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To my sons
Sahil and Ashim
and the gallant men of
“FASAITE” Gurkhas



Preface

It was, when I was commanding First Battalion of The Eighth Gorkha Rifles (1/8 GR), also called “FASAITE” that I came across an album of
photographs. On its’ perusal, I realized that the album contained some splendid photographs pertaining to “Younghusbands’ Expedition to Tibet”. These
photographs had been taken by an officer of the Battalion and related to various stages of the expedition. The album and its’ contents were so fascinating,
that it spurred me on to undertake a study of “The Tibet Mission”. In doing so, I had the opportunity to go through the “War Diaries” of the Battalion
of that period, apart from studying other published material on the subject.

The Expedition to Tibet, was the first of its’ kind to be undertaken in modern times. Tibet, or “The Forbidden Land”, as it has been known for
many centuries, has been shrouded in mystery. Many who ventured were either lost to history or did not reach their destination or were not allowed to
proceed to Lhasa, the capital of Tibet. Those who did, have not left too much detail to consult. Very little was known of this Buddhist Kingdom and few
authentic details were available. From this point of view alone, the foray into this country by a British Expedition assumes significance. This apart, the
venture has set to rest many myths about this kingdom.

The expedition gave rise to many controversies. Some of these in my view were attributable to the lack of knowledge and information about this
country. During the course of this expedition to Tibet there were many interpersonal and interdepartmental matters that arose and assumed significance
in the progress and task assigned to this mission. Whereas many writers have penned these down such as the rift between Younghusband and General
Macdonald or Lord Curzon and Lord Kitchener not seeing eye to eye on many matters, my focus has been on the physical movement and important
battles that had to be fought before the mission could achieve its aims at Lhasa. I have deliberately not dwelt on these aspects because I thought they may
be out of place in this narrative.

While a number of books have been written about the expedition, the official records held at “The National Archives of India”, have been a great
source of clarification on many issues. The book has been so structured that reference to these where deemed important has been included.

Finally, the expedition became necessary because of the lack of response by Tibet under H H the Thirteenth Dalai Lama, to Lord Curzon’s
missives which perhaps was an invitation to the British to march into Lhasa. His stance, that ancient covenants forbade him from interacting with
foreigners, especially, since he was in touch with the Russians through one of his emissaries, does point a finger at the conduct of affairs of the state.

In this book I have expressed some views which may be the cause of hurt to some. I would like to iterate that this is not my intent and I respect
the actions taken then. These are my views and cannor take the place of actions that were based on judgment made on the spot!



Exploratory missions to un-chartered territories were
the hallmark of British diplomacy in the early 20"
Century. The Younghusband expedition was one such
remarkable feat which, when viewed from a military
perspective, contains many lessons for students of military
history. Crossing of Jelep La during peak winter was a
tough call, but a prudent military decision, as it facilitated
the conduct of operations, many miles away from the main
logistic bases, during the summer months. Herein, there is
yet another important military lesson for a discerning
military mind; that the problem of ‘campaigning season’
being restricted to specific seasons can be overcome by
innovative means. Brigadier General Macdonald’s forces
had conclusively shattered the impregnability of the
14,500 feet high Jelep La, as they walked across the frozen
pass on 12 December 1903.

Complete unison of thought amongst the
components, at the decision making level, should always
remain an inviolable pre-requisite of any major military
campaign. Inspite of serious perceptional differences
between Brigadier General Macdonald and Sir Francis
Younghusband over the conduct of operations, the mission
was extremely fortunate to have survived this serious flaw.
Exhaustive preparations, undertaken to ensure the
operational success, underlines the enommity and
importance of logistics.

Foreword

Major General Sood has skillfully utilized the
extracts from war diaries and military despatches to
portray the politico-military realities of the time. The book
provides an insight into British diplomacy in the early 20"
Century and some valuable lessons on operations in high
altitude arcas. While the reader may debate the approach
of the British Empire and some of the inferences drawn
and views expressed by the author, Major General Sood
deserves to be complimented for presenting this rare
historical event in an absorbing form. It is to his credit,
that a book dealing with a serious subject of politico-
military diplomacy and details of a messy war manages to
retain the reader’s undivided attention. Such recapitulation
of events are most invaluable to the students of military
history.

Army HQ
New Delhi

/ General
(S Oct 04
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“Of all the little wars that set the frontiers of a great Empire,
the march to Lhasa is the strangest, the most striking; but as
an ebullition of Imperialism it is singularly out of character

Peter Fleming-“Bayonets to Lhasa”
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Troubled Campaign



Overview

Tibet on the “Roof of the World” has been surrounded by an aura of mystery to the world at large. Also known as “The Land of The Gods”
the country has been shrouded in a veil of secrecy. The primary cause has been that outsiders were gazed upon with suspicion and seldom allowed
to reach Lhasa the capital and the seat of Government of this country. Those who did venture, to explore the country, rarely returned and were
consequently lost to history! Why this country of Lamas with little or no development in any field except the spiritual, assumed such significance
in world politics of the late 19* and early 20" century is something that needs to be understood. Once that is done, the need for “The Younghusband

Expedition” into Tibet will be better received.

Warren Hastings was perhaps the first Administrator in India, more specifically of The East India Company, who realized the significance of
trade links with Tibet. In 1772 when Bhutan attacked Cooch Behar a principality of East India Company under the British, a military force expelled
the intruders. It was on the intercession of the Grand Lama of Western Tibet, that, Warren Hastings out of consideration for the Grand Lama
forgave the Bhutanese. Taking advantage of this contact, in 1774 he despatched a mission hoping to negotiate a commercial treaty with Tibet.
Unfortunately this was not to be. On the death of Lama of Tashilumpo another mission was dispatched in 1783 to congratulate the new Lama on
his accession. This mission failed to reach Lhasa or secure any commercial treaty.

Whereas history has been a harsh judge of the motivations of Lord Curzon who authorized the expedition into Tibet, the problem of borders
with it had existed much before Lord Curzon came on the scene. The borders of Tibet in the mid and late nineteenth century were disputed and
ambiguous. The Government of India had been making constant efforts to regularize the watershed separating the Tibetan Boundary from The
British feudatory states of Sikkim, Nepal and Bhutan. The situation worsened when a Tibetan Force occupied a strip of Sikkimese territory some
twenty miles deep through the Chumbi Valley in 1886. In 1888 a small British expedition dislodged the intruders without any major problem.
Britain concluded a Sikkim-Tibet Convention with China in 1890 and recognized Chinas’ suzerainty over Tibet. In 1893, this treaty was supplemented
by a set of Trade Regulations. Britain had hoped to secure formal Chinese recognition of her paramount rights in Sikkim through these instruments.
However, Chinese control over Tibet, tenuous at best, that time, made this problematic. The uncertain hold of China on Tibet was further
weakened by the extremely unfavorable war with Japan in 1894-95 and coupled with the Muslim rebellion in Chinas’ North Western Provinces
which resulted in the cutting of Beijings’ one of main line of communication, these congealed into a hardened Tibetan approach. The Tibetans
with little or no love for their rulers adopted the stance that since they were not a party to any of the instruments, they were not bound by the
provisions of these. This unyielding attitude of the Tibetans gave rise to several incidents that breached the Instruments of 1890 and 1893.

By themselves, these incidents could perhaps be overlooked. However when it comes to frontiers of a nation with its’ neighbours and that too
when that country is seen as an Empire, it was the prestige of Her Imperial Majestys’ Government of India which was at stake! Tolerance of
misdemeanour of this nature would tantamount to acquiescence in the rebellion. The Government of India, having asserted its’ position, any
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intransigence on this account could not be tolerated. The question often posed is, was this adequate to undertake a punitive expedition or was there
more to what mer the eye? Considering those times and the fact that wars have been waged for even lesser reasons in the past, one would take the
view that the expedition was justified. On a larger canvas, strategic or perceivably strategic reasons, were also present which lent impetus to the
launch of this campaign.

Commencement of the construction of the 3500 mile long “Trans Siberian Railway” in 1898 by the Russians; rumours of linking up of this
railway with the Chinese Province of Sinkiang lying North of Tibet and the near disintegration of The Manchu Empire in 1895 as a consequence
of the Sino-Japanese war, focussed on the inevitable emergence of larger Russian designs in Asia. Given the Russian threat and the assessment of
some military experts, that non reversion of Lhasa would allow the Russians to enter Tibet before The British, some strategists felt that Great
Britain could not be an idle bystander and had to act.

It was the coalescence of these micro and macro considerations with the appointment of Lord Curzon as The Viceroy of India in 1898, which
shaped the unfolding of events as they did! Curzon had been long known for his “Forward Policy” against Russia. In 1889 he wrote, “Whatever be Russia’s
designs on India, whether they be serious and inimical or imaginary and fantastic, I hold that the first duty of English Statesmen is to render any hostile
intentions futile.” With his appointment to the Viceroyalty of India, destiny was affording Curzon a chance to test his conviction.

The English generally believed that Russias’ dominant position challenged British prestige and interests throughout Asia and more notably in India
On taking over as The Viceroy of India at a young age of 38, Lord Curzon proceeded with despatch to introduce some administrative reforms. One
reform that would allow him a free hand in Tibetan Policy was the separation of The North Western Frontier Province from the territory of Punjab. With

this, matters of frontier policy were brought under the direct control of the Viceroy. Since that was so, any matters pertaining to Tibet were now dealt
with directly by The Office of The Viceroy with The Home Government in England.

In 1903 the Government of India authorized “Tibet Mission” under Col FE Younghusband to proceed to Khamba Dzong in Tibet to seek a peaceful
solution through negotiations with Chinese and Tibetan Delegates designated for this purpose. Whereas the Chinese Amban who had been replaced was
still on his way to Lhasa, the Tibetan Authorities did not send officers of appropriate rank or those authorised to carry out meaningful dialogue with the
Mission. The British see this expedition as having been forced upon them especially since three letters written by Lord Curzon to His Holiness The Dalai
Lama were returned unread. Under the circumstances, where the British Government wanted a negotiated settlement, there being no response from
Tibet, complicated matters further. The Dalai Lama, in his note to Tongsa Penlop (the Governor of the Province of Tongsa, Central Bhutan,) has stated
that under Tibetan Laws it was inconceivable for him to correspond with outsiders. Bearers of these messages would not deliver for fear of their life. Given
this scenario, British reaction would be understandable since there were no channels of communication open to them. It was under these circumstances
that the cooperation from “Tongsa Penlop”, was sought. The British provided ample opportunity for negotiations by first moving to Khamba Dzong
where they stayed for nearly five months. Tibetan stubbornness and non arrival of Tibetan representatives of appropriate rank to meet with the British,
merely brought on further advance to Lhasa!

On 6™ November 1903, The Home Government authorised advance of the Mission to “Gyantse Dzong with strict orders that any further advance
was to be undertaken only on specific orders from the Home Government. It was thus that the Mission withdrew from Khar. »a Dzong and crossed
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“Jelep La” Pass to enter Chumbi Valley in Tibet with a military escort under Brigadier General JR Macdonald. The military expedition plan was
completed in four phases during which these were conducted at an average altitude of 14000 feet with the troops having to fight , more than once,
at altitudes of 17-18000 feet. Phase-1 which lasted from 15 October 1903 to 24 March 1904 included occupation of Chumbi Valley and preparations
for the advance to Gyantse. Phase-2 that was from 25 March 1904 to 9 July 1904 included advance to Gyantse and preparation for advance to
Lhasa if required. Phase-3 included advance to Lhasa. Phase-4 of the operations included occupation of Lhasa and withdrawal of the Mission and
troops on conclusion of the Treaty. For Phase -3, additional reinforcements of a battalion and half of infantry and eight guns with gun detachments
were provided. This brought the total strength of the force to, 125 mounted infantry,1950 infantry personnel,2150 followers,4000 animals and
included the supply train.

During this advance severe fighting between Tibetans and the Missions’ escort took place. This resulted in heavy casualties to the Tibetans. An
allegation has been levelled that the British force massacred Tibetans; once a military force engages in battle, casualties become secondary. After all it can
be conversely argued that had the Tibetan Army been well led and trained, the situation may well have been reversed especially since they had the complete
advantage of fighting in their own country. On the other hand, Peter Fleming on page 151 of his book “Bayonets to Lhasa”, quotes a Norfolk Regiment
soldier in his letter to his mother that, “I got so sick of the slaughter that I ceased fire, though the Generals’ order was to make as big a bag as possible”.
Here it would be prudent to say that these orders were perhaps given to impose, first and foremost, the British will on the Tibetan soldiers and make
them desist from offering resistance in future and, secondly, to ensure that the fire power of the force would act as a deterrent. One must remember
however that the two adversaries were at war!

Many writers have contended that the British Commissioner Colonel Younghusband and the commander of his military escort Brigadier Macdonald
were not on the most cordial terms. Private correspondence of Colonel Younghusband with his father would seem to indicate that this was true. Some
have even suggested that Brigadier Macdonald, was very cautious in his decision making and did tend to play safe. Both these seem to have some basis, and
have been detailed in the appropriate chapters. This apart, there appears to have been some dissonance between the Military and the Political Departments,
at the level of the Government of India. Whereas many have attributed this to the clash of personalities of the Viceroy and Lord Kitchener, The
Commander-in-Chief in India, one cannot say that this did not have its’ impact on the players in the field.

It has been said that Colonel Younghusband exceeded his mandate when he sought to include in the treaty that the British Trade Agent at Gyantse
be permitted to visit Lhasa to discuss matters arising out of the implementation of the Convention. He had also imposed an Indemnity of Rupees 75 Lacs
to be paid at the rate of Rupees one lac every year. Until this payment was completed or Trade Marts established, whichever was earlier, Chumbi Valley was
to be occupied by the British. In retrospect and seeing the Chinese policies applied in Tibet subsequently, this was a very well thought out move. Had this
been accepted, history may have been different on this border in the later part of the 20* Century. At the insistence of Whitehall and agreement of the
Government of India, the indemnity was reduced to Rupees 25 Lacs to be realised over three years and provision for visits to Lhasa was deleted. There was
NO mention of the occupation of Chumbi! Colonel Younghusband was reprimanded instead of being appreciated for closing the wedge between Sikkim
and Bhutan by occupation of Chumbi.

The cooperation of ‘“Tongsa Penlop” in this affair earned him a KCIE in 1905 and in 1907 he was installed as the ruler of Bhutan. The campaign in
Tibet also provided the opportunity to survey parts of that country. Not only this, it also allowed building of many roads and tracks there. These activities
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there. These activities till then, especially of surveying the countryside, had to be undertaken clandestinely with pilgrims using ingenious methods
of measuring distances. For example, they constructed a prayer wheel - commonly carried by Tibetans they therefore drew no attention - whose
revolutions assisted in measuring distances. Finally, since Everest could not be approached from Nepal at that time for various reasons, Khamba
Dzong was chosen as a base for climbing Mount Everest. This perhaps was influenced by Colonel Younghusbands familiarity with the area who
was also then the “President of the National Geographic Society”, and the first expedition from KhambaDzong was organised by them.

Militarily, a very significant lesson to be learnt is that the belief that passes at these altitudes are impassable during winter is a myth. Given the
technological advantages available now, negotiating these passes in winter is certainly possible. If Younghusbands’ primitively armed force could do it, any
modern force can do it better.



KEY PLAYERS



The Core Group

Many important players were involved in the planning and execution of the "Tibet Mission" but standing alone as the strategic protagonists in this
episode is a core group of men. .

The expedition into Tibet could only be authorised by the Home government in Britain. Lord Curzon who had assumed the Viceroyalty of India
in 1898 and who was a great believer in the Russian intention of dominance in the Region was convinced that the Dalai Lama was in the process of
negotiating some understanding with the Russians which would bring the Russians into Tibet. To lend credibility to this belief, he relied on various
reports and newspaper articles on Lama Dorjieff acting as a special representative of the Dalai Lama in Russia. It will be pertinent to note that during the
period, intelligence available on Tibet was minimal or non existent. Thus, the spread of many rumours was a natural phenomenon. Factoring these also
into ones’ assessments was therefore natural.

Lord Curzon, wrote three letters to the Dalai Lama to which he not only had no reply, but which were returned unopened. This and other incidents,
therefore, became principal inputs for formulating his recommendations to the Home Government to mount this expedition. In Britain, given Lord
Curzons' views on Russia, there had been some unease felt in some quarters of the decision making machinery. It was this reason that generated so much
debate in the authorisation of the "Tibet Mission'. It wus a combination of Curzons' persuasive powers and reasoning coupled with scanty information
and conditions that were brought about, that convinced His Majestys' Government to sanction or authorise the Mission.



Lord Curzon

Lord Curzons ability to befriend people in high places lead to an appointment drafting speeches and doing research for Lord Salisbury, Conservative
leader in the House of Lords. As a result Salsbury recommended Curzon to the Tories of Southport, Lancashire, who agreed to adopt him as their
candidate at the next election and in 1886 and Curzon became a member of Parliament for the first time. With Salisbury's approval he embarked on a
world tour and came back infatuated with Asia. From this and subsequent journeys emerged three books: Russia in Central Asia (1889); Persia and the
Persian Question (1892), by far the most successful of his works; and Problems of the Far East (1894).

The British Statesman George Nathaniel Curzon Marquess, Viscount Scarsdale, Baron Ravensdale, also called Baron Curzon of Kedleston, or Earl
Curzon of Kedleston was born on January 11, 1859, Kedleston Hall, Derbyshire, England. And would go on to become viceroy of India ( 1898-1905
), and foreign secretary (1919-24 ), who during his term in office played a major role in British policy making."

Curzon was the eldest son of the 4th Baron Scarsdale, rector of Kedleston, Derbyshire. Educated at Eton, he entered Oxford in 1878 and was elected
president of the Oxford Union in 1880 where he made a fellow of "All Souls College" in 1883.

On Nov. 10, 1891, Curzon became under secretary of state for India in the Tory Government and on April 22, 1895, he married Mary Victoria
Leiter, daughter of Adolphus (Levi) Leiter, a Chicago millionaire in Washington DC. The union involved marriage settlements of several million dollars
that helped him to cope with the extravagance of his political office. On his return from their honeymoon Curzon was offered the job of under secretary
of state, Salisbury having just been appointed foreign secretary. Curzon accepted on the condition that he was also to be made a privy councilor, and on
June 29, 1895, he was duly sworn in by Queen Victoria at Windsor Castle.

In 1898, at the young age of 38, he succeeded Lord Elgin as the Viceroy of India, and in September of that year he was created Baron of Keddleston.
On assumption of the Viceroyalty, he initiated commissions of inquiry into education, police, and civil services; he reduced taxes; he ordered immediate
punishment of any Briton (including members of the army ) who ill treated Indian nationals. In external affairs he toured the Persian Gulf and on his
return from what he called a "triumphal” tour of the Indian provinces, he ordered the restoration of the Taj Mahal which was decaying, and thereafter
took a personal interest in India's artistic and cultural heritage.

What concerns us here is the special attention he paid to India's frontiers and the successful mission he sent to Tibet to frustrate Russian ambitions

there.

At the end of his first five years in India, while his successes were recognized by the government at home by renewal of his term; his request to have
Lord Kitchener the hero of Khartoum appointed as C-in-C and military member of the viceroy's Cabinet despite repeated warnings from his friends in
England against such a move, became the cause of his undoing. It was a clash of personalities, and finally, owing to disagreement with the C-in-C, Curzon

10



cabled to England, that either his views must be accepted or he would go. On Aug. 16, 1905, he was informed telegraphically by King Edward VII that
his resignation had been accepted. By the time he returned to London, the Tories were out of office, and his Indian achievements had been forgotten. He
was not even given the earldom usually awarded to retiring viceroys.

During this intervening period he held the office of Chancellor of the University of Oxford and many other important offices. During this time his
wife passed away. Her death affected him deeply. From the money that now came to him, he bought Tattershall, a castle in Lincolnshire, and later bought
Bodiam Castle, Sussex. Both of these, he eventually presented to the nation.

In 1911, after the coronation of King George V, Curzon received an earldom, along with the viscountcy of Scarsdale, and the barony of Ravensdale.
He joined the coalition Cabinet of HH Asquith in the summer of 1915, and, when Lloyd George took over that December, he became leader of the
House of Lords with the office of Lord President. From then on Curzon was one of the members of the inner Cabinet concerned with the policies and

pursuits of World War 1.

On Jan. 2, 1917, Curzon married Mrs. Alfred (Grace) Duggan, widow of a rich Argentenian rancher and daughter of J. Monroe Hinds, an
American diplomat. After three daughters from his first wife, Curzon hoped for a son from his second to inherit his title especially after he had been
created a maquess in 1921, but was again disappointed. In the postwar government led by Lloyd George, he was appointed foreign secretary, and served
with distinction until 1923. When the Tory prime minister Bonar Law, a dying man, prepared to relinquish office, it resulted in the appointment Stanley
Baldwin, from the House of Commons, as prime minister. He carried on as foreign secretary until 1924, when Baldwin replaced him with Austen

Chamberlain.

On March 9, 1925, he was operated on for an internal condition, and he died of complications less than two weeks later. With him died his
marquessate and his earldom. The viscountcy subsequently passed to his nephew and the barony of Ravensdale to his eldest daughter, Lady Irene Curzon.

1. New Encyclopedia Britannica, 15th Edition 1990, vol-3 pp 807, 808
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Colonel Sir FE Younghusband

After repeated attempts to gain trading rights with Tibet, Lord Curzon, Viceroy of India, authorized Colonel Sir Francis Edward Younghusband,
accompanied by a military escort, to cross the Tibetan border in July 1903 to negotiate trade and frontier issues. When efforts to negotiate were not
successful, the British troops under the command of Major General James Macdonald, invaded the country and slaughtered some 600 Tibetans at Guru.
Younghusband then moved on to Chiang-tzu (Gyantse), where a second attempt at trade negotiations also failed. He and his troops then marched on to
Lhasa, the capital of Tibet, and forced the conclusion of the historic Tibetan Treaty with the Dalai Lama, the ruler of Tibet, on September 6 1904 that
gained Britain long sought trade concessions. This action earned Younghyusband a knighthood in 1904.

Born on 31 May, 1863, at Murree, India, Younghusband became an officer of the British army in 1882 and an explorer whose travels, mainly in
Northern India and Tibet, took him in, 1886-87 across Central Asia from Peking to Yarkand, now in Sinkiang Uighur Autonomous Region, China.
Continuing on to India by way of the long unused Mustagh Pass of the Karakoram Range, he proved the range to be the water divide between India and
Turkestan. On two later expeditions to Central Asia he explored the Pamir Mountains.

Younghusband had also led the relief of the garrison in Chitral in the North Western Frontier Province of India in 1893. At the time of his
appointment to the "Tibet Mission", he was serving as the Resident in the Indian Kingdom of Indore and had been acquainted with Lord Curzon during
his expeditions in Central Asia. These factors combined with his knowledge of the region made him an ideal candidate for the task at hand.

(Sourced from New Encyclopedia Britannica, 15th Edition 1990, vol-12 pp 862-63)
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Tongsa Penlop

The division of Bhutan into administrative units is attributed to Shabdrung Ngawang Namgyal, who also founded more important monasteries
and fortresses in Bhutan. Each of these administrative units was under a local Governor owing allegiance to a Central Authority. While exercise of
supreme religious authority vested with the Namgyal and his successive reincarnations, the secular administration was entrusted to their nominee, known
as the Deb Raja, (the 'King who dispenses bounty), who was appointed on the recommendation of a2 Council of State. The administrative units were
placed under officers of various ranks, depending on their size and importance. The most important of these units were the Provinces of Tongsa and
Dagana in Central Bhutan and Paro in West Bhutan, each under the rule of a Penlop (Governor). All major decisions were taken by the Shabdrung also

called "Dharam Raja" on the recommendation of the Council of State consisting of the Deb Raja, Penlops and other high ranking religious and secular
officers.

Sir Ugyen Wangchuk who was Tongsa Penlop (the Governor of the Province of Tongsa in Central Bhutan), had helped the British in their efforts
to enter into negotiations with the Tibetan Government at Lhasa and had also tendered his whole hearted cooperation to Colonel Younghusband during
the course of his expedition. A shrewd diplomat and fearless warrior, he had, step by step, emerged as most powerful of the various functionaries in
Bhutan. Both the Dharam Raj and Deb Raja passed away in the same year. For the British, anxious as they were, that there should be a single authority
with whom they could conduct relations, this was the obvious opportunity. Through their Political Officer in Sikkim, they sedulously cultivated the
Penlop, conferred upon him (in 1905) the title of K.C.I.E. at a solemn Durbar held at Bhutan's winter capital, Punakha, and finally gave their blessings
to his installation in 1907 as the country's hereditary ruler.'

Sir Ugyen Wangchuk passed away in 1926 and was succeeded by his son King Jigme Wangchuk, on whose death in 1952, the kingdom passed to
his son King Jigme Dorji Wangchuk. The present King of Bhutan, Jigme Singhye Wangchuk, ascended the throne in 1972 after the demise of his father
at Nairobi.

1. Bhutan The Dragon Kingdom in crisis 1978, Nari Rustomji Oxford University Press, Oxford New York, pp108-09.
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Thirteenth Dalai Lama

The Dalai Lamas of Tibet are believed to be the embodiment of Avalokitesvara (Tibetan Chenresi) or the Bodhisattva of compassion. Each Dalai
Lama is a reincarnation of the previous one and on his death will be reborn and a search for this child has to be made.

On the selection of the incarnation, Sir Charles Bell has this to say, “Three or four years after the Dalai Lama has departed, the Tashi Lama, if of age,
and fifteen or twenty other great Lamas, e.g. the abbots of Sera, Drepung and Ganden-the three huge monasteries near Lhasa- the State Oracle at Lhasa,
known as the Nechung, and the Oracle at Sam-ye, one of the most famous monasteries in Tiber, decide as to the tract of country in which the new Dalai
Lama will be found, the year of birth of his father, his mother, and himself, the kinds of trees growing near his house and so forth.”!

Until 1959 when The Chinese Communists took over Tibet, the Dalai Lama, as head of the Gelugpa Order, was both the spiritual and temporal
ruler of the country. The title developed out of the earlier title of Grand Lama, and was conferred on the 3rd Grand Lama by the Mongol leader, Altan
Khan, in the late 16th century. The title was then applied posthumously to the 2 previous Grand Lamas, the first in the line having died in 1475. ( Dalai
means ocean and is oftern translated as ocean of wisdom).

With the help of the Mongols, 'Great Fifth' Dalai Lama secured the dominance of the Gelugpa over rival orders and became the spiritual and the
temporal leader of the whole country in mid-17th century. During his rule the splendid Potala palace was built in Lhasa as the winter residence of the
Dalai Lamas.

The 7th Dalai Lama Kesang Gyatso continued to rule till his death in 1757. The appointment of Dalai Lama being reincarnate, involved the
choosing of the new incumbent when in infancy or at a very eatly age. This practice meant the nomination of a Regent till the designated Dalai Lama
attained majority 1.e. the age of18. After the death of 7th Dalai Lama, until the accession of the 13th Dalai lama, the wielding of power by regents
so affected them that no Dalai Lama attained majority or died early! The 8th Dalai Lama was the only one who reached majority and died at the age
of 45. He was content to let the Regent rule! The 9th and 10th Dalai Lamas did not reach majority. The 11th and 12th Dalai Lama died soon after
they attained majority. It was suspected that they had been done away with. It is believed that the Tibetan Public had a hand in getting nd of the
Regent and installing the 13th Dalai Lama. For neatly 110 years, therefore, authority in Tibet lay with a Regent Lama.

Thubten Gyatso, the 13th Dalai Lama was born to a peasant family in 1876. He was discovered, brought to Lhasa and enthroned at the age of
three. Educated as a monk, he took over full power when he was 18 and ruled until his death 37 years later.

The 13th Dalai Lama, during whose rule this expedition was conducted, assumed complete authority in the conduct of the administration of the

. “Tiber Past and Present”, Sir Charles Bell, Oxford University Press, London-1927, pp-50-51.
16



state. Given the circumstances under which he assumed power and the fact that the Chinese dominance over the Tibet had suffered significant set back
because of the Sino-Japanese war and other happenings, this was to be expected. In his attempt to protect Tibet and safeguard its sovereignty, his
proclivity to listen to his advisors was not too pronounced. It has been known that those of his advisors who sought to make peace with the British were
dealt with in somewhat of an unceremonious fashion! He was also not too inclined to accept diktats from the suzerain! His reasoning is obvious from the
contents of a letter dated 18th June 1904, sent by him to the Tongsa Penlop who was interceding with The British Mission for Tibet. Excerpts of the
translation would amply clarify the position taken by him. "The English very well recollect that the treaty which was then concluded was made between
the Chinese and the English without in any way consulting the Tibetans. Last year the English came without permission to Khamba Jong, and afterwards
crossed the Yatung barrier and advanced up the Chumbi Valley to Phariand Guru.............. The English Government have sent us many communications,
but according to our ancient national covenant the bearers and recipients of such letters are subject to heavy penalties, and it is impossible for us to receive
or answer them........ Now you have often sent me word that it will be well to effect a settlement; and the English have fixed a date upon which the
Tibetan representatives should arrive, saying that if they do not come they will assemble a large force and that the Viceroy has ordered them to wage war
with Tibet even if lasts for twenty years. So I have dispatched the Ka-ton Lama, the Grand Secretary Lo-Sang Tin-le, and representatives of the three great
Lhasa monasteries to conduct negotiations. When they arrive at Gyantse please assist in making a treaty between Tibet and the English. I entrust you with
this duty and beg you to help the Tibetan delegates and to see that they are not seized or killed."
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