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gu()jed: Frle 24
Notes on conversgation held betwaen
Sardar Swaran Singh and Marshal Chen Y{ on
23rd April, 1960, at Agra. i (o

/ y . ~ o . \
Sardar Swaran Singh: During the course of pﬁr ta‘:l.ks

in Delhi, we discussed the eastern sectcr of ths 1
Sino-Indian border. I do not want to go into "the
details but would like to say one or two thinga
before other subjects are taken up.

I have already indieatad the Indian reaction
to words like ‘ITmperialism! and *Imperialist'.
One thing is noticeable about the Simla cmﬂ,ggnce
that the Central Govermment of China was not happ’y
about the ‘line suggested by MacMahon between -
inner and outer Tibet as it considered some part
was wrongly shown as not being in China anmd, it,
therefore, dld not accept the arrangements agreed
upon by the three plenipotentiaries otChina, -
India and Tibet. It was never suggested by tha:,»
Chinese Goverrment that the 1line drawn in the map
‘showing . the border between Tibet and India was
in any way prejudicial and the dispute was' only:
about the 1ine between Tibet and other provinces
of China. The other thing which I would like to
mention briefly is that this 1ins (the MacMahan
Line) did not transfer any territory one way or
the other but only took notice of the existing
realities, aligmments of watersheds etc. on the
basls of which international boundaries are- fixsd.

. I may also point out that when such principles
;were applied to the Sino-Burmess border, they
'ylelded the same. rela&-enﬁg as the MacMghbn Line.
At the Simla Conferenoe/: the border between

India and Tibet was based on the same principles

i
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on wvhich international boundaries are drawn.
Your Excellency was pleased to say thatff"i'them

ware other prineciples which should be a gulde rar
working a boulddary line. ¥Your Excellency mus@-é?}'ava
goms through this agpect. What is the boundazy
1ins which works out on the basis of these prv"

ples?
What are the differences whidx nay arise ‘from the
boundary line made on the principles susgesteﬁ"‘"“i‘y
Your Fxcellency and the so-called MaclMghpn Li
If there 1s awmy not much d%iffarame" be tasen
two 1ines, what is the difficulty in accepting
lins which was initialled by the Chinese ﬁlenip?é'tentiary
and which did not :t;,ransfer any territory but acce:pteé
the existing realities and 1s in accordance wi‘hh the
international pr-ingiples of watersheds, geogx"a;plfxﬁ.ea‘l

features, etc.,on which boundaries are bassds

Between our two countries vhich have so e‘.tqasand "
friendly relations, there ¢an hardly be any ares )
of dlspute 1:';' we Vview this problem in this bat:mgmund.
Mr.Chang Han-Fut I vould like %o say samething be :_""f'ra
the Vice-Premier dg4ls with your question, Wha.
Your Excellency actually means is to ask us to
recognise the 1llegal so-called MacMghlyn Line
Your Excellency mentioned the drawing of the | ’@i@ﬁbn
Lyne in the SimlalConference, Firatly, this fa.ot
has to be made dear that there 1s no record. ofthaft
Simlal Conference which shows that the Sino.Indian

border was discussed. What was actually discussed
was the question of boundary between Imner and Outer
Tibet. Your Excellency has mentionsd a map
initialled by the Chimese Plenipotentiary. Onithis
map there 1s a red lins vhich is the so-called.
MacMgfpn Line and anotharzblm 1ire. Below the

mep 1t is explaired in a note that the blus line
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represonts the demarcation betwesn Inmer anml Outer
Tibet and the red l1ins shows the demarcation beﬁjheen
Tibet and the rest of China. The note'tn the map
dous not say that any line vepressnts demaroatim
between India and China. :Indeed,f this map w&s
initialled by the Chinese plenipotentiary and’
Indien and Tibetan represeptatives,. in’ Iniiia
said that only initiallm was dne. by the Bri‘
rapre se ntativo while the in:!.tialling made‘“by

Chinese and Tibetan representatives was a £

signature by them, The British reprasentative
Mechefitn, the Chinese representative, Iven Chen;
and the Tibetan representative initialled the map
with date and year under a remarks

"Wo hereby initial in the token of

accgptance etc..atc "

. This elearly shows that all the three representatives

: only initlalled the map and did not sign it. -Bésﬁde 8p
i . h '

' this map, there is anote r map having similar

i

. representative initialled the map, he vecel

boundary 1ins¢ in red and blus. The explanatory note

_below this map also is the same as the ons' vhich

was initialled. It did not mention that thﬁ
red 1in® -- the so-called MacMahon Ling w- va 1
be the Sino-Indlan border. This latfer map wa.s
attached to the Simla Convention and has the
signature and the seal of Machghon and the Tibetan
representative. This clearly shows on the ona‘;'fl
hand that the uiap attached to the Convention was
fcrmally/signed and segled only by the Britdsh
andl the Tibetan representatives vhile the Chingge
representative aeither sigmed it s'nor*ﬁu*!:;fhdig gal on 1t.
The reason for this was that after the Chinese

instructions fram the Csntyal quarmanh mt’
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sign the same. Not only the map but also the
' Simla Conference agreement was not sigred or ratifiead
by the Chinsse Govument.* Instead of ratifyingthe
Conference agresment, the Minister of China in
Great Britain,Mr, Lm,gave indications @ the'
| to the British Gwerment. The British repre ntative
ahd the reprasenmtive of the Ti’oatan 1eca.1 iéhority
~ 314 not draw this mcu@,%n lire at Simla but fn’
" Dolhi whore secvet notes were exchangede Thi

situation shows that the Macl-{éﬁgn Line 1s 111egal

and the Simla Coavention was not ratifisd by 1‘!.’.1&""‘E

Contral Goverment of China. For thess reasons,

all the Chimgse Contral Govarmnants have remaed

mentionsd by me had boen made clear in the variws
letters and notes sant by use. After our #n vi&wpoint
has been made so clear, you still ask the Ghina’;"

Govermment to recognlse the 11legal so-.scalidé'
MeeMghlon Line. |
More than ten years have passed when Indita
bocame independent amd China was liberatad and this
position does not correspond to the existihg
situstion and to the development of frisndly

relations betwssn our two countries. It is t:i;
that we want serlously s setilement of s:tnml:‘ an
border in the sastern ssetdr in a friamymamr‘
Under such eivcujstances, u you still want us.
to recogniéé the MacMgfion L.‘r.m, 1t camnot hel;
in the settlemant of the questlon. The very
fact that Pyemier Chou Ennlai and the Viﬁanl’
Clen Yi have cane here ah-qﬁs that we vant to saftle
the matter in a friandly nanNe T baée'd onthe :
Principles of co-axistence, mutusl-accammodat
and frieniljross. It can bs clearly seen M the
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talks between Premisr Chou amd Pyemier Nehru anﬁ
the Vice-Premier Chen Yi and Sardar Swaran Singh

that ws sincerely want a settlement. As we h
moved forward, we hope that India womld also . ¢
forwerd. To still hold on to the 1llegal Macgh
Lire and want us to racogix’;lsa 1ty creates |
aifficulties, We ave anxieus to reach'a ‘séttlem
based on historical eonditions and existing

basls. Viece-Premier Chen Yi, in our talks ye f

had very clsarly said about our atfittude to thils

question of the Sino-Indiah border. We hope t}iﬁft

in our talks today the two sldes would get 010;;1-

to ore another.,
Marshal Chen Yi: Since we came to Dethi, we have

discussed the boundary question many times a.ti;'-’;%e&ay

is the fifth day. Both of us have already

fallmd three times and we have also taken pa.rt

in talks with Mr, Menon, Mr. Desgal, Mr. Pant and

MroR.K. Nehrt. The question is: whether the two’

parties have found a camon point, and we reed

to meke efforts to find a camon point. It wmﬂ.d
be bad 1f we cannot find a cammon point of .
agrecment., Fven if we cannot find g camon po:tm:
dn the boundary qusstion, 1t is essential that -
we should see that, at any rate, our fri’endlyq,,;i
relations do not deteriorate ani we can cantinm
our talks after the two partiss have made fm'
consideration. After a lapse of time, we:may §
sme settlement, As today is the fifth dayy I.We
very much like that\:sma way China and Indta .
ghould arrive at an agreement. We may compare
_ the views of the two parties. It 1is impossible:
t forwémimse glde to recognlse the Simla Conve : :Mn

¢
! or the so-called illegal M%cng&gn Lina. N?°

o
N
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Central Govermment of China has ratified the
Convention and it has no binding effect on the
Chinese Govermment. This point is absolutely cvlear.

The Indian sided considera that the so-ealled
HacMgfign Line 1s effective .and, therefore, he
indian Goverment by mlhaans wants China to
recognise it, It is seild that 1f China dess not

recognise the MacMshon L:,ne, it would mean tha
China 1s raisging territorial claims against Inﬂ‘
About this matter, there have been many reporta?
in Indian papers which have shocked us and hurt’
our feelings. This is the main difficulty

in veaching a settlement. On the other hand,
the Chinese side has vepeatedly sald that they *
cannot accept the Simla Convention and the

MacMahon Lire and would not take 1t as the bastis
of a settlement of the berder. But we c’nimse

also say that the two great nations of China i
and India must be friendly and in accorda{m '
with the spirit of friendship and accanmodation }
find a certain boundary. Liberated China ami
independent India must shake off the influences:
left over by imperialists and adopt a friendl
attitude to sattle the quagtion. The quastic:
| can be easily settled if w takeA into consida gtion
l historical conditions and actual state of

control. Between China and:Bumsa,there was &

quick friemdly agreement because both of us

decided to do away with the bad influsncas left

by history andl moved freely fram the MacMahon B

Lina.

After five days of our talks, my personal
! view is that the Indian friends and the Gmrmaab
gtill do not have a very profound understa,nding*
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; of the point that the Chinese Govermont absoliﬁtely
%does not recognige the Simle Conventlon and the
‘Mac}@{qn ILine. This has made us very unha.ppy.
On the other hand it appea‘rs that the Indaian
friends have not undarstood the pogltive ,am! *

attitude of the Chimese Geverment in sattling fhe
boundary question by shaking off the 1Afluvonce
Jeft over by tho imporialists and create a my
frienmly boxder. Ws graaﬁ.y rogret this sit
Ambassador Nehru talkead abaut the smig' 0
the two countrless Indian seeurity, dignity aad:

on,

. gelf-raspdct. But we can say that. to recognise fthe

‘ Simla Convention and the Macmélm Lins hurts .
' Chirege self-respect. We are tvo gmataatioﬁé?ﬁ
having indepsmndant political rights and 1ndep_péi?;’€?’jént
will of our two peoples. Why shotld we stili be
manipulated by the outdated sc-called Mg/d&gﬁdnhine‘?
To force us to recognise it would not ba honomble
for ugam 1t would slso not be honourable for India,
Uhy not the two great man of peaee «- Premiay Ghou
g’am Premier Nehr ~~ settle thils question |

i independently without following the 1llegel

‘Simle Convention and the so-called MacMafon Lim'!

If wo look st the question frag this aspe ety & _
ssttlement can be made and I hope that you wﬁ.u, tell
other Indian friends sbout it, to proserve .gelfg
respect of both the partles. The queation mus’l;-‘;}

be settled p acefully and on mutual rraindly
understanding and sccomecdation. Macug@gn vag

only a coloni ger and the Foreign Syeretery of the
British in India.

Yo sterday when Pﬁém&er Chou oilled on

Mr. Degal, the latter had said that he could mab

‘sccept thet this gquestion was left over Ly h Fatior,
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it was not left by history but was created by the

Chimese during the past three years. This stubborn
attitude I do not understand, for it is a question
left by history, and should be ssttled by the two
countries on the basis of historieal eonditiem
actual control. M. Desai*app"ea%éd to vefuse
talk. We falt gmh.t' regret over this attitude

us an impression that thegé was an attempt to
force us to accept something stipulated by M\_m
We vant a settlement base&:; on consultations b
both sides vill not lose anything and fimi a friendy
border which would baeternal. We do not unﬁeretand
the attitude of Mr.: Dasa:!.. ‘

You have me ntionad the $1ino-Burmess bordér
and 1t is possible that by actual survey the ‘bmmdary
between China and Burma would not be much different
i‘rf:m the so-called MacMafion Lime. You appreciated

- e L

the Sino-Burmese agreement, I wamt to remind that
the ssttlemant was reached because we shook off
the MacMefion Line and reached an agreement hased
on friendship. We hope the Indian friends wﬂl,;;ﬁf
concede this point. We are proceeding ina sp‘iﬁt
of friendship and do not vant to hide anything,
If the Chinese Govermment yrecognise the S'imlaf"" :_
Convention and the M%d{éﬁqn Lims, there would ha
an explosion in China and tha chinese people wo!;ld
not agree. Prémier Chou has no right to &O“S'w"‘";‘

Premier Chou has only authority to ssttle a cmmon
1line based on frienikhip and mutual consul tatiens
and not to recOgnise the Simla Convention and: tha
MacMghon Line. 7 C

I would like to say something aga:ln abou;h

A ,\';
. :"v{;{
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the sino-Burmese agreement., I am happy that you
listened patiently to our explamation about the same.
Of course, the Sino-Burmese question is not tha

same as the Sino-Indian baundary queation, Bu'l.;
the common point is that tha two parties «- Cbina-India
amd China-Burma - can settle qu:lckly quest:lons

.....

left by history in a friendly attitude.

speaking, the China-Burma boundary question 1g
more camplicated than Chim-India boundary, 'rm
Sino-Burme se boundary qusstion invelves not of y
the MacMahon Line o@ several hundred kileq.
alsothe question of the 1941 1ine signed by tha
British and the KMT Goverment. There is then
| the Nam wgng Triangular area 1eased by the Br:!:f.ish
fram China. Again the arvea of Tiermo (?), Khola.mg (?)
. and Khamfeng(?) ves foreibly occupied by the
British., There 1is also a silver mine helow the
1941 1lins which by treaty Chima had 8 to explolit,
Some parts of the boundary were demarcated wh:_lle
others were in dispute and, therefore, the gquestion
was very complicated, There was also the question
of the border people and the tribes which were
the same on both sides, Moreover, in the southern
section there were:febiiBviands where coffes and
rubber gregv§ which were in aispuba. The Sino-
Burmeso lins was more camplicated than the Sing~
Indian boundary line. The interests of the 'hwq
peoples are more involved and only a part of 't:ha
bourdary congists of high mountaing and uupoptﬂéted
‘lapnd. The Sino~-Bummese boundary line is longar

. than the Sino-Indian 1lins. We have a cammon boundary
‘1im of sbout 2,000 lkilog, with Indla and in this
 sactor we have a cammon border als:u with Nepal,

- Sikkim, Bhutan and Pakistan -~ I éﬁ;ﬂ* not. ha,‘_._:__
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implications in saying so. The most important fact

is that we can settls the problem by mutual un&érstanaing
and accommodation. A quick ssttlement could bé’:‘ma&e
with Burma because Bumma agreed not to base 11:3 ‘claim

on the Mucﬁgﬁb)n Lime but to draw a boundery in

accordance with Historical conditions, na.tural tez-rain
and actual control. Burma kmew that China could

not acecept the Mucugﬁgv Line and understood that

Ithe positlon of China was: reasenable and ths 1:!.m was

“11legal. The Chinese Government also made the Burmese
Government understand that the sclution woild be bassd
" on iactual control and survéy ete. The Burmess
:51’ Gowarnment knew that: the Chiness Govermment d:l;d not want
4 anything south of the 1ins. South of the traditional 1ine
there are same amall Tibetan temples and mehnta’ins
growing Chinese herba. After delimitation, the Chinese
will give up their rights to thoss places. I hope
'\the Indian friends would congider this example and
glsp the attitude of the Chimese Govermment to the
( ino-Burmese boundary line drawn in 1941, If
{x'hh& Chinege Govermment did not follow a policy of
’/ $e ttling questions wilth brotharly South-Fagt A;aian
\m!ations in a friendly mannér, it was possible: for us
xénot to rocognise. the 1941 lins. £i$~b;@;§ :Line
/ wa\q drawn by British colonialism at a tine whan
/;ehiz%was in direx straits fighting for its existence
‘,aga st Japan, Our atiitude was not to draw this
/i%;;ne again and we said that as the treaty was formally
| /ei;g‘npd by the c&utax%Kaishek Goverrment, we would
/aﬁ( cep\\;t. Though the Chinese Goverment was’ unhappy

_/f

/ﬂm.i%"g%ibns vl accep; od 1%,

/ “of our§ Govermment was':'f"?
/X '\ ! )

4 -\

\

s
L
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. but agreed to local a&jus&_yenﬁs. Wo alszo imme;

SeS
CY:

=lle
in two ways:(1) the Burme se were a&éisfiea thé‘e‘ A
Ching, had accepted the 1941 1iné aud Prenis r U, !ih
in hig talks with Premier chou -gald’ tha‘b}ﬂg

Japan and (i1) the Bummese Goverment further |
recogniaed ﬁhat though”theﬂﬁ'bounaary.m th‘*is- 14ia

‘made. Both the parties recognissd t,he 1941 1ina

responded to this attitude of the Burmess |
Goverment and gave up our rights to Naml Wang
triangular area and the Burmese in return will:
gave up in exchange the a:naa of Thang Hung and
Thang Ho tribes, After the 8ino-Bumase agreement
and the friendship treaty ware completed,Gen, Mo
Win, the then Burmese Pmm;lar, told Premier ci
about the Chinese rights to & silver nine south’
of the 1041 lime. Premiey Chou media*“y
replisd to him that "We give up that" Hég &ié

for
not even ask/my opinion though I was pmsertt.

g

H Both of you knsw each otherts mingd, B
By caning to Delhi w:l.th & large delegatiqn
we have not thought of asking India to give up
any territory for our gelflsh intere sty Gﬂlewise 3
.we would not have came. We have caue heve
ifor the sake of friendship, and I see that it ‘Ls
%not possible to ssttle this question if we dep,ggd
| on archives and quote. a le'{tte-r. here and the:-e.
A5 for the Sino-Nepalese agreement, sams
small areas =~ S Or 10 «~ may be in dispute. acme
of these areas which are nnder Chizmaa a,ammg' ; t.ton,
are claimed by Nepal and oi;hars-- wder Mpalesa :
administration, claimed by China. magpana
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to settle the matter in a spirit of mutual accommodation
and friendship based on actual control, historical 66n31tfons
and joint surveys,
We have;been here for five days and have been given :

a grand reception and warm welcome by all the leaders. ﬂb
thank you for this, The Indian Government have taken good
measures fbr the security of Premier Chou in a responsiglé
manner and thisfis an indication of your ftiondly;att!%ude;-iblﬁ o
If we do not seg this friendly attitude of yours.'it would
not be right for us. We shall show the same friendly
attitude and warm welcome when our Indian friends or Your
BExcellency come.to China. |

SS: The Indian leaders who have already visited China
were given a warm welcome and if they go there again, they
would receive the same welcome, It is a pleasure for us -

to welcome guests from any part of the wogid. espeeihlly

from friendly China, il

CY: The most important question is that our Indfan friends. -

have failed to understand that we cannot accept the Simla

Convention and the uepueﬁgp Line but want-a !riendlyvsgttién;iﬁé
on historical facts and actual control, The insistence
é on our recognising the Simla Convention and the Hggéhg’n Line
; makes the position very difficult. When we say to deliwmi tate
; the boundary by joint surveye, actual control and higtorical
conditionsg, it includes local adjustments. It does mot
| mean that India would lose large parts of territory.
| Nor does India want China to lose large parts of its
terri tory.
’ Supposing the so-called Maclphbn Line is recogai sed,
* that would mean that we would recognise that xh:~u,gu§n9n
{ had a right.not only to delimitate the boundary between

i China and India.but also the boundary betwg9en Igigf.and 3
Outer Tibet, We have no such reactionary mni;‘%m as \\J\V

€
i

Inner and Outer Tibet. We have only provincialfboundarles
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between Szechwan, Tibet, Yunan, Chinghai and Singkiand;
The Tibetun reactionary elements haye an idea of "Grgaier
Tibet" and T hope that our Indian friends would nt;t; be' h
misled by the samg. According to these Tibetan reaetiﬁn'ari;;s;
Greater Tibet would include parts of Sikang, Chunghai, |
Kangsu. Szachwan. Shensi and Yunan provinces -- in faoén:-- 4;

about one-fourth of the total Chinese area would be h-a;ided

over to the Dulai Lawmg, Our non-tecognitiiin of Simla

-

Convention and the‘nschl@jlbn Libne should not be ;ii'Sunderttood'
as our having any iuténh&n of makiﬁé terriwri;lclgims
over India. Both of us should shake off the colonial
influence left after independence., After this bitter
experience of a dispute for a year, we must bring abou.t';

a friendly settlement by mutual consultation and;accbmdatiou.;--

Why do Indian friends not consider 1t? How éan our
delegation come to Iudia to ask India to lose something?

CHF: If we did so, the Indian people can blam us and the
Chinese people would also blame us.

CY: To insist on recognising something to which we
cannot agree is mot a.friendly attitude. Weare two
friendly countries like relations. We have a long histb‘ry
of friendship and cannot be ssparated and will always remain
close to each other. We should shake off the imperialist
legacy and by mutual understanding and accomodatit;n
find a new line. We have bright prospects. I hope we
will not be hlamed k£ we £ikwd for we have been frank in
our talks, |

SS: Frank talks are very good. Otherwi»se]how could we
come closer to each other, Similarly, some of our
leaders have also been frank in their salks and they
shouldwt be misunderstood.

CY: So, we should settle the eastern sector on mutual

understanding, accommodation and joint surveye and shake
a2

W

\
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off the légacy'bf history. The Western sectow of the
boundary could dso be settled in the same spirit, Prime
Minister Nehru said that the Western Section of the
boundary was vdbue and undilimitated. An agreement in

this sector is easier, Our Prime Ministers are discussing

the same and may be that they have already arrived at dn*"

agreement and this talk may be unnecessary.
It is necessary to give vent to pent.up feelings
as we are friendly to each other, |
The situation now is such that we do not recogéisé
the Hngdﬁqn Line and, therefore, an agreement cannot be
reached. Only two days are left and we hope that we may
reach some agreement to see that the border clashes do
not occur agu{h and both the parties maintain the status

quo and talks are continued later, By cominﬂ with

Premier Chou #n Delhi we have at least relaxed the atmosphere”

and this is a great achievement. We hope that all of us’
have the same feeling, |

Meetings and consultations at various levels
havezbreat value,

Yes,

It is refreshing to have a frank discussion and to.

hear what you actually feel. Some of the members of
who '

our Government/ are not mormally associated with diplomatic, .

talks,discussions and meetings, hdve been taking part

i; these’ discussions during these five days.kﬁb,uantsd

you to contact the various members of the Govermment.

If things are talked over frankly, any scope €or
misunderstanding is g voided. You have rightly pointéﬂ out.
that on many occasions xissues are highly political

and go beyond pure routine documents;etc. Documentsg,

: agreements, papers, recordsgetc.)have their own value

but the political issues must be settled first, before

detailed ddtas could be examined, I must say that ‘v% |

%

riginal Scan
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I did not feel greatly surprised after listeming to what
Your Rxcellincy has said during our talks. We must express
freely and frankly our feelings. You should in the same way
not feel surprised at the views expressed by us during the
last few days. Specific issues, lengthy notesietC.‘cahnot ;
solve the questidh and, therefore, there is the need}IO&,
personal talks and discussions. I would like to mention
that the very fact that we talk'frankly indicates our

mutual desire to understand the viewpoint of each ot'her-v‘?'?%:iid. e

to yiux come to an understanding. History bears testimony

to the fact that those who do not want to settle the question 5

do ot tulk in a friendly and frank wanner as the Chinese
b~

and Indian friends-hgfebeen doing.

CY: YTes.

SS: If there are difficulties, they are inherent in the
s tuation and have not arisen from our present arguments,
talks and discussions. The important thing is, as you
have heen good enough to say, that China is keen to have
friendship With India, India is also keen to have friendship £al
with China and has always been working for the same. We
must settle the matter in this spirit. Unfortunately,

the discussions of the boundary dispute and differences

| are under the shadow of incidents in the form of border , ‘
clashes. After all, we must remembor the basic fact N
of a long boundary between two friendly countries. It would
be a sad state of a ffairs if we were nervous about each -

" other all the time. To mark that boundary at each yard

and to place a police constable or a soldier as a proof

: of actugl Indian border would be impossible. Our

two countries have more important thiéngs to do than to

take this stép to prove the boundaries. To place a

Ithe extent of the bound-:ary

soldier or a police man to show
is not a satisfactory” state of affairs., The basic thing

is mutual respect for territory, e.g. if any pyocf of
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Chinese territory is vacani, the Indian soldiers should
not walk forward and occupy the samwe or if any Indiam
territory is vacant, the Chinese soldiers should not come
forward and take the tame, This kind of situation would be
very wrong, I would be frank and say that a sort of such
feeling has grown, particularly in the Ladakh area., There
is a caravan route between Tibet an&l Sin&kiang through this

area used by people without any elaborate system of foen s

control and checks. If that is shown & some sort of e
proof i;\the claim of a part of our territory, it is not
in the spirit of respect of each other's territory.

, In speaking about actuel jurisdiction and contrdl,

; the important quewtion is at what date -- six months,

; one year, five years or what? The situation has been
changing fast, Because of a feeling of mutual friendship,
it was not necessary to place any actual symbols of
authority on the Sino-Indian border. It does not mean that the
actual jurisdiction izﬁnnywny attenuated or sought to
be not exercised. We have a genuine feeling and place
tmplicit trust in Chinese friends that they will respect
our territory, especidly when we had raised tho'questioh

]

and were not happy about the Chinese maps. It was a great

shock to us that instead of discussing the maps, steps
l:«mre taken to change the actual position.

CY: About the date or year of control, we take the
historical conditions and actual present control as the

basis. It will moan sowe adjustments. 3f t&z date is to be |

iz given, China would give a date which would be
favourable to her and India would give a date which
would be f avourable to her and the present &situation
would not change. If after a joint survqy.' there is no
agreement, further talks will have to be held.

CHF: '.; what ydu sair about the Western sectoyr -should

'also apply to the eastorn sector.
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After your visit and frank talks you must have

been satisfied that we are keen to solve the problem qﬁé
have friendly relations &ith China and unless you havékh
this understanding, it would be difficult to solve tm,;sl-"'

question, -

CY: Yes, yes.

The following conversation took place during ..
flight frop Agra to Delhi between Sardar Swaran Singh and:
Marshal Chen Yi,

- L
R

CY: China has made great industrial progriss in steel,
iron, etc. and we have also increased our'fbbd'proddeiioggr.l
But we have made an agrepment with Burma to import rjce;h'q
As Indians are our k friends, I do not want to hide

. anything from you. We have not been able to solve the food

! problem in China. Every one cannot get rice and wheat to

eat, and so many people have to eat sweet pbtatoes of
other things. We have to export some of our grains in
order to get machinery in e xchangesby introducing commune
system we have heen able to organise our labour for the "Q
development of gxmukmx agriculture and industry. The

Japan-U.S. Treaty is divected against us and the USA .
has built bases around us. We are alive to the fact that the

U,S.A. may attack and tagke possession of cities like

Canton, Shanghai, Peking. Tiensin etc. but we shall fight

herd and ultimately defeat them, We cannot hide these

facts from our peoﬁle and have told them about these.

There are KMT troops in wux Northern Burma and American

planes take over from that area and drop radio sets.etc..
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to incitéf the rebel elements in Tibet and other areas.

The Unite“d States}"m)vé Kisfi and Chiang are united toqg@er

against us. We believe in having negotiations witd U.S.

for having peaceful relations but U.,S, may suddenly attack
. us and we have to be preparod'for this. It is clear to ‘*
us that dfur most important enemey is the United Stat'os:‘/ ;
which may" attack us any time. In this situation, it i{;
~ wost fmportant for us to improve our relatvionhmhthé.“ “W

South-Egst Asian nations, e.g. Nepal, Burma, India, etc.

“ It is most important for us to havé ‘most friendly .

\ relations with India. We are anxious that.even if th*é?e}

E is no solution the situation should not go worse and.lt‘h‘e‘\'\:

! status quo be maintained. We may stop patrolling the. border\
and have only police and civil adninis tration and separate
the Armed Forces by a belt, We do not want to 'offond
India. Our relationgwith the United States and &apan
in the east are tensd. It would be stupid if we created
a tense situation with India in the west also. The U,S.A.
has its bases.) atomic missiles and atomic weapons around
us. Our dispute with India is very small, We kuow

that India cannot occupy ! ai, Sikang,‘et.c.‘} and thm;z

if we cross the Himalayas, the Upited States would

[ I VE

~ attack us from the east and we cannot defend ourselves.
We do not want to worsen the situation and must come A
to a settlement by mutual understandinq and a~ccomo®ﬁqn.

It is not that we want India to fight along with us .
. I
against the United States. The Indian policy of mon- /.

alignment is good for the world, You cannot follow the

x‘

A same/policy as ours and we cannot follow the same /pol;agy\

A

B e e e . .

as yours. Japan compitted aggression against China !,
(&

e-t;%eir 40 years und still does not recognise China and

e

is helping Chiang to invade China and deprive us of_. hr

i

/

’
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place in the UN, We want to relax our tension in rala‘tions

with the United States and Jppan but have to resist tﬁeli

aggression. If there is no war for 20 years, that wopld
be good for us'but if they attack us,we cannot kneel doup to
theg. Some people in India say that they should have 4 }'\'
understandihg wiﬁh the West. The policy of Prime M!néggér
Nehru of non-slignment is correct. Your attitude towards .
China is very different from that of the United Stat%

and Japan, We are in a serious situation and need your
friendship, We cannot fraternize with the other side/I;’;he |
east and oppose India for in that case China would \A{(

no longer be a socialist country, We want to be friend;y
with India and were shocked when there was trouble on

L §
the border, The situation in the east being so temnse, we:

camot afford to have trouble in the west also.
SS: Your Excellency should rest assured that & far
as India is concerned, w have wost ffiendly feelings and *“§;;

deep regards for China. It is because of this friendly

feeling and deep regards that we x f3lt so much hurt b
over the unfortunate incidents on the boundary. Leaving
aside,the long history of no conflict,during recent

years we have always sympathised and maintained friemdly
relations with China. We do not boast about our friendship
with you as it was in accordance with our overall policy
of non-alignment and friendship with all. We have

always adopted a correct attitude in our policy towards
Formosa, Ind -China, Laos, Viet Nam, SEATO, ete, The

very idea that China may have any feeling of danger

from India is frritating. I have heard with interest 2
the admirable analysis of the situation in South-East
Asia with reference to China as given by-!pyz;zxnelleicy. ﬁ;

No argument is required to show as to in which direction 7

India's sympathy lie. My apﬁ[pal to you is not to wir ;~,: .
Indian friendship only in the light of your difficulties |
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in the east, We want your friendship as you are a ’
great country and we want friendly relations inesgéc»tivé
of the fact whether you have difficulties elamuhivn'qi |
or not. India has been following a policy of noﬁ-{f‘ )
alignment and friendship with all and even to imagine
that we shall create an inconvenient situation tor':iy;o_u
in the west because of your difficulties in the eagtg
Ceieg

would be unjust, We had very close friendship with \
dship

kY

you and so felt shocked and the foundations of frieﬁ

were shaken because of recent incidents. This basis
;of friendship is of 'greater importance than specific
/differences. The r eal basic task before you is to restorte
ithe damage done on that front., I have been very

frank in telling you what I feel about it,

We have bgen having friendly and frank talks.
I do mot say that China wants the friendship of Ir;:dié:f
because China has difficulties in the east, I als;
do not mean that difficulties had been created by indtg'?
because we have had troubles in the east.

We have no such idea,

We are two great nations and we have a strong
friendship with each other. Even if both of us are _
in difficulties, we should be ffiends. I am.speakinq.;f

;from my heart. Our situation is serious and we have
' great difficulties and are prepared for coastal ar;as
to be occupied by the United States. We do nmot want to
hide our difficulties from you as we are friends.

As the leader of the people, a Minister in
the Government and a leader of the Army, you can assure
your people that India would never embarrass China
in her difficulties. Whatever our differences, we o
would all along try to solve them by peaceful ﬂiscus§i§§f.
I say this with the same respongibility as ygu«hﬁuohi &

spoken.
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CY: If two ordinary countries are negotiatiugj they
do not expose théir difficulties to each other. As we
are brothers, I am telling you about our difficulties.

SS: We were shocked by the pressure brought against
us by the twoop movements, clashes /eto. If there were
di fferences, they could be diseméﬁd. I an speaking

frankly about these things.

CY: It would be best if we could reach some overall
settlement but if that is not possible gome interim
arrangement should be made.

SS: We also want a settlement to be reached.
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