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ABSTRACT

THE SINO-INDIAN BORDER DISPUTE: INDIA'S CURRENT OPTIONS by
LTC J.S. Dalal, INDIA, 84 pages.

The Sino-Indian border dispute is the result of the failure of India and China to
agree upon the exact delimitation of their boundary within the complexities of the
Himalayas. India maintains that there were treaties between India and Tibet 0
delimiting certain sections, while the rest of the boundary was well-known and
established through custom and tradition. The Chinese question Tibet's past
authority to conclude treaties, and insist that the Sino-Indian boundary still
requires delimitation. At present in the West, China occupies the Aksai Chin
plateau, which India disputes; in the East, China claims territory in the Indian
state of Arunachal Pradesh.

This study traces the origin and genesis of this vexing issue which remains a major
hurdle in attempts to improve bilateral relations. It analyzes the conflicting claims
in context of their historical perspective, and more importantly, in light of 0 0
emerging geo-political realities and changing imperatives. The growing U.S.
strategic convergence with India has also been taken into account.

The study critically examines India's options to resolve the dispute. The option
recommended takes into account the strategic compulsions of both sides and •
reflects the spirit of 'mutual understanding and accommodation.'
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Section 1: Overview

The Sino-Indian border dispute is es.-e-ntially the outcome of the failure S

of India and China to mutually agree upon the exact alignment of their common

boundary within the complexities of the great Himalayan ranges. The dispute first

surfaced publicly in July 1958, when issue No. 95 of China Pictorial, carried a map

showing large portions of Indian territory as Chinese. This was strongly objected

to by the Indian government, to which the initial Chinese response was that the * *
boundary had been drawn as per old maps and that the new Chinese government

was yet to undertake new surveys. A flurry of diplomatic exchanges ensued and in

his letter dated 8 September 1959, Premier Chou En Lai for the first time

acknowledged that there indeed existed 'differences' between the two sides over

the border question.

Ever since then, the border dispute has been a major irritant in

attempts to improve bilateral relations between the two countries. Time and again

the two sides have succeeded in narrowing their differences on other issues in a

bid to de-escalate the situation: invariably, however, the border dispute has

prevented any meaningful and long lasting agreement. So far both sides have,

0S
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perhaps due to their divergent national interests and peculiar overriding

compulsions, maintained rigid and uncompromising stances. The Chinese have

persisted in maintaining that the Sino-Indian border in its entirety had never been
4'

formally 'delimited' (actually implying demarcation), and that there was only a

'traditional customary line' between the two countries that still required S

'delimitation'. The Indian position has been that there was obviously no single

treaty between India and China delimiting the entire boundary, but there were

treaties between India and Tibet delimiting certain sections, while the rest of the

boundary was well-known and established through custom and tradition. This

continuing divergence of views has precluded any settlement of the issue, leading

to profound negative repercussions on the events and developments in the region

in particular and the world as a whole. China for instance, for years found it

convenient to counter Soviet influence in the area by merely keeping the issue

alive. Additionally, "the India-Pakistan dispute over Kashmir is also inexorably

connected with the India-China boundary dispute."' Therefore, in a bid to settle

the former, the latter should be resolved as a prerequisite.

China and India are the world's most populous nations - in that order.

Both possess large military forces: while China already has a nuclear capability, 5

India has demonstrated that it could too in case the circumstances so merit.

China represents one of the few last bastions of communism, India the largest

democracy. These factors alone are perhaps reasons enough to focus world

attention on the state of relations between the two, but there are other reasons,

2



too. The end of the Cold War, disintegration of the Soviet Union, and emerging a,

new alliances have also impacted upon the geopolitics of the region. The

establishment of predominantly Muslim republics on the southern fringes of

Russia, emerging rapproachment efforts between Iraq and Iran, and the

continuing internecine feudal struggle in Afghanistan have led to the formation of

a potentially volatile and contiguous belt, prone to ignite and sustain Islamic

fundamentalism. This is bound to bring about a convergence of Indo-US

interests, leading to closer ties between the two nations. "The image of India as a

'basket case' of no importance to the United States is increasingly obsolete."2

Having regard to the above, it is perhaps the most propitious moment to initiate

fresh steps towards resolving the Sino-Indian border dispute. With positive U.S.

contributions, resolution of the Sino-Indian border dispute may be possible in the

near future. This study is therefore, also relevant, and of interest to audiences in

the U.S.

This thesis will attempt to examine India's options to resolve the

current impasse. As part of this process, it will be necessary to analyze the

historical background to the dispute, its genesis, and past efforts to resolve the S

dispute. The failure of nearly four decades of efforts to resolve the dispute should

not halt the search for new approaches.

Chapter 1 presents an overview of the border dispute. The areas of

dispute have been described and classified in their geographical context. India's

interests in resolving the dispute in an early time frame as well as interests of

3
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other key players have been identified and addressed. In the end, it has been

necessary to briefly explain the nuances in the interpretation of some important U

terms that are inextricably linked with the dispute. A clear understanding of these

terms is a necessary prerequisite in understanding the nature of the dispute and

more importantly, formulation , the various options to resolve it.

Chapter 2 focuses on the historical background and genesis of the

dispute. Tibet, the state of Jammu and Kashmir as a whole, with its Ladakh

province in particular, and Arunachal Pradesh (formerly known as the North East

Frontier Agency or simply NEFA) have, because of their geographical locations,

all played a crucial role in the early development of the boundary between India

and China. It is therefore essential to briefly trace the history of these states.

The British boundary policies towards border regions manifested themselves on

how the frontier evolved into its present alignment - these will be discussed where

necessary.

The border dispute has different characteristics in various segments

along the entire length of the Sino-Indian border. Chapter 3 presents the claims

and counter-claims made by the two sides in different sectors. The analysis of

these claims have been confined to internationally accepted principles of boundary

making - treaties, geographical principles like watershed, custom and tradition. It

is not purported to pass judgement on the correctness of the claims made by

either side.

4
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Chapter 4 constitutes the main body of this thesis. Herein, India's

options for resolution of the dispute in the circumstances obtaining will be

discussed in detail. The Strategic Analysis Methodology (SAM) as taught at the

Command and General Staff College (CGSC), Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, has

been useful in formulating the various options. Having identified the problem,

India's interests in resolving the same, as also interests of other players, options

for resolving the issue have been developed based on a foreseeable scenario. The 0

options listed have, to varying degrees, passed the feasibility, acceptability and

suitability (FAS) test of the SAM. Those that did not, e.g. military option to

regain territories occupied by China, have not been listed.

The last chapter sums up the main points and arguments of the border

dispute and recommends the most suitable Indian option. In addition to the FAS 0 0

test, this option has also been subject to relative evaluation based on cost, benefits

and risks. In the final analysis, the recommended option does emerge as the most

viable option. However, this option may necessarily not be the most popular from

the viewpoint of a large Indian majority.

Section II: Classification of the Areas of Dispute 0

The entire length of the Sino-Indian boundary lies along the great

Himalayan massif - virtually inaccessible mountains. For most of its length, the

boundary follows the dividing watershed between Tibet to the North and five

states of India to the West and South. The Indian states from West to East are -

Jammu and Kashmir, Himachal Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh, Sikkim and Aruna-hal

5
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Pradesh. The inhospitable terrain combined with nearly perpetual inclement
U-)

weather had prevented any meaningful administrative control over the border

areas by either side. In any case, the areas ctontiguous to the boundary were and

continue to be very sparsely populated. When discussing the Sino-Indian border

dispute the entire length of the boundary is subdivided into three sectors -

Western, Middle and Eastern (Map 1). The dispute in each of these three sectors

is different and unique.

The Western Sector pertains to the boundary between the Indian state

of Jammu and Kashmir and the Chinese province of Sinkiang (Xinjiang) and Tibet

(Xizang). Towards the North-East corner of Jammu and Kashmir (province of

Ladakh) are two prominent and near parallel mountain ranges, both runn'ing in a

North-West to South, South-Easterly direction. The Northern range is the Kuen

Lun, while the Southern is called the Karakorum range. Between these two

ranges is enclosed the area known as 'Aksai Chin' m,.ning 'a desert of white

stones.' The Aksai Chin area is further subdivided into two geographically distinct

subregions by a line of low lying hills running West to East. The Southern portion

is the Lingzi Tang (salt) plains; the Northern portion is mountainous and through

it runs the strategically important Aksai Chin highway linking the Sinkiang region

to Tibet. In essence, the dispute is as to whether the boundary lies along the

Kuen Lun range or the Karakorum range, South and East of the Karakorum Pass.

The Sino-Indian boundary West of the Karakorum Pass is presently the de facto

Sino-Pakistani boundary since Pakistan occupied the area in 1947-48, known

6
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Map 1. The Sino-Indian Boundary. Source: Neville

Maxwell, India's China War.
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thereafter as 'Pakistan Occupied Kashmir' (POK) or 'Azad Kashmir.' Despite

strong protests by India, this segment of the boundary (West of the Karakorum

Pass) has been formally delimited and subsequently demarcated following the

Sino-Pakistani boundary agreement signed in 1963. The implications of this

agreement on the overall border issue will be addressed in detail at the

appropriate stage.

The Middle Sector relates to the border in that part of the Himalayas

through which the river Sutlej flows on its way from the Tibetan plateau to the

Indus valley. The pilgrimage route to the Hindu places of worship in the vicinity

of Mount Kailash and Lake Mansrover, both inside Tibet, as also the trans-border

trade routes, lie within this sector of the boundary. As the border has been

relatively in constant use by traders and pilgrims, the boundary has over the years

been known on ground by both sides. As a result, the dispute in this sector is of a

minor nature vis-a-vis the other two sectors. Geographically, this sector stretches

from the Southern extremity of Kashmir to Nepal and encompasses the Indian

states of Himachal Pradesh and Uttar Pradesh (Map 2).

The Eastern Sector is the remaining portion of the Sino-Indian

boundary from the Bhutan trijunction in the West to the Burmese (now

Myanmar) trijunction in the East. The affected Indian state is Arunachal Pradesh.

The segment of the Sino-Indian boundary in this sector, falling in the state of

Sikkim has been kept outside the purview of this thesis as the same had been

formalized and demarcated following the 1890 Anglo-Chinese treaty. The Tibetan

8

• • • •• • •0

0 0 .. .. l0 lll 0 0ill If 0i l l lln



~~~.~ .>. ..~1 . ddl .S.ic.

A X- S AU cA-ev- ck.bwet
/~ ~ ~ I h~~7c

SI

i:.. /*

:~*urN EAPAo -a

Map2.TheWeter ad Mdde Bectos Sure

Dorth WodaHiaaaFotes

"4k ~~Pd~f~r9



indentation known as the Chumbi Valley, bordering Sikkim, will, however, be

discussed in the various options in Chapter 4. In a sense, the Sino-Indian

boundary alignment in the Eastern Sector too, had been legally formalized at the

tripartite (British-Tibet-Chinese) Simla Conference held in 1913-14 under the

aegis of Sir Henry McMahon - the British foreign secretary. The boundary in this 0

sector is frequently referred to as simply the 'McMahon line.' The present

communist regime of China does not recognize the Simla treaty and hence terms

the boundary as the so-called 'illegal McMahon line' (Map 3).

Section III: India's Interests in Early Settlement of the Dispute

Presently, China is in occupation of the Aksai Chin area in the

Western Sector, which India claims, based on historical treaties and evidence.

The Chinese have refuted the Indian claims and have deployed substantial forces

in the area. In order to counter India's claim in the Western Sector, the Chinese

have laid claims to the Indian state of Arunachal Pradesh in the Eastern Sector.

As this situation has precluded any settlement, tensions continue along the entire

border. The prevailing status quo has virtually tied India's hands preventing any

fresh and meaningful diplomatic or economic ventures. The manifestations and

ramifications of the ongoing dispute have been many and it is indeed axiomatic

that it is in Indian . long term interests to bring about an early settlement of the

boundary dispute. Renowned analysts sum up the Indian security perspective as

thus.

10
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The Indian security perspective is dominated by the perceived
threat of Chinese power, both conventional and nuclear, including
alleged Chinese intermediate-range missile emplacements in Tibet and
Sinkiang, and by a desire to maintain safe margin of military superiority
over Pakistan.'

In the existing situation, India has no other option but to maintain a

large standing army to guard its frontiers along the entire length of its northern 5

borders. This has resulted in an enormous financial burden: to raise, equip,

constantly modernize and more importantly maintain the forces deployed. "The

divergence of scarce resources from economic development and social welfare

needs to defense results primarily from Indo-Pakistan and Indo-Chinese

tensions."4 "

There are two major strategic considerations that encourage India to

seek an early settlement of the issue. The first is the 'two fronts' that Indian

military planners have to contend with. This was, more than at any other time,

highlighted during the 1965 Indo-Pakistan War, wherein just the threat in being

along the Eastern Sector as a result of the Chinese ultimatum, tied down a large

percentage of Indian forces and precluded a decisive stroke on the Western front.

Secondly, there is the strategic dilemma caused by the Chinese just

being in the Chumbi Valley. The Chumbi Valley constitutes a deep indentation

strategically located between Sikkim and Bhutan. In conjunction with Bangladesh

to the South, it constricts Indian territory into a narrow land corridor linking the

seven North-Eastern Indian states to the rest of the country. A quick preemptive

strike by the Chinese through the Chumbi Valley could effectively block this

12
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corridor thereby cutting off major Indian forces in the East. The Chinese have

over the years developed an extensive network of roads and tracks in the Chumbi

Valley right up to the borders. The extensive network of communications is far in

excess of the requirements to sustain their peacetime deployment along the

borders. It can be argued, however, that the Chinese themselves feel vulnerable

due to the possibility of being encircled from Sikkim. This school of thought has

perhaps emerged consequent to media reports and analysts' briefs that China may

be willing to trade this area with India as a quid pro quo for India's acceptance of

their claim to Aksai Chin. This will be analyzed while considering India's options.

The border states in North-East India are comprised of a multitude of

tribes and sub-sects who are ethnically different from the heartland populace. The

process of integrating them into the mainstream and bringing economic progress

to their doorsteps has been slow and time-consuming. This has inevitably led to

the growth of a number of insurgent movements. While it has been possible to

counter some, others continue to cause concerns, in the main due to the covert

support they enjoy from China. The Nationalist Social Council of Nagaland

(NSCN), as a case in point, enjoys the benefits of safe sanctuaries inside China, as S

well as financial and material support. This has created instability in the region,

hampered development and more importantly, has tied down a large number of

security forces. An early resolution of the border dispute is bound to improve

bilateral relations: hopefully, the covert supply line to the insurgents would dry

up. S

13
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As a logical continuation of the British policies, India has had special

relations with both Nepal and Bhutan. However, in recent times, some cracks

have begun to appear, notwithstanding the treaties tf Peace and Friendship with 4

both countries. It is reasonable to infer that among other causes, Indian 'inability'

to resolve the border issue with China and discreet Chinese overtures to step in to

replace India as the main provider of economic assistance have encouraged these

nations to periodically interject irritants. These have provided severe tests for

Indian policy and diplomacy. It would be pertinent to mention here that China

has already made significant inroads into Nepal by building the Kodari highway

linking Tibet to the Nepalese capital, Kathmandu. Bhutan, too, has been 0

subjected to growing communist propaganda. In the event of a major flare-up,

the implications of these developments cannot be overlooked. It is, therefore,

imperative that the border dispute be resolved expeditiously.

Last but not the least, during the British rule and up to the period

when Sino-Indian relations became strained in the late 1950's, there was an S

ongoing flourishing trade between the contiguous regions along the Sino-Tibetan

border. In fact, transborder trade was the source of livelihood for the populace

and the end of this trade has caused great economic hardship. In the larger sense,

the Indian economy has much to gain from resumption of this traditional practice.

Section IV: Interests of Other Countries

In the first instance it is essential to postulate as to China's desire to

resolve the border dispute. Having firmly secured her vital strategic interests in

14
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the Aksai Chin, China seems to be in no undue hurry to resolve the overall border

issue. It has also achieved its political aim of securing India's acknowledgement of 0

Tibet as a region of China' consequent to the 1954 Treaty on Trade and

Intercourse. Therefore, China endeavors to create conditions to resolve the

dispute on terms most beneficial to her interests. Additionally, the Indo-Soviet

Treaty for Peace and Friendship had, in a sense, prompted China to keep the

border issue with India unresolved so as to use it to counter Soviet pressure

elsewhere. This has since changed. The emerging world scene may perhaps cause

China to 'rethink' the issue. The noted American analyst, Stephen Philip Cohen,

has observed, "--The strategic threat from China and Pakistan (to India) appears

to have moderated; both states are preoccupied with domestic matters rather than

foreign policy."' The relevance of this observation must not go unnoticed: * *

perhaps this may offer an ideal opportunity to bring about a settlement acceptable

to both sides.

Notwithstanding the above, it is undoubtedly Pakistan that has drawn 5

maximum mileage from non-settlement of the Sino-Indian border dispute. It has,

in a sense, legalized its occupation of Kashmir by signing the Sino-Pakistani

boundary agreement for the area of Kashmir West of the Karakorum Pass. The

region has since been developed with the building of the all weather Karakorum

Highway, over the Mintaka Pass, linking Sinkiang with POK. Pakistan has also 5

stood to gain in terms of economic and military hardware assistance from China.

Most importantly, it hopes to gain a qualitative and quantitative edge over the

15
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46

Indian forces in the West, secure with the assurance that a large portion of the

Indian forces would have to remain committed along the Chinese border. This

has also enabled Pakistan to actively engage in providing support and assistance to

the insurgency in Kashmir and the terrorists in Punjab. Pakistan would, therefore,

be against an early settlement of the Sino-Indian border dispute.

For a long time India has inadvertently failed to view and appreciate

American support to Pakistan in its proper perspective. The massive U.S.

economic and military assistance to Pakistan to include modem and sophisticated

arms, e.g., F-16 fighters, has been seen by India, as a deliberate attempt by the

U.S. to encourage continued tension between India and Pakistan. The U.S.

practice of overlooking Pakistan's propensity for creating trouble in the border

states of India remained a major irritant in Indo-US relations. Additionally, so

long as India enjoyed a special relationship with the Soviet Union and on the basis

of the existing geo-political realities, it was unrealistic to expect any other form of

response from the U.S. That is not to discount some genuine apprehensions

regarding use of U.S. supplied arms by Pakistan against India. With the Soviet

withdrawal from Afghanistan to begin with, the breakup of the Soviet Union itself,

and rapproachment efforts between Iraq and Iran - the whole scene has changed

dramatically. The establishment of extremist forms of Islamic fundamentalism,

especially in Central Asia and Southwest Asia, could pose common security

problems for both India and the U.S. In these circumstances, therefore, it is in

the interest of both the U.S. and India to forge closer ties. In fact, the beginning

16
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of the 1990's has witnessed a deterioration in U.S.-Pakistani relations and a

concomitant improvement in Indo-American relations. The growing U.S. strategic

convergence with India, and divergence from Pakistan has already been reflected

in a series of developments both within the forum of the United Nations as well

as outside - India's positive response to a U.S. request to support the U.S. in

repealing the 1975 U.N. resolution equating Zionism with racism, India's support

of the U.S. in the Security Council on the issue of the extradition of terrorists

from Libya and many more. Once the Indo-US relationships improve further, the

resolution of the Sino-Indian dispute may perhaps be one step closer.

Given the chequered history of Tibet, characterized by its continued

resistance to imposition of Chinese authority, the aspirations of the Tibetans must

also find its due place in this examination. Their spiritual head, the Dalai Lama, S 0

along with thousands of his followers escaped to India to seek political asylum in

1959 when Chinese armed forces entered Lhasa, ostensibly to put down the Kham

rebellion. In fact, the Chinese action was aimed at effectively silencing any

Tibetan hopes of regaining independence from China, as had happened on a

number of occasions in the past. The Dalai Lama has so far turned down all

Chinese offers to return to Tibet. Therefore, to the Dalai Lama and his followers

in refuge all over the world, including the U.S, resolution of the dispute is of

special interest in so much that it should not foreclose their future options -

however remote they may seem at the moment.
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Section V: Definitions and Terms

As a necessary and inescapable prerequisite to understanding the 0

genesis of any boundary dispute, it is crucial to highlight certain nuances in the

correct interpretation of a few key definitions and terms. Although most

dictionaries give the words 'demarcate' and 'delimit' as synonyms, they indeed have

distinct meanings. Sir A.H. McMahon had clarified that,

'Delimitation' that I have taken to comprise the determination of a
boundary line by a treaty or otherwise and its definition in written, S
verbal terms; 'Demarcation,' to comprise the actual laying down of a
boundary line on the ground, and its definition by boundary pillars or
other physical means.'

The renowned Sinologist T.S. Murthy in his book, Paths of Peace. supports the S

above viewpoint and further clarifies that in certain instances the intermediate

step of 'delineation' is interposed between the two. 'Delineation' implies the

process of marking the boundary on a map, sketch or trace. "'Delimitation' and

'demarcation' are frequently confused or equated in Chinese statements on

frontier questions."7 During the 1960 bilateral boundary talks, the Chinese

persisted in confusing 'delimitation' of boundaries with 'demarcation' and using the

two terms interchangeably.

To begin with, the British, and subsequently the Indian government

had maintained that they accept and recognize China's 'suzerainty' over Tibet but

not its 'sovereignty.' The difference between the two is a matter of the degree of

dependency which needs to be correctly identified.

Suzerainty, a difficult word to give a precise juristic meaning was
defined in 1923 by the Permanent Court in the following terms: T'he
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extent of the powers of a protecting state in the territory, of the
protected state depends, first upon the treaties between the protecting
state and the protected state establishing the protectorate, and,
secondly, upon the conditions under which the protectorate has been 4
recognized by third powers as against whom there is an intention to
rely on the provision of these treaties On the other hand,
sovereignty has been described as the situation when a state occupies a
definite part of the surface of the earth, within which it normally
exercises, subject to limitations imposed by international law,
jurisdiction over persons and things to the exclusion of jurisdiction of
other states.8

As will be seen subsequently, the large variance in the interpretation

and application of these terms by the two sides, contributed in a large measure

towards complicating the border dispute. India maintains that as China did not

have sovereignty over Tibet, the treaties concluded by Tibet with neighboring

states are legally valid.

19

S

S 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0



CHAPTER 2

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND AND GENESIS OF THE BORDER DISPUTE

To understand the nature and complexity of the Sino-Indian border

dispute it is necessary to examine the history of the region. The status of Tibet as

a nation state or otherwise, its relations and treaties with the neighboring Indian

states, and Chinese and British policies towards their border - all affected the

evolution of the frontier into its present alignment. A study of these matters also

provides an insight into the origin of the present day dispute and perhaps a

rationale for the stance taken by both sides.

Section I: Tibet - A Sovereign State

The history and evolution of Tibet as a nation state is intimately linked

with the basic disagreements on the border dispute between India and China.

China maintains, without any historical evidence, that Tibet has always been a part

of China. This claim is not substantiated by even the publicly available Chinese

historical documents. "Tibet originally was not a part of China."' It became a

nation state in the 7th century under Song-tsen Gampo, a tribal chief from

Ladakh (province of the Indian state of Jammu and Kashmir). During 634 AD he

undertook an invasion of Western China after his request to marry the Tang

Emperor's daughter, Princess Wen-Cheng had been turned down. After seven
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years of campaigning, Song-tsen Gampo was able to force the Chinese emperor to

accede to his request. Though Buddhism had found its way into Tibet by this

time, it was the Chinese princess who was largely instrumental in propagating the

religion in a significant manner. Thus, a Buddhist state took its roots. Later, in

the 9th century under the warrior king Ti-song De-tren, the fledgling nation

became one of the great powers of Asia. Tibetan chronicles describe the 9th

century empire as having common borders "with the Chinese king of astrology, the

Indian king of religion and the Persian king of wealth."2 Ti-song De-tren invited

an Indian Buddhist teacher Padma Sambhava (called Urgyen by the Tibetans) to

be his religious mentor and to purify and invigorate their religious beliefs and

practices. Thus came into being the 'Red Hat' sect of Lamaism which enjoyed the

ruler's patronage. This, however, had adverse affects and the Red Hats slowly *

turned more and more corrupt. This set the stage for a local chieftan Tsong

Khapa, who with the backing and support of the Mongol chieftans to the north,

seized power and established the 'Yellow Hat' sect of Lamaism which purported to

follow a refined doctrine.

The fourth reincarnation of Tsong Khapa, a lama named Sonam

Gyatso was declared the 'Dalai Lama' (meaning the all embracing Lama) by the

Mongol chieftan Altan Khan, who also awarded this title to two predecessors

believed to have been his pre-incarnations. 'Thus Sonam Gyatso entered history

as the Third Dalai Lama."3 The fifth Dalai Lama during the middle of the 17th

century introduced the office of the 'Panchen Lama' in order to be able to exercise
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ecclesiastical power in successive reincarnation. These developments had far a

reaching influences in Tibet as well as the neighborhood. "From the base

provided by the priest-patron relationship, Buddhism spread throughout Mongolia

despite opposition from the shamans."4 The patron in the above context was the

Mongolian chieftan. S

As Tibet matured into a nation it was inevitable that it would attempt

to expand her frontiers. Between 1639 and 1684 Tibetan forces attempted to

capture Ladakh, meeting with partial success. The entry of Moghul forces

(Moghul Empire of India) into Ladakh - first to enforce tributary status and

thereafter to help the Ladakhi ward off the Tibetans dramatically altered the 0

scene. The Ladakhis now had an upper hand forcing the Tibetans to negotiate a

peaceful settlement. Thus, the Treaty of Tingmosang was signed in 1684 between

the two sides wherein among other provisions, the boundary between the two

states was "fixed at the Lha-ri stream, which flows into the Indus five miles

southeast of Demchok."' This alignment corresponds to the boundary as claimed

by India in the Western Sector. This document also provides the first documented

basis for the Sino-Indian boundary alignment in this segment of the Western

Sector. "In the present Sino-Indian dispute the Chinese question the validity of

this Treaty, though it has been accepted by historians of international repute for

nearly three hundred years.' Undoubtedly, Tibet was a sovereign state and "even

the most exuberant Chinese historians have never claimed that Tibet was part of

China
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