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FOREWORD 

In  t h i s  essay, I have t r i e d  t o  t race  the  h is tory  of the  
Chinese presence in Tibet ,  t h i s  presence being cnade evident 
by a Chinese Resident ( o r  ~ e s i d e n t s )  and a Chinese garr ison 
i n  Lhasa. I have consequently ignored - except by way of 
in t roduct ion  - the h i s to ry  of Sino-Tibetan contacts  p r io r  t o  
the  l a t e  17th/early 18th centuries .  

The essay i s  not  addressed t o  the  S inologis t  o r  the 
Tibetologist .  Rather i t  i s  meant f o r  the person whose reading 
does not  normally include Sino-Tibetan h i s to ry ,  but  whose 
i n t e r e s t  i n  t h a t  subject  has been roused by recent  events i n  
Tibet.  

I have indicated the sources of my information in the  
footnotes  and i n  the  bibl iographicdl  note a t  the end of the 
essay. 

Such views a s  I have expressed a r e  e n t i r e l y  mine. 

Zahiruddin Ahmad 

167 Woodstock Road, 
Oxford. 

24 July, 1959 
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CHINA Aim TIBET, 1708-1959r A ~ s U ! ~  OF FACTS 

Towards the  end of the fourteenth oentury, a grea t  r e l i g ious  reformer 
ca l l ed  Tsong-ka'pa founded a new sec t  of Buddhism Fn Tibet,  which came t o  be 
known a s  the Yellow-capped Sect ,  t o  d i s t h g u i s h  i t  from the o lder  Red-capped ., Sect.  The new Seot,  whioh enjoined celibacy and temperance on i t s  priesthood, 
spread rapidly.  I n  1407 the  lamasery of Cadan, and in 1418 t h a t  of Sera (both 
near  ~ h a s a )  were founded. I n  o r  sho r t l y  a f t e r  the l a t t e r  year  Tsong-katpa 
died. 

His successor, Gedundub, f e l t  s t rong  enough t o  go to  Shigatse,  the  head- 
qua r t e r s  of the Red-capped lama, and t o  e s t ab l i sh  there  the lamasery of 
Tashi lhun~o.  Later  Gedundub, who died i n  1474, was recognized a s  the f i r s t  re -  
incarna t ion  of the guardian s p i r i t  qf Tibet: Chenresi o r  the Bodhisattva # 

Avaloldtesvara. 

During the reign of the t h i r d  re-incarnation - by name Sonam Gyatso - Kung 
D a i j i  Kutuktai Setzen, the de f ac to  Khm of the Ordos Mongols, and h i s  grand- 
uncle, Al tan  Khan, Khan of the  Tumed ~ o n g o l s , ~ b e c a m e  converts t o  the Yellow 
S e c t .  

The Mongols of Mongolia (o r  the Eastern ~ o n g o l s )  were divided in to  two 
wings ca l l ed  Right Wing ( ~ e g o n  gar) and Left  Wing (~a raghon  gar) respeo- 
t i ve ly .  Each wing was composed of th ree  Tumans, each Tuman cons is t ing  of 
10,000 troops. Thus Khalka, Chakhar, and Urimgkhan were the Tumans of 
the Right Wing, and Ordos, Tumed, and J~mgshiyabo (o r  -ratshin) those of 
the  Lef t  Wing. I n  the seventeenth century the Chinese divided the Mongols 
i n t o  Banners (o r  ~ o c h u n s ) ,  each Banner oonsis t ing of a number of Companies 
(o r  ~ u r u s )  . Idea l ly ,  a Company comprised 150 famil ies .  

11. H. Howorth, in h i s  History of the Mongols  o on don, Longmans 1 8 7 6 ) , ~ 0 l .  1 
 h he Mongols Proper and the ~a lmuks ) ,  follows the Chinese d iv is ions  a s  
follows : 

8 Banners of the Chakhar Tuman (pp. 384-8) 
The 49 Banners, grouped i n t o  6 Brigades o r  Corps, cons is t ing  of 
( a )  The Khotshids o r  Khagotshids 

The Sunids 
The Wesumutshins of the Chakhar Tuman 
The Aokhans and (PP- 390-5) 
The Naimans 

(b) The Dsarods o r  Dzaraguts 
The Barins o r  Bagharins and of the Uriangkhan Tuman 
The Keshiktens (PI?. 396-9) and 

(c) The Ordas 
The Tumeds clf the Bazaghon gar  ( o r  Left 
The Jungshiyabo (o r  -ratshin) 'fing) (pp. 399-433) 

over/ 



In 1576 Sonam Gyatso went to the Ordos country at the invitation of Altan Khan, 
and the latter conferred on him, in respect, the titles of Dalai Lama Vtljradhara. 
By a happy accident, the spirit of the Bodhisattva Avalokita, after quitting the 
body of Sonam Gyatso in 1587, was found to have become incarnate in the great- 
grandson of Altan Khan, Yontan Gyatso (1588-1615). In 1600 Yontan left 
Mongolia for Tibet, to study under the famed head of Tashilhunpo lamasery, 
Chlosgyi Gyaltsan, leaving a spiritual representative with the Mongols. 

The connections thus established between Tibet and Mongolia were to bring 
Tibet into close touch with China, for the Mongols had a habit of harrying the 
northern provinces of the Chinese Ernpire and it seerned obvious to the Chinese 
that one say of calming the marauders was by using the good offices of the lama 
t o  whom they gave implicit obedience. 

Lozang Gyatso, 1615-80 

Yontanls successor was the son of a Tibetan official, who took the name 
of Lozmg Gyatso. In his time Tibet was divided into three parts: Kham or 
Eastern Tibet, Wu or Central Tibet (capital Lhasa), and Tsang or Western Tibet 
(capital Shigatse). There were temporal rulers called Regents (Desl) in Wes- 
tern and Central Tibet, but the Regent - or, as he was called, the 'King1 
(TS~~PO) - of Central Tibet seems to have enjoyed precedence over the others. 
In 1630 the Regent of Tsang, who was an adherent of the Red-capped Sect, cap- 
tured Lhasa, overthrew the Tsanpo, tmd assumed the kingship himself. After 
enduring his persecution for some years the fifth Dalai Lama summoned to his 
aid Gushi Khan, Khan of the Kalmuk (or 0lot) Mongols of the Koko-Nor area, 
otherwise known as the Khoshotes. In about 1641 Gushi Khan and Batur Kung 

(footnote continued from previous page) 

( 3 )  86 Banners of the Khalka Tuman, grouped i.nto 4 Brigades, as follows: 

(a) The Waidarya Naghor Brigade (19 Banners of the Western Khalkas, 
subject to the Jassaktu Khans) (pp. 456-73) 

(b) The Khan Aghola Brigade (20 Banners of the Northern Khalkas, 
subject to the Tushiyetu ~hans) (pp. 474-82). 

(c) The Tsetserlik Brigade (24 Banners of the Middle Khalkas, 
subject to the Sain ~oyans) (pp. 483-4) 

(d) The Kerulun Bars Brigade (23 Banners of the Eastern Khalkas, 
subject to the Setzen Khans) (pp. 485-7). 

At the time that Kung Daiji Kutuktai Setzen was de facto Khan of the 
Ordos Tumm, the nominal Khan was Bushulctu (157- who was also 
Viceroy (or Jinong) of the Left Wing, under the Great Khan (Khakan) 
of the Mongols. For the respective positions of the tribes and Tumans 
see Map 1. 



Dai j i ,  Khan of t h e  Dzungarian Knlmuks ( o r  @ l o t s )  of the  Ili  va l ley , l /  invaded 
T i b e t  and overthrew the  Desi of Tsmlg. Gushi Kl:m then sssumed, and suboe- 
qucn t ly  t r m s f c r r a d  t o  t h e  Dalai Lalna, the  temprml n l e  of T ibe t ,  r e t a i n i n g  
f o r  himself merely the  command of the  Mongol troops. These p r a e t o r i a n  gunrds - 
a s  t h e  Mongols i n  e f f e c t  became - were t o  p l w  9 very important p u t  i n  subse- 
quent  h i s t o r y .  

Two o t h e r  even ts  of Lozang Gyatsols r e i g n  ,we memor%-.ble. F i r s t l y ,  he 
recognized h i s  (and h i s  p redecessor l s )  t eacher ,  Chlosgyi Gyaltsan, ss the  f i x s t  
Panchen Lama, and dec la red  him t o  be an incarr ia t ion of the  Buddha Amitabhn, whose 
s p i r i t u a l  son, the  Bodhisattva Avalokitesvars,  was incarna te  i n  t h e  Ualai  Lsm~. 
himse l f .  Secondly, he v i s i t e d  Peking i n  1652-3. A l l  evidence seems t o  p o i n t  
t o  t h e  oonclusion t h a t  he was t r e a t e d  a s  a f u l l y  indopandent sovereign- 

But, almost i n e v i t a b l y ,  T ibe t  f e l t  the  impress of the  r i s i n g  power of t h e  
hktnchus i n  China. S h o r t l y  a f t e r  t h e  r e t u r n  of Lozang Gyatso t o  Lhzsa, the 
Regent of T i b e t ,  Smggye Gystso - whom ninny bel ieved t o  be t h e  i l l e g i t i m a t e  son 
of t h e  Dalai  Lama - poss ib ly  f e a r i n g  t h a t  the  Manchus might use him ( t h e  Dalni 
~ a m a )  t o  inc rease  t h e i r  influence i n  T ibe t ,  appears t o  have intrigued with t h e  
enemies of  t h e  Chinese Empire. Thus when Wu Sm-kwei, P r ince  of Yunnan, re -  
b e l l e d  i n  1674, and t h e  Emperor Kang H s i  (1661-1722) ordered the  Koko-Nor 
Mongols t o  naxch a g a i n s t  him, the  Regent s e n t  h i n  a l e t t e r  requas t ing  him t o  , 

pardon Wu.Y I n  1680 t h e  Imperia l  Army in te rcep ted  a l e t t e r  from Wu Shi-pan 
(WU S:m-kweifs son) t o  Lhasa, o f f e r i n g  t o  cede t o  the  Tibetans  the  d i s t r i c t s  
of Chung-.tien ~ m d  ' h i - h s i  i f  they would a i d  him i n  h i s  f l i g h t  t c  Koko-Nor. 

A t  about t h i s  t ime, too,  Galdan D a i j i ,  a successor  t o  the  Bntur Kung D a i j i  
who had gone t o  Lhasa with Gushi Khan i n  1641, incurred the  h o s t i l i t y  of t h e  

1/ The Western Mongols (of S i n k i m g ,  Koko-Nor, Ninghsia, and ~ m s u )  a r e  known 
as ICalmuks t o  Russian and !Vestern European w r i t e r s ,  a s  0-lu-te o r  Olot t o  
the  Chinese. The dominant t r i b e  of the  Kalmuks were the  Khoshotes of the  
lcoko-Nor area .  To t h i s  t r i b e  belongt-d Gushi Khan 'and h i s  graat-grandson, 
L z t c m g  Khm. Thc o t h e r  notable  Kalmuk t r i b e  were t h e  Dzungars, of whom 
Datur Kung Dai ji  and Galdan Dai j i  were Khans. ( ~ o w o r t h ,  pp. 457 f f . ) 

For Vlu San-kweils r e b e l l i o n  see  6. Haenisch, IBruchstiicke aus dor  Geschichte 
Chinas u n t e r  d e r  Mandschu dynas t i c ,  11: Der Aufstnnd dus Wu San-kwei aus  
dem Sheng Wu Chi I i b e r s e t z t f ,  Toung Pao, March 1913; Sheng Wu Chi, ed.,  
Annals of t h e  Wars of the  Manchu d.ynns t y ,  1603-1841, by Wei Yuan (d. 1856). 



Chinese Ehperor i n  a manner which can be b r i e f l y  recounted here. 

In 1661 Lozmg Da i j i  A l t a  Khan, Kh:m of a brmch of the Western Khalkas 
of the Jnssaktu Khans, attacked h i s  suzerain,  Wnngshuk the Jassaktu Khan, and 
slew him. Some of the Jassaktu c lans  rafused t o  obey the usurper and migrated 
t o  the t e r r i t o r y  of Tsagun Dorje, the Tushiyetu Khm, Khm of the Northern 
Khalkns. With t h e i r  help,  the Tushiyetu Khan a t t scked and defeated the Altan 
Khan. Tscnggen, the brother  of Wzmgshuk, was chosen as the nevi Jassaktu Khan, 
and the choice was confirmed by the Da1n.i Lmia (1669). 

Tscnggerl now requested the Tushiyetu Khan t o  r e s to re  t o  him the Jnssaktu 
c lans  which hzd f l e d  e:lstwards i n  1661. This the Tushiyetu Khan, who was much 
under the influence of h i s  brother ,  the Hutukhtu (re- incarnate ~ o d h i s a t t v a )  
Chepsuntanpa o r  Jabzun, refused t o  do. The Jassaktu Kh-m then applied t o  the 
Dalai  Lama, reqlresting him t o  persuade the Tushiyetu Khan t o  r e tu rn  the clans.  
But the Dnlai L-ma's envoy war; won over by the Tushiyetu Khan. Tsenggen then 
approached the C ~ ~ p r o r  Kang R s i ,  who urged the Dnlai Lama t o  send m o t h ~ r  envoy 
t o  the Tushiyetu Khan. 

In  the meantime, however, the f i f t h  Dalai Lama had died (1680), but the 
Regent of Tibet md  the second Panchen Lama ( ~ o z a n ~  Yeshes, ) not  wishing t o  d is -  
rup t  the grea t  irifluence which h i s  name had hed with the Mongols and o thers ,  
announced t h a t  he had merely 'gone i n t o  sec lus ionl ,  and continued t o  a c t  i n  h i s  
name as  i f  he were a l ive .  In  1684, consequently, i n  compliance with the 
Emperor's request ,  s second envoy was sen t  !from the Dalai Lanat t o  Mongolia, 
but he, unfortunately, died on the way. I n  t h a t  same year (1684) Tsenggen 
d ied ,  and s new Jttssnktu KhLm - Shnra, son of Tsenggen - mas i i l s ta l led  a s  a 
prot6ge' of Galdm Da i j i ,  Khan of the Dzungari'm Kalmuks. I n  1686 a t h i r d  envoy 
from Lhasa - a Hutukhtu - managed t o  hold a general assembly of the Khalkas i n  
the t e r r i t o r y  of the Tushiyetu Khnn. Galdanls representa t ives  were present  a t  
t h i s  nssembly. 

The Kutuchta L ~ u t u k h t u J  from Thibet was a person of g rea t  con- 
sequence, and a s  the envoy of the Dalai Lama would na tu ra l ly  have 
presided, but the Kutuchta, brother  of Tushiyetu Khan, i n s i s t e d  upon 
being t rea ted  with equal d i s t i nc t ion ,  upon which the envoys of Galdan 
protested against  thc pretensions of the l a t t e r  a s  an outrage upon 
t h e i r  common high p r i e s t .  The matter w a s  a t  length s e t t l e d  by the 
two Kutuchtns bsing assigned s e a t s  opposite t o  one another. A 
solemn t r e a t y  was then entered in to  which the Tushiyetu Khan m d  h i s  
brother  undertook t o  observe. News of the peace was sent  t o  the 
Machu cour t ,  and w a s  much welcomed there.  

Memvrhile the Tushiyetu Khcan was by no mems prompt i n  f u l f i l l i n g  
the conditions of the peace, and Galdan ... sen t  an envoy t o  complain 
of t h i s ,  and a l so  to urge the carrying out of the t r ea ty .  The com- 
p l a in t s  of the envoy moved the Khalkn Kutuchta t o  f q ,  and he sen t  
him back t o  h i s  master i n  chains, and with a rude l e t t e r .  He followed 



t h i s  up by a t t a c k i n g  and d e f e a t i n g  the  Jassak tu  Khan, ~d then by 
making r: r a i d  upon the  t e r r i t o r y  of Gzldsm, s e i z i n g  h i s  b ro ther ,  
execu t ing  hirn, m d  parading h i s  head about on a s p e a .  With t h i s  
provocat ion we a r e  n o t  s u r p l i s e d  t o  f i n d  the  Kalmuk chief  mnrching 
a g e i n s t  the  Khalkm. IIe :tccordingly i n  tho l a t t e r  p a r t  of 1687 
s e t  ou t  ct the  head of j0,000 men, uld w-is joined by some of t h e  
oh ie f  s of t h e  Western 10l;ilkas. . . . On the  r i v e r  Timur he severe ly  
defea ted  Kal tan,  t h e  son of the  Tushiyetu Wan. ... The Tushiyetu 
Khnn and h i s  b ro ther  the  Kutuchta f l e d  t o  the  south of t h e  Kerong o r  
l i m i t s ,  and encamped on the Chinese f r o n t i e r ,  znd Galdan d i d  no t  f ~ i l  
t o  complcin t o  t h e  Imperia l  cour t  of i t s  o f f e r i n g  refuge t o  such e v i l  
doers .  He threatened t o  fol low them there .  The Khalka chief  was now 
i n  g r e a t  s t r u i t s ,  and  i n  conjunct ion with h i s  b ro ther  the  Kutuchta he 
vrrote t o  the  Em e r o r ,  o f f e r i n g  t o  acknowledge themselves s u b j e c t s  of 
t h e  Ehpire.  ?This o f f e r  was ooceptild-7 A long correspondence w?-s 
initiated between Galdan .md t h e  Empcror. The l a t t e r  ndmitted t h a t  
he [~aldmJhad g-riev:mccs, but  s a i d  the  Khslkns had been punished 
enough, while t h e  former i n s i s t e d  t h a t  he should no t  be s a t i s f i e d  
u n t i l  t h e  Tushiyetu Khan and h i s  brothkr  were surrendered t o  h i m . u  

I n  1689, while mat te r s  were i n  t h i s  highly i n f l ~ m a b l e  s t a t e ,  a mission w n s  
s e n t  from Lhasa t o  Peking reques t ing ,  ' i n  the  nane of t h e  Dalni  Lama',  t h a t  t h e  
Tushiyetu Khan and t h e  Hutukhtu of the  Northern Khalkas should be surrendered 
t o  Galdan D a i j i .  This open reques t  t o  f u r t h e r  the  schemes of Galdm roused t h e  
Emperor's susp ic ions .  Wishing, however, t o  a s c e r t a i n  whather the  reques t  i n  
f a c t  proceeded from the  Dalai  Lama, he s e n t  two missions t o  Lhase, both of which 
were s u c c e s s f u l l y  thwmted by the Regent. I n  1696 the  Emperor went out  i n  per- 
s o n  t o  Mongolia =and dcfented G d d m  a t  Tere lg i ,  south of Urga. From some of 
t h e  p r i s o n e r s  he l e a r n t  t h a t  the  I ) a l ~ i  Lama had been dead f o r  s i x t e e n  years .  
The Emperor's doubts were now cleared:  he f i x e d  the  e n t i r e  blame f o r  h i s  
t r o u b l e s  i n  t h e  western regions on the  Regent of T ibe t ,  Sanggye Gyntso. On 
be ing  confronted with  these  c h : ~ ~ g e s  by t h e  Emperor's emissa r ies ,  t h e  Regent 
denied them, s a i d  tha,t a saaxch had been made f o r  the  new incerna t ion ,  t h a t  he 
had been found and was being taught.  I n  1696 t h i s  boy was i n s t a l l e d  a s  the  
s i x t h  Dalai  Lama, with  the  name of Tsmggyang Gyatso. 

He turned o u t ,  however, t o  be an e n t i r e l y  d i s s o l u t e  and worldly-minded 
youth. I n  1702, consequently,  thc Khan of the  Dzungars, Tsewang Rabtan (a 
nephew, b u t  no f r i e n d ,  of the  l a t e  Galdan ~ s i j i ) ,  and the Commander of the  
Mongol t roops  i n  U ~ a s a ,  Latsang Khan, informed him t h a t  he could not  be 

Howorth, pp. 476-8. See a l s o  Maurice Courant, 'L 'ks ie  c e n t r a l s  a m  17iBme 
e t  18iF?me s iEc les :  Empire kalmouk ou Empire mantchu?' Annales de l f U n i -  
v o r s i t 6  de Lyon, new s e r . ,  vol .  2,  p t .  26, 1912, f o r  a synchronized 
s tudy  of Knlmuk r e l a t i o n s  with  Russia  and China. 



acknovrledged as  n t r u e  re incarna t ion .  The Dalai Lama gracefu l ly  surrendcred 
h i s  spiri1;ual headship, but the  ac t ion  brought the wrath of the Regent on the 
head of Latsang Khan. I n  1705 Latsilng :l-ttacked m d  slew Sanggyc? Gystso. The 
Emperor of Chins was g r e a t l y  plaased a t  the removal of the man wkiorn lie held 
responsible  for  d i s turb ing  the peace i n  the West, and conferred on Latsang the 
t i t l e  of tRel igious,  Helping, Submissive Khanf ( I  f a  Kuna Shun ~ m ) .  

Sanggye Gyatsols removal neci,ssitnted t h a t  of h i s  prot6ge'. I n  1706 
Tyangmang Gyatso was consequently k i l l e d ,  nnd a Lama from Chakpori ( a  lamasery 
i n  Lhasa) was i n s t a l l e d  a s  the t rue  successor of Lozang Gyatso, and took the 
name Yeshes Gyatso. 

But t h i s  a c t  of removing a Dalai Lama - even one from whom understanding 
(bodhi) had depnrted - and i n s t a l l i n g  mothc-r i n  h i s  place,  gave deep offence 
t o  the princes of the Kolco-Nor. Acting on t h e i r  complaints,  the Emperor K a g  
H s i  s en t  a Commission of Inquiry t o  Lhasa, composed of Grmd Secretaxy, La 
Tu-hun, ~uzd representa t ives  of the Koko-Nor princes.  They reported t h a t  the  
Chakpori Lama was the t rue  Dalai Lama, but t i n  view of the  f a c t  t h a t  the  princes 
of the  Koko-Nor a re  d i s s ~ t i s f i e d  with Latsang Khan, and h i s  management of 
a f f a i r s  i n  Tibet ,  the l a t t e r  should not  be l e f t  t o  manage them alone,  and an 
o f f i c i a l  should be s en t  t o  Lhasa t o  a s s i s t  himt.  In  1 7 0 8 , ~ ~ c c o r d i n g l y ,  Ho Shou, 
n Vice-President ( ~ h i n e s e  shih-lang = Manchu nshan-i mbm) l /  of a Board, nTss 
s e n t  t o  Tibet .  He was the f i r s t  Chinese Resident (Amban) i n  Lhasn, though the 
pos t  was not  o f f i c i a l l y  es t sb l i shed  till a f t e r  1727-8. Ho Shouls  s p e c i f i c  
orders  were t o  support Latsang Khan aga ins t  the d i s a f f ec t ed ,  and t o  f i n i s h  put- 
t i n g  ordar ?unong the pa r t i s ans  of the  l a t e  Regent ( ~ m g g y e  h  at so). He was 
given the t i t l e  of tAdministrator of ti bet,^ Af fa i r s1  ( ~ u a n - l i  hsi-tscmg sh ih-~vu) ,  
but  not having any troops at h i s  command he was more of n diplomatic envoy, 
funct ioning only with the  goodwill of Latsang Khan. 

The Tibetans, however, had ye t  t o  be convinced t h a t  the Chakpori lnma was 
the  t rue  Delei Lana. That t i t l e ,  i t  was claimed, belonged r i g h t f u l l y  t o  a 
ch i ld  who had been born i n  1708, i n  Li tang,  i n  the Kham province. With Latsang 
i n  power, t h i s  l i t t l e  r i v a l  of h i s  nominee was, obviously, i n  danger. IIis 
parents  f l e d  with him t o  Koko-Nor, but  the  family was <arrested by order  of t he  
Chinese Emperor, and imprisoned a t  Kumbum monastery, near  Koko-Nor (1715). 

This increase of Chinese inf luence i n  Tibet  could not  but cause a l a m  t o  
Tsewsng Rabtm, the Khm of the Dzungarians. He f i r s t  l u l l e d  Latsarig i n t o  a 

The higher o f f i c i a l s  of the Manchu Empire l.vere usua l ly  Manchu by race ,  and 
used Manchu t i t l e s .  



f a l s e  sense  of s e c u r i t y  by g iv ing  h i s  daughter j.n mnrr iwe  t o  L s t s w l e  son. 
Next h~ en te red  i n t o  a compcct with the  lamas of Sera ,  llrepung and Tashilhunpo 
t o  r i d  them of Latsang and h i s  Dalai  Lma. Then he ~ t t a c k e d .  

Unfortunately,  Tsewmg Rabtanls  o m  f o r c e  was routed by the  Chinese on i t e  
way t o  t h e  south. But Tser ing Dondrub, a former lama of Tashilhunpo, mnnaged 
t o  advmce  t o  Lhasa from the  'Nest and captured i t  on 30 November 1717. Latsang 
Khan d i e d  f i g h t i n g .  Yeohes Gyatso was deposed and l i v e d  thencefor th  a s  m 
o r d i n a r y  lama, f i r s t  st Chakpori and then (1720-5) a t  Peking. 

Chinese Invasion,  1720 

The news of the  f a l l  of the  pro-Chinese r u l e r  of T ibe t  was obviously d i s -  
q u i e t i n g  t o  t h e  En!peror of China. With a remarkable v o l t e  f a c e ,  Kmg H s i  now 
p u t  himself forwaxd a s  t h e  ch-mpion of legi t imacy,  and proclaimed t h a t  he would 
b r i n g  back t o  Titbet the  r e a l  Dnlai Lama, t h e  c h i l d  whom he had himself imprisoned 
a t  Kumbum. He zppealed t o  a l l  Tibetans  t o  a i d  him i n  h i s  noble. e n t e r p r i s e .  
I n  1720 Tsewang and Tser ing  Dondrub were both defeated by the  I m p e r i d  Army, and 
t h e  Chinese en te red  Lhasa. Father  I p p o l i t o  Desider i ,  of t h e  Society  of Jcsus ,  
wns an eye-witness t o  these  events ,  and ' n  h i s  n a r r a t i v e  he s a y s  t h a t  t h e  
Chinese behsvid 'wi th  g r e a t  m o d e r a t i o n l d  - though, of course,  t h e  more prominent 
pro-Dzungaxian Tibetans  wcre put  t o  death.  Af te r  t h r e e  y e u s  of p i l l a g e  and 
p e r s e c u t i o n  a t  t h e  hands of the  Dzungars, the  Tibetans were i n c l i n e d  t o  welcome 
t h e  Chinese a s  t h e  r e s t o r e r s  of peace ,and order.  Kalzang Gyatso, a s  the  nea 
Dala i  Lama was c a l l e d ,  was i n s t a l l e d  a s  s p i r i t u a l  head; and temporal power w e 8  
confe r red  on him by order  of the  Emperor. 

Ilaving made t h i s  cor~cession t o  Tibetan f e e l i n g ,  t h e  Chinese proceeded t o  
s t r e n g t h e n  t h e i r  in f luence  i n  Tibet .  In t h e  f i r s t  p lace,  south-eastern T i b ~ t ,  
c o n s i s t i n g  of t h e  regions of Batang, Litang, and Tachienlu, was detached from 
T i b e t  and placed under t h e  r u l e  of the  Governor of Szechwan. Secondly, a 
Council   a as ha^) of Min is te r s  ( ~ a l o n s )  was s e t  up, c o n s i s t i n g  of: 

( a )  two s e n i o r  min i s te r s  r 

(1 )  Sonam Gyalpo of Kang-chen, 'Prime Minis te r1  and Governor 
of Cent ra l  T ibe t ,  and 

( 2 )  Na-pod-pa Dorje Gyalpo, Governor of Kong-po ( t h e  country 
immedietely s a s t  of ~ h a s a ) ,  ?nd 

I1 T i b e t  second0 I n  rc lnz ione  d e l  vizggio d e l  F. I p p o l i t o  Desideri  
(L715-21),Rome, La SocietL geogrc?fica I t a l i u l a ,  1904, p. 358. 



(b)  two junior minis te rs  : 

(3)  Lum-pa-nas Tashi Gyalpo, Governor of the Lohit va l l ey ,  and 

(4)  a representa t ive  of the  Yellow Sect .  

Closely associated with the Council were two persons who, though not  
o f f i c i a l  members, g r ~ d u a l l y  es tab l i shed  themselves 3s e x t r a o r d i n a y  o r  addit ional  
members. One vras the f a t h e r  of the I lalai  Lama (sonam ~ a r g ~ a l ) ,  and thc o the r  
Sonm Stobgynl of Po-lha, Governor of western Tibet.  Sonam Gyalpo of Kang-chen 
and Sonan Stobgynl of Po-lha were both prominent Latsangites ,  t h a t  i s ,  pro- 
Chinese. Lum-pa-nas had a l s o  held ,an o f f i c i a l  appointment i n  Latsang's time. 

Thirdly,  a gar r i son ,  cons is t ing  at f i r s t  of 3,000 men, was permanently 
s t a t i oned  by th s  Chinese a t  Lhasn. Its commander supervised the  working of the 
Council of Ministers  Land had a r i g h t  t o  intervene when Chinesc i n t e r e s t s  were 
involved. 

I n  1721 the  bulk of the Chinese army m,zrched back t o  China, leav ing  detach- 
ments along the road a t  Lhoron Dzong, Khmdo, Batang, Litang, and Tachienlu. 
Next yeos a special emissary s en t  from Peking t o  the gar r i son  a t  Lhasa reported 
t h a t  1,600 of the 3,500 troops could s a fe ly  be withdrawn. But i n  1723 the  
Emperor Yung Cheng (1722-j5), a s  p a r t  of h i s  general  pol icy of retrenchment, 
ordered the withdrawal of the e n t i r e  gar r i son  from Lhnsa, leav ing  only 1,000 
men a t  Khamdo. 

Chinese Invasion, 1728 

The pr inc ip le  enshrined i n  the arrangement of 1720, of combining provincial  
governorships with membership of the Council of Ministers ,  d id  not  work well .  
Sonam Gyalpo of Kang-chen, f o r  ins tance ,  was f a r  more i n t e r e s t e d  i n  h i s  na t ive  
Na-ris ( t h e  l h s s  Sarovar a rea)  than i n  the  cen t r a l  government i n  Lhasa. I n  
1725 the Emperor ordered him t o  divide h i s  time between Na-ris and Lhasa, and 
decreed t h a t  while he was i n  h i s  province, h i s  funct ions a t  Lhasn should be 
exercised by Na-pod-pa. Later  i n  the same year the t i t l e s  of 'Prime Minis te r '  
 sung-li) and 'Deputy Prime Minis te r1  (~sie11-1i) were formally conferred on 
Sonm Gydpo and Na-pod-pa respec t ive ly .  

I f  t h i s  meczsure had been dcsigncd t o  make the Council i n t o  a workable body, 
t he  I~npe r i a l  order  r equ i r ing  the m~mbers t o  persecute the Red-capped s e c t  cer -  
t a i n l y  s p l i t  i t  i n t o  two h o s t i l e  fac t ions .  Religious persecut ion was e n t i r e l y  
a l i c n  t o  Tibctan f ee l ing ,  m d  the order  was b i t t c r l y  opposed by the  Dalai Lana 
himself,  h i s  f a t h e r ,  Na-pod-pa, rind Lum-pa-nzs . Even Sonm Stobgyel , otherwise 
staunchly pro-Chinese, advised caution. But Sonam Gyalpo i n s i s t e d  on en- 
forc ing  the  order.  On 6 August 1727 he was nssassinntcd while s i t t i n g  i n  
council.  h sho r t  c i v i l  w m  ensued, ending on 3 Ju ly  1728, when Sonrm Stobgyzl 



ca.ptured Lhc.sn. Puo months l a t e r ,  on 4 September 1728, the Chinese forces  
(15,000 Chinese and 400 ~c l r~chus)  re-entered Ulas:~. Na-pod-pa and Lum-pa-naa 
were k i l l e d  by the ' s l i c i n g  process (ling-chih),  the others  were e i t h e r  
s t r ang led  o r  decapitated.  The Dalai L-ma wns removed t o  Keta f o r  s i x  yeare, 
and i n  order  t o  counter h i s  p o l i t i c a l  influence i n  Tibet the Pmchen Lama wns 
g r m t e d  the  temporal sovereignty of the western pa r t  of Tsw~g  province. 

Sonam S t o b g y ~ l  of Po-lha vras then confirmed a s  temporal r u l e r  of Tsmg, nnd 
two of h i8  nominees were appointed hlinisters a t  Lhasa, i n  charge of cen t r a l  
Tibet .  Tv!o Chinese Amb,ms were posted a t  Ihasa,  one t o  supervise western Tibe t ,  
t he  o ther  cen t r a l  Tibet.  With them there was a garr ison of 2,000 troops; a 
f u r t h e r  1,000 troops were posted ct Khamdo. Five years l a t e r  (1733) the g u r i -  
sons were reduced t o  500 each. 

For nineteen years  (1728-47) Sonm Stobgyal was the v i r t u a l  r u l e r  of Tibet.  
I n  recognit ion of t h i s  f a c t ,  the Emperor Chien Lung (1735-96) conferred on him, 
i n  1740, the  t i t l e  of Chun-Wang o r  Prince of the Second Class, commonly re fer red  
t o  a s  'King1 by the E h o p e m  missionaries. 

G.yurmedls Conspiracy, 1750 

Sonarn Stobgyzl died i n  1747. His son, Gyurrned Namgyal, who succseded him, 
was, unl ike h i s  f a t h e r ,  no lover  of the Chinese. Dissimulating a t  f i r s t ,  he 
persuaded them t o  withdraw 400 troops from Lhasa, lezving only 100. Next he 
sought permission from the Chinese Emperor t o  send monks of the Yellow Sect  t o  
preach i n  those p a r t s  of Tibet  which had been annexed t o  China i n  1720. Wiser 
a f t e r  the  events of 1728, the Emperor saw i n  t h i s  request an attempt t o  rcgein 
p o l i t i c a l  inf luence i n  Kham. He therefore 'reserved h i s  rep ly ,  pending an in-  
ve s t i ga t ion  i n t o  the matter '  - t h a t  is ,  refused permission, - ordered the Anlbans 
a t  Lhasa t o  ge t  i n t o  touch with the  Governor of Szechwan md the mi l i t s ry  Com- 
mander of western Szechwan. 

Gyurmed went ahead with h i s  plans. Now he accused h i s  e lder  brother,  the 
Governor of Na-ris, of oppressing the  monasteries and plundering the trade-routes 
of western Tibet.  On the  pre tex t  of pro tec t ing  these monks and t raders ,  
Gyurrned began t o  c o l l e c t  troops. The r e a l  aim n-as, undoubtedly, t o  consolidate 
h i s  au tho r i t y  i n  Tibet .  On 25 January 1750 the e lder  brother 'died1 under 
mysterious circumst:mces. Short ly t he rea f t e r  Gyur~ned occupied h i s  province. 

H i s  next move was t o  seek ,an a l l i ance  with V?ang Shu-ko, a powerful chief- 
t a i n  of Koko-Nor, by marrying h i s  daughter. Jus t  before t h a t  marriage could 
take place the Chinese Ambas a t  Lhasa s t ruck  - ;md s t ruck  devastatingly. On 
11 November 1750 they invi ted  Gyurrnsd t o  t h e i r  o f f i ce  f o r  3 conference. Once 
the  doors had closed upon him, one of the Ambnns seized him by the erm, while 
the  o ther  ran n sword through h i s  body. Gyurmed was l i t t l s  loved i n  Tibet ,  and 
t h e  matter  might have ended there.  But a minor o f f i c i a l  - one Lozmlg Tashi 



managed to raise an anti-Chinese riot, in the course of which the Chinese 
Residency wzs burnt and the tmo h b m s  killed, together with some 50 soldiers 
and 80 civilians. 

Luciano Petech is inclined to decry this ns ,YE toutbreak of town violence pad ro!vdyismt, a 'purely local outburstt,l but the fact that such an 
uprising did take plnce nnd that it was directed agninst the Chinese shows, 
perhaps, thst anti-Chinese feeling wos seething under the surface, ~ m d  needed 
only to be brought above it. 

The Dalai Lrma took the situation immediately in hand. He appointed 
Pnndita, a nephew of Sonm Gyalpo of Kang-chen, as his Prime Minister. He 
gave refuge in the Potala to such Chinese as had escaped the mob. And he for- 
bade ~ 1 1  Tibetans to aid Lozang Tilshi. 

In Jmuaxy 1751 the Chinese Resident in Koko-Nor arrived at Lhasa and put 
to death the mbel lenders by the usual Chinese methods of slicing, strangling, 
and bchcading. A little later the Govcrnor of Szechwan came with a small force 
and reorg~nized the administration as follows. The office of' Chun-wang was 
abolished. A new Council was set up, two of whose members were to be nominated 
by the Dalai Lama and two by the Chinese. The Chinese nominees were no othcr 
than the tvro Ministers at Lhasa appointed by Sonm Stobgyal of Po-lha. The 
responsibility for defence ,and the maintenance of lav~ m d  order was placed on 
four gsnerals (da-pons) - two in central Tibet and two in western Tibet - who 
were nominrted by the Council but held their Comnlissions from the Emperor. To 
the two Ambans were reserved the right of drafting and forwarding all official 
correspondencc to Pelting, the manngen~ent of supplies for the Chinese gaxrison 
at Lhasn, and the control of the postal service to China. A garrison of 1,500 
was permcnently posted at Lhitsa. 

In all these proceedings [ivrites Luciano ~ e t e c h 7  the sovereignty 
of the Dalai Lama is always understood, but nowhere expressly 
affirmed in thc Chinese docwnents . . . The reason is that the Chinese 
believed that they were rnercly restoring the regime which had exis- 
ted in the tims of the fifth Dalsi Lama ... No formal appointment 
was therefore made, .and indeed, the official proclamation of 
the new regime merely stated that 'the Dalai Lama is the ruler of 
Tibett and the bKaf-blon (=  ~alons) must obey hi as it had been 
the rule since the time of the fifth Dalai Lsma. 9 

1/ Luciano Petech: China and Tibet in the Early Eighteenth Century (~eiden, 
Toung Pao, 1950), pp. 215-16. 

1/ China 'and Tibet in the Early Eightcznth Century, p. 213. 



Tho f our t l l  s t r e n g t h ~ ~ n i n g  of C1-~ineue i n f  lucnce i n  Tibct  came a f t e r  the  
Gurkha i n v s s i o n  of 1791-2. I n  order  t o  prevent f u t u r e  incurs ions  the  Chinese 
decided t o  inorease  t h e i r  a u t h o r i t y  i n  Tibet .  They d i d  s o  i n  the  fol lowing 
manner t 

1. The two Residents ,  s t a t i o n e d  r e s p e c t i v e l y  a t  Lhasa and Sh 'gntse ,  were rf empowered t o  confer  with the  Dalai L m a  and the  Panchen Lama, on a l l  mat ters  
concerning T i b e t ,  'on a p e r f e c t  f o o t i n g  of e q u a l i t y ' .  The Dalai Lama .md the 
Panchen Lcme were deprived of t h e i r  r i g h t  t o  memorialize the  Emperor d i r e c t l y .  
Henceforth thay  were only t o  r e p o r t  t o  the  Residents and ask f o r  orders.  

2 .  Foreign A f f a i r s  

A l l  cornmunicntions with fo re ign  s t a t e s  was t o  be s e n t  through t h e  Residents.  
Correspondence addressed t o  t h t  Dalai L m s  and t h e  Panchen Lams, o r  t o  the  Kalons, 
by f o r e i g n  s t a t e s ,  hed t o  be made known t o  the  Residents and were i n  f a c t  r m  
t o  by t h e  Residents.  

3.  Defence 

The defence of the  f r o n t i e r s  was made the  responsibility of the  Residents .  
For t h i s  purpose 1,000 Mongolian and 1,000 Chinese t roops were permmently 
s t a t i o n e d  i n  T ibe t .  In add i t ion ,  t h e  Residents were empowered t o  r a i s e  and 
maintain  a regu lax ly  pa id  n a t i v e  Tibetan army. 

4. I n t e r n a l  A d m i n i s t n t i o n  

The Kalons were t o  be formal ly  appointed by the  Emperor, on the  recomendc- 
t i o n  of t h e  Residents.  A l l  o f f i c i a l s  (excluding those of n inor  rank) were t o  
be s e l e c t e d  by the  Dalgi and the  Pmchen Lm2, with the  advice and consent of 
t h e  Residents .  The number, pay, and d u t i e s  of the  o f f i c i a l s ,  both l a y  m d  
e c c l e s i a s t i c a l ,  were regu la r i sed .  

5. F i n m c e  and Currency 

Tho Residents were given t h e  power t o  examine the  revenue and zxyenditure 
of t h e  F o t a l a  and Tashilhunpo, s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  l i m i t a t i o n  t h a t  thi-y could n o t  
i n t e r f e r e  with  the  personal  funds of the  Dalai  Lama and the  Panchen Lama. A 
new currency,  bear ing  the t i t l e  of tha  Emperor,was i s sued  a s  the  only l e g a l  
t e n d e r ,  and a Chinese mint w a s  e s t s b l i s h e d  i n  Lhasa. 

1/ The Dalci L m a  and t h e  Panchen Lama res ided  normzlly a t  the Pot:tla i n  Lllasa, 
and t h e  Tashilhunpo monastery, n e a r  Sh iga t se ,  respectively. .  



6. Foreign Trade 

The periods of the year  during which, :md the  rou t e s  along which, t r ade  
with fore ign  s t a t e s  could be ca r r i ed  on, a s  well a s  the number of rnerchmts who 
could eng:ige i n  such t rade ,  were spac i f ied .  Passports  were issued t o  both 
t r a d e r s  'and pi lgr ims,  import du t i e s  were regulcarizcd, a d  at tempts  t o  evade 
paying them were met with punishment. Foreigners wishing t o  en t e r  Tibe t  had 
t o  obtain a permit %and submit t o  s check a t  t h s  f r o n t i e r .  

7. Lz.stly, the Emperor, a s  'Pro tec tor  of the Yellow S e c t t ,  i s sued  a decree 
r egu la t i ng  the procedure by which higher appointments were t o  be made i n  t h a t  
Sec t .  Too o f t sn  had reincornat ions been found i n  p o l i t i c z l l y  powerful famil ies  
whose adherence t o  the r u l e r s  of Tibet  would be ?dvsmtageous. Now the names of 
probable reincernat ions were t o  be wr i t t en  on s l i p s  of paper, which were t o  be 
sealed and placed ins ide  a  golden urn. Amidst prayers ,  i n  the  presence of 
Tibetan notables <and the Chinzse Residents ,  t he  Dnlai Lama - o r  the Panchen 
Lama, i f  the s e l ec t ion  Inns t h a t  of the Dalai  L a  - was t o  pick out e s l i p  a t  
random, m d  the person whose nczme zppezred on the  s l i p  w a s  t o  be appointed, 
subjec t  t o  the Emperor grant ing  him n formal pizttmt of i nves t i t u r e .  

Decline of Chinese Influence 

The above decrses i nd i ca t e ,  no doubt, the high-water mark of Chinese in-  
f luence i n  Tibet.  How f a r  they were obeyed i s ,  of course, m o t h e r  quest ion.  
We know t h a t  i n  1808 the  n in th  D d a i  Lmn w s s  chosen by the  usual  T i b c t m  
methods. An envoy was, on t h a t  occasion, s en t  t o  Lhasa t o  point  out  t h a t  the 
choice was i r r egu la r ,  but t h a t  i t  would be acquiesced i n  provided t h a t  the  ed i c t  
of 1793 wan conformed t o  i n  fu ture .  I n  1818, when the  Tibetan methods were 
sought t o  be applied again,  a  sharp rebuke w a s  addressed t o  Lhass and the 
p e t i t i o n  t o  apply Tibetan methods of s e l ec t ion  was re jec ted .  I n  1822 the  ten th  
Dalai LLma was se lec tcd  by thc Chinese method. 

Throughout the n ine teenth  century, 2s i s  well known, the  au tho r i t y  of the  
Manchc, dynasty .rras growing s t e a d i l y  weaker. I n  1839 the f i r s t  Anglo-Chinese 
War broke out and troops had t o  be s en t  t o  southern China. In Tibet ,  conse- 
quently, g r ca t c r  r e l i m c e  was placed on the  indigenous s o l d i e r s ,  who were now 
supplied with b e t t e r  weapons. I n  1841 the  Dogra invasion was repe l led  by 
Tibetan t roops,  ,md i n  1864 tho r ebe l l i on  i n  Nyarong was l ikewise suppressed by 
the Tibetans, Nyarong being then carmexed t o  Tibet.  During the term of Chi- 
sh.nnls Residency (1843-7) the supervision of the Tibetan t reasury  m d  of the  
Tibetan troops was given up. i l t  about the  same time the Tibetan administrat ion 
became independent of Chinese cont ro l .  







Enter  t h e  ~ r i t i s d  

I n  1861 a t r e a t y  was signed between the  B r i t i s h  Gov~.rnmont and thc. r u l e r  
of Sikkim by which t h e  l a t t e r  w c c d  t o  r ~ f c r  any dispu tes  - l a r g e l y  concerning 
r i g h t s  of t r a d e  and p a s t u r ~ g ~  - bctwcen h i s  pi-ople and those of n ~ i g h b o u r i n g  
stcztcs t o  t h e  a r b i t r a t i o n  c f  the  former, and t o  abida by i t s  decis ion.  Sikkim 
a l s o  eng:?.ged n o t  t o  lenfie m y  por t ion  of i t s  t e r r i t o r y  t o  any fozcign power 
without  t h e  p r i o r  c ~ n s c n t  of the  B r i t i s h  Government. It has slrlce bcen quzs- 
t i o n c d  whether t h e  r u l e r  of Sikkim, who w-B merely ul o f f i c i a l  of the  L h s a  
Government, had the  r i g h t  t o  e n t e r  i n t o  such c n g ~ e m c n t s .  

F i f t e e n  years  l a t e r ,  by an a d d i t i o n a l  a r t i c l e  i n  the  Chefoo Convention 
(1876) between China and Great B r i t a i n ,  the  l n t t  r obtained a  promise of Chinese 
p r o t e c t i o n  f o r  an explora to ry  mission t o  Tibet .  9 I n  1885 Colmn, Mzcaulay, a  
S e c r e t a r y  t o  the  Government of Bengal, was p m t ~ d  permission t o  conduct such a 
mission,  bu t  i n  t h e  nex t  year  - i n  v i e a  of Chinn's recognition of thc B r i t i s h  
m c . x a t i o n  of Burma. - the  mission was c:mcellcd beforc i t  had cver  s e t  nut.  
The T i b e t v l s  took t h e  withdrzwsl of the  mission a s  .I sign of wecrkn~ss. They 
c rossed  t h e  Jelep-La and b u i l t  a f o r t r e s s  a t  Lingtu i n  Sikkim. 

In  bIaxch 1888 t h e  B r i t i s h  a t tacked and drove the  Tibetans out of Lingtu. 
TWO ycnrs  l a t e r ,  i n  1890, an Anglo-Chinese Convmtion was signed ~ . t  Cfilcutta, 
B r i t a i n  being represented bjr the  Viceroy and Govcrnor-General of Ind ie ,  Chinz 
by t h e  Chinesc Resident a t  Lhns?.. This Convention demarcated the f r o n t i e r  
between Sikkim ,and Tibe t  (Art .  I) and recognized Sikkim as a B r i t i s h  F'rotec- 
t o r a t e  (Art .  11), p r o t e c t i o n  being defindd a s  folloivs: 

It i s  admitted t h a t  the  B r i t i s h  Government, whose Pr.otcctorate 
over  t h e  S i k k i n  S t s t e  i s  admitted, has d i r e c t  and exclusive con t ro l  
over  t h e  i n t e r n a l  admin is t ra t ion  and foreign r e l a t i o n s  of t h a t  S t a t e ,  
and exccpt  through with t h e  permission of t h e  B r i t i s h  Govcmment, 
n o i t h e r  the  r u l e r  of the  S t a t e  nor  m y  of i t s  o f f i c e r s  s h a l l  have any 
o f f i c i a l  r e l a t i o n s  of m y  kind, formal o r  informal,  with m y  country.l /  

For  B o ~ l e ' s  and Manning's v i s i t s  t o  T ibe t  i n  1774 and 1811 r e s p e c t i v e l y  s e e  - 
C.R. Markham, ~ a x r a t i ; e s  of t h e  IvIission of George Bogle t o  Tibet  and the 

Teshoo Lrma i n  T ibe t  ( ~ o n d  
I n d i x  ,and Tibe t  ( l9 lO) ,  chs.  1-3. 

B r i t i s h  and F'orcign S t a t e  Papers,  vo l .  71, pp. 753-9. 

1/ i b i d . ,  vol .  82, pp. 9-11 ( ~ n t e r n a t i o n a l  Commission of J u r i s t s ,  The Questiorl 
of T ibe t  and t h e  Rule of Law, p. 105) 



13y Regulations signed a t  Darjeel ing i n  1893 under the above Convention, it 
ass agreed t h a t  a trade-mart should be opened n t  Yetung, on the  Tibetan aidrh of 
the f r o n t i e r ,  on o r  before 1 May 1894. B r i t i s h  .md T i b e t m  representa t ives  
were t o  be posted there  t o  supervise the trndc.l/  

The Tibetcans now blamed the Chinese f o r  having ceded t o  B r i t a i n  t e r r i t o r y  
which, s ince 1794, h~xd been Tibetan. They a l so  comnplzined of being subjected 
t o  h i the r to  unknown r u l e s  and regula t ions  i n  the exercise of t h e i r  custou~nry 
r i g h t s  of t rade  a d  pas ture  i n  what was now Sikliimese t e r r i t o r y .  

The situation which arose was, therefore,  t h i s :  the Tibstans refused t o  
abide by the Convention of 1890 bec:~use i t  had 'oren entered i n t o  without p r io r  
consultat ion with them; and refused a t  the same time t o  hcve any d i r e c t  deal- 
ings  with the Br i t i sh ,  point ing out t ha t  T ibe t ' s  foreign r e l a t i o n s  were China's 
c 0 n c e r n . g  And the Chinase on t h e i r  pa r t  were unable t o  enforce - nnd admitted 
t o  t h e i r  i n s b i l i t y  t o  enforce - Tibettin conlpliance with the  Convention. 

Colonal Fr:mcis Younghusband, who l ed  the B r i t i s h  Expedition t o  Tibet  i n  

1903-4:3 n building up the case f o r  t h a t  expedition, poin ts  t o  four main 
causes. 

(1)  The Tibetati 'aggressiont  a t  Lingtu, i n  Sikkim, i n  1885-6. 

( 2 )  Tibet.m re fusa l  t o  implement the agreenients of 1890-93: 

(a) the t rade m a r t  a t  Yatung had not been opened by 1 May 1894; 

(b)  thc  Tibetans had b u i l t  a well ccross the Chumbi va l ley ,  on the 
f u r t h e r  s ide  of Ystung, thus preventing m y  in te rcourse  between 
Yatung and the i n t e r i o r  of Tibet ;  

( c )  they h.ad imposed an ad v:-tlorem duty of 10 per  cent .  at Phari  Dzong; 

(d)  they hr~d impeded the work of demrtrcating the Tibet-Sikkim 
f r o n t i e r  - u n t i l ,  i n  1095, the Br i t i sh  refused the Chinese request  
t o  postpone the demmcation and erected two boundary p i l l a r s .  
Both of these p i l l a r s  wore destroyed by the Tibetans. 

Br i t i sh  rind Foreign S ta t e  Pnpers, vol. 85, pp. 1235-7 (The Question of Tibet,  
I?. 107) 

1/ In  1899 the Ijalai Lama i n  e f f ec t  requestod the B r i t i s h  t o  take up the matter 
of d i r e c t  British-Tibetan r e l a t ions  with the Chinese: i n  1901 he returned 
unopened t o  the Vj-ceroy the l e t t e r  which again urged thc  establishment of 
d i r c c t  r e l a t ions  (Cd. 1920, p.  154). 

I/ See Younghusband, chs. 4-7. 



( 3 )  Chinese ine f fec t iveness  i n  enforcing the  1090 Convention and t h e  1893 
Regula t ions ,  u n t i l ,  i n  1903, Lord Curzon ( t h e  Viceroy and Covernor- 
General of l n d i a )  c a m  t o  the  conclusion t h a t  Chinese suzera in ty  i n  Tibet  
wns 'a c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  f i c t i o n  - n p o l i t i c a l  a f f e c t a t i o n  h ich  has only been 
maintnined bectxuse of i t s  convenience t o  both p:. lr t iesl .  d 

( 4 )  rtussi:m i n t r i g u e s  i n  Central  Asia. 

I n  1900 t h e  Tsar of Russia h:~d received the D a h i  Lama's t u t o r ,  the  
Buryat-Mongol Dor j i e f f .  It was pointed out by the  Russian Foreign Office 
t h a t  D o r j i e f f f s  v i s i t  was concerned with purely  r e l i g i o u s  mat ters ,  touching 
t h e  TSPZ'S Buddhist  subject^) bu t ,  as Younghusband says ,  

Although i t  might be t r u e  t h a t  the  Russians h ~ d  no mind t o  have 
any dea l ings  with  thc Tibetans ,  y e t  t h e  Tibetans might s t i l l  think 
t h z t  they could r e l y  on the  Russinns t o  f l  u t  uo ... We had s t i l l  
t h i s  erroneous impression t o  reckon with. 19 

On 22 J u l y  1895 t h e  Government of Bengnl put forward t o  t h e  Government of 
I n d i a  t h e  i d e a  of s B r i t i s h  n u l i t a r y  expedi t ion t o  Tibet ,  ' t o  march i n  and hold 
t h e  Chumbi v a l l e y 1 ,  a s  s e c u r i t y  f o r  t h e  fu l f i lment  of the  enc'gements of 1890-3. 
On 26 Jnnunry 1903 t h i s  proposal ,  now pu t  forv~zrd a s  one f o r  n commercial mission 
t o  L h s a  accompanied by an armed e s c o r t ,  was mnde by the  Government of Indie. 
t o  t h e  Home Government. The Sccre ta ry  of S t a t e  f o r  Indie., however, sanct ioned,  
i n  t h e  f i rs t  i n s t a n c e ,  a commercial mission - sccornpraied by 500 armed men - 
t o  Khmba Dzong ( ~ u l ~  - October 1903). On t h e  f a i l u r e  of nego t ia t ions  p t  

Khmba Dzong,a m i l i t a r y  mission through t h e  Chumbi v a l l e y  t o  Gyantse was 
approved (October 1903 - July 1904). Eut IS even a t  Gyantse, the  emissar ies  
of t h s  Dalai  Lama 'showed no eagerness f o r  a se t t l ement '  - according t o  Young- 
husband - ,and advance t o  Lhasa had t o  be undertdcen ( J U ~ Y  - August 1904),  and 
on 3 August 1904 t h c  B r i t i s h  reached Lhasa, a f t e r  having disposed of some 1,700 
Tibe tans  on t h e  way from t h e  f r o n t i e r .  The Dalai Lana f l e d  t o  Urga, a f t e r  
appoin t ing  a s  Regent t h e  T i  Rimpoche - t h e  head of Gaden monastery - and em- 
powering him t o  use h i s  s e a l .  On 7 September 1904, i n  the  presence of t h e  
Chinese Amban, t h e  Convention was signed i n  t h e  Po ta la ,  between t h t  United King- 
dom and T i b e t ,  the  l a t t e r  being represented by the Regent, r epresen ta t ives  of 

L/ Curzon t o  Hamilton ( s e c r e t a r y  of S t a t e  f o r  ~ n d i a ) ,  8 January 1903, 
( ~ d .  1920, no. 66, p. 154.) 

Younghusband, p.  83. For recen t  vork on the  sub jec t  of Russian i n t r i g u e s  
i n  Cent ra l  Asia see  P. L. Mehra, 'Tibet  and Russian I n t r i g u e 1 ,  J o w n d  
of R 1 .  Cen t ra l  Asim Soc., January 1950, and A l a s t a i r  Lamb, 'Some Notes 
on Russian I n t r i g u e s  i n  T i b e t ' ,  i b i d .  January 1959, m d  the  references  
contained i n  these  o x t i c l e s .  



the  monasteries of Sera,  Drepung, ond G:tden, nnd ropresent::t'vcs of I the 2 e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  nnd l a y  off  i c i s l s  of the National Assembly .' 
This Convcntion conf irmcd the linglo-Chinese Convc-ntion of 1890 (Art.  I)  ; 

opened two new trade-m-xts a t  Gymtse a d  G z t o k  (Art. 11); bound the  Tibetcan 
Government t o  p:iy --n indemnity of R s .  '75 l<~kkis, i n  75 m u a l  instalments  
(kt .  1 m d  pcrmittcd the B r i t i s h  to occupy the Chumbi va l l ey  as secu r i ty  
f o r  the paymcnt of thc indemnity qnd f o r  the  ~ f f e c t i v e  opening of the t rade-  
msrts f o r  three  years  continuously, which~ver  ~ 3 3  l c t e r  (.kt. VII). ' A s  m 
a c t  of g r z c e l ,  the indemnity was, sho r t ly  a f t e r  tho si-aning of the Convcntion, 
reduced t o  R s .  25 l&hs and i t  was declared t h i ~ t  the occupation of the Chumbi 
v a l l e y  would end d t e r  the payment of three  annual ins ta1ments .d  

These arrangements were confirmed by the Anglo-Chinese Conventioil signed 
a t  Peking on 27 Apri l  1.906.y The indemnity was paid by China, on behalf of 
Tibe t ,  the l a s t  instnlment being p ~ i d  i n  J,muary 1908. The Chumbi va l l ey  wnu 
evacuated i n  the Febru'ary following. 

To com-plete t h i s  s t o r y  of i n t e rna t iona l  <agrt-enients a f f ec t ing  Tibet  mention 
must be rnadc of the Anglo-Russian Convention, 'containing arrmgements on the 

of Pers ia ,  AfghLmist,m m d  T ibe t ' ,  signed e t  S t  Petersburg on 31 A U ~ S ~  
This Convention rucognizod the ~ s u z s m i n  r i g h t s '  of Chin?. i n  Tibet.  1907 

Ar t i c l e  I1 rm as follows: ' I n  conformity with the admitted p r inc ip l e  of the  
suzerninty of China i n  Tibet ,  Great Br i t a in  rand Russia engage not t o  e n t e r  i n t o  
negot ia t ions  with Tibet ,  except through th s  inttermcdiary of the Chinese Gov~rn-  
ment'. This excluded ex i s t i ng  commercicl czr:mgements between Great Br i t a in  
and Tibet ,  and the r i g h t  of Buddhist subjec ts  of Great Br i t a in  and R u s s i ~  t o  
approach the r e l ig ious  d i g n i t L r i e s  of Tibat  d i r e c t l y ,  on purely r c l ig ious  
matters. Chincse ' suzera in ty t  i n  Tibet  would, therefore ,  saem to have implied 
i n  1907 no more than the exclusive r i g h t  t o  h~mdlc  T ibe t ' s  foreign r e l a t i o n s .  
On 20 Apri l  1908 B r i t i  i n  and Chinti a r r ived  at rn agreement .mending the Trade 
Regulations of 1 8 9 3 . 9  Ar t i c l e  j of the Anglo-Tibatan Convention of 1904 

1/ B r i t i s h  2nd Foreign S tn t s  Pnpcrs, vol .  98, pp. 148-51. 

1/ Viccroyts Decl:ir::tion, ib id . ,  p. 151. 

I/ i b i d . ,  vol.  99, pp. 171-2. 

4/ i b i d . ,  vol.  100, pp. 558-9 ( c i t e d  i n  Thi. Question of Tibet ,  pp. 116-17). 
For a recent  study of the aiglo-Russi.m Convention see R.P. Churchi l l ' s  
The Anglo-Russinn Convention of 1907 (Iowa, Torch Press,  Cedu  Rapids, 1939). 

2/ ib id .  , vol .  101, pp. 170-5. 



having ~ ~ c q u i r e d  a fu l ly -au thor ized  Tibetan deletrnte t o  bc. present  a t ,  ,-nd 
p a r t i c i p a t e  i n ,  discussi.ons concertli~d with such ~mendment, ' t h e  High A ~ i t h o r i t i e e  
of T i b e t '  novf ntmi:d n de leqc te  ' t o  *:ct under the  d i r e c t i o n  o f '  thc  Chinese 
p1enipotenti:fly. And thus ,  f o r  the  f i r s t  time, n t i - i - p n r t i t e  i n t e r n : ~ t i o n ~ . l  
document concerning T i k t  N?.S signed by a fo re ign  power, T i b e t ' s  suzcr:iin, & 
Tihot .  

S i r  Charles Be l l  writest  

'Whether the  Expedition of 1904 was j u s t i f i a b l a ~  o r  no t  on moral 
grounds o r  on grounds of p o l i t i c a l  expediency, i t  m?y be thought t h a t ,  
having gone t o  Lhasn the  B r i t i s h  Government ought t o  have s t . : t i ~ n e d  ri 
p e r ~ n ~ m e n t  Agent the re .  By going i n  and then coming ou t  again,  we 
knocked the  Tibctnns down :md l e f t  them f o r  the  f i r s t  coulers t o  kick.  
WE cre:?ted a p o l i t i c a l  v.l-cuum, which i s  always 2 d v g e r .  China c m e  
i n  m d  f i l l e d  i t ,  d c s t r o , i n g  T i b e t m  freedom, f o r  she fenrsd  t h a t  
i f  me cane i n  again,  ws should keep t h e  c o u n t r y . u  

The Chincse process  of reasonitig which sought t o  p r ~ v e n t  f u t u r e  invss ions  
of T i b e t  by st1,engthening t h c i r  own a u t h o r i t y  the re  had been r n m i f ~ s t d d ,  as we 
have se,?n, n f t e r  t h e  Gurkha i r r u p t i o n  of 1791-2. It was now m d e  evident  
ag-in,  n f t e r  t h e  B r i t i s h  incurs ion  of' 1904. 

On 1 0  September 1904 the  Chinese issued a proclamation whi.ch s a i d  t h a t  

T i b e t  being a feuda tory  of Chins, t h e  Dalai L:ma w i l l  be responsible  
f o r  t h e  Yellow-Cap f a i t h  and monks, m d  w i l l  only be concerned s l i g h t l y  
i n  o f f i c i a l  mat te r s ,  while the  Anb,u~ w i l l  conduct p.11 Tibetun a f f a i r s  
w i t h  t h e  Tibetan o f f i c i a l s ,  and i rnyortmt  mat ters  v i l l  be r e f e r r e d  
t o  t h e  ~ l m ~ e r o r  .d 
The Chinese d i d  n o t ,  a s  Be l l  says,l/ depose the  Dalai Lma. They merely 

deprived hirn of h i s  temporal powers and reduce& him t o  the  p o s i t i o n  of a mere 
s p i r i t u a l  head. A t  t h e  sxne timc t h e  Chinese Government i n s t r u c t e d  Feng-chien, 
who h i d  been appointed Deputy Resident ,zt Lhcsz, to  proceed t o  Tibet  i n  o rder  
t o  a s s e r t  more d i r e c t  c o n t r o l  the re .  He f i x e d  h i s  ti.rnporary headqu\u-ters a t  

C.R.  B e l l ,  T ibe t ,  Pas t  a d  Present  (oxford Univ. Press ,  1924), p. 71. 
Bol l  was ~ c t i n g  P o l i t i c a l  Off icer  i n  Sikkim m d  Administrator of the  Chumbi 
v a l l e y  dur ing  t h e  Youlzghusbimd Expedition. In 1906-7 ha 'again acted a s  
P.O. i n  Sildcim, and from 1908 t o  1318 he was pcrmmc.ntly posted there  a s  P.O. 

F u r t h e r  P?,pers r e l a t i n g  t o  T ibe t ,  a. 2370, p a t  11, annexure t o  enclosure 
110. 362, pp. 274-5. 

B e l l ,  Tibet_,  pp. 55 a d  68. 



Batang, but  a r ebe l l i on  broke out nnd he was k i l l ed .  Corisequcntly, i n  1906, 
t he  Imperial Government s en t  ? punit ive expodi.tion t o  Tibe t ,  under t he  comrnvld 
of Chao Erk-feng. Chao csptured Batang; L ien -p ,  the ncwly appnj-nted 
Resident a t  Lh:~sa, was ab le  t o  proceed t o  h i s  post.  As Fron t i e r  Commissioner, 
Chao introduced c e r t a i n  ri:f'or~ns i n  ec s t e rn  Tibet  depriving the mon:.:sterics of 
t h e i r  t c m p o r ~ l  powsrs and appointing Cl?incse magistrates  t o  t,ako over the l oca l  
c h i e f s f  j ud i c i a l  au tho r i t i e s .  I n  1908 ha was appointed co-Resident with Lien-yu. 
He devo tcd the years  1908-9 t o  capturing Dergs, Khando, Drayn, ~ m d  Maskhm. 
P inz l ly ,  on 12 Februczry 1910, he reached Lhxsn. 

A s  vre h ~ v t  seen, the Dalai L,ma had f l e d  t o  Urga i n  1904. Four years  l a t e r  
he v i s i t e d  Peking, was received by the Emperor and the Dowager Empress, cud, i n  
kseping with the ne~v pol icy  of subordinat ing Tibet  t o  China, was given the  
t i t l e s  of Ithe Loyally Submiss iv~  Vice-regent, thz Great,  Good, Self-Existunt  
Buddhn of Heaven', i n  place of the usual  'Grest ,  Good, Se l f -Fa is ten t  Buddha of 
Heaven I n  December 1909 the Dnlni Lrvna r e  turned t o  Lhasa. He had d i f  f i- 
c u l t i e s  with the Resident Licn-yu. He hnd misgivings, too, about Chao Erh-fengts 
reforms i n  e2ster-n Tibet .  On the s a l e  day a s  the l a t t e r  r ~ a c h c d  Ulasi? with h i s  
t roops the  Dalai Lana f l t d  to  India.  

The Republic ofckina, 1911-49 

On 10  October l 9 l l  the r u l e  of the hImchu d p a s t y  came t o  an end and the  
Republic of China was proclaimed. A s  soon as tho news of the  revolu t ion  
reached Lhnsz, f i g h t i n g  broke out betweurl the Tib2t:ms and the  Chineso, m d  the  
Chinese g:irrison was besieged. 

I n  China, mecmmhils, the  Republicans a l loca ted  scn t s  t o  Tibet  i n  t h e i r  
National Assembly, m d  p12cGd a black bar  i n  t h e i r  five-coloured na t iona l  f l a g  
t o  i nd i ca t e  Tibet.  On 1 2  Apri l  1912 President  Yuan Shih-kai nnnounced t h a t  
Tibe t  wr-s t o  be regarded a s  m i n t e g r a l  p a r t  of the Republic, on an equal  foo t -  
i n g  with any othdr province. He appointed Yin Chmg-hang, the  Governor of 
Szechvrcm, Commmder of an expeditionary force  t o  r t - e s t a b l i s h  Chinese au tho r i t y  
i n  e a s t e m  Tibet and t o  r e l i eve  the gar r i son  ,zt Lhasa. 

I n  June 1912 the  Dalai Lala returned t o  Lhasn, ?x~d through h i s  influerice 
an ,?;-mistice was ctrrmged, by the terms of which s i x t y  Chinose s o l d i e r s  were 
t o  remain ?-t Uinsa es the personal bodyguard of the Resident ( ~ i e n - y u ) ,  the  
remainder t o  leave Tibet  immediately with t h t i r  hlanchu comnmder, the  hated 
Chung-yin. Ju s t  a t  t h i s  time thi. Chinese Repub1icm.s committed m o t h e r  a c t  of 
i nd i sc re t i on  by :?.ppointing Chung-yin Resident,  i n  place of Lien-jru, who was r e -  
ca l led .  A s  soon as  the l a t t e r  h:~d l e f t ,  the  Tibetrms at tacked Chung-yin :md 
a f t e r  a two monthsf s iege  cornpalled him t o  leave Lhasa ivith h i s  troops (6 JmuarY 
1913). Henceforth, t i l l  1950-1, Tibet was v i r t u a l l y  CA indepcndent s t z t e .  



Si mln Conf crance,  1913-14 

Meanwhile, Yum Shih-kn i t s  proclnm.ztion had given offence t o  the  B r i t i s h  
a s  w e l l .  On 16 August 1912 S i r  John J o r d m ,  the  B r i t i s h  Minis ter  a t  Peking, 
met thc  I k e s i d e n t ,  a d  p r o t e s t e d  t o  him o r a l l y  a g a i n s t  the  p r o c l m t i o n  m d  t h e  
subsuqucnt Chinese m i l i t m y  manoeuvres i n  Tibct .  Y u ~ n  r e p l i e d  t h a t  t h e r e  wns 
no t r e a t y  p rov is ion  which proh ib i ted  the  sending of Chinese t roops t o  T ibe t ,  but 
he n ~ s u r e d  Jordan t h a t  no 3tternpt would bc lmde t o  convert  T ibe t  i n t o  n province. 
The n e x t  day, however, t h e  B r i t i s h  Min is te r  addressed an o f f i c i a l  rnernorandum t o  
t h e  Chinese Foreign Off ice  i n  vrhich the  suzera in ty  of China over T ibe t  wzs recog- 
n i z e d ,  b u t  t h e  r i g h t  of China t o  i n t e r f e r e  i n  the  i n t z r n a l  a d m i n i s t r ~ t i o n  of 
T i b e t  e x p r e s s l y  denied. k w r i t t e n  ag-cecment admit t ing Chinese suzera in ty  nnd 
T i b e t m  ~ u t o n o r v  was demanded. 

This  l e d  t o  t h e  Simla Conference ( ~ c t o b e r  1913 - J u l y  1914). The Tibetan 
d e l e g a t e  ~ ~ ~ i s e r t e d  T i b e t ' s  r i g h t  t o  manage h e r  i n t e r n a l  and e x t e r n a l  a f f a i r s ;  
t o  have no Chinese Amban o r  t roops i n  T ' b c t ;  r ~ l d  t o  include a l l  t e r r i t o r y  up t o  
Tnchienlu wi th in  t h e  borders of Tibet .  3 

The Chinese r e p l i e &  by demanding t h a t  T ibe t  should be regarded es nn 
i n t e g r a l  p a r t  of China, on t h e  a s s u r ~ m c e  t h a t  i t  would never be convcrtcd i n t o  
a province;  t h a t  T i b e t ' s  f o r e i g n  and rni l i tnry a f f a i r s  should b6 handled by 
China; t h a t  a Chinese h b a n  2,600 t roops ehould be poste  i n  Tibet ;  a d  
t h a t  t h e  e a s t e r n  boundary of T ibe t  should be f ixed  a t  Giamda. 4 

TO r e c o n c i l e  these  two p o s i t i o n s ,  t h e  B r i t i s h  proposed (17 February 1914 ) 
t h e  d i v i s i o n  of T ibe t  i n t o  an o u t e r  (western) zone, and an inner  (eas tc rn)  zone. 
The precedent  f o r  such d i v i s i o n s  having been s e t  by t h e  Russo-Ihfongolian agree- 
ment of 1912 - whereby Mongolia had been divided i n t o  c u t e r  and i n n e r  mnes,  
Outer  Mongolia becoming, v i r t u a l l y ,  a Russian p r o t e c t o r a t e  - and t h e  Chinese 
having,  by the  Russo-Chinese agreement of 1913, x c e p t e d  t h i s  d i v i s i o n ,  they 
had now, per force ,  t o  accep t  a s i m i l a r  d i v i s i o n  of Tibet .  .The d i f f i c u l t y  m o s e  
over  t h e  boundaries between Outer and Inner  Tibet .  

The B r i t i s h  proposed t h e t  the  nor th -sas te rn  boundary of Outer Tibet  should 
be t h e  Bukhan Buddha- h e  Machin Rnnge, the  e a s t e r n  boundary a t ,  roughly, t h e  
Yangtze River.  This proved inaccep tab le  t o  the  Chinese. The f r a t h e s t  e a s t  

1/ B e l l ,  T ibe t ,  p. 152. 

Li  Tieh-Tseng; The H i s t o r i c a l  S t z t u s  of T ibe t  ( ~ e w  York, Columbie Univers i ty ,  
1956),  pp. 136 f f .  

I/ See map. 



they were prepared to  witbdr:tw was the Salween River, while conceding t h c t  the 
a rea  between the Salween m d  the Y'mgtze w:ts t o  cons t i t u t e  a ' s p e c i a l t  a.rc>a - 
though here ,  again, Batang, Lit,mg, and Titchienlu were t o  be pa r t s  of China 
proper. On the north-east  they refused t o  agree t h s t  the boundary of Outer 
Tibet  should be f a r t h e r  north-east t h m  the Dang-la Hmge. 

I n  the f i n a l  Draft  Convcntion (27 Mnroh 1 9 1 4 ) , u  prepared by the B r i t i s h ,  
Chinese suzerainty was rccognizcd over the whole of Tibe t ,  Inner  Tibet  t o  be 
under Chinese administrat ion,  subjec t  t o  the r e t en t ion  by Lhasa of e x i s t i n g  
r i g h t s  i n  the matter of s e l ec t ing  and appointing heads of monasteries. Outer 
Tibet  was t o  be autonomous. China was to  r e f r a i n  from in ter ference  i n  Outer 
T ibe t ' s  i n t e r n a l  administrat ion including the  sa l ec t ion  and i n s t n l l a t i o n  of the 
Dalai  Lama, but was t o  have tho r i g h t  t o  post a Resident at Lhasa, with an escort 
of not  more than 300 troops. In  view of the differences regarding f r o n t i e r s ,  
the  Chinese delegate refused to  sihm the Draft  Convcntion. The B r i t i s h  dele- 
ga te  pointed out t h a t  i f  China refused to  s ign ,  i t  would be signed by Br i t a in  
and Tibet  -and would be enforccd as between themselves. The Chinese delegate 
then i n i t i a l l e d  the Draf t ,  but under i n s t ruc t ions  from h i s  Government refused 
t o  s ign the formal instrument. On 3 Ju ly  1914 the Convention was formally 
signed by Br i t a in  and ~ i b e t . g  

During the F i r s t  World War the Tibetons gradually conquered the  e n t i r e  
t e r r i t o r y  v~cs t  of the Y<mgtze and, crossing tha t  r i v e r ,  occupied Derge. By 
1917 they were advmcing towards Nyarong rind Kanze. A t ruce  was then arranged 
(1918) by which the eas tern  boundary of Tibet  was f ixed  a t  the Yangtze River, 
with the exception of Derge (on the eas tern  s i d e  of the r i v e r )  which was 
m e x e d  t o  Tibet.  

Nat ional i s t  Missions to  Tibet  

In  1930 the Chinese Nat ional i s t s ,  having f i n a l l y  es tab l i shed  themselves as  
an e f f ec t ive  Government i n  Chins, sent  two lnissions t o  Tibet .  The f i r s t  was 
the semi-official mission of Miss Liu Mcm-ching, the sc-cond was o f f i c i a l ,  m d  
was headed by Kung-chueh-chung-ni. Kung put e ight  questions t o  the Dalai Lama, 
the f i r s t  of which asked how re l a t ions  between China and Tibet  might be re-  
establ ished.  The Dalai L'ma repl ied  t h a t  

I f  the Central Government of China would t r e a t  the patron;ge 
r e l a t ionsh ip  between China and Tibet  with s i n c e r i t y  and good f n i t h ,  
as i t  previously d id ,  Tibet on i t s  pa r t  ... would, from now on, make 

1/ The Question of Tibet ,  doc. 7 ,  p. 124-7. 

1/ Li Tieh-Tseng, His tor ica l  S ta tus  of Tibet ,  points  out t h a t  t h i s  wc?s contrary 
t o  Art. I1 of the Anglo-Russian Convention of 1907. See above, f o r  the  
t e x t  of thz Simla Draft Convention. 



e r  e f f o r t  to  g ive  f u l l   upp port to  the Central 
G o v e m e n t  .- 

But, the  Dalai  Lama i n s i s t e d ,  Tibet must enjoy autonomy, ' t he  area over whioh 
autonomy was t o  be exercised would be the si-me as  before1 ,  The Pmchen L r m ,  
who had f l e d  t o  China i 1925, could r e tu rn  t o  Tibet ,  but mercly as he2d of 
Tashilhunpo rnonas t e ry  .g 

In t h a t  smne ye= (1930) a minor incident  i n  Pe i - l i  v i l l a g e ,  i n  K:mze 
d i s t r i c t ,  l ed  t o  the recapture of Derge by the Chinese. The he'd lama of 
Ya-la-ou monrlstery i n  t h a t  vil lage wished t o  cmdgamste i t  with a neighbouring 
monastery. The move was opposed by the loc,-tl ch ie f ta in  of Pe i - l i .  The lama 
occuljied the  v i l l age .  The Chinese gmr i son  backed the ch i e f t a in ,  f i gh t ing  en- 
sued, the Tibe tma wera v ic tor ious ,  and went on t o  c ~ p t u r e  Kamze and Nyarong. 
I n  1931 the  Chincse counter-attacked and recaptured Kanze, Nyarong, Derge, and 
o the r  places. Next year a t ruce  was rcrmged,  f i x ing  the Yangtze as the boun- 
dary between China :md Tibet.  

On 17 December 1933 the t h i r t een th  D a k i  Lama died. To at tend h i s  ob- 
sequies  ( i n  1934) the  N a t i o n d i s t  Government sen t  Gen6r:tl Huang Mu-sung, em- 
poncring him, at the  sans time, t o  propose t ha t  Tibet should be recognized as  
an i n t e g r a l  p a r t  of Chinu, on the essilrance being given tha t  i t  would enjoy its 
t r a d i t i o n a l  nutonomy. Defence, foreign a f f a i r s ,  communications, and th s  formal 
appointmant of higher Tibetan o f f i c i a l s  - a f t e r  se lec t ion  by the Tibet,m authori-  
t i e s  - should be i n  Chinese hands, 2nd China was t o  appoint a High Commissioner 
( i n s t e s d  of n Resident) a t  Lhasa. The Tibetans counter-proposed tha t  Tibet 
should be an i n t e g r a l  . pa r t  of China i n  foreign r e l a t i ons  only, but should never 
become a Chinese province. Tibetcan au tho r i t i e s  were t o  be subject  t o  Chinese 
orders  only i f  such orders  were 'not  harmful t o  Tibe t1 .  The escort  of the 
Chinese Resident o r  High Commissioner should never exceed twenty-five men. 
Derge ,and Nyarong should be returned t o  Tibet.  

I n  viow of the r ad i ca l ly  opposed points  of view, i t  i s  not surpr i s ing  t h a t  
nothing much came out of these proposals and counter-proposals. However, 
Humgts  proposal f o r  the c rea t ion  of a s e p a r . ~ t e  province i n  eastern Tibet was 
accepted by the Nat iona l i s t s ,  and on 1 January 1939 the province of Sikang was 
formally i n s t i t u t e d .  

I n  1940 a I loca l  of f ice!  of the Department of Mongolisn and Tibeton Rff'airs 
was tlet up i n  Lhasa i n  place of the High Conlmissioner. Next yeax, however, 
t he  pro-Chinme Regent - the Incarnate Buddha of Ra-dreng monastery - was 

1/ Li,  His tor ica l  S ta tus  of Tibet ,  p. 153. 

1/ i b id . ,  p. 154. 



overthrown, m d  a Tibetan Bureau of Foreign h f f s i r s  was s c t  up by the Knsbag. 

In 1942-3 the s t : ~ t u s  of Tibet  came up again f o r  discussion i n  in t e rna t iona l  
c i r c l e s .  The Bmm Road having been dosed, the Al l i e s  were in t e rc s t ed  i n  opening 
a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  supply-route t o  China through Tibet .  The Tibi-tans, however, 
f ea red  t h z t  thc  proposed route ~ o u l d  e n t a i l  the reappearmce of fore ign ,  both 
B r i t i s h  m d  Chinese, inf luence i n  t h e i r  country. To remove thcse f c < x s ,  the 
B r i t i s h  suggested t h a t  China should declare her  in tent ion  t o  respec t  the  autonomy 
of Tibet .  This the Chinese refused t o  do, a s se r t i ng  t h a t  Tibet  was nn intern31 
p a r t  of Chin%. 

I n  1949 the Chinese Nat ional i s t  o f f i c i a l s  were asked t o  leave Lhasa. 

The People's Rspublic of China 

On 1 October 1949 the (~o~lununist)  People's Republic of China came i n t o  
being. A year l a t e r ,  i n  October 1950, i n  order  ' t o  f r ~ e  the three  nlillion 
Tibetans from imper i a l i s t  oppression, and to  consolidate the na t ione l  defenccs 
of China's western corner ' ,  the People's Liberat ion irminy invsded ~ i b r t  .l/ 

On 26 Octobcr 1950 the Government of Ind ia  s en t  a Note on Tibet  t o  China, 
p a r t  of which reads : 

I n  the present  context of world events, thz invasion by Chinese 
troops of Tibet cannot but be regarded a s  deplorable ... The Govern- 
ment of India  c ~ m  only express i t s  deep r eg re t  thnt  ... the Chinese 
Govern~~lent should hsve decidcd to  seek a so lu t ion  of the problems of 
i t s  r e l a t ions  with Tibet  by force .  

Tha Chinese reply ,  dated 30 October 1950, s t a t e d  t h a t  

Tibct i s  rn i n t e g r a l  p a r t  of Chincse t e r r i t o r y ,  and the problem 
of Tibet  i s  e n t i r e l y  n domestic problem of Chins. The Chincse 
People's Liberetion Army must en t e r  Tibet  t o  l i b e r a t e  the Tibetan 
People 2nd defend the f r o n t i e r s  of China. 

1/ New Chinn News Agency messzge from Peking  he Times, 25 October 1950). 
The Agency went on t o  quota *A. p o l i t i c a l  mobilizztion d i r ec t ive ,  which sa id  
thn t  the t-&sk of the Chinese forces  would bc t o  l i b e r a t e  the p<ople of 
T i b ~ t ,  t o  complete the un i f i ca t ion  of the whole of China,to prevent i m -  
perial ism from invading an inch of the t e r r i t o r y  of the f a t h e r h n d ,  and to  
s : i fegu~xd r?nd build up the f r o n t i e r  regions of the country. m, the 
organ of the Central Council of the Soviet  Trade Unions, accused 'Amcricm 
imper i - l i s t s '  of s e ~ k i n g  t o  use Tibet  a s  a  'backdoor f o r  new aggression 
against  China1 (28 October 1950). 



No fore ign  in te r fe rence  i n  1vh:lt wfis China's domestic problem would be tolerated.  
A s  f o r  the  I n d i m  Go-n:rmentls vieivpoint t h a t  the invasion w s s  'deplorsblet ,  
t h e  Note ended by s n y l w  thnt  t h i s  (viewpoint) was 'effected by foreign influence 
h o s t i l e  t o  China'. 

I n  t h e i r  rep ly  (31 October 1950) the Government of India repudiated the 
charge of fore ign  inf luence,  and pointed t o  ' t he  l e g i t  t e  Tibetan claim t o  
autonomy, within the framework of Chineoe suzerainty ' .  The Chinese Dovern- 
ment r ep l i ed  (17 Novernber 1950) t ha t  the People's Liberztion Army's en t ry  i n to  
Tibe t  was intended t o  pro tec t  China's sovereign - note, sovereign not suzerain - 
r i g h t s  t he re ,  <and t o  preserve regional  autonomy and. freedom of worship. Lndia 
was now accused of t ry ing  t o  influence and obs txu~t  China's intent ions.  

Mecanwhile, on 29 October 1950, the Government of India received an ripped 
from Tibe t ,  request ing them t o  use t h e i r  good of f ices  with the Chinese Govern- 
ment t o  s top  the f i gh t ing ,  and t o  help through diplomatic channels i n  preserving 
Tibetnn autonomy. A s imi l a r  nppeal was received by the Secretay-General of 
the  United Nations on l j  November 1950, from a Tibetan delegtttion i n  Kalimpong 
which wrote ' i n  the n m e  of the Tibetzn Cabinet and Nntj.onn1 Assembly and. with 
t h e  approval of the  Dalai Lanin 1 and complained of en Iunwarrmted a c t  of 

5 aggression on Ti'bet by china .J 
A sponsor f o r  T ibe t ' s  appesl t o  the United Nstions was found in El Salvndor. 

On 24 Novenlber 1950 the s t e e r i n g  committee of the General Assembly considered El 
Salvador 's  equest t h a t  the Tibetan appeal be placed on the agenda of the General 
Assembly. d! This was, however, prevented by e somewhot curious combinntion of 
powers. To the  B r i t i s h  delegate the l ega l  posi t ion was not clear .  Thc Soviet 
Union, predictably,  took the l i n e  t ha t  Tibet  was a pa r t  of China erld t ha t ,  there- 
f o r e ,  the Tibetan question was China's domestic a f f a i r .  The National is t  
Chinese delegate found himself,  f o r  once, i n  agreement with the Soviet np re sen -  
t a t i v c  i n  considering Tibet  s p x t  of China; but he was prepmed to  discuss the 
Tibetan appeal a s  pnr t  of the Chinese complaint of Soviet aggression i n  China. 
The f i no1  decision t o  exclude the T i b e t a  appeal was due i n  la rge  measure t o  the 
I n d i m  de l ega t e ' s  confident a s se r t i on  t h a t  honourable and pezceful so lu t ion  
could be reached on the spot .  I n  t h i s  hope - t ha t  an on-the-spot solut ion Was 
poss ib le  - the  United S t a t e s  joined the other  powers i n  voting f o r  the exclusion 
of Tibet  from the agenda of the General Assembly. 

For the  Sino-Indian exchange of Notes see The Times, 3 November 1950. 
in he Question of Tibet ,  doc. 9 ,  p. 132). 

1/ U.N. General Assembly, ~ /1549 ,  24 Novembsr 1950. 

I/ General i~ssembly Off ic in l  Records, General Committee, 5th sess . ,  73rd meeting, 
24 November 1950. 



On 21 December 1950 the  Dalai  Lama l e f t  Lhasn f o r  Yatung. I n  Februcry 
1951 the  commander of the Chinese forces  held a Ipeople's confcrence'  st Khamdo, 
t o  which delegates  from Lhtl.s.3 rirert i nv i tLd .  It was announced at t h i s  confcrence 
t h n t  t he  Chirlcse would respec t  the p o l i t i c a l  s t s t u s  of the Dalai Lama, ensure 
f u l l  freedom of r e l i g i o n ,  and p ro t ec t  the property of the  mon:~sterics. 

Perhaps a s  n r e s u l t  of thesc sssurances,  the Dalai L~ma decided t o  send 
de lega tes  t o  China t o  a r r i v e  a t  a  Sino-Tibetan ugreemcmt. The K,?lon, Nepo  
Ngawang Jigmc (who had been captured by the Chinese a t  Khamdo i n  the autumn of 
1950, and who became thenceforth H prominent pro-Chinese ~ i b e t a n ) ,  proceeded 
ove r l a~c l  t o  Peking. Others, including the Cormnmder-in-Chief of the  Tibetan 
al-my, Dznsak Khemey Sonm Wangdi, went t o  Chinn v i a  Delhi - where they met the 
Chinese Amh~ssador and Mr Nehru - Calcut ta ,  and Hongkong. On 23 May 1951 the  
seventeen-point Sino-Tibetm agreement was s igned.  

Sino-Tibetm Agracment, 23 May 1 9 5 d  

Thig agreement was signed between the Central People 's  Government (of the 
People 's  Republic of China) and'TheLoca1 G o v c m e n t d  T i b e t 1 .  The Tibetans were 
described a s  '0112 of the  n a t i o n a l i t i e s  within the boundaries of Chin.rl. The 
agreement was concluded i n  order  t o  el iminate imper i a l i s t  forces  i n  T ibe t ;  t o  
accomplish the un i f i ca t i on  of the t e r r i t o r y  :md sovereignty of the  People 's  
Republic of China; t o  safeguard na t iona l  defence; and t o  permit the Tibetans 
t o  f r e e  themselves and t o  r e tu rn  t o  the  b i g  family of the People 's  Republic of 
China, t o  enjoy the sane r i g h t s  of na t iona l  equal i ty  a s  a l l  the  o ther  na t ionnl i -  
t i e s  i n  the  country, m d  t o  develop t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l ,  economic, c u l t u r a l ,  m d  
e d u c ~ t i o n n l  work. 

Thc Tibetan people, accordingly, returned t o  the  b i g  family of the  Mother- 
, and the I loca l  government of Tibe t '  bound themselves t o  ' a c t i v e l y  

a s s i s t  land (Art. the 7 ~ h i n e s e 7  Peoplcls  Liberat ion Army t o  en t e r  Tibet ,  and consol ida te  
t he  na t iona l  d e f ~ n c e l  (Art. 2) .  Thc r i g h t  of the  T i b ~ t a n  people t o  ' na t i ona l  
reg ional  autonomy under the un i f i ed  leadersh ip  of the  Central People's Govern- 
mcnt' was admitted (Art. 3 ) .  The Chinese agreed riot t o  a l t e r  the e x i s t i n g  
p o l i t i c a l  system i n  Tibe t ,  p r inc ipa l ly  meaning by t h i s  system, the  s t a t u s ,  
powers, ,and funct ions of the Dnlai Lnma and the Pmchen Lama (Arts .  4-6). 
Freedom of r.?ligious be l i e f  was accordt-d, the  Chinese binding themselves fu r the r -  
more t o  pro tec t  the  lamaseries ,and not  t o  e f f e c t  any change i n  t h e i r  incomes 
(Art .  7 ) .  The lamwe and economy of Tibet  were t o  be developed (Arts .  9-10), 
but  ' i n  matters  r c ln t ed  t o  vzrious reforms i n  Tibet ,  there  w i l l  be no compulsion 

1/ For the t e x t  of the Agreement, see Shc-n Tsung-lien and Liu Shen-chi 
Tibet  m d  the Tibet,%s ( ~ a l i f o r n i a ,  Stanford Universi ty Press, 1952), 
l i~~pendix.   h he Question of Tibet ,  doc. 10, p. 139). 



on the  p u t  of' the cen t r a l  au tho r i t i e s .  The loce l  government should c o n y  
out  reforms of i t s  own a c c ~ r d  . . . ( ~ r t .  11) .  

Having mzde these concessions, the Chinese proceeded t o  entrench them- 
oelves i n  Tibet .  F i r s t l y ,  T ibe t ' s  ex te ina l  re l3 t ions  were t o  be handled by 
China (Art .  14) .  Seconrlly, the Tibetan 'army would be re-orgenized and rib- 
sorbed i n t o  t h e  People's Lihcrqtion Army (Art. 8). And th i rd ly ,  'In order t o  
ensure the  implelnentation of t h i s  agreement, the C e n t r d  People's Government 
s h a l l  s e t  up a Mi l i ta ry  and Administrstive Committee, and CL Mi1it.w~ Area Head- 
qua r t e r s  i n  Tibet  . . . ' (Art. 15).  

One comment on the  Agreement seems permissible here. On 20 June 1959 
the  Dalni Lama s a i d  a t  Mussoorie t ha t  the agreement was 

t h r u s t  upon i t s  people and government by the threa t  of arms. It 
was never accepted by them of t h e i r  own f r ee  w i l l ,  m d  the conserlt of 
t he  Government wxs secured under duress ,and n t  the point of the bayonet. 
X ' i  representa t ives  were compelled t o  s ign the Tagreement under threa t  of 
f u r t h e r  mi l i t a ry  operztions sg-ninst Tibet by the invading srmies of 
China leading  t o  u t t e r  ravage 'and ru in  of the country. Even the s e a l  
a f f i xed  t o  the  agreement w-.s not the s ea l  of my represent=rtives, but 
one copied and fabr ica ted  by the Chinest au thor i t ies  i n  Peking m d  
kept  i n  t h e i r  possession s t i l l .  

While I a i d  my Government did not ~ o l u n t ~ a r i l y  accept the .%gee- 
ment we were obliged t o  acquiesce i n  i t  and decided t o  abide by i t s  t e r n  
and condit ions t o  save my people m d  country from the danger of t o t a l  
des t ruc t ion .  It was c l e a s  from the begi ing  tha t  the Chinese hrrd no 
i n t e n t i o n  of car ry ing  out the agreement. lr 
I n  Ju ly  1951 Ch,ang Ching-wu reached Lhasa, v i a  India,  t o  take up h is  

d u t i e s  a s  head of the Mi l i ta ry  <and Administrative Committee and of the 
N i l i t a r y  Area Headquarters. On 9 September 1951 un i t s  of the People's 
L ibera t ion  Army entered Lhasa, under Wmg Ching-wei. A month l a t e r  20,000 
more t roops =rived under Chang Kuo-hua and Tan Kum-sm. In April  1952 the 
Pnnchen L'mc-. appeared i n  Lhasz. I n  1953, i n  accordance ticlz: 14 of the 

under Chinese cont ro l .  
Sine-Tibetan Agreement, the  Tibetan Bureau of Foreign 

G e  Question of Tibet ,  doc. 19, p. 196. 

See above, p. 22. 



On 29 April  1954, -rf ter  fou r  months of negot ia t ions ,  a Sino-Indian ,?pee-  
ment on Tibet  w2.s signed a t  Peking. The purpose of t h i s  agreement was to  
promote t rnde nnd c u l t u r a l  r e l a t i o n s  between ' t h e  Tibct  region of China1 nnd 
India .  By i t s  ternis I n d i : ~  re ta ined  her  outposts  a t  Yatung, Gycmtse, nnd 

I 
Gartok, but withdrew the  ~ n i l i t u y  e sco r t s  of her  <agents a t  the  f i r s t  two places. 
She a l s o  so ld  t o  China her  i n s t a l l a t i o n s  i n  Tibet ,  including twelve rest-houses. 
The Chinese es tab l i shed  trnde ~ g e n c i e s  a t  Gelhi,  Calcut ta ,  2nd Kalimpong. 

What bcc~me the most flunous p : x t  of the pgeement ,  however, was the  pre- 
amble, vrhich enunciated f i v e  basic  p r inc ip l e s ,  the ce lebra ted  prmch:~ s'ile: 

mutu-rl respec t  f o r  each o t h e r ' s  t e r r i t o r i a l  j .ntegrity and sovereignty; 
( 2  mutual non-aggression; ( 3 )  rnutu-~l non-interference i n  each o t h e r ' s  i n t e rna l  ( l l  
a f f a i r s ;  (4 )  equa l i t y  of mutual b ~ n e f i t  and (5)  peaceful coexistence. These 
p r inc ip l e s  were reaffirmed i n  the j o i n t  Sino-Indinn communiqu6 
last day of Chou E n - l a i t s  f i r s t  v i s i t  t o  Indin (25 - 28 June 1954). 

The next  ppzt of the  s t o r y  can be t o l d  i n  the  Dnlai Lama's own words: 

They [the ~ h i n e s e J  compelled me . . . t o  dismiss my Prime Ministers  
under t h r e a t  of t h e i r  execution without t r i : ~ l ,  because they had in a l l  
honesty and s i n c z r i t y  r e s i s t e d  the u n j u s t i f i e d  usurpat ion of power by 
the  representa t ives  of the Chinese Government ... Thus began a r e ign  of 
t e r r o r  which f i nds  few p a r . ~ l l e l s  i n  the  h i s to ry  of Tibet .  Forced 
labour :md compulsory exact ions,  :i sys ten~nt ic  persecut ion of tho pcople, 
plunder and conf i sca t ion  of property belonging t o  individuC5ls m d  
mon?steries, and the execution of c e r t z i n  lesd ing  men i n  Tibet  - these  
a r e  the g lor ious  achievements of Chinese r u l e  i n  ~ i b e t . g  

By the end of 1955 3 s t ruggle  had str l r tcd i n  the Kham province 
and t h i s  assumed ser ious  proportions i n  1956. I n  the  consequential 
s t i ugg le ,  the Chinese armed forces  destroyed n l a rge  number of 
inonastaries. Id-my 1,mas were k i l l e d ,  and a l a rge  number of monks 
and o f f i c i a l s  were taken and employed on the  construct ion of roads i n  
Chinc, m d  the  in te r fe rence  i n  the  exercise of r a l i g ious  freedom i n c r e a s e d a y  

India ,  Lok Ssbhn S s c r t t t ~ i n - t ,  &reign Policy of Indin;  Texts of Documents 
( ~ c w  Delhi,  October 1958), p. 87. 

1/ D~1n.i  Lama's statement a t  Mussoorie, 20 June 1959  h he Q e s t i o n  of Tibe t ,  
doc. 19, p. 197). 

Dalci L~xIz ' s  statement a t  Tezpur, 18 Apri l  1959  h he Timeo, 20 Apri l  1959; The 
Question of Tibet ,  doc. 1 7 ,  p. 192). On 10 December 1956 i n  Ca lcu t t s  M r  Chou 
En-1-5, then on h i s  second v i s i t  t o  India ,  denied t h a t  such n r ebe l l i on  had 
taken place o r  was t ~ k i n g  place. See i n  t h i s  context the  r epo r t  from Delhi 
by the  Special  Correspondent of The Times of nrl account by one d o  Chondze (2 
Tibetcan e x i l e )  of condit ions i n  Tibet  under Chinese r u l e   h he Times, 17 Jmu::,r.rjr 
1957) 



On 22 April 1956 a Preparatory Committee for the Tibet Autonomo~s Region 
was set up, with the Dalai Lama as Chairman, the Panchen Lama as Vice-Chairman, 
and General Chang Kuo-hua as the representative of the Chinese Government. In 
practice, as the Dalai Lama said in his statement at Tezpur on 18 April 1959 
(quoted above), even this body had little power and decisions on all important 
matters vicre taken by the Chinese authorities. 

Frorn 25 November 1956 to 22 January 1957 the Dalni Lama was in Lndia to 
celebrate the 2,500th anniversary of the Buddha's attainment of Enlightment. 
The earlier part of the visit coincided with Chou En-lai's second visit to 
India (28 November - 10 December 1956). From his statement at Mussoorie on 
20 June 1959, it seems that the Dalai Lama did not interid to return to Tibet, 
but did so only in deference to M r  Nehruls advice: 

Before I visited Ilidii~ in 1956 it hzd become increasingly clear 
to me that my policy ,!-of abiding by the 1951 meement, of appeasing 
the peopl.e, and of persuadin the Chinese to adopt a policy of con- 
ciliation ond friendlinessyhod failed to create any impression on 
representatives of the Chinese in Tibet. I ha,d practically m d e  up 
my mind when I ccme to India not to return until there mas a manifest 
change in the attitude of the Chinese authorities. I therefore sought 
the advice of the Prime Mir~inistc?r of India who has always shown me -a- 
failing kindness and consideration. 

After his talk with the Chinese Prime Minister and on the 
strength of assurances given ty him on behalf of China, M r  Nehru 
advised me to change my decision. I followed his advice and re- 
turned to Tibet in the hope that conditions would change substantially 
for the better 'and. I have no doubt that my hopks would have been 
realised if the Chinese authorities had on their paxt carried out 
the assurances which the Chinese Prime Minister had given to the 
Prime Minister of India. It was, however, painfully clt- sson 
after my return that the representatives of the Chinese Govc-mment had 
no intention to adhme to their promisesol/ 

In February l 9 5 g  Tan Kuan-sm, the Chinese ccmmander at Lhass, issued 
an 'invitation' to the Dalai L , w  to come to the Military Ares. Headquarters 
alone - not, as was usual, with his entourage - to attend a luncheon p-ty, 
I/ The_Sunda.y Stctesman (~ndia) 21 June 1959; The New York Times, 21 June 1959; 

>he Question of Tibet, doc. 19, p. 197). 

See the Dalai Lama's statement at Tezpw, 18 April 1959: Ithe Dalai Lama 
agreed s. month in advance to attend a cultural show in the Chinese head- 
quarters.  h he Question of Tibet, doc. 17). 



which was to  be followed by an acrobt-tic d i s p l f ~ y . g  Thc inv i tx t ion  was Ce- 
l i ve red  t o  the Dalai Lama personally,  and no t ,  a s  was cuutornary, through the  
Kashaq m d  the Household. The da te  on which he was t o  appear w:ir f ixed  a t  
10 idarch. News of the i n v i t a t i o n  got  abroad. On 9 March 195@ a group of 
Tibetans met the Indian Cansul-General a t  Lhasa and spoke t o  him about t h e i r  
f e a r s  m d  apprehensions. 

On 10 March a crowd of about 10,000 Tibct<ms surrounded the Norbulingka 
Palace - the summer palacz whcrc tho Drzlai Lama was st?-ying a t  the time - and 
demanded t h a t  he should r e f r a i n  from going to  the Chinese mi l i t a ry  headquarters. 

Un hearing of t h i s  demonstration, Tan Kucm-san wrote t o  the Dalai Lano 
(on 10 March), 'Since you have been put i n t o  very g rea t  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  due t o  in-  
t r i gues  and provocations by r eac t iona r i e s ,  i t  mzy be advisable t h ~ t  you do not 
come f o r  the time being. '  On 11 ILzrch, the D a h i  Lama wrote to  Tan, admit t ing 
t h a t  l r c a c t i o n ~ x y  e v i l  elements a r e  car ry ing  out  a c t i v i t i e s  endcmgering me, 
under the pre text  of pro tec t ing  my safe ty .  I f  you have m y  i n t e r n a l  d i r ec t ives  
f o r  me, please t e l l  me f rankly  through t h i s  messenger.' The l e t t e r  was sen t  
through Ngapo Ngtiwang Jigme, the pr inc ipa l  pro-Chinese Tibetan, next t o  the 
Panchen Lma. 

Tan Kuan-sm rep l i ed  on 11 March, point ing out indignantly t h a t  the ' r e -  
ac t iona r i e s '  had erected f o r t i f i c a t i o n s  and had posted laxge numbers of machine- 
guns and 'armed r eac t iona r i e s '  along the na t ional  defence highway, nor th  of 
Norbulingka. He (Tun ~ u m - s a n )  had ordered then, through c e r t a i n  o f f i c i a l s ,  
t o  remove these f o r t i f i c a t i o n s  ,and t o  withdraw themselves. The r e spons ib i l i t y  
f o r  the consequences of disobeying these orders  would be borne by the 
' r eac t iona r i e s ' .  

Replying t o  t h i s  on 12 March, the Dalai Lama informed TnnKuan-san thrit he 
( the  Dalai ~ a m a )  had ordered the Kasheg, on 11 March, t o  dissolve the i l l e g a l  
people 1s conference m d  to  ask the ' r eac t iona r i e s  t o  withdrm.l /  

1/ One remembers the inv i t a t ion  issued t o  Gyurmed Rmgyal on 11 November 1750. 
See above, p. 9. 

See M r  Nehruts statement i n  the Indicm P:lrliament on 25 M3rch 1959- Lok 
S a b h ~  Secre texia t ,  Fo-htly News Digsst ,  16-51 March 1959, p. 181. I f i  
Nehru spoke of t h i s  approach t o  the Indian Consul-General a s  having been 
made 'about two weeks ,agof, Land three  days before the women's demonstration. 
This p l ac t s  i t  on 9 M.arch. 

1/ Thc f u l l  tc-& of the correspondence b~ twcen  the Dalai Lama a d  T a n  Kuan-sm 
i s  published i n  the Hsirhua News Agency (HNA) Dnilg Bul le t in ,  jl March 1959. 
Its ;ilthenticity was admitted by the Dalai Lana t o  Mr Nehru a t  Mussoorie 
on 24 April 1959. 



Gn t h a t  sane day - 12 Mwch 1959 - some 5,000 Tibctan women c a l l e d  on 
t h e  consu la r  r e p r a s o n t a t i - f ~ - s  of I n d i a ,  Nepal, and Bhutan, reques t ing  these  
o f f i c i a l s  t o  uccompany thcln t o  the  Chinese mi l i t axy  headquarters  t o  witncss  
t h e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  of c c r t n i n  demands. The consuls ,  c o r r e c t l y ,  r e f u ~ e d  t o  i n -  
t e r f e r e  i n  i n t e r n a l  mat te r s ,  m d  the demands w r e  never p resen t id .  But t h i s  
unde l ivcred  m,mifesto, when s i g m d  by the  reprc+sentat ives  of the  p r i n c i p a l  
monas te r ies ,  t h e  National Assembly, ,and thc  Kashw, became, i n  e f f e c t ,  a n a t i o n a l  
Dc?cleration of independence. The Declarat ion denounced t h e  Sino-Tibetan w e e -  
ment, proclaimed Tibe t  an independent s t a t e ,  and c a l l e d  f o r  the  withdrawal of sii 
Chinese f o r c e s  from Tibet .  

Mcmvrhile, on 14 Mach ,  t h e  Dalai  Lana made a speech t o  more than 70 
TjLc>t:i.n o f f i c i ~ l s ,  ' i n s t r u c t i n g  them from v~ . r ious  angles ,  and c a l l i n g  on them 
t o  cons ider  s e r i o u s l y  p resen t  nnd long-term i n t e r e s t s ,  and t o  c d m  down, o r  
my l i f e  would bc i n  d m g e r '  .l/ 

' A  few days from now, wrote the  Dalai  Lzma t o  Tan Kuan-san 'when there  a r e  
enough f o r c e s  t h ; t  I can t r u s t ,  I s h a l l  make my way t o  the  E l i - t a r y  Command 
Area s e c r e t l y  .d 

'While these  n e g o t i a t i o n s  were being c a r r i e d  on ' ,  s a i d  t h s  Dalai Lama a t  
Tezpur on 18  Apr i l  1959, 

reinforcements a r r i v i d  t s t reng then  t h e  Chinese g a r r i s o n  i n  Lhasa 
and Tibet .  On 17 Marc& two o r  t h r e e  mortar s h e l l s  were f i r e d  i n  
t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of Norbulingka palace.  For tuna te ly  the  s h e l l s  f e l l  
i n  n pond nearby. Af te r  t h i s  the  [ I l~ ln i  ~ a m a l s 3  adv ise rs  became 
a l i v e  t o  the  danger t o  t h e  person of t h e  Dalai Lama; and, i n  those 
d i f f i c u l t  c i rcumutulces ,  i t  became imperative f o r  t h e  Dalai Lama, 
t h e  members of h i s  family and h i s  high o f f i c i a l s ,  t o  leave Lhasa. 

On t h e  n i g h t  of 17 March, the re fore ,  t h e  Dalai Lama escaped from 
Norbulingka, d r ~ s s e d  a s  an ordinary l m a ,  and f l e d  south-eastwards tovrard Ind ia .  

On 1 9  March, according t o  the  Chinese Government's statement of 28 ~ l a r c h , Y  
'most members of t h e  Tibatan l o c a l  governuent, and the uppcr s t r a t z  of the  

Dnlai  L;ma t o  T<m Kum-san, 16 Mach 1959. 

The Iinformcd sources  1 who s t n t e d  a t  Delhi on 20 March t h z t  f i g h t i n g  had 
bcen i n  progress  i n  and around Lh-zsa ' f o r  the  p a s t  th ree  days '  h he Times, 
21 March 1959) were, apprzrently, r i g h t .  M r  Nekru's statement,  on 23 March, 

t h a t  f i g h t i n g  had brokon out  ' l a s t  Friday! (20 ~ a c h )  i s  s l i g h t l y  incccurate .  

I /  Order of the  S t a t e  Council of the  Chinese Peoplals Republic, HNA, 29 W c h  1959. 



r eac t iona ry  c l ique '  ordered the Tibettm nrmy :.rid ' r ebe l l i ous  ulumonts t o  a t t ack  
the  Chinese forces i n  Lhasa. The r ebe l l i on ,  ncccr i n g  tc.  the news comn~unique 
published on tha surre d ~ y  was crushed on 22 iQ'zrch. d But, according t o  i n fo r -  
mation convcyed t o  the heir-appnz-ent of Sikltim by ' o f f i c i a l  sourccs '  j u s t  before 
he l e f t  Cmgtok f o r  ~ o k ~ o , g  the  Norbulingka palace was not captured till thc 
24th,  a f t e r  two days of f i g h t i n g  she l l i ng .  Tho f i g h t i n g  wns p f~ . r , t i cu l t~ r ly  
heavy on the  24th. In the  course of t h i s  the Chcakpori lamasery, whicki had been 
used as 2 n a t i o n a l i s t  a rscna l ,  was blovm up. Sera ,and Dreplmg were subdued by 
s h e l l i n g  d t c r  .the capture of Norbulingka. 

On 29 1 j I ~ ~ c h  two ernissnries of tha Dnlai Lame reached the Indian border check- 
pos t  :.t K~nzeynane, near  Cl~uttmg~riu, i n  the  Towag sub-division of Kmeng F ron t i e r  
Division,  i n  the  North-E3st F ron t i e r  fgency m d  rcquestcd asylum f o r  t h e  Dalai 
Lcm.n, who was expacted t o  a r r i v e  the next d3y. On the  evening of 31 W c h ,  while 
a t h i ck  unscasonzble blanket  of cloud hung over tha e:zstcrn Him:.~layas, thus e f fec-  
t i v e l y  prevc:nting de tec t ion  by a i r c r a f t  the  Dalai Lama, with a pa r ty  of 80 per- 
sons,  crossed the f r o n t i e r  i n t o  1 n d i a . v  

We have now reached the  end of our s to ry ,  nnd two gencral  conclusions seem 
permissible .  

F i r s t l y ,  t hn t  i n  so  f a r  a s  the p o l i t i c a l  r e l a t i onsh ip  between China nnd Tibet  
i s  concerned, the  People's Republic of China has done no more than t o  a s s e r t  the 
common Chinese Republican clcim - common t o  both Nat iona l i s t s  :md Comnunists - 
t h n t  Chi.ns exerc ises  r i g h t s  of sovereignty, not  suzera in ty ,  i n  Tibet.  Hence, 
Tibe t  i s  rog,vded a s  ' i n t e g r a l  p.wt of China' ,  though Tibetan claims t o  autonomy 
would, a t  l e a c t ,  be considered. 

The Nat iona l i s t  claim t o  'sovereignty' i n  Tibet  was bassd, again, on a cer -  
t a i n  view of the  Chinese Imperial r s l a t i o n s h i p  with Tibet.  I n  1907 Br i t a in  m d  
Russie  used the word 'suzi-raintyl  t o  describe t h i s  r e l a t i onsh ip ,  and took i t  t o  
msan, apparent ly,  the  axclusive r i g h t  of China t o  handle T ibe t ' s  fore ign  r e -  
l a t i o n s .  But, a s  vic have seen, s ince  the en r ly  eighteenth century, China has 
enjcyed thc  r i g h t  no t  only t o  h'mdle T ibe t ' s  fore ign  r e l a t i o n s ,  but a l s o  her  
defence; and has, fur thern~ore ,  had the  p r iv i l ege  of pos t ing  c. p o l i t i c s 1  and 
m i l i t a r y  representa t ive  ( o r  representa t ives) ,  <-md a gar r i son  i n  Tibet .  The 
arguincnt hrxs been, by m d  lnrgz ,  about the  powers of these reprasenta t ives ,  m d  
the  numbers of the gcvr i son .  A t  i t s  f u l l e s t  ( i n  1793) - but  only perhaps then - 

1/ HNA, 29 March 1959. 

1/ Sei. h i s  stati.mcnt at Tokyo on 27 March 1959  he Times, 28 m c h  1959). 

I /  Nr Nehruls statement i n  the Indian Parliament, 3 Apri l  1959. Ilok Sabha 
S e c r ~ ~ t a x i a t ,  For tn ight ly  News Digest,  1-15 Apri l  1959, p .  2C5. 



C h i n c ~ c  Imp*-r ia l  a u t h o r i t y  i n  T ibc t  was, no doubt,  indistinguishable frorn 
s o v c r ~ i g m t y .  

The Chinasc. Empire i t s r - l f ,  h o v ~ c v ~ r ,  n r v e r  claimed r i g h t s  of sovereignty 
i n  T ibe t .  Thc reorgan iza t ion  of 1750-1 was pu t  forwnrd as a r e s t o r a t i o n  of 
c o n d i t i o n s  which e x i s t ~ d  a t  t h e  timc of the  f i f t h  Dalni Lama ~ n d  i t  was 
e r p r c ~ s s l y  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  ~ u l e r  of T i b r t  was the  Dalai L u n a . 0  Evrn i n  1793 
t h e  Emperor a c t t d  merely a s  a ' P r o t a c t o r  of the  Ycllow S e c t ' .  T ibe t ,  therefore, 
was c l n i n ~ d  no no n lor~  t1m-1 a P r o t e c t o r : l t ~  of the  Eapirr< of ~ h i n 3 . d  

Eut vrhstevcr t h e  n : i t ~ i  of the  p a s t  p o l i t i c a l  r , l a t ionsh ip  bLtwcc-n Chine 
m d  T i b e t ,  the  prt:sent-day view of the  mat te r  has been nclntly put  i n  :< s t a t a n e n t  
i s s u c d  by t h e  Executive Committee of the  N ~ p a l  Conogress Pprty  on 3 blay 1959: 

The h i s t o r i c d  perspec t ive  wzs no t  s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  myone today 
t o  c la im sovere ign ty  over Tibet.  To c l a i n  C h i n ~ s e  sovareignty on 
t h e  b a s i s  of some h i s t o r i c a l  f a c t s  .u,'s i n  the  t r n d i t i o n  of the  i m -  
p c r i a l i s t s  of t h e  pas t .  Chirla should take i n t o  cons idera t ion  A s i n 2  
rasurgcnce .l/ 

Secondly, u n l i k e  t h e  Ce1esti:tl Empire, zr.;nd i n  s p i t e  of J i r t i c l s  11 of the  
S ino-Tibe tm <agreerncnt of 1951, t h e  1)eoplc's Rcpublic of China has imposed on 
T i b c t  n o t  only a p o l i t i c 2 1  r ~ l s t i o n s h i p  bu t  d s o  a doc t r ine  of  r a d i c a l  
s o c i a l  pad cconomic r i form.  The Dalai  Lcain has s a i d  a t  Mussooria on 20 June 
1959 t h a t  h i s  Government has never been opposed t o  necessary raforms i n  thc  
s o c i a l  m d  economic ttnd p o l i t i c a l  systems i n  ~ i b 2 t . d  But the  f a c t  reimins 
t h a t  these  rcforms are being introduced by the  Chinese. And i t  hzs t o  be 
admit ted t h a t  t o  reduce thz v a s t  landholdings of the  monnsteriss,  t o  r e d i s -  
t r i b u t e  l and  among. tha  t i l l e r s  of t h e  s o i l ,  t o  u t i l i s e  t h e  i imobi l izcd labour  
f o r c e  in monk's garb,  t o  int rudnce modern education - these ,  m d  o t h e r s ,  a r e  
n o t  undcs i rab lc  rr:forns. But t h e  very f a c t  t h a t  they have been introduced 
by thk Chinese r a i s e s  the  o ld  quest ion whether reforms imposed by a f o r e i g n e r  
a r e  m y  s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  self-gcvcrnment. 

Petech,  p. 213. 

1/ See above, p. 12. 

1/ The Times, 4 f i y  1959e 

4/ The Question of T ibc t  doc. 19, p. 198. In t h i s  st3tcment the  Dalai Lama i n  
f a c t  claims t o  have put  forward c e r t n i n  reforms which were r e j e c t e d  by t h e  
Chinese. 





Three good general  works a re :  

1. V/.W. Rockhil l ,  The Dalai 1,amas and t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s  with the Manchu 
P h p c ~ o r s  of China, 1644-1900. Pub3ished by Toung Pao oil archives 
conce~nan t  1 ' h i s t o i r e ,  l e s  langues, l a  geographic, e t  1 'ethnographic 
de 1 l A s i c -  o r i en t a l e  I ,  Leiden, Vol . X I ,  No.1  arch 1910). 

2. L i  Tich- keng: The His tor ica l  S ta tus  of Tibet.  Kingls Crown Press ,  
Columbia i iniversi ty,  New York, 1956. (specially valuable f o r  the  
Republican period,  191 1-49) . 

3 .  Gunther Schulemann: Geschichte der  Dalai Lamas. Veb Otto Harassowitz, 
Lcipzig, 195@. 

For the cnrly eighteenth century see 

1. P. Ippol i to  Desideri ,  
P. Ipl jol i to  Desideri  
1904 

The above work has been t r ans l a t ed  i n t o  English by N r s  Janet  Ross and 
I ' i l ippo de F i l i p p i ,  and edi ted by the l a t t e r  a s  An Account of Tibet 
i n  the Broadway Travel lers  Ser ies ,  London, Routledge, 1931. 

2. l3. IIaenisch, Bruchstucke aus der  Geschichte Chinas unter  der  gegen- 
wartigen m a s t i e ,  I: Die Boberung von Tibet ,  aus dem I F e l d z x  
gegen d i e  Dzungaren1 (1717-20, uberse tz t .  
Toung Pao, Vol .XII, Numbers 2 

3 .  Maurice Courant: LlAsie cen t r a l e  a w  17i'eme e t  l8i'eme si 'ecles: Empire 
kalmouk ou Empire mantchu? h a l e s  de l lUnivers i t6  de Lyon, nouvelle 
s & r i e ,  11, Droit ,  Le t t res ,  Fascicule 26, 1912. Reprinted by A. Rey, 
Lyon, 1912. 

4. Luciano Petech; China and Tibet i n  the ear ly  18th century. ltlonograph 
published by Toung Pao, Leiden, 1950. l his work i s  par t icu lar ly  
valuable as i t  i s  based on 4. Tibetan sources, namely, (1) the Li fe  of 
t he  Seventh Dalai Lama (1708-57) by the Changchia Hutukhtu; (m 

3) the  Autobio a h ies  of the second and t h i r d  Panchen Lamas (1663- 
i737, 1 f m h e  Biography of Sonam Stobpyd of P1o-lha, by 
Tsering Baigyal of Domkar. 



For the  events leading up t o  the  Younghusband .Expedition, the Expedition 
i t s e l f ,  and the  period immediately following, see Younghusband's own 
account, India and Tibet  ( ~ o h n  IVIurrqr, London, 1910); the I l i s tor ica l  
Introduction i n  E r i c  Teichmann's Travels of a Consular Officer  i n  Eastern 
Tibet ,  together with a _History of the  Relations between China, Tibe t  and - 
India  (cambridge University Press,  1922); C.R. B e l l ' s  Tibet Past a i d  
Present ( h f  ord University Press,  1924) ; and the  fol lowing Parliamentary 
Papers : 

1. Papers r e l a t i n g  t o  Tibet ,  1904, ~ 0 1 . 6 7 ,  Cd.1920. 

2. Further Papers r e l a t i n g  t o  Tibet ,  1904, vol .  67, Cd.2054. 

3 Further Papers r e l a t i n g  t o  Tibet ,  1905, vo1.58, Cd.2370. 

4. Convention between the United Kingdom and China respec t ing  Tibet ,  1906 
~01.136,  Cd.3088. 

5. Convention between the United Kingdom and Russia, r e l a t i n g  t o  Pe r s i a ,  
Afghanistan and Tibet ,  1908, vo1.125, Cd.3750. 

6.  Regulations respec t ing  t rade  i n  Tibet ,  1909, ~01 .105 ,  Cd.4450. 

7. E'urther Papers re la t i r ig  t o  Tibet ,  1910, ~ 0 1 . 6 8 ,  Cd.5240. 

The other  sources of information have been indicated i n  the  footnotes.  
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