doorstep.

19. I think that in no event should we sponsor Tibet’s
appeal. I would personally think that it would be a good thing
if that appeal is not heard in the Security Council or the
General Assembly. If it is considered there, there is bound to
be a great deal of bitter speaking and accusation, which will
worsen the situation as regards Tibet, as well as the possibility
of widespread war, without helping it in the least. It must be
remembered that neither the UK nor the USA, nor indeed any
other power is particularly interested in Tibet or the future of
that country. What they are interested in is embarrassing China
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Our interest, on the other hand, is Tibet, and if we cannot serve
that interest we fail.

20. Therefore, it will be better not to discuss Tibet’s appeal
in the UN. Suppose, however, that it comes up for discussion,
in spite of our not wishing this, what then? I would suggest
that our representative should state our case as moderately as
possible and ask the Security Council or the Assembly to give
expression to their desire that the Sino-Tibetan question should
be settled peacefully and that Tibet’s autonomy should be res-
pected and maintained. Any particular reference to an article
of the Charter of the UN might tie us up in difficulties and lead
to certain consequences later, which may prove highly embarra-
ssing for us. Or a resolution of the UN might just be a dead
letter, which also will be bad.

21. If my general argument is approved, then we can frame
our reply to China’s note accordingly.

40 Statement by Indian representative Jam Saheb of Nawanagar
in the General Committee of the UN General Assembly,
24 November 1950

The Jam Saheb of Nawanagar (India) said his Government had
given careful study to the problems raised by the proposal of El
Salvador to place the question of the invasion of Tibet by foreign
forces on the General Assembly agenda. That was a matter of
vital interest to both China and India. The Committee was
aware that India, as a neighbour of both China and Tibet, with
both of which it had friendly relations, was the country most
interested in settlement of the problem. That was why the
Indian Government was patricularly anxious that it should be
settled peacefully.

He had no desire to express an opinion on the difficulties
which had arisen between China and Tibet, but would point
out that, in the latest note received by his Government. the
Peking Government had declared that it had not abandoned its
intention to settle those difficulties by peaceful means. It would
seem that the Chinese forces had ceased to advance after the
fall of Chamdo; a town some 480 kilometers from Lhasa. The
Indian Government was certain that the Tibetan question could
still be settled by peaceful means, and that such a settlement
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could safeguard the autonomy which Tibet had enjoyed for
several decades while maintaining its historical association with
China.

His delegation considsred that the best way of obtaining that
objective was to abandon, for the time being, the idea of includ-
ing that question in the agenda of the General Assembly. That
was why he supported the United Kingdom representative’s
proposal that consideration of the request for inclusion should

be adjourned.

41 Nehru’s speech in the Foreign Affairs debate in the Indian
Parliament, 6 December 1950 (Extract)

Ever since the People’s Government of China talked about the
liberation of Tibet, our Ambassador told them, on behalf of the
Government of India, how we felt about it. We expressed our
earnest hope that the matter would be settled peacefully by
China and Tibet. We also made it clear that we had no terri-
torial or political ambitions in regard to Tibet and that our
relations were cultural and commercial. We said that we
would naturally like to preserve these relations and continue to
trade with Tibet because it did not come in the way of either
China or Tibet. We further said that we were anxious that
Tibet should maintain the autonomy it has had for at least the
last forty years. We did not challenge or deny the suzerainty
of China over Tibet. We pointed out all this in a friendly way
to the Chinese Government. In their replies, they always said
that they would very much like to settle the question peacefully
but that they were, in any event, going to liberate Tibet. From
whom they were going to liberate Tibet is, however, not quite
clear. They gave us to understand that a peaceful solution would
be found, though I must say that they gave us no assurance or
guarantee to the effect. On the one hand, they said they were
prepared for a peaceful; on the other, they talked persistently
of literation.

We had come to believe that the matter would be settled by
peaceful negotiations and were shocked when we heard that
the Chinese armies were marching into Tibet. Indeed, one
can hardly talk about war between China and Tibet. Tibet
is not in a position to carry on war and, obviously, Tibet 1s no
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threat to China. It is said that other countries might intrigue
in Tibet. 1 cannot say much about it because I do not know.

42 Nehru'’s reply to the debate in Indian Parliament,
7 December 1950 (Extract)

Prof. Ranga seems to have been displeased at my occasional
reference to Chinese suzerainty over Tibet. Please note that 1
used the word suzerainty, not sovereignty. There is a slight
difference, though not much. I was telling the House about a
historical fact; I was not discussing the future. It is a historical
fact and in the context of things it is perfectly true that we have
repeatedly admitted Chinese suzerainty over Tibet just as we
have laid stress on Tibet’s autonomy. But apart from this his-
torical or legal or constitutional argument or even the argument
that Mr. Gautam raised about buffer states and the like which,
if I may say so, is not much of an argument, though it may be
his desire and my desire. The real point to be made is that it
is not right for any country to talk about its sovereignty or suze-
rainty over an area outside its own immediate range. That is
to say, since Tibet is not the same as China, it should ultimately
be the wishes of the people of Tibet that should prevail and not
any legal or constitutional arguments. That, I think, is a valid
point. Whether, the people of Tibet are strong enough to assert
their rights or not, is another matter. Whether we are strong
enough or any other country is strong enough to see that this is
done is also another matter. But it is a right and proper thing
to say and I see no difliculty in saying to the Chinese Govern-
ment that whether they have suzerainty over Tibet or sover-
eignty over Tibet, surely, according to any principles, the
principles, they proclaim and the principles I uphold, the last

voice in regard to Tibet should be the voice of the people of
‘Tibet and of nobody else.

43 Tsao Po-han’s book How do the U.S. Imperialists invade

Southeast Asia, published by People’s Press, Peking,
December 1950 (Extracts)

The U.S. imperialists bait is sweet; Nehru will sooner or later
swallow it up.
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Nehru’s visit to America was actually to seek political sup-
port and economic and military aid from the U.S., he wanted
to swallow up Truman’s poisonous medicine of Point Four
Programme. In his speech to the American Congress, Nehru
asked America to help India with machinery and to extend to
her technical and economic aid. The aid he demanded most
likely also included (i) the U.S. sending food to India and (ii)
the hope that the U.S. imperialists would grant India loans to
buy goods from the U.S.

The “‘aid” Nehru asked from the U.S. included not only
economic aid, but political and military aid to suppress the

Indian people’s struggle for genuine national independence,
democracy and freedom.

In his speech at the American Congress, Nehru said: “When
freedom is threatened, justice is endangered, or aggression occurs,
India cannot remain netural, and also will not remain neutral.”
He also said: “Without seeking it, India has become the leader
of Asia.”” His meaning was that since the U.S. imperialists
had the mind to elevate him, he would volunteer to serve them
as their No. 1 anti-Communist lackey in Asia.

Recently, on the problems of China’s representative and the
Korean War at the United Nations, it seemed that Nehru did
not follow the U.S. imperialists and acted very gracefully
(beautifully): however, in regard to the problems of liberation
of our Tibet, he used many pretexts to interfere into our domes-
tic affairs, and thereby revealed his fox tail. . . .

The armed revolt in Hyderabad was victorious and a people’s.
government was established on a land of 13,000 square miles.

The Indian ruling class speak of peace and democracy but
actually they suppress by cruel means the people who defend
peace and demand democracy. Since Nehru headed the Govern-
ment, about 20 or 30 thousands of Indian Communists, trade
union leaders, workers, fighters and peasants were imprisoned,
and many were slaughtered. Peasants that revolted were often
burned alive.

India is internally in imminent danger; famine, starvation,
and bloody revolts occur everywhere. The Indian ruling class

suppress the enraged people by force, and thereby only make
the situation more acute. . . .
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44 Mao Tse-tung's speech at Indian Embassy reception in
Peking, 26 January 1951

India is a great country and the Indians are a wonderful people.
For milleniums a close friendship has existed between China
and India and the peoples of these two countries. Today, in
marking the national Indian holiday, we hope that these two
countries, China and India, will continue to exert joint efforts
in the struggle for the preservation of peace.

The peoples of all countries desire peace, and very few people
want war. China, the Soviet Union, and all peace-loving coun-
tries and peoples have joined in the struggle for the preservation
of peace in the Far East and throughout the world.

On the occasion of India’s national holiday, I greet all the
Indian people and their President and send them my very best
wishes.

45 Seventeen-point agreement between the Government of China
and the local government of Tibet on measures for the
Peaceful Liberation of Tibet, 23 May 1951 (Extract)

1. The Tibetan people shall unite and drive out imperialist
aggressive forces from Tibet; the Tibetan people shall return to
the big family of the Motherland—the People’s Republic of
China. :

2. The Local Government of Tibet shall actively assist the
People’s Liberation Army to enter Tibet and consolidate the
national defense.

3. In accordance with the policy towards nationalities laid
down in the Common Programme of the Chinese People’s Politi-
cal Consultative Conference, the Tibetan people have the right
of exercising national regional autonomy under the unified
leadership of the Central People’s Government.

4. The central authorities will not alter the existing political
system in Tibet. The central authorities also will not alter the
established status, functions and powers of the Dalai Lama.
Officials of various ranks shall hold office as usual.

5. The established status, functions and powers of the
Panchen Ngoerhtehni shall be maintained.

6. By the established status, functions and powers of the
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Dalai Lama and of the Panchen Ngoerhtehni are meant the
status, functions and powers of the 13th Dalai Lama and of
the 9th Panchen Ngoerhtehni when they were in friendly and
amicable relations with each other.

7. The policy of freedom of religious belief laid down in the
Common Programme of the Chinese People’s Political Consul-
tative Conference shall be carried out. The religious beliefs,
customs and habits of the Tibetan people shall be respected, and
lama monastries shall be protected. The central authorities will
not effect a change in the income of the monastries.

8. Tibetan troops shall be recognised by stages into the
People’s Liberation Army, and become a part of the national
defence forces of the People’s Republic of China.

9. The spoken and written language and school education
of the Tibetan nationality shall be developed step by step in
accordance with the actual conditions in Tibet.

10. Tibetan agriculture, livestock raising, industry and com-
merce shall be developed step by step, and the people’s liveli-
hood shall be improved step by step in accordance with the
actual conditions in Tibet.

11. In matters related to various reforms in Tibet, there will
be no compulsion on the part of the central authorities. The
Local Government of Tibet should carry out reforms of its own
accord, and when the people raise demands for reforms they
shall be settled by means of consultation with the leading per-
sonnel of Tibet.

12. In so far as former pro-imperialist and pro-Kuomintang
officials resolutely sever relations with imperialism and the
Kuomintang and do not engage in sabotage or resistance, they
may continue to hold office irrespective of their past.

13. The People’s Liberation Army entering Tibet shall abide
by all the above-mentioned policies and shall also be fair in all
‘buying and selling and shall not arbitrarily take a single needle
or thread from the people.

14. The Central People’s Government shall conduct the
.centralised handling of all external affairs of the area of Tibet;
‘and there will be peaceful co-existence with neighbouring coun-
tries and establishment and development of fair commercial and
trading relations with them on the basis of equality, mutual
benefit and mutual respect for territory and sovereignty.
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15. In order to ensure the implementation of this agreement,
the Central People’s Government shall set up a military and
administrative committee and a military area headquarters in
Tibet, and apart from the personnel sent there by the Central
People’s Government shall absorb as many local Tibetan per-
sonnel as possible to take part in the work.

Local Tibetan personnel taking part in the military and
administrative committee may include patriotic elements from
the Local Government of Tibet; various districts and leading
monasteries; the name-list shall be drawn up after consultation
between the representatives designated by the Central People’s
Government and the various quarters concerned, and shall be
submitted to the Central People’s Government for appointment.

16. Funds needed by the military and administrative com-
mittee, the military area headquarters and the People’s Libera-
tion Army entering Tibet shall be provided by the Central
People’s Government. The Local Government of Tibet will
assist the People’s Liberation Army in the purchase and trans-
port of food, fodder and other daily necessities.

17. This agreement shall come into force immediately after
signatures and seals are affixed to it.

46 Statement by Chou-En-lai at a banquet given in honour of
the first Indian goodwill mission, September-October 1951
(Extracts)

Those who maintain that unity among the Asian peoples is a
threat to peace, are precisely the American and allied imperial-
ists who are threatening peace in Asia today by building mili-
tary bases on our continent, rearming Japan and attempting to
extend their aggressive war. The Chinese believe that if the
peoples of China, India, Burma, Indonesia, Malaya, Viet Nam,
Pakistan and other Asian peoples, including the Japanese
people, strengthen their unity in the common fight for peace,
they will surely be able to resist American aggression and
aggression from other imperialist countries. The Chinese be-
lieve that such strengthening of the unity among the Asian
peoples in the common cause of peace will contribute to the
unity of the peoples of the world and not be any hindrance to
it. Since we call for unity among the Asian peoples only for
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the purpose of safeguarding world peace and opposing aggres-
sive wars, how can such a noble purpose possibly constitute a
threat to world peace?”’ . . .

I think that, since we are nations which either had suffered
from imperialist oppression, or are still suffering fromit; . ..
We should be able to understand each other better. The
Indonesian Delegate should, therefore, be able to realise how
deeply sympathetic the Chinese nation, which has stood up
after having been oppressed for a long time, is toward the
oppressed peoples of the world and, especially, toward the
peoples of Asia. We do not deny that, in the feudal era of our
history, our ancestors had started aggression against our brother
countries in Asia, such as Korea and Viet Nam, but that was a
mistake committed in the feudal times. That was a crime of the
feudal rulers of China. All this we have already disavowed. We
have driven out the imperialists and overthrown the feudal
forces. The new People’s China of today can and will absolute-
ly do no such thing. I believe that those of you who are present
this evening, including our friends from Indonesia, have noticed
here in Peking and will further notice when you are visiting
other places, how enthusiastic the Chinese people are in wel-
coming you. New China opposes aggression and will certainly
not start aggression against others. Finally, let me remind you
that the imperialists are spreading rumours to the effect that
China will start aggression against others. Their purpose is to
create disunity among us. But can you believe them? They hope
to instigate conflicts and mutual suspicion among us in order
to facilitate their aggression. Let us, all peace-loving peoples,
therefore, unite and bear in mind a common saying: ‘beware of
pickpockets.’

47 Speech by Hsia Yen, Vice-Chairman of the Shanghai Peace
Committee, at a reception given in honour of the visiting
Tndian goodwill mission, 21 October 1951 (Extract)

In the past 100 years owing to obstructions created by foreign
imperialism, there had been no opportunity for the full deve-
lopment of friendship between the Chinese people and the
peoples of India, Burma, Indonesia and Pakistan, as well as
for the interflow of economic and cultural forces. Today the
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world is changed. The obstructions which kept us apart have
been wiped out from China. Hence we are able to meet each
other happily and can talk intimately with each other and
candidly exchange the experiences in our struggles. For there
is no force in the world which can hinder the unity and friend-
ship of the peoples of Asia. The unity and friendship of the
1,000 million Asian people is the guarantee for peace in Asia
and the world. The period when Asia was under darkness is
now gone for ever. The peoples of Asia are asserting them-
selves and are united.

We thank you heartily for having brought to us the friend-
ship and love of South-Eastern Asian peoples. We hope you
will take with you back the friendship and love of the people
of Shanghai and of the whole of China for the people of your
countries.

48 Statement by Indian representative Vijaya Laxmi Pandit in
the UN General Assembly, 11 November 1952 (Extract)

With respect to the larger problem in the Far East, our position
is well known. I must, however, restate the view of my Govern-
ment, namely, that the Central People’s Government of China
should be brought into the United Nations. Until the issue of
Chinese representation is settled in accordance with the actual
facts of the situation, our discussions here must continue to be
unreal. On such problems as, for example, the reduction of
armaments and armed forces, the absence of the representatives
of China, in our view, is a serious limitation. We hope that
renewed thought will be given to this matter.

49 Letter of Lee Sang Cho, Representative of the Korean
People’s Army and the Chinese People’s Volunteers to Gen.
K.S. Thimayya, Chairman, Neutral Nations Repatriation
Commission (NNRC), 20 October 1953 (Extracts)

The Neutral Nations Repatriation Commission and the Indian
Custodian Force has not taken any effective measure to remove
the secret agents of Chiang and Rhee or to readjust the set-up
of the prisoners of war. The Indian Custodian Force has not
even taken any action against the instigators. This is not all.
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The Neutral Nations Repatriation Commission and the Indian
Custodian Force have, on the contrary, recognized the chief-
tains of the secret agents of Chiang and Rhee as representatives.
of the prisoners of war, allowed them to openly hold meetings,
widened their sphere of action, and connived at their illicit
activities.

Owing to this erroneous policy adopted by the Neutral
Nations Repatriation Commission and the Indian Custodian
Force, the captured personnel of our side, though in the custody
of the Indian Custodian Force, are still under the reign of terror
of the secret agents of Chiang and Rhee and are incessantly
subjected to persecution and murder by the secret agents. . . .

Under the custody of the Indian Custodian Force, the desire
of our captured personnel to apply for repatriation is still being
openly and flagrantly suppressed by secret agents; the Neutral
Nations Repatriation Commission is fully aware that those
captured personnel of our side who asked for repatriation had
to risk their lives to escape from the terrorist grip of the secret
agents. . ..

The secret agents of Chiang and Rhee with their organiza-
tion and reign of terror are obstructing our captured personnel
from attending the explanation. Obviously, such a state of
affairs is inseparable from the policy of the Neutral Nations
Repatriation Commission and the Indian Custodian Force of
maintaining the organization of the secret agents and conniving
at the activities of the secret agents. This erroneous policy of
the Neutral Nations Repatriation Commission and the Indian
Custodian Force is dissatisfactory to us. We firmly request the
Neutral Nations Repatriation Commission and the Indian
Custodian Force to break up the organization of the secret
agents and to prohibit their activities. Otherwise, the Terms of
Reference for Neutral Nations. Repatriation Commission and
the Rules of Procedure Governing Explanations and Interviews
could not be implemented at all. . . .

50 Lee Sang Cho’s letter to Chairman, NNRC, 27 Becember
1953 (Extracts)

Owing to the fact that the Neutral Nations Repatriation Com-
mission has never taken effective measures to break the control
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of the secret agents over the prisoners of war and to guarantee:
the necessary conditions for the explanation work, the explana-
tion work of the Korean and Chinese side was neither started
as scheduled nor was it conducted uninterruptedly. In the
ninety-day period upto December 23, the Korean and Chinese
side was able to conduct the explanation work only for ten days
and the number of the prisoners of war who have been explain-
ed to is less than 159, of the total number of the prisoners of"
war. The prerequisites for Paragraph 11 of the Terms of Refe-
rence have therefore been destroyed in their entirety. The
Neutral Nations Repatriation Commission has not only failed
to take necessary measures to ensure ninety days of explanation
work, but, on the contrary, under the pretext that the provision
of Paragraph 11 of the Terms of Reference is mandatory, un-
reasonably proclaimed the termination of the explanation work
only three days after it was resumed as a result of the efforts of
the Korean-Chinese side. This is utterly in disregard of fact and
is a wilful mutilation of terms? This is absolutely un-
convincing. . . .

Obviously, the adoption of the decision of the termination
of the explanation work by those members of the Neutral
Nations Repatriation Commission who are in a majority is not
in keeping with the impartial position of neutral nations in up-
holding justice. . . .

51 Letter from Kim 11-Sung, Supreme Commander, Korean
People’s Army and Peng Teh-huai, Commander, Chinese
Pecple’s Volunteers to General K.S. Thimayya, Chairman,
NNRC, 7 January 1954 (Extracts)

The Commission has refused under various pretexts to adopt any
effective measures to apply sanctions against the secret agents
who have used violence to disrupt explanations, intimidate and
murder the prisoners of war who request repatriation. Not only
this, the Commission has even recognized as the ‘representa-
tives” of the prisoners of war the secret agents who have mur-
dered the prisoners of war, and thus all the work of the com-
mission has to be carried out in accordance with the will of the
secret agents. By so doing, the commission has in substance
given protection and support to the terroristic reign of the
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secret agents in the prisoner of war camp and thereby given a
free hand to the secret agents to disrupt the explanation work
and to intimidate and murder the prisoners of war who desire
repatriation. From this it is apparent that the United Nations
Command side should of course be held chiefly responsible for
the disruption of the Terms of Reference and for the failure of
the Commission to accomplish its task, but that the Neutral
Nations Repatriation Commission itself cannot but also share a
certain responsibility. The Interim Report fails to admit this
frankly. On the contrary, it has on the one hand advanced a
number of arguments to defend the so-called inability to use
force and on the other hand charged that the explanation plan
of the Korean and Chinese side was ‘‘not feasible’® because the
Korean and Chinese side failed to change its explanation plan
according to the will of the secret agents. We consider this
unsatisfactory. We have also noted the statement made by
Czechoslovak and Polish members on this Interim Report. . . .

We insist that the ninety-day explanation period should be
made up for, that the question of those prisoners of war who
have not yet exercised their right to be repatriated should be
submitted to the Political Confe¥ence for disposition within
thirty days after it is convened, and that before the realization
of these steps, the Neutral Nations Repatriation Commission
and the Indian Custodian Force should continue to discharge
their unfinished legitimate functions. This means that expla-
nations to the prisoners of war should be resumed at once, that
the segregation of the prisoners of war should be effected, that
the organizations for violence of the secret agents should be
broken up, that all secret agents should be eliminated, and that
the custody of prisoners of war should be continued after the
ninety-day explanation period is made up for pending a dis-
position by the Political Conference.

Only by holding to the impartial stand of neutral nations
can the Neutral Nations Repatriation Commission win the
whole-hearted support of men of justice throughout the world,
and only thus can it be possible to make the United Nations
Command side withdraw from its unreasonable and insolent
position. We hope that the Neutral Nations Repatriation

Commission and the Indian Custodian Force will not fail such
an expectation.
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52 Lee Sang Cho’s letter to Chairman, NNRC, 22 January 1954
(Extracts)

1. We resolutely oppose your restoring to the United Nations
Command the captured personnel of our side who have not yet
exercised their right to be repatriated. ... Your action has
facilitated the forcible retention of the captured personnel of
our side by the United Nations Command; the terms of Refe-
rence for Neutral Nations Repatriation Commission has thus
been completely wrecked. We are resolutely opposed to such
an action of yours. We hereby lodge with you a strong protest.

2. The arguments which you employed to support this uni-
lateral and illegal action of yours are untenable. . . .

3. We cannot agree to your decision that the Indian Custo-
dian Force will withdraw its custody from the Songgong-ni
prisoner of war camp after the midnight of Jan. 22, 1954. ...
The question of the continuance of custody of the prisoner of
war camp at Songgong-ni should not be subjected to, neither
does it allow of any unilateral settlement. Before this question
is settled through an agreement, you must bear the whole res-
ponsibility for any such situation as the abduction and dispersion
of the prisoners of war currently held in custody in the Song-
gong-ni prisoner of war camp.

53 Lee Sang Cho’s letter to Chairman, NNRC, 20 February
1954 (Extracts)

Disregarding the rightful opposition of the Polish and Czechos-
lovak members, the Indian, Swedish and Swiss members on the
Neutral Nations Repatriation Commission finally adopted a
resolution on February 18, 1954 to dissolve the Neutral Nations
Repatriation Commission at 2400 hours, February 21, 1954, . ..

The NNRC was formed by agreement between the two sides
exactly with a view to ensuring that all prisoners of war have
the right to be repatriated following an armistice. But the over-
whelming majority of the Korean and Chinese captured per-
sonnel was not given the opportunity to be repatiiated, and,
nevertheless, were forcibly retained by the United Nations
Command. However, the NNRC was declared to be dissolved
even under these circumstances; the inspirer of such an action
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will have to answer to history for all the serious consequences
arising therefrom.

Against this, I am instructed to lodge a strong protest with
you.

54 Statement by Li Chi Po, leader of the Chinese delegation
to the ECAFE session in Ceylon and Secretary, All-China
Federation of Trade Unions, 3 March 1954

The U.S. Government is actively working for a U.S.-Pakistan
military alliance, which will bring the menace of war to the
South and South-east Asian region’’. Such were the concrete
steps taken by the U.S. Governmentto perpetuate her policy of
expansion and aggression through her policy of making ‘“Asians
fight Asians,” and to attempt to maintain international tension.
This could not but arouse indignation and resistance amongst the
people of Asia and the whole world.

While working for the cause of defending peace in the Far
East and the world, the Chinese were constantly aware of the
tremendous force which the Indian people could wield in that
aspect. They knew that the Indian people had made great
efforts for the ending of the Korean War. They also fully real-
ised that the friendship and affection of the Indian people
towards people of China were of great significance to the defence
of world peace. Everybody knew that China and India had the
biggest population in the world and together formed one-third
of the population of the world. That was an objective fact of
extreme importance; for after all, the destiny of humanity was
not to be decided by atomic or hydrogen bombs but by the will
of the people. An important and historic responsibility now
rested upon the people of two countries—India and China. Thus,
the advancement of friendship, co-operation and unity between
the people of the two countries would have a great effect in the
cause of defence of world peace, “Let us join ... in common
effort to work for the consolidation and development of our
valuable friendship, cooperation and unity, and on this basis
strive for our common interest of world peace.”
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55 India-China agreement on trade and intercourse between
Tibet Region of China and India, 29 April 1954

The Government of the Republic of India and the Central
People’s Government of the People’s Republic of China.

Being desirous of promoting trade and cultural intercourse
betweed Tibet Region of China and India and of facilitating
pilgrimage and travel by the peoples of China and India.

Have resolved to enter into the present Agreement based on
the following principles:

(1) mutual respect for each other’s territorial integrity and
sovereignty,

(2) mutual non-aggression,

(3) mutual non-interference in each other’s internal affairs,
(4) equality and mutual benefit, and

(5) peaceful co-existence.

And for this purpose have appointed as their respective
Plenipotentiaries: . . .

who, having examined each other’s credentials and finding
them in good and due form, have agreed upon the following:

Article 1

The High Contracting Parties mutually agree to establish
‘Trade Agencies:

(1) The Government of India agrees that the Government
of China may establish Trade Agencies at New Delhi,
Calcutta and Kalimpong.

(2) The Government of China agrees that t_hc Government
of India may establish Trade Apgencies at Yatung,
Gyantse and Gartok.

The Trade Agencies of both Parties shall be accorded the
same status and same treatment. The Trade Agents of both
Parties shall enjoy freedom from arrest while exercising their
functions, and shall enjoy in respect of themselves, their wives
and children who are dependent on them for livelihood freedom

1 Ratified by both Governments on 3 June 1954.
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from search.
The Trade Agencies of both Parties shall enjoy the privileges
and immunities for couriers, mail-bags and communications in

code.

Article 11

The High Contracting Partics agree that traders of both
countries known to be customarily and specifically engaged in
trade between Tibet Region of China and India may trade at
the following places:

(1

(2)

The Government of China agrees to specify (1) Yatung,
(2) Gyantse and (3) Phari as markets for trade. The
Government of India agrees that trade may be carried
on in India, including places like (1) Kalimpong, (2)
Siliguri and (3) Calcutta, according to customary
practice.

The Government of China agrees to specify (1) Gartok,
(2) Pulanchung (Taklakot), (3) Gyanima-Khargo, (4)
Gyanima-Chakra, (5) Rampura, (6) Dongbra, (7) Puling-
Sumdo, (8) Nabra, (9) Shangtse and (10) Tashigong as
markets for trade; the Government of India agrees that
in future, when in accordance with the development and
need of trade between the Ari District of Tibet Region
of China and India, it has become necessary to specify
markets for trade in the corresponding district in India
adjacent to the Ari District of Tibet Region of China, it
will be prepared to consider on the basis of equality and
reciprocity to do so.

Article 11T

The High Contracting Parties agree that pilgrimage by reli-
gious believers of the two countries shall be carried on in accord-
ance with the following provisions:

(1

(2)

(3

Pilgrims from India of Lamaist, Hindu and Buddhist
faiths may visit Kang Rimpoche (Kailas) and Mavam
Tso (Manasarovar) in Tibet Region of China in accord-
ance with custom,

Pilgrims from Tibet Region of China of Lamaist and
Buddhist faiths may visit Banaras, Sarnath, Gaya and
Sanchi in India in accordance with custom.

Pilgrims customarily visiting Lhasa may continue to do
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so in accordance with custom.

Article 1V

Traders and pilgrims of both countries may travel by the
following passes and route:

(1) Shipki La pass, (2) Mana pass, (3) Niti pass, (4) Kungri
Bingri pass, (5) Darma pass, and (6) Lipu Lekh pass.

Also, the customary route leading to Tashigong along the
valley of the Shangatsangpu (Indus) River may continue to be
traversed in accordance with custom.

Article V

For travelling across the border, the High Contracting Par-
ties agree that diplomatic personnel, officials and nationals of
the two countries shall hold passport issued by their own res-
pective countries and visaed by the other Party except as provid-
ed in Paragraphs 1, 2, 3, and 4 of this Article.

(1) Traders of both countries known to be customarily and
specifically engaged in trade between Tibet Region of
China and India, their wives and children who are
dependent on them for livelihood and their attendants
will be allowed entry for purposes of trade into India or
Tibet Region of China, as the case may be, in accord-
ance with custom on the production of certificates duly
issued by the local government of their own country or
by its duly authorised agents and examined by the bor-
der check-post of the other Party.

(2) Inhabitants of the border districts of the two countries
who cross the border to carry on petty trade or to visit
friends and relatives may proceed to the border districts
of the other Party as they have customarily done hereto-
fore and need not be restricted to the passes and route
specified in Article 1V above and shall not be required
to hold passports, visas or permits.

(3) Porters and mule-team drivers of the two countries who
cross the border to perform necessary transportation ser-
vices need not hold passports issued by their own
country, but shall only hold certificates good for a defi-
nite period of time (three months, half a year or one
year) duly issued by the local government of their own
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country or by its duly authorised agents and produce
them for registration at the border checkposts of the
other Party.

(4) Pilgrims of both countries need not carry documents of
certification but shall register at the border checkposts
of the other Party and receive a permit for pilgrimage.

(5) Notwithstanding the provisions of the foregoing para-
graphs of this Article, either Government may refuse
.entry to any particular person.

(6) Persons who enter the territory of the other Party in
accordance with the foregoing paragraphs of this Article
may stay within its territory only after complying with
the procedures specified by the other Party.

Article VI
The present Agreement shall come into effect upon ratifica-
tion by both Governments and shall remain in force for eight
(8) years. Extension of the present Agreement may be negotiated
by the two Parties if either Party requests for it six (6) months
prior to the expiry of the Agreement and the request is agreed
to by the other Party.

56 Exchange of nstes on the agreement on trade and intercourse
between Tibet Region of China and India, 29 April 1954

(a) indian Ambassador N. Raghavan’s note to Chinese Vice-
Foreign Minister Chang Hzan-fu:

In the course of our discussions regarding the Agreement on
Trade and Intercourse Between Tibet Region of China and
India, which has been happily concluded today, the Delegation
of the Government of the Republic of India and the Delegation
of the Government of the People’s Republic of China agreed
that certain matters be regulated by an exchange of notes. In
pursuance of this understanding, it is hereby agreed between
the two Governments as follows:

(1) The Government of India will be pleased to withdraw
completely within six (6) months from date of exchange of the
present notes the military escorts now stationed at Yatung and
Gyantse in Tibet Region of China. The Government of China
will render facilities and assistance in such withdrawal.
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(2) The Government of India will be pleased to hand over
to the Government of China at a reasonable price the postal,
telegraph and public telephone services together with their
equipment operated by the Government of India in Tibet Re-
gion of China. The concrete measures in this regard will be
decided upon through further negotiations between the Indian
Embassy 1n China and the Foreign Ministry of China, which
shall start immediately after the exchange of the present
notes.

(3) The Government of India will be pleased to hand over
to the Government of China at a reasonable price the twelve
(12) rest houses of the Government of India in Tibet Region
of China. The concrete measures in this regard will be decided
upon through further negotiations between the Indian Embassy
in China and the Foreign Ministry of China, which shall start
immediately after the exchange of the present notes. The
Government of China agrees that they shall continue as rest
houses.

(4) The Government of China agrees that all buildings
within the compound walls of the Trade Agencies of the
Government of India at Yatung and Gyantse in Tibet Region
of China may be retained by the Government of India. The
Government of India may continue to lease the land within its
Agency compound walls from the Chinese side. And the
Government of India agrees that the Trade Agencies of the
Government of China at Kalimpong and Calcutta may lease
lands from the Indian side for the use of the Agencies and
construct buildings thereon. The Government of China will
render every possible assistance for housing the Indian Trade
Agency at Gartok. The Government of India will also render
every possible assistance for housing the Chinese Trade Agency
at New Delhi.

(5) The Government of India will be pleased to return to
the Government of China all lands used or occupied by the
Government of India other than the lands within its Trade
Agency compound walls at Yatung.

If there are godowns and buildings of the Government of
India on the above-mentioned lands used or occupied and to be
returned by the Government of India and if Indian traders
have stores, godowns or buildings on the above-mentioned
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lands so that there is a need to continue leasing lands, the
‘Government of China agrees. to sign contracts with the Gov-
ernment of India or Indian traders, as the case may be, for
leasing to them those parts of the land occupied by the said
godowns, buildings or stores and pertaining thereto.

(6) The Trade Agents of both Parties may, in accordance
with the laws and regulations of the local governments, have
access to their nationals involved in civil or criminal cases.

(7) The Trade Agents and traders of both countries may
hire employees in the locality.

(8) The hospitals of the Indian Trade Agencies at Gyantse
and Yatung will continue to serve personnel of the Indian Trade
Agencies.

(9) Each Government shall protect the person and property
of the traders and pilgrims of the other country.

(10) The Government of China agrees, so far as possible,
to construct rest houses for the use of pilgrims along the route
from Pulanchung (Taklakot) to Kang Rimpoche (Kailas) and
Mavam Tso (Manasarovar); and the Government of India
agrees to place all possible facilities in India at the disposal of
pilgrims.

(11) Traders and pilgrims of both countries shall have the
facility of hiring means of transportation at normal and reason-
able rates.

(12) The three Trade Agencies of each Party may function
‘throughout the year.

(13) Traders of each country may rent buildings and
-godowns in accordance with local regulations in' places under
‘the jurisdiction of the other Party.

(14) Traders of both countries may carry on normal trade
in accordance with local regulations at places as provided in
_Article II of the Agreement.

(15) Disputes between traders of both countries over debts
.and claims shall be handled in accordance with local laws and
regulations.

On behalf of the Government of the Republic of India 1
hereby agree that the present Note along with Your Excellency’s
reply shall become an agreement between our two Governments
‘which shall come into force upon the exchange of the present
Notes.
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(b) Chang Han-fu's reply:

On behalf of the Central People’s Government of the
People’s Republic of China, I hereby agree to Your Excel-
lency’s note, and your note along with the present note in reply
shall become an agreement between our two Governments,
which shall come into force upon the exchange of the present

notes.

57 People’s Daily commentary on Sino-Indian agreement on
Tibet, 30 April 1954 (Extracts)

Relations between China and India in the Tibet Region of
China were remnants left by British aggression against China
in the past and therefore not the responsibility of the Govern-
ment of India. With the founding of the People’s Republic of
China, the prerogatives which the British Government had
obtained by unequal treaties wrung from defunct Chinese
Governments no longer existed. So it was necessary for China
and India to establish their relations in the Tibet Region of
China on a new basis by negotiations . . . .

China has been developing trade and cultural intercourse
between the two countries in accordance with her consistent
policy of establishing good neighbourly relations and peaceful
co-existence. The successful conclusion of the Agreement pro-
vides further proof of the Chinese people’s profound friendship
for the Indian people and their desire for friendly co-operation.

In the negotiations, the Indian Government was pleased to
withdraw completely the military escorts now stationed at
Yatung and Gyantse in the Tibet Region of China. Further-
more, it was pleased to hand over to the Chinese Government
the postal, telegraph and public telephone services together with
their equipment in the region. This respect for China’s
sovereignty on the part of the Indian Government corresponds
to the common interests and the traditional friendship of the
Chinese and Indian peoples.

China and India are two neighbouring Great Powers. For
many centuries, a traditional intimate relationship between the
Chinese people in Tibet and the Indian people has existed in
their economic and social life, communications and other res-
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pects. Relations between the traders of the two countries, the
comings and goings of the inhabitants in the border districts
of the two countries to visit friends and relatives or to carry on
petty trade and border crossings of porters and muleteers, have
been constant and brisk.

All these traditional and normal relations have been given
official recognition in the Agreement just signed and the notes
exchanged. A system of reasonable arrangements has been pro-
vided for normal trade relations between the traders of both
countries. This meets the practical requirements of the peoples
of the two countries and also creates favourable conditions for
developing their trade relations.

The Chinese Government, correctly safeguarding freedom
of religious belief, respects the customs of the Tibetans. At the
same time, it is ready to accord facilities to Indian pilgrims.
journeying to the Tibet Region of China according to their
customs. Provisions are made in the Agreement regarding pil-
grimage by religious believers of the two countries.

58 Chov En-lai answers questions of The Hindu correspondent,
K.S. Shelvankar, 23 June 1954 (Extracts)

The Chinese people are very glad to have such a neighbouring
State as India which is so devoted to the cause of peace agree-
ment on trade and intercourse between the Tibet region of China
and India . . . not only has strengthened the relations between
the two great States, China and India, but also has set a good
example of co-operation among the Asian States. We are confi-
dent that on this new basis, co-operation between China and
India in international affairs will further develop, and the friend- .
ship between the peoples of the two States will be increasingly
strengthened. This will be significant for the consolidation of
peace in Asia and the world . ...

The Chinese people respect the life-long devotion of Gandhi
and his struggle for national independence. Such a life-long
struggle has a profound influence on the Chinese people.
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59 Nehru's speech at the banquet given in honour of Chou En-lai,
26 June 1954 (Extract)

Both China and India have their particular and individual back-
grounds. Each has her ownspecial cultural inheritance. In many
ways they are different, and they have grown according to their
own genius. Yet in spite of these differences, we have been good
neighbours and friends and have not come into conflict with
each other during the millennia of history.

This is the witness of the past, and as we stand on the fine
edge of the present in this turbulent world of ours, we can learn
a lesson from that past, which will help us in the present and in
the future. Both our countries have recently succeeded in achiev-
ing our will. We achieved our freedom under different circum-
stances and by different methods. Our great leader and master
Mahatma Gandhi led us by peaceful methods through travail
and many bitter experiences to freedom. China's course was
differently fashioned.

60 Chou En-lai’s speech at the banquet, 26 June 1954

Between China and India there has existed for 2000 years a
traditional friendship. And this friendship between the people
of our two countries has made a new development in recent
years as the result of the establishment of diplomatic relations
between the Republic of India and the Peopie’s Republic of
‘China on the basis of equality, mutual benefit. and mutual res-
pect for each other’s territorial integrity and sovereignty.

The Chinese Government and people attach great importance
to their friendship with the Indian Government and people. The
relations between our two countries are being further streng-
thened with each passing day, and cultural and economic ties
are on the increase. In particular the agreement concluded in
Apri! of this year between China and India on trade and inter-
course between the Tibet Region of China and India not only
has resulted in further improvement in Sino-Indian friendship,
but also given expression to the principles of mutual respect for
territorial integrity and sovereignty, non-aggression, non-inter-
ference in each other’s internal affairs, equality and mutual
benefit, and peaceful co-existence between our two countries,
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thus furnishing a good example of solving problems between
nations by means of negotiation.

China and India are both peace-loving nations. The
Chinese people feel very happy to have such a neighbour as
India which is devoted to the cause of peace. India has made
valuable contributions to the efforts to bring about an armistice
in Korea. India has constantly been interested in the strivings
for the termination of the Indo-China war, and has untiringly
supported the efforts made at the Geneva Conference to restore
peace in Indo-China. It is very obvious that this position of
India is of great significance for safeguarding peace in Asia.

All the peoples of Asia want peace. The menace to the peace
of Asia comes now from outside. But, Asia today is no longer
the Asia of yesterday. The age when outside forces could decide
at will the fate of Asia has gone forever. We are confident that
the unity of all peace-loving nations and peoples of Asia will
frustrate the schemes of the war instigators. 1 hope that China
and India will cooperate even more closely for the noble aim of
safeguarding peace in Asia.

61 ‘‘Sino-Indian unity for peace in the Far East and the whole
world,”” People’s Daily editorial, 26 June 1954 (Extracts)

China and India have a total population of nearly one thousand
million. They have long common borders and both are great
Asian nations with long histories and civilisations., Being
peace-loving peoples, they have never made war upon each
other. Throughout the ages, close economic and cultural rela-
tions and profound friendship have developed between the two
peoples.

Ever since the founding of the People’s Republic of China,
friendship between the two countries has been growing on a
new basis. They have not only established friendly diplomatic
relations but have developed economic and cultural interchange.
With ever increasing contacts, the bonds of friendship between
the two peopies have grown closer everyday.

The Chinese Government and people have always valued
and treasured the friendship and unity between the Chinese and
Indian peoples. . . .

Clearly these principles [five principles] are the basis cf



Document 61 71

peaceful coexistence and friendly relations among all countries.
The ever-deepening friendship between China and India on
this basis is beneficial to the peaceful development and pros-
perity of the two countries and conforms to their interests and
desires.

China and India are both concerned with peace in Asia and
in the whole world. This is most clearly seen in their approach
to the Korean question.

Tremendous efforts were made by China to bring about the
Korean armistice and for a peaceful settlement of the Korean
question at the Geneva Conference. India also made a great
contribution to the achievement of the Korean armistice and
presided over the work of the Neutral Nations Repatriation
Commission in Korea. . . .

Indian Prime Minister Nehru, in various statements on the
Indo-China question to the Indian House of the People both
before and after the opening of the Geneva Conference, also
expressed deep concern over the restoration of peace in Indo-
China. During the Geneva Conference, great eflorts were made
by Indian diplomat Krishna Menon at Geneva to the same
end.

All this, together with other international activities of the
Governments and peoples of the two countries, has clearly
contributed greatly to the promotion of peace in Asia and in
the whole world.

Aggressive American designs on Asia are now growing with
each day. The U.S. is sparing no effort to form aggressive
alliances in Asia, to split Asia into hostile blocs, so as to facili-
tate aggression, control of the continent and the launching of
war there. Peace in Asia and the security of the Asian peoples
are under serious threat.

It is the common desire of the Asian peoples to safeguard
Asian peace and security. Both China and India shoulder a
solemn responsibility for this noble end. . . .

The defence of peace and security in Asia is a common
concern of the Chinese and Indian peoples and the eager desire
of all Asian peoples. This desire can be realized and world
peace promoted if there is sincere unity between the Asian
countries.

The Chinese people are glad to have such a great neighbour
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s0 devoted to peace as India. ... The relations between the
two countries have set a good example for friendly relations
among Asian countries.

There is no doubt that the meeting of the two Prime Minis-
ters in New Delhi will deepen the mutual understanding bet-
ween the two countries and strengthen their cooperation in
international affairs. The development and consolidation of the
traditional friendship of the nearly one thousand million people
of the two countries will contribute tremendously to the main-
tenance of peace in Asia and the whole world.

62 Chou En-lai’s statement at a press conference in New Delhi,
27 June 1954 (Extracts)

... If these principles [Five Principles] are applied in a wider
sphere in Asia, then danger of war would recede and the possi-
bility of cooperation among Asian nations would increase. . . .

Revolution cannot be exported; at the same time, outside
interference with the common will expressed by the people of
any nation should not be permitted.

If all the nations of the world put their mutual relations
on the basis of these principles, intimidation and aggression by
one nation against another would not happen, and peaceful
co-existence of all nations of the world would be turned from a
possibility into a reality. . . .

It is my view that in order to seek common measures for
the maintenance of peace and security in Asia, it is desirable
for the appropriate responsible persons of the principal Asian
countries to meet occasionally to consult each other. . ..

It is my opinion that in order to strengthen and develop the
relations between China and India, we must exert our efforts
in different ways. Between China and India there has existed
for 2C00 years a traditional friendship. . . .

The Agreement on Trade and Intercourse between the
Tibet Region of China and India. ... provides a new basis
for strengthening and developing the relations between our two
countries.

On this new basis, close cooperation and constant contacts
between the Governments and peoples of our two countries for
the cause of world peace, and the development of economic
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relations and interchange of culture between the two countries
will make it possible to continuously strengthen and develop
the relations between our two countries.

It was said that the present volume of trade between our
two countries is relatively small. T think that in the spirit of
supplying the wants of each other and rendering assistance to
each other and on the basis of equality and mutual benefit,
‘'ways can be found for expanding the volume of trade. ...

‘63 Joint statement by the Prime Ministers of India and China,
28 June 1954

His Excellency Chou En-lai, Prime Minister and Foreign Minis-
ter of the People’s Republic of China, came to Delhi at the
invitation of His Excellency Jawaharlal Nehru, Prime Minister
.and Foreign Minister of the Republic of India. He stayed here
for three days. During this period the two Prime Ministers
discussed many matters of common concern to India and China.
In particular they discussed the prospects of peace in South
East Asia and the developments that had taken place in the
Geneva Conference in regard to Indo-China. The situation in
Indo-China was of vital importance to the peace of Asia and
the world and the Prime Ministers were anxious that the efforts
that were being made at Geneva should succeed. They noted
with satisfaction that some progress had been made in the
talks at Geneva in regard to an armistice. They earnestly hoped
that these efforts will meet with success in the near future and
that they would result in a political settlement of the problems
-of that area.

2. The talks between the Prime Ministers aimed at helping,
in such ways as were possible, the efforts at peaceful settlement
that were being made in Geneva and elsewhere. Their main
purpose was to arrive at a clearer understanding of each other’s
point of view in order to help the maintenance of peace, both
in co-operation with each other and with other countries.

3. Recently India and China have come to an agreement in
which they laid down certain principles which should guide the
relations between the two countries. These principles are:

1. Mutual respect for each other’s territorial integrity and
-sovereignty;
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2. Non-aggression;

3. Non-interference in each other’s internal aﬂ'an's

4. Equality and mutual benefit; and

5. Peaceful co-existence.

The Prime Ministers reaffirmed these principles and felt that
they should be applied in their relations with other countries in
Asia as well as in other parts of the world. If these principles
are applied not only between various countries but also in inter-
national relations generally, they would form a solid foundation
for peace and security and the fears and apprehensions that
exist today would give place to a feeling of confidence.

4. The Prime Ministers recognised that different social and
political systems exist in various parts of Asia and the world.
If, however, the above-mentioned principles are accepted and
acted upon and there is no interference by any one country with
another, these differences should not come in the way of peace
or create conflicts. With the assurance of territorial integrity
and sovereignty of each country and of non-aggression, there
would be peaceful co-existence and friendly relations between
the countries concerned. This would lessen the tension that
exists in the world today and help in creating a climate of
peace.

5. In particular, the Prime Ministers hoped that these princi-
ples would be applied to the solution of the problems in Indo-
China where the political settlement should aim at the creation
of free, democratic, unified and independent States, which
should not be used for aggressive purposes or be subjected to-
foreign intervention. This will lead to a growth of self-confi-
dence in these countries as well as to friendly relations between
them and their neighbours. The adoption of the principles.
referred to above will also help in creating an area of peace
which, as circumstances permit, can be enlarged, thus lessening
the chances of war and strengthening the cause of peace all
over the world.

6. The Prime Ministers expressed their confidence in the
friendship between India and China which would help the
cause of world peace and the peaceful development of their
respective countries as well as the other countries of Asia.

7. These conversations were held with a view to help in:
bringing about a greater understanding of the problems of Asia.



Documents 64 & 65 75

and to further a peaceful and co-operative effort, in common
with the other countries of the world, in solving these and like
problems.

The Prime Ministers agreed that their respective countries
should maintain close contacts so that there should continue to
be full understanding between them. They appreciated greatly
the present opportunity of meeting together and having a full
exchange of ideas leading to a clearer understanding and co-
operation in the cause of peace.

64 Chinese note to India, 17 July 1954

According to a report received from the Tibet Region of China,
over thirty Indian troops armed with rifles crossed the Niti
Pass on 29 June 1954, and intruded into Wu-Je of the Ali Area
of the Tibet Region of China. (Wu-Je is about one day’s
journey from the Niti Pass). The above happening is not in
conformity with the principles of non-aggression and friendly
co-existence between China and India, and the spirit of the
Joint Communique issued recently by the Prime Ministers of
China and India. It is hoped that the Government of India
would promptly investigate the matter, and order the immediate
withdrawal of the Indian troops in question from the above-
mentioned territory of the Tibet Region of China. We shall
appreciate it if you will let us know at the earliest opportunity
the results of steps which you are to take in the above matter.

65 Chou En-lai’s report on foreign affairs made at the 33rd
session of the Central People’s Government Council,
11 August 1954 (Extracts)

A Chinese-Indian Joint Statement and a Chinese-Burmese Joint
Statement were issued on June 28 and 29, 1954 respectively. In
these two joint statements, the three governments unanimously
agree to take the five principles . . . as the basic principles to
guide the relations between China and India and between China
and Burma. We are of the opinion that these five principles
with respect to peaceful coexistence should likewise be applied
to relations between various nations and in international rela-
tions generally. . . .
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We believe that if these five principles win support from
more countries, even the fears and apprehensions prevailing
between nations which have been antagonistic to each other
would give place to a sense of security of mutual confidence;
in that case it would be possible to establish more and wider
areas of peace in Asia, and to prevent these areas from being
reduced to hotbeds for the aggressive circles of the United
States to make war and organize antagonistic military blocs.
In line with this policy, the Central People’s Government will
make unremitting efforts for the establishment of collective
peace in Asia.

66 Indian note to China, 27 August 1954

We have made thorough enquiries regarding the allegation made
by the Counsellor of the Chinese Embassy on 17th July and
repeated again on 13th August about a report that a unit of 33
Indians attached to the local garrison in U.P. (India) had in-
truded into the Tibet region of China. As previously mentioned
to the Chinese Counsellor, our further investigations have con-
firmed that the allegation is entirely incorrect. A party of our
Border Security Force is encamped in the Hoti Plain which is
south-east of Niti Pass and is in Indian territory. None of our
troops or personnel have crossed north of the Niti Pass, as
verbally mentioned by the Chinese Counsellor.

On the other hand, we have received reports that some of
the Tibetan officials tried to cross into our territory in Hoti Plain
and it is requested that such entry without proper documents is
not in conformity with the Agreement signed between India and
China regarding Trade and Intercourse between India and the
Tibet Region of China, nor in conformity with the principles of
non-aggression and friendly co-existence between China and
India and the spirit of the joint communique issued recently by
the Prime Ministers of India and China. 1t is hoped that the
Government of China will instruct the local authorities in Tibet
not to cross into Indian territory as we have instructed our
authorities not to cross into Tibetan territory.
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67 Chou En-lai’s report on the Work of the Government
delivered to the first session of the First National People’s
Congress, 23 September 1954 (Extracts)

The People’s Republic of China has always attached importance
to peaceful co-operation with the Southeast Asian countries
and other neighbouring states, and to the efforts made in the
cause of peace by such a large Asian country as India. In June
1954, the Chinese and Indian Premiers and the Chinese and
Burmese Premiers held separate talks and unanimously affirmed
in their respective joint statements that the five principles. ..
should be the basic principles guiding relations between China
and India and between China and Burma. We believe that the
friendly relations between our country and the Republic of
Indonesia can also be extended on the basis of these fundamen-
tal principles. We also hold that the same five principles for
peaceful coexistence should apply likewise to relations between
our country and Ceylon, Pakistan and other Asian countries, as
well as to international relations in general.

68 Trade agreement between China and India, 14 October 1954

The Government of the Republic of India and the Central
People’s Government of the People’s Republic of China, anima-
ted by the common desire to develop trade between the two
countries and to strengthen further the friendship that already
exists between the Governments and the peoples of India and
China have, on the basis of equality and mutual benefit, reached
agreements as follows:

Article I

The two contracting parties being desirous of adopting all
appropriate measures for the expansion of trade between the
two countries agree to give the fullest consideration to all
suggestions for the promotion of such trade.

Article 1T

The two contracting parties agree that all commercial tran-
sactions between the two countries shall be carried out in
accordance with the Import, Export and Foreign Exchange
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Regulations in force from time to time in their respective coun-
tries.

Article 111
The two contracting parties agree to accord, subject to the
laws and regulations of the two countries for the time being in
force, facilities for the import and export of the commodities
mentioned in the attached Schedules ““A”” and “B”’. [not printed]

Article 1V

The present agreement will not preclude the two contracting
parties from facilitating trade in commodities not mentioned in
the attached Schedules “A’’ and “B”’.

Article V

The Trade between the Republic of India and the Tibet
Region of the People’s Republic of China will be conducted in
accordance with the provisions of the Agreement between the
Republic of India and the People’s Republic of China on Trade
and Intercourse between India and the Tibet Region of China
signed in Peking on the 29th April 1954.

Article VI

The Government of the Republic of India agree that on
request by the Government of the People’s Republic of China,
they will subject to the regulations in force, accord reasonable
facilities for the entry into the Port of Calcutta and subsequent
movement to the Tibet Region of the People’s Republic of
China, of such commercial goods as cannot be obtained in
India. These facilities will be accorded only to goods of Chinese
origin.

Article VII

All commercial and non-commercial payments between the
Republic of India and the People’s Republic of China may be
effected in Indian rupees or in pounds sterling as may be mutu-
ally convenient. For the purpose of facilitating such pay-
ments, the People’s Bank of China will open one or more
account(s) with one or more commercial bank(s) in India
authorised to deal in Foreign Exchange to be called account(s)
““A”. In addition, the People’s Bank of China will, if necessary,
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open another account with the Reserve Bank of India to be called
account “B’’. All payments between the two countries —will be
made through account (s) ““A”. Account “‘B”’ will be used only
for replenishing the balance (s) in Account (s) “A’’ whenever
necessary. Payments to be made by residents of India to
tesidents of the People’s Republic of China will be effected by
crediting the amounts of such payments to the above-mentioned
account(s) ““A”’. Payments to be made to residents of India by
residents of the People’s Republic of China will be effected
by debiting the said account(s) ‘‘A’’. The account(s) “A’ will

be replenished as and when necessary by one of the following
methods, namely:

(i) by transfer of funds from another account ‘““A”’ of the
People’s Bank of China with another commercial
bank, or from account ‘““‘B’’ with the Reserve Bank of
India;

(i) by sale of sterling to the bank concerned. Account
“B’’ will be replenished by either sale of sterling to
the Reserve Bank of India or by transfer of pounds
from account (s) ‘“‘A”.

2. Article VIII of this Agreement covers the following
payments:

(i) Payments for the commodities imported or exported
under the present Agreement;

(ii) Payments connected with commercial transactions
and covering insurance, freight (in case of shipments
of goods by the ships of either country) port charges,
storage and forwarding expenses and bunkering;

(iii) Payments for distribution of films, for incomes and
expenses of culture performances and other exihibi-
tions;

(iv) Payments of expenses on account of tours of delega-
tions of commercial, cultural, social or official nature;

(v) Payments for the maintenance of the Embassy, Con-
sulates and Trade Agencies of the Republic of India
in China and for the maintenance of the Embassy,
Consulates and Trade Agencies of the People’s Re-
public of China in India;

(vi) Other non-commercial payments on which agreement
is reached between the Reserve Bank of Jndia and
the People’s Bank of China.
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3. Any balances on the credit side of the account(s) ‘“A”
or Account “B’" maintained by the People’s Bank of China
will be convertible on demand into sterling at any time at the
usual Banks’ selling rate for sterling as fixed from time to time
by the Indian Exchange Banks’ Association. The above men-
tioned balances will be convertible into sterling even after the
expiry of this Agreement.

4. Payments for border trade between the Republic of
India and the People’s Republic of China, however, will be
settled according to the customary practice.

Article VI1II

The two contracting parties agree to consult with each other
on questions that may arise in the course of the implementation
of the present Agreement.

Article I1X

This Agreement will come into force from the date of its
signature and will remain valid for a period of two years.

This Agreement can be extended or renewed by negotiation
between the two contracting parties to be commenced three
months prior to its expiry.

69 Chou En-lai’s speech at the banquet given in honour of Premier
Nehru, 20 October 1954 (Extracts)

India and China are both Great Powers of Asia . .. For more
than two thousand years, there have been maintained close cul-
tural and economic ties between India and China, and history
has left no record of war whatsoever between our two coun-
tries . . . We believe that the peaceful coexistence and friendly
cooperation between China and India will certainly facilitate the
gradual realisation of the peaceful coexistence among other
Asian countries and countries of the world . . . In his speech in
the Indian Parliament on September 29 this year, Prime Minister
Nehru pointed out that ‘“‘the whole approach of the Manila
treaty is not only wrong but dangerous.”” This wrong and dan-
gerous approach is not yet given up, and there is even the danger
that it will be extended to areas outside Southeast Asia. We hold
that this situation is the source of the uneasiness in Asia. . ..



Documems 704 71 81

As a result of the Geneva Conference, there arises the possi-
bility of the materialization of the idea of establishing an area
of peace in Southeast Asia initiated by Prime Minister Nehru.
But the conclusion of the Manila treaty goes directly against this
idea. In his speech in the Indian Parliament on September 16
this year, Prime Minister Nehru said: ‘India’s policy is to try
to develop an area of peace in Asia and elsewhere if possible.”
It is obvious that this policy of establishing and extending an
area of peace is in keeping with the interests of the people of
India as well as those of the other Asian peoples. We welcome
this proposition of Prime Minister Nehru’s, and are ready to
work, together with India, in a common effort to overcome
difficulties, and to establish and extend an area of peace in
Asia. The Chinese Government and people treasure very much
their friendship and cooperation with the Government and
people of India. . ..

We hope that the established friendship between China and
India will be further strengthened and developed so that the
Chinese-Indian relations well be a model for the peaceful

coexistence among countries with different social systems and
ideologies of the whole world.

70 Chou En-lai’s message of greetings on Nehru’s birthday,
13 November 1954

On the occasion of your 65th birthday, please accept these well-
known Chinese items—a pair of spotted deer, a pair of red-
crested cranes and 100 gold fish of 20 different species—which
I send through you to the Indian children. I hope that they will
like these gifts which symbolise the friendship between our two
peoples, just as the Chinese children like Asa [the elephant
Prime Minister Nehru presented to the Chinese children].

When these gifts reach Delhi they will be presented by the
Chinese Embassy in India.

71 “Mr. Nehru's visit to China,’’ article by Chen Han-seng
Vice-Chairman of the China-India Friendship Association,
16 November 1954 (Extracts)

Since 1949, when the Chinese people became their own masters,
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Mr. Nehru, as Prime Minister of the Republic of India, has done
much to promote closer relations between China and India, and
to further the cause of world peace which the Chinese people
treasure and do all in their power to defend and consolidate.
The Indian Government was among the first to establish diplo-
matic relations with our country following the founding of the
People’s Republic. Mr. Nehru has also frequently spoken out to
demand that no obstructions should be placed in the way of
China taking her rightful place in discussion of international
affairs. More recently, India helped to bring about the armistice
in Korea. During the Geneva negotiations, India, with the other
Colombo Conference Powers, made significant contributions
towards restoration of peace in Indo-China, and now she is
helping to supervise it as a participant in the International
Commission. It was an historic occasion when the Indian Prime
Minister and Premier Chou En-lai, during the latter’s visit to
India last June, jointly announced five principles of peaceful
coexistence as a basis for relations between the two countries. . . .

Seen in the context of the insidious attempts of the United
States to split the Asian countries into two antagonistic groups,
to sow distrust among nations, to stir up and extend international
war, the “large measure of agreement” reached between China
and India is undoubtedly of great international significance. It is
a blow against the Washington trouble-makers. It will encourage
all peace-loving people.

72 Chou En-]ai’s message to Nehru on Indian National Day,
24 January 1955

On the occasion of the fifth National Day of the Republic of
India, I extend warm and sincere greetings to the Government
of the Republic of India and to you. The friendly cooperation
between China and India will be constantly consolidated and
developed on the basis of the five principles of peaceful
.co-existence jointly enunciated by India and China. May the
Republic of India become ever more prosperous and achieve
new successes in establishing and expanding the peace area and
in safeguarding peace in Asia and the world.
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73 Chou En-lai’s speech at India’s National Day reception in
Peking, 26 January 1955 (Extracts)

I am deeply convinced that the relations between our two coun-
tries will be increasingly closer and that there will be more
frequent cultural and economic exchanges between our two
countries.

1954 was also a year in which China and India closely
cooperated with each other in the cause of peace. The Govern-
ments of China and India have made joint efforts towards the
restoration of peace in Inc o-China. The five principles of peace-
ful co-existence jointly advocated by China and India not only
are the basic principles guiding the relations between China and
India, but also have become an important factor in establishing
and enlarging the area of peace and in safeguarding the peace
of Asia and the world . . ..

China always attaches importance to the efforts made by
India in safeguarding the peace of Asia and the world, and is
ready to increase its co-operation with India in order to attain
this common goal. . . .

74 Communique on handing over of the Indian communication
facilities in Tibet to China, 1 April 1955 (Extract)

The People’s Republic of China and the Republic of India
agree that from the date of 1st April 1955, the entire
postal, telegraph and public telephone services with their
equipment and the rest houses with their equipment operat-
ed by the Government of India in the Tibet Region of
China, are handed over by the Government of India to the
‘Government of China and become the possessions of the Govern-
ment of China. Both sides agree that the price for all the rest
houses with their equipment is rupees three lakhs and sixteen
thousand and eight hundred and twenty-eight only and the
Government of China paid the total amount to the Government
of India, on 31st March 1955.

75 Article by Feng Chih-tan in People’s Daily, 11 April 1955
(Extracts)

U.S. ““aid” to Asian countries is intended for military aggres-
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sion, economic exploitation and colonialist expansion. . .

Large quantities of surplus ammunition in the hands of U.S.
magnates have been one of the motives behind the U.S. Govern-
ment’s offers of ‘‘military aid.”” The dumping of surplus com-
‘modities and agricultural products constitutes the major part of
U.S. “economic aid’’ in Asia. Due to the growing crisis of over-
production of farm products, the U.S. President has laid special
emphasis in his recent foreign aid programme report on ‘a broad
surplus disposal programme,’” which means in effect the dumping
of large quantities of surplus farm products in countries receiving
US ““aid’’ at prices higher than the world market. It is under
‘economic aid’ that the U.S. has sold tens of thousands of tons
of inferior and even rotten surplus wheat and cotton to India,
Japan and other countries.

This being the nature of U.S. ‘aid,” it is only natural that
recipient countries cannot benefit economically. In fact, those
Asian countries that have received large amounts of U.S. ‘aid’
are not only far from being industrialised, but their national
economies have been seriously damaged.

The Asian people have come to realise that for their national
economies to develop independently, they must rely on their
own efforts, instead of imperialist ‘aid,” and develop international
economic cooperation on the basis of equality and mutual
benefit.

76 Observer’s commentary in People’s Daily on Nehru’s visit to
the Soviet Union, 10 June 1955 (Summary)

The Chinese people wholeheartedly welcome the Indian Prime
Minister’s visit to the Soviet Union and the growth of friendly
Soviet-Indian relations. . . .

The facts prove that friendly co-operation between the
Soviet Union and India is important for the defence of peace,.
irrespective of the different social systems in these two
countries. . . .

Observer cited instances of economic and cultural co-opera-
tion between the Soviet Union and India along these lines in
recent years, particularly the Soviet assistance to India in the
building of a steel plant with a capacity of one million tons of
steel annually. “This disinterested assistance... contrasted
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sharply with the ““aid” from Western countries, which was tied
in with scheming for control of the under-developed countries.”

At this time when Soviet-Indian friendship is daily growing
Prime Minister Nehru’s visit to the Soviet Union is a very signi-
ficant event. It augurs well for the extension of existing friendly
relations between the Soviet Union and India.

77 Chou En-lai’s speech on the Present International Situation
and China’s Foreign Policy delivered at the second session of
the First National People’s Congress, 30 July 1955 (Extract)

The Chinese people hope that the countries of Asia and the
Pacific region, including the United States, will sign a pact of
collective peace to replace the antagonistic military blocs now
existing in this part of the world, so that the collective peace
first advocated by the Indian Government may be realized.

78 Chou En-lai’s interview with Japanese press delegation,
17 August 1955 (Extract)

In response to the proposal first put forward by Prime Minister
Nehru of India for establishing collective peace and extending
the area of peace, I said, as early as 1954, at the Geneva
Conference, that the Government of the People’s Republic of
China considers that ‘‘the countries of Asia should consult
among themselves with a view to seeking common measures
to safeguard peace and security in Asia by means of respective
mutual obligations.”” We have also declared that this proposal
of ours does not exclude any countries outside Asia. Later, the
five principles of peaceful co-existence initiated by China
together with India and Burma and the Declaration on Pro-
motion of World Peace and Co-operation unanimously adopted
by the Asian-African Conference further paved the way for
establishing collective peace and extending the area of peace.
Therefore, our proposal for the signing of a collective peace
pact by the countries of Asia and the Pacific region, including
the United States, was put forward on the basis of such deve-
lopments of the situation.

This collective peace pact which we advocate is in complete
conformity with the stipulations of the United Nations Charter.



86 India, 1947-1980

Its purpose is not to create division and antagonism among the
countries, but to make countries live together in peace and in
friendly co-operation, so as to replace the antagonistic military
blocs now existing in this area. We believe that the realistic
nature of this proposal will become even more obvious with the
development of the situation favourable to world peace.

79 People’s Daily commentary on India’s fight for Goa,
24 August 1955 (Extracts)

The atrocities committed by the Portuguese Colonial authori-
ties have aroused the indignation of the Indian people and just
people in all countries. Goa is an integral part of India
historically, geographically, ethnically, economically and cul-
turally.

The Chinese people . ... fully support the Indian’s just
demand.

The Indian people’s fight to recover Goa is part of the
struggle in defence of peace. In the past few years, Goa was
being converted into a military base of the North Atlantic bloc
in South Asia. This inevitably jeopardises the peace and secu-
rity of India and the rest of Southeast Asia. . . .. The reason
Portugal has persisted in its savage and unreasonable action on
the question of Goa is because it has the support of certain
Western colonialist forces.... The Indian people’s struggle
to recover Goa is bound to result in victory.

80 Observer’s commentary in People’s Daily on Dulles’ Allega-
tion that Goa and Macao are ‘‘Portuguese provinces’’,
11 December 1955 (Extract)

By his allegation that India’s Goa and China’s Macao are
“Portuguese provinces,”” Dulles has clearly exposed himself as
the repulsive colonialist he has always been. . ..

Dulles’ statement at his December 6th press conference
“have helped the Asian people see that in their struggle against
colonialism the United States sides firmly with the colonialists
and is their ringleader. . . .

“Contrary to Dulles argument, Soviet leaders’ condemna-
tion of colonialism is a powerful support for the Asian people’s
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struggle for peace and against colonialism. This support is
obviously beneficial to the easing of the Asian situation.
“What Dulles fears most is precisely the far-reaching
influence of the Soviet leaders’ visits to the countries of Asia.
This influence is bound to help the consolidation of Asian
peace and the Asian people’s struggle for independence and
freedom, and deal a heavy blow to the aggressive schemes of
the U.S. Dulles’ support for the Portuguese colonialists indeed
shows the confusion and alarm of the U.S. in face of this
prospect that is emerging in the Asian situation; it shows its
frantic and futile attempt to exercise pressure on the Asian
people so as to hold back this development in the situatjon.

81 People’s Daily editorial welcomes Soviet-Indian joint
statement of 13 December 1955, 16 December 1955 (Extract)

This unswerving stand and the efforts for world peace of the
Soviet and Indian leaders correctly reflect the sincere wishes
of all people desiring peace. It will reinforce their determination
and power to struggle for peace.

The leaders of the two countries devoted great attention to
the pressing questions now outstanding in Asia and set forward
clear positions for their settlement. . ..

The Chinese people completely endorse the ways to settle
these questions as suggested by the Soviet Union and India.
The clearly defined positions of the governments of the two
countries towards these questions will undoubtedly benefit
Asian peace. . . .

The further growth of economic co-operation between the
Soviet Union and India, countries have different social systems,
will set a good example for other states. Such economic co-
operation contrasts sharply with what the western states call
“‘aid”.

The tremendous significance of strengthening economic
co-operation between the Soviet Union and India also rests in
the fact that the establishment of economic relations based
on equality and mutual benefit is bound to help to a very great
extent India’s construction. A powerful India is an important
factor in consolidating peace in Asia and the whole world.
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82 Chou En-lai’s speech at a reception given by Indian
Ambassador R.K. Nehru, 26 January 1956 (Extract)

In the past year the Republic of India, as one of the world’s
big powers, has made important contributions to the peace of
Asia and the world. The Asian-African Conference held as a
result of the initiative of India and the other Colombo Powers,
has greatly advanced the Asian and African people’s common
cause of opposing colonialism, safeguarding world peace and
strengthening their mutual friendly cooperation. Prime Minis-
ter Nehru played an outstanding role in bringing about these
positive achievements of the Asian-African Conference. In
1955, friendly visits were exchanged between Prime Minister
Nehru and national leaders of the Soviet Union. This not only
marks a new development in the friendship and cooperation
between India and the Soviet Union, but also has its far-reach-
ing international significance. The firm and clear-cut position
of the Indian and Soviet leaders on the pressing issues in current
international relations accurately reflects the common desires
of all the peace-loving countries and peoples. This is warmly
welcomed and supported by the Chinese Government and
people.

Thanks to the close cooperation and unrelaxing efforts of
the Soviet Union, India, China and other peace-loving coun-
tries in fighting for peace, many new changes in favour of
peace has been brought about in the international situation in
the past year.

The five principles of peaceful co-existence have been accept-
ed by more and more countries of the world. Both our coun-
tries are carrying on the struggle for their sovereignty and
territorial integrity, and are benefiting constantly from mutual
support and encouragement.

The Chinese Government and people deeply appreciate the
righteous stand of the Indian Government and people in con-
sistently supporting China’s demand for the restoration of its
legitimate position in the United Nations and to exercise its
sovereign right over Taiwan and the other coastal islands. Simi-
larly, the Chinese Government and people fully support India’s
legitimate demand to recover Goa, an inalienable part of
India’s territory. These demands of China and India are all just,
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and just demands of millions o fpeople are bound to come true.
We are also greateful to the Indian Government for accepting
. the trust of the People’s Republic of China and undertaking in
extremely difficult conditions, the task of assisting in the return
-to China of the Chinese in the United States in accordance with
the agreement of the Sino-American ambassadorial talks. India
has also made important contribution in leading the Interna-
tional Commissions in Indo-China in controlling and supervi-
sing the implementation of the Geneva agreements. The close
cooperation and mutual support between China and India is a
very important force in consolidating peace in Asia and the
.world. We are ready to work for the further strengthening of
this cooperation in the new year.

In the past year, there was also satisfactory development in
the relations between our two countries. Our contact and co-
operation in the economic and cultural fields and the fields of
science and technology have become broader and closer.

83 People’s Daily editorial on India’s National Day
Anniversary, 26 January 1956 (Extracts)

The founding of the Republic of India was a vitally significant
event in the modern development of Asia. For many centuries
India was placed in the position of a colony. India’s achieve-
ments of national sovereignty and independence showed that
the Western states’ colonialist system was doomed. It encouraged
the oppressed peoples to extend their fight for national indepen-
dence. A wide road to independent development now lies before
the Indian people. In their efforts to build up an independent
country they have already met with success and India has
become an increasingly important factor in the efforts of the
peoples for peace. . ..

The Government and people of India have greatly contributed
to consolidating peace and easing international tension. India is
playing an increasingly important role in the solution of inter-
national problems and the establishment of friendly relations
among all countries. It has made an unforgettable contribution
to the termination of the Korean War, the restoration of peace
in Indo-China, the sponsoring and holding of the Asian-African
Conference, the establishment in conjunction with China and
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27 other Asian and African countries of the Bandung spirit and
the strengthening of friendly co-operation among nations.

On the Taiwan question, India maintains a just position. It
has declared that Taiwan is an integral part of Chinese territory.
The five principles of peaceful co-existence initiated by the
Prime Ministers of India and China opened up the road for
countries with different social systems to co-exist in peace. Their
initiation contributed to the relaxation of international tension.
They have now become the principles which all peace-loving
countries are jointly observing. Their influence is extending
daily.

The exchange of visits between the Prime Ministers of China
and India not only enhanced the close friendship between the
two peoples but greatly helped to consolidate peace in the Far
East. The visits of the Soviet and Indian leaders to each other’s
countries further accelerated the cause of world peace and
enlarged the peace area. The efforts of the Government and
people of India for Asian and world peace have been widely
acclaimed by the people of all lands. In recent years India’s
international prestige has grown rapidly. It has already become
one of the great powers of the world. This is certainly not
accidental.

The facts show that by devoting its efforts for world peace,
developing trade on the basis of equality and mutual benefit
and strengthening friendly cooperation among nations, India has
derived great advantages for its economic construction. In parti-
cular, the strengthening of India’s friendly cooperation with the
Soviet Union, China and other peaceful countries has produced
increasingly conspicuous effects on India’s economic construc-
tion. There was a rapid growth in trade between India and
China in 1955. The growth of trade between India and the
Soviet Union has been even greater. The strengthening of such
trade relations based on equality and mutual benefit is of great
significance to India’s successful operation of its construction
plans.

A deep friendship has long existed between the Chinese and
Indian peoples. Following different roads, our two great Asian
countries have attained our people’s common goal—national
independence. The pride we share in common of having achieved
national independence has deepened our mutual understanding
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and added to our respect for each other. Our two peoples are
now advancing hand in hand for the common cause of peace
and national independence. May our friendship grow stronger
day by day!

84 Chou En-lai’s Political Report at the second session of the
Second National Committee of the Chinese People’s Political
Consultative Conference, 30 January 1956 (Extracts)

The surging national liberation movements in Asia, Africa and
Central and South America have shaken the hold of colonialism
in these areas and vigorously blocked the implementation of the
U.S. aggressive circles’ policy there. In Southeast Asia, countries
like India, Burma, Indonesia and Afghanistan have freed them-
selves from colonial status and taken the path of independent
development. These countries treasure the national independence
they have achieved and are determined to safeguard their
independence and sovereignty. They condemn antagonistic mili-
tary blocs and oppose war threats. They firmly maintain a posi-
tion of neutrality and demand peaceful co-existence among all
countries. These countries, particularly India as a great world
power, are playing an increasingly great positive role in the
peaceful settlement of many major international questions. We
have a deep respect for the stand taken by these countries; we
have established friendly relations with them on the principles
of peaceful co-existence, and are co-operating with them in
many respects in the struggle for peace and international
security.

85 President Rajendra Prasad’s address to the Indian
Parliament, 15 February 1956 (Extracts)

My Government regret that the progress achieved as a result of
the efforts of last year to bring about negotiations and to resolve
differences between the United States and China has not made
much headway, and observe with concern that the alternative to
a negotiated settlement is fraught with grave possibilities. My
Government will continue to use their best endeavours to
advance the cause of peaceful negotiations. . . .

In the Far East and Asia generally, the continued exclusion



92 India, 1947-1980

of China from the United Nations and the trade and other
embargos and dlscrlmmatnons imposed against her, make for
instability and conflict. My Government will try their utmost,
in common with like-minded governments both at the United
Nations and outside, to help to remedy this situation which
continues to be perhaps the gravest threat to world peace.

86 Chou En-lai’s address to the third session of the First
National People’s Congress, 28 June 1956 (Extract)

‘The proposition of replacing antagonistic military blocs with a
system of collective peace which does not exclude any country
has increasingly assumed realistic significance. In actively advo-
cating the five principles of peaceful co-existence and expanding
the influence of the peace areas, India, as a great world power,
is playing a particularly outstanding role. In his foreign policy
statement in the Indian Lok Sabha on March 20, 1956 Prime
Minister Nehru of India said:

““We hold, and with each new experience are further con-
firmed in our conviction, that in the adherence to and the prac-
tice of the five principles, now widely known as the Panch Shila,
alone lies the promise of a new era of international peace and
stability.”” This unimpeachable position has received the appro-
val and support of all peace-loving countries and peoples, and
at the same time cannot but influence certain countries which
are members of military blocs headed by the United States.

87 Letter from India’s permanent representative Arthur S. Lall
to the UN Secretary-General requesting inclusion of an item
on representation of China in the UN on the agenda of the
UN General Assembly, 10 November 1956

China is a founder Member of the United Nations and also a
permanent member of the Security Council. The representation
of China in the United Nations derives its special importance
not only from these facts but also from the size of her popula-
tion, the richness of her resources and the vital contribution she
must make to the solution of important issues before the United
Nations. ,

For a considerable period the Government of the People s
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Republic of China alone has exercised effective, continuous and
uncontested authority over China. Furthermore, consistently
with the meaning and intension of the Charter, the Central
People’s Government alone is able and willing to carry out the
obligations of United Nations membership on behalf of the
people of China as required by Articles 2 and 4 of the Charter.
It is the declared policy of the Central People’s Government of
China to carry out the obligations of a Member State in terms
of the Charter. At the Asian-African Conference held at Ban-
dung from 18 April to 28 April 1955, the Chinese delegation
headed by the Prime Minister of China wasamong the strongest
supporters of the United Nations and of its Charter. The Central
People’s Government is recognized by some thirty nations, two
of whom are permanent members of the Security Council. As
‘the Central People’s Government in terms of ability and willing-
ness to carry out the obligations of the Charter is the only
Government that can represent China in the United Nations, to
deny her representation through her Government is not only
contrary to the Charter and the practice of the United Nations in
regard to member States, but is against the interests of the United
Nations and the promotion of world peace and international
co-operation.

The present assignment of the seat of China can in no sense
be regarded as in accord with the requirements of the Charter
and has seriously impeded the Organisation in the fulfilment of
its tasks and in dealing constructively with the problems before
it. The absence of the representatives of China in the United
Nations has in effect denied to a great part of Asia and to nearly a
fourth of the people of the world participation in the work both
of the Assembly and the Security Council as well as the special-
ized agencies and other United Nations bodies. The considera-
tion of Far Eastern questions, of world problems generally and
notably disarmament, the use of atomic energy for peaceful pur-
poses, and the economic development of under-developed
countries cannot be effective without Chinese co-operation. The
proper representation of the Government of China in the United
Nations is essential if the United Nations is to apply itself
realistically and adequately to the problems before it.

The procedure adopted during the past several years of
placing a moratorium on the consideration of China’s repre-
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sentation in the United Nations has rendered impossible adequate
discussion of this increasingly important matter. In view of the
growing urgency of rectifying the existing position, and with
due regard to the provisions of rule 15 of the rules of procedure
of the General Assembly, the Delegation of India considers it
necessary to bring before the eleventh session of the General
Assembly a separate item entitled ‘‘Representation of China in
the United Nations™’.

88 Chou En-lai’s press conference in Calcutta, 9 December 1956
(Extract)

An Indian Correspondent representing in several American papers
and the Indian daily Amrit Bazar Patrika, asked if the Chinese
Premier included Kashmir when he said in Delhi that China
would support India’s struggle in defence of territorial integrity.
The Premier expressed the hope that the Kashmir question
would be settled amicably. He said, ‘“India and Pakistan are
sister countries. The peoples of these countries are of the same
race. There can be no dispute between them which cannot be

settled.”

89 Chou En-lai’s press conference in Dacca, 29 December 1956
(Extract)

Chou En-lai said that what he meant by Chinese support to
“India’s struggle to defend its territorial integrity”’—was simply
the assurance on Chinese side that China “would respect the
territorial integrity and sovereignty” of India as of any other
country. And all this, Chou said, was included in the five
principles of Peaceful Coexistence.

90 Chou En-lai’s report on visits to eleven countries in Asia and
Europe given to the third session of the Second National
Committee of the Chinese People’s Political Consultative
Conference, 5 March 1957 (Extracts)

We were in Delhi on three occasions. Each time we held talks
and exchanged views extensively with Prime Minister Nehru
on many questions of common interest to both countries and
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we reached full agreement in our views on many questions. We
are of the opinion that such friendly and cordial talks are
highly beneficial. Naturally, China and India do not hold, nor
can they hold identical views on all questions. But just as Prime
Minister Nehru said during our visit to India, “When we dis-
agree in some matters, it is a friendly disagreement and it does
not affect our friendship and co-operation.”” These talks have
indeed increased our mutual understanding. They will further
help our two countries, each in its different position, to play
their roles in the common cause of safeguarding world peace
and promoting international co-operation. The long ties of
friendly and co-operative relations between our two countries in
this regard will definitely be further strengthened in the
future. . . .

In the relations between the Asian countries at present, the
Kashmir question between India and Pakistan has caused much
uneasiness on the part of their neighbours. We have expressed
our hope to the leaders of India and Pakistan that they should
seek a solution to this question through peaceful negotiation,
In our Joint Statement of February 5, 1957, Prime Minister
Bandaranaike of Ceylon and myself similarly appealed to the two
parties to make further efforts for a peaceful settlement of this
question for the sake of their own interests as well as for the
broader interests of the solidarity of the Asian and African
countries. Here, we should like to express this hope once again.
It is our view that the sister countries of India and Pakistan
can reach a friendly settlement of this question themselves
through peaceful negotiation. To have this question referred
to the United Nations which, in the circumstances today, is
under the control of the United States, can only give rise to the
danger of foreign interference.

91 Letter from India’s permanent representative Arthur S. Lall
to the UN Secretary-General proposing item on representa-
tion of China on the agenda of the General Assembly
13 September 1957 (Extract)

In the absence of the Government of about a quarter of the
world’s population, the organs of the United Nations cannot
successfully pursue their task of fulfilling the objectives of the
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Charter. This is all the more so in view of the special Charter
obligations of China as a permanent member of the Security
Council. Furthermore, it can no longer be gainsaid or over-
looked that the Central People’s Government of China is the
only Government which, on behalf of China, is able and willing
to carry out the obligations of United Nations membership in
accordance with the Charter. Even though that Government
has so far been prevented from taking its rightful place in the
United Nations its spokesmen have frequently upheld both the
Organization and its Charter. For example, the Prime Minister
of China was a strong supporter of the Organization at the
Asian-African Conference held at Bandung in April 1955.

It behoves the United Nations to look at the question of the
representation of China not only from the point of view of the
legitimate rights of the Chinese people and their Government,
but also from the point of view of the effectiveness of the
Organization itself and the obligation which all Members have
to strengthen the Organization and to assist in achieving its
objectives and purposes. Having regard to these important
considerations the virtual absence of China is a major handlcap
to the progress of the work of the Organization.

The absence of genuine Chinese representation deprives the
United Nations of the presence of spokesmen of a very large
number of people whose economic and social needs and possible
contribution to the Organization in these fields should be taken
into account, and of an important Government whose partici-
pation in the United Nations would contribute to the solution
of all problems and particularly to those affecting directly the
Far East and such matters as disarmament, the use of atomic
energy for peaceful purposes and the economic betterment of
under-developed countries. Furthermore, without effective
Chinese representation there exists an imbalance which militates
against full weight being given in the counsels of the United
Nations to the voice of a great portion of Asia.

92 Chou En-lai’s report to the flifth session of the First National
People’s Congress, 7 February 1958 (Extracts)

Our great neighbour India which is always concerned for world
peace and international security has given active support to the
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proposal of the Soviet Union for an East-West summit con-
ference. In line with his basic idea of expanding the area of
peace, Prime Minister Nehru has expressed himself against
the setting-up of bases for guided missiles in Europe and Asia
and for the establishment and expansion of an area free from
weapons of mass destruction. These propositions are what the
‘Chinese people have all long supported. . . .

Together with India and Burma, our country initiated the
five principles of peaceful co-existence. And during the past
half year, the tremendous development in the relations between
our country and the nationalist countries of Asia and Africa has
provided further living examples of the five principles in action.

93 Foreword by Ting Hsi-lin, President of the Sino-Indian
Friendship Association, to a book 4 Short History of
Sino-Indian Friendship by Chin Keh-mu, June 1958 (Extracts)

A frontier thousands of Ii long stretched between China and
India, and their contacts date back thousands of years; yet not
a single war has ever been waged between them. This miracle in
international relations is due to high motives and admirable
conduct.

Although during the last few centuries the imperialists put a
temporary stop to the friendly contacts between China and
India, the people of both countries retained the warmest feelings
for each other. . ..

Today both China and India have shaken off the fetters of
imperialism. Our traditional friendship, further strengthened on
the basis of the Five Principles of Peaceful Co-existence, will
surely endure for ever to make even greater contributions to
the defence of world peace and the cause of human progress.

94 Chinese note to India, 10 July 1958 (Extracts)

Since the peaceful liberation of the Titetan region of China,
reactionaries who have fled from Tibet to the Kalimpong area
have been carrying on subversive and disruptive activities
against China’s Tibetan region under the instigation and direc-
tion of the U.S. and the Chiang Kai-shek clique and in collu-
sion with local reactionaries in Kalimpong. . ..
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According to reliable material available to the Chinese
Government the American-Chiang Kai-shek clique and local
special agents and Tibetan reactionaries operating in Kalimpong
have recently stepped up their conspiratorial and disruptive
activities against the Tibet region of China. Using Kalimpong
as a base they are actively inciting and organising a handful of
reactionaries hidden in Tibet for an armed revolt there in order
to attain the traitorous aim of separating the Tibet region from
the People’s Republic of China. . ..

In using the Indian territory adjacent to China to perpetrate
disruptive activities against the People’s Republic of China,
the American and Chiang Kai-shek clique special agents have
also the hideous object of damaging China-India friendship.
In order to shatter the underhand schemes of United States
imperialists, defend China’s territorial integrity and sovereignty
and safeguard China-India friendship, the Chinese Government
hereby requests the Government of India to repress the
subversive and disruptive activities against China’s Tibetan
region carried out in Kalimpong. . . .

95 Letter from India’s Permanent Representative Arthur S. Lall
to the UN Secretary-General proposing an item on the
representation of China on the agenda of the General
Assembly, 14 July 1958 (Extracts)

Among the founder-Members of the United Nations is:
China, and because of its importance in matters relating to
international peace and security China is also a permanent
member of the Security Council. The representation of China
in the United Nations derives its special significance not only
from these facts but also from the size of her population, the
richness of her resources and the vital contributions she must
make to the solution of important issues before the Organiza-
tion. It cannot be gainsaid that the Central People’s Govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China is the only Government
which exercises effective control over China. The stability of
that Government is today undisputed, and it has diplomatic
relations with twenty-seven Member States of the United
Nations, including two of the permanent members of the Security
Council, and has developed normal commercial relations with
sixty-eight countries of the world. It has participated in several
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international conferences, such as the Geneva Conference on the
cessation of hostilities in Indo-China and the Asian-African
Conference at Bandung. Even though the Central People’s
Government has so far been prevented from taking its rightful
place in the United Nations, its spokesmen have frequently
upheld both the organization and its Charter. For example] the
Prime Minister of China spoke strongly in support of the
Organization at the Asian-African Conference at Bandung.

It is necessary to consider the question of the representation
of China in the United Nations not only from the point of view
of the legitimate rights of the Chinese people and their Govern-
ment, but also from the point of view of the effectiveness
of the Organization itself. There is today no doubt that only
the People’s Government of China is in a position to comply
with those decisions or recommendations of the United
Nations Organization which affect China specifically or which
are addressed to all Member States. . . .

There is little doubt that an effective disarmament agreement
which is one of the major and urgent objectives of the United
Nations and of all peoples, cannot be reached without the
participation of China. The artificial situation whereby one-
fourth of the peoples of the world are denied representation in
the United Nations cannot but diminish the effectiveness of the
Organization.

96 Indian note to China, 2 August 1958 (Extracts)

The Government of Ind