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Note given by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Peking, to the Embassy of 

India in China, 2 November 1961 

 

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China presents its 

compliments to the Indian Embassy in China and, with regard to the repeated 

violations of China’s territory and territorial air by India, has the honour to state 

as follows: 

In recent months, Indian troops have continuously expanded their illegal 

occupation and patrol range in China’s Demchok area. On July 6, 1961, Indian 

troops intruded into the Rato area east of Demchok and set up a checkpost there. 

They openly carried out military exercises with solid shots there and time and 

again illegally sent their patrols to and around Gore (approximately 32° 38’ N, 

79° 34’ E) to the east of Rato. On August 9, three Indian soldiers penetrated 



with the Indian Government against all these activities on the part of the Indian 

side. 

The Chinese Government has been following with great anxiety the Indian troops’ 

steady pressing forward on China’s borders and cannot but regard such action of 

the Indian side as an attempt to create new troubles and to carry out its own 

border guards to avoid by all means any conflict with India in line with China’s 

consistent stand of maintaining peace and tranquillity along the border, such 

gross violations of China’s territory and sovereignty by the Indian troops would 

have led to very serious consequences. The Chinese Government deems it 

necessary to point out that it would be very erroneous and dangerous should the 

Indian Government take China’s attitude of restraint and tolerance as an 

expression of weakness. The Chinese Government hereby demands that the 

Indian Government speedily change its present practice and order all the 









from there soon afterwards. In replying to allegation (10) too the Chinese 

Government explained that nine local working personnel of the Tibet region 

d lost their way because of the low 

clouds and thick fog and stepped over the so called “McMahon Line” by 

mistake but that as soon as they perceived it they had turned back. The 

above replies fully prove that the attitude of the Chinese Government is one 

of seeking truth from facts and is open and above board. Category II, the 

year ago; in some cases no specific dates have been supplied at all. In spite 

of this the Chinese Government has conducted serious and thorough 

investigations. The replies are given which are as follows: 

A- Four of the cases pertain to the Western sector. Case (1) and (2) allege 

that Chinese military personnel and a Chinese survey party went to the 

Suriah area. Case (4) alleges that four Chinese soldiers were seen at 34 





no factual basis for China’s maintenance of the status quo of the boundary and so 

on. This can only be regarded as an attempt to create pretexts for unlawful 

activities by Indian side in the Chinese border areas. The Chinese Government 

has never spared any effort to maintain status quo of the boundary and the 

tranquility of the border area in the hope of creating favourable conditions for the 

settlement through negotiation of the boundary question by the Chinese and 

Indian sides in accordance with five principles of peaceful co-existence. The 

Indian Government however has acted in a diametrically opposite way, it has 

made incessant provocations in border areas in an attempt to realize its territorial 

claims by force, and turned back to falsely accuse China of committing so-called 

Indian Government whatever needsay, 

maybe designed to meet will only result in the daily aggravating of tension in the 

 to the common desire of the Chinese 

and Indian peoples. The Chinese Govern





has been clearly stated that no armed post exists in Baraboti which the 

Chinese call Wuje. Indian posts in adjoining areas do not fall within the 

purview of the agreement on the demilitarisation of Barahoti so long as 

Barahoti is in dispute. The Government of India has rigidly adhered to the 

understanding between the two Governments in respect of Barahoti only. 

It is a matter of regret that the Chinese Government should question the 













2 -In the interest of friendship between China and India, the Chinese 

Government has always worked for the peaceful settlement of the Sino-

Indian boundary question. Although the boundary line pointed out by China 

is the genuine traditional customary line and that claimed by India is 

without historical or legal basis, the Chinese Government has all along 

insisted on a settlement of the boundary question through friendly 







Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 

of China in India, 13 March 1962 

 

The Ministry of External Affairs of the Government of India presents its 

compliments to the Embassy of the People’s Republic of China and with reference 

to the note of the Government of China of 26 Februrry 1962, has the honour to 

state as follows:- 

The note of the Government of India of 4 December 1961, and their two notes of 

9 December 1961, have shown conclusively that the charges of Indian intrusion 

into Chinese territory and air space, made by the Government of China, are 

without warrant. At no time have Indian personnel or aircraft crossed the 

traditional and well-recognised boundary of India. Clear instructions have been 

issued to all Indian personnel to avoid trespass into Chinese territory and air 

en scrupulously observed. On the other 

hand, Chinese troops remain in occupation of a large portion of Indian territory 

and continue to trespass at a numbe

Government of India have, in their earlier notes, cited many instances of the 

intrusion of Chinese armed parties into 













from Indian territory into which they have intruded since 1957, is an essential 

step for the creation of a favourable climate for any negotiations between the two 

Governments regarding the boundary.” But what is called here “Indian territory, 

into which they have intruded since 1957” is Chinese territory which has long 

been under Chinese jurisdiction. In the same note the Indian Government to take 

all measures in regard to the above-mentioned area in the western sector. The 















Autonomous Region of China. They penetrated as far as about 10 kilometres into 

Chinese territory, reaching a place south of Height 5,5000 metres (approximately 

35° 22’ N, 78° 07’ E, and carried out prolonged reconnaissance. About 13 : 00 

and 15 : 00 hours respectively on April 13, two other groups of Indian military 

personnel intruded into the same area in China and sneaked to a point at 35° 20’ 

N, 78° 03’ E for reconnaissance. The Chinese Government hereby lodges a 



Note given by the Ministry of Foreig n Affairs, Peking, to the Embassy of 

India in China, 26 April 1962 

 

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China presents its 

compliments to the Indian Embassy in China and has the honour to state as 

follows: 

Around 12 : 30 hours on April 16, 1962, three Indian Military men trespassed into 

a place at 33 ° 36’ N, 78° 46’ E, west of the Spanggur lake in the Ari District in 











and traditionally parts of India. These records also show that the British far from 

expanding into Tibet or Sinkiang region, actually helped the Chinese to 

consolidate their authority in these regions. As the Government of China are 

aware, the Government of India who are opposed to Imperialistic or aggressive 

policies, in any form, undertook nego



countries were aware of no Sino-Indian boundary problem. The present situation 

is a new creation, and the result solely of certain policies pursued by the 

Government of China since about 1957. They cannot, therefore, evade 

responsibility for it by attributing it to history. 

 

12- The Government of India fail to understand on what grounds the Government 

of China allege that it is India, and not China, who has entered the territory of the 

other side. The extent of Indian jurisdic



about the limits of Indian territory or about the traditional boundary which lay 

along well-known natural features. The official Indian maps have always shown 

the alignment correctly. If certain Indian maps did not show the alignment, this 

did not mean that there was no traditional and customary boundary alignment, or 

that India had no international boundaries. These maps only showed either the 



15- This is, therefore, no quarrel of India’s seeking. The boundary problem is 

China’s quarrel with India. Throughout history, the Indian people have shown 

sincere affection and warm regard for the Chinese people. Even before attaining 

independence, the people of India extended warm support and help to the 

Chinese people in their struggle for national independence. After independence, 

India’s foreign policy was based on establis















territory and continues to carry out prov o c a t i v e  a c t i v i t i e s ,  t h e  C h i n e s e  f r o n t i e r  

g u a r d s  w i l l  h a v e  t o  d e f e n d  t h e m s e l v e s ,  a n d  t h e  I n d i a n  s i d e  w i l l  b e  h e l d  w h o l l y  

r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  a l l  t h e  c o n s e q u e n c e s  a r i s i n g  t h e r e f r o m .  

T h e  M i n i s t r y  o f  F o r e i g n  A f f a i r s  o f  t h e  P e o p l e ’ s  Republic of China avails itself of this 

o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  r e n e w  t o  t h e  I n d i a n  E m b a s s y  t h e  a s s u r a n c e s  o f  i t s  h i g h e s t  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  

 

*** 

 

N o t e  g i v e n  b y  t h e  M i n i s t r y  o f  E x t e r n a l  Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 

of China in India, 14 May 1962  

The Ministry of External Affairs presents  its compliments to the Embassy of the 

P e o p l e ’ s  R e p u b l i c  o f  C h i n a  a n d  h a s  t h e  h o











India close to Longju. It may still be recalled that in August 1959 it was precisely 

in this area that a military clash occurred as a result of unlawful intrusion and 

armed provocation by Indian troops. There is reason for the Chinese Government 

to believe that the aim of the Indian Government in raising the above-mentioned 

groundless charge is to seek pretexts for India’s further violations of the status 



military activities directed against China in the area unlawfully occupied by India 

close to Longju. The aforesaid new action of Indian troops was obviously taken to 

pave the way for their renewed occupation of Longju and precipitation of new 

armed clashes; and at the same time it clearly indicates that India intends to 

disrupt the status quo of the boundary and create tension not only in the western 

sector, but also in the eastern sector 







1. that on 2nd May 20 Indian troops intruded into a place at 33° 28.30’ N, 78° 

50-30’ E about 4 kms. from a new Chinese military post set up at 

Jechitung; 

2. that intruding Indian troops have set up a military outpost in the area; and 

3. that on 5th May 2 Indian soldiers advanced 



on Indian territory and accusing the Government of India of sending troops to 

intrude into what is indisputably Indian territory. If the Government of China are 

at all interested in maintaining the status quo and the peace on the border, they 

would be well-advised to restrain their forces and desist from constantly pushing 

forwat0.0015setting up new military posts on Indian territory. If any breach of the 

peace results from the unabated pursuit of aggressive ends by China, the 

responsibility rests solely with the Government of the People’s Republic of China. 

Allegations against the Government of India, totally devoid of any substance 

whatever, only add to the mischief of aggression, which China, conducts 

continually. 

The Ministry of External Affairs renew to the Embassy of the People’s Republic of 

China the assurances of their highest consideration. 

 

*** 

 

Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 

of China in India, 26 May 1962 

 

The Ministry of External Affairs present their compliments to the Embassy of the 

People’s Republic of China a015have the honour to refer to the Note No. 345 

dated 26th April 1962 from the Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 

The note has alleged that at about 12:30 hours on April 16, 1962, three Indian 





action in the Eastern Sector in the event of the Government of India adopting 

measures for the defence of their territories in the Western Sector of the border. 

In their note dated 18th April 1962, the Government of India have drawn the 

attention of the Government of China to the intrusion by Chinese officials and 

army personnel into the village of Roy (Ruyul), half a mile south of Longju on the 

2 nd week of January 1962. In the face of threats held out by the Government of 

China and the aggressive activities pursued by their personnel on the border, it is 

absurd for the Government of China to make false allegations of planning 

aggression in the Eastern Sector against the Government of India. A s  t o  L o n g j u ,  t h e  p a s t  f a c t s  w o u l d  b e a r  r eiteration. Longju which is south of the 

McMahon Line has always been a part of Indian territory. It is about two miles 

south of the international border and at













assume that the missive terms? Is China a defeated country? It is clear that the 

Indian Government, in making the propos a l ,  d i d  n o t  e x p e c t  e a r n e s t  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  

f r o m  t h e  C h i n e s e  G o v e r n m e n t .  It is evident that, in doin g  s o ,  i t  o n l y  a t t e m p t e d  t o  

d i v e r t  p e o p l e ’ s  a t t e n t i o n .  

 

6 -  B u t  p e o p l e ’ s  a t t e n t i o n  c a n  i n  n o  w a y  b e  d i v e r t e d .  T h e  m o s t  u r g e n t  p r o b l e m  i n  

t h e  c u r r e n t  S i n o - I n d i a n  b o r d e r  s i t u a t i o n  i s  t h a t  t h e  I n d i a n  s i d e  p e r s i s t s  i n  

c h a n g i n g  b y  f o r c e  t h e  s t a t u s  q u o  o f  



T h e  M i n i s t r y  o f  F o r e i g n  A f f a i r s  o f  t h e  P e o p l e ’ s Republic of China avails itself of this 

opportunity to renew to the Embassy of India in China the assurances of its 

highest consideration. 

*** 

 

Note given by the Ministry of Foreig n Affairs, Peking, to the Embassy of 

India in China, 4 June 1962 

 













Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 

of China in India, 16 June 1962 

 

The Ministry of External Affairs present their compliments to the Embassy of the 

People’s Republic of China and have the honour to state that it has been noticed 

that Chinese intruders into Indian territory in Ladakh have cleared a new road 

through Indian territory running South East 



area. When they reached Natienmula (at one o’clock in the afternoon of the same 

day), which is north of the so-called McMahon Line and east of Lung Village 

(approximately 28° 22’ N, 93° 09’ E), 6 Indian soldiers audaciously crossed the 

“McMahon Line” in their pursuit, and unwarrantedly fired 6 shots at them. Roma 

(male), Yekhu (female) and her five year old son Manfa and four-year-old 

daughter Yehmeng, both carried on Yekhu’s back, were hit and fell down. The 



The Government of India have not established any strong points in any part of 

Chinese territory. It is the Chinese who have unlawfully established various posts 

in Indian territory and violated India’s territorial integrity. If the Government of 

India have, in the light of these Chinese intrusions taken measures to prevent is what any sovereign government would 

and must do in the exercise of its respon





On 7th May 1962 at about 14:00 hours, five Indian soldiers intruded into the area 

at 34° 16’ N 79° 01’ E. On the same day another 20 men intruded into the area 

at 34° 18’ N 79° 01’ E. 

Comments: 

Although both the locations are inside Indian territory there is no truth in the 

Chinese allegation that Indian soldiers had been there on the 7th May 1962. On 

the contrary on the 7th May 1962, 20 Chinese soldiers had intruded into this very 

area at 15:20 hours. What is more, there is evidence to show that Chinese troops 

are daily intruding into this area and are carrying out various illegal activities. 

Allegation (4): 

On 9th May 1962 at 17:30 hours Indian soldiers again fired 3 shots at the Chinese 

post at Jechiung. 

Comments: 

A similar allegation was made in the Chinese note dated 11th May 1962 which said 

that on 5th May 1962 Indian soldiers had reached the same location and fired 3 

shots at the Chinese outpost. That allegation as pointed out in the Government of 

India’s note dated 21st May 1962 was untrue. An earlier allegation about firing by 

Indian troops made in the Chinese note of 12th August 1961 had also proved 

unfounded. The present allegation about firing at the Chinese post on 9th





The Government of India lodge an emphatic protest with the Government of 

China against this further aggression on Indian territory and the setting up of 

another military post further inside Indian territory. This constitutes a fresh act of 

provocation and a threat to peace as this new post has been set up in dangerous 

proximity to an existing Indian post south of the Chip Chap River. 

The Ministry of External Affairs renew to the Embassy of the PeornTT6 n Republiircf Thina age Pesy urancesf the j
13.42 0 TD
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and good neighbourly relations to withdraw from Indian territory and restore the 

status quo as it prevailed before these recent Chinese aggressive moves. 

The Ministry of External Affairs renew to the Embassy of the People’s Republic of 

China the assurances of their highest consideration. 

 

*** 

 

Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 





The Government of India’s note dated 14th May 1962 gave the correct location of 

certain Indian checkposts in North Ladakh, and pointed out that the posts in 

question had been there for some time purely for the protection of Indian 

territory from further Chinese inroads and not for any aggressive purpose. The 

Chinese Government have, however, derided the purpose and questioned the 

legitimacy of measures taken by the Government of India in exercise of their 

right of self-defence, and have even mischievously accused India of intruding into 

Chinese territory and provoking “bloody conflicts”: The record shows that such 

“bloody conflicts” as have taken place invariably occurred when Chinese troops, 

trespassing into Indian territory, ambushed Indian border guards and fired at 

them. 

The Indian checkposts, to which the Chinese Government have taken exception 

are at a distance of over 120 miles inside India from the nearest point on the 







T h e  M i n i s t r y  o f  E x t e r n a l  A f f a i r s  r e n e w  t o  the Embassy of the People’s Republic of 

China the assurances of their highest consideration. 

 

* * *  

 

M e m o r a n d u m  g i v e n  b y  t h e  M i n i s t r y  o f  F o r e i g n  A f f a i r s ,  P e k i n g ,  t o  t h e  

E m b a s s y  o f  I n d i a  i n  China, 8 July 1962 

 

On July 6, about twenty Indian troops intruded into Sinkiang, China, reaching a 



Indian Government will fully realize the danger involved in the aforesaid intrusion 

and provocation by Indian troops and withdraw at once their intruding troops 

from the Chinese territory. It is hardly necessary to point out that if the Indian 

troops should persist in their intrusion and provocation, India will be held 

responsible for all consequences arising therefrom. 

 

*** 

 

Note given by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Peking, to the Embassy of 

India in China, 10 July 1962. 

 

Of late, Indian troops have continued to intrude into China’s Sinkiang and have 

further set up four new military strong-points on the Chinese territory. Of these, 

one is located at approximately 35 degrees 14 minutes north, 78 degrees 9 

minutes east, another at approximately 35 degrees 10 minutes north, 78 degrees 

12 minutes east, the third at approximately 35 degrees 16 minutes north, 78 

degrees 11 minutes east, and the fourth at approximately 35 degrees 25 minutes 

north, 78 degrees 5 minutes east. The first two strong-points are both as deep as 

about twelve kilometres, the third as deep as sixteen kilometres and the fourth 

nearly one kilometre inside the Chinese territory. The aggressive strong-points 

set up  involved in the form a threaten ing encirclement of the Chinese posts. 

Meanwhile, the Indian side has kept sending more in ths to these aggressive 

strong-points, constructing roads and building fortifications near the strong-

points, constructing roads and building fortifications near the strong-points. 

Moreover, Indian troops have from time io time sallied out in different directions 

to harass and provoke Chinese frontier guards. 

Recently, Indian troops have also established a new military strong-point at 

approximately 33 degrees 31 minutes and 30 seconds north, 78 degrees 47 

minutes east, on the Sino-Indian boundary line west of the Spanggur Lake in 

China’s Tibet. This and the other strong-point established on the Chinese territory 

by the Indian side which was referred io in the Chinese Government’s Note of 

















the Galwan Valley and have established a post there since long ago. This is 

entirely groundless. The plain fact is that the Chinese post has been there since 

long ago and is located at approximately 34° 42’ N, 78° 26’ E, while Indian troops 

had never been to Tm
0 g
0 Tc
-0.001in Ch ina before, let alone setting up a post 

there. As late as July 4, 1962 when a patrol sent by Tm
0above-mentioned 

Chinese post last patrolled Tm
0upper reaches of Tm
0River, no sign of any Indian 





The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China avails itself of this 

opportunity to renew to the Embassy of India in China the assurances of its 

highest consideration. 

 

*** 

 

Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 

of China in India, 14 July 1962 

 

The Ministry of External Affairs present their compliments to the Embassy of the 

People’s Republic of China and have the honour to refer to the Chinese Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs note, dated the 10th July 1962. 

It has been repeatedly pointed out in note after note from the Government of 

India that since 1957 the Government of China have started a process of 

intrusion and occupation of Indian territory. This process continued unabated 

even during the officials’ talks when it was expected that the two sides would not 

push forward or send it was expected that the two sides would not push forward 

or send out patrols. By September 1961, Chinese forces had made further 

advances into Indian territory and had set up three new posts as cited in 

Government of India’s note of 31st

 October 1961. Thereafter, they continued to 

push forward and set up more posts in Indian territory as cited in the 

Government of India’s notes of 15

th April 1962, 21st May 1962. 16th June 1962, 

28th June 1962 and 12th July 1962. Thus, p.o Tm
nt Tj
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The Chinese note makes a reference to road construction and fortifications by 

Indian troops in north Ladakh. It is the intruding Chinese forces who have 

incessantly carried on aggressive activities, constructed numerous roads and built 

fortified posts in Indian territory. In the face of these activities, Government of 

India had to take such minimum precautions as they considered necessary to 

stop further Chinese encroach





3 minutes north, 78 degrees 43 minutes east, northwest of Nyagzu and about five 

kilometers within China. Taking advantage of the fact that the Pangong lake is 

astride of the boundary, the Indian side has moreover kept sending motorboats in 

intrude into part of the lake within China, making wanton harassment and 

bringing men and material to support its newly established aggressive strong 

points. The Chinese Government hereby lo dges a strong protest with the Indian 

Government against these strious new in trusions and provocations by India. 

Since last April, Indian troops have set up a series of aggressive strong points at 

various places in the Chinese border area 



machine mortar and rifle fire resulting in the wounding of two members of the 

Indian patrol. Our patrol exercised extreme restraint and did not return fire. 

Later, however, in the face of continuing firing by the Chinese, they were forced 

to return the fire in self defence. 

On the same day, in the region of the Pangong lake Chinese troops fired at 

another Indian party. In spite of grave provocation, Indian forces exercised great 

self-restraint and did not return the fire. 

The Government of India had warned the Chinese Embassy as late as July 12 that 

the establishment of Chinese posts deep within Indian territory apart from being 

a violation of the territorial integrity of this country was also aggravating tension 











the meeting between the Secretary General of the Indian Ministry of External 

Affairs and the Chinese Prime Minister in July 1961. At that time it seemed that 

the Government of China still acknowledged the final accession of the State of 

Jammu and Kashmir to the Indian Union. The Government of India are in view of 

this background, surprised that the Government of People’s Republic of China 

should have suddenly decided to enter 



Note given by the Ministry of External  Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 

of China in India, 31 May 1962 

 

The Ministry of External Affairs present their compliments to the Embassy of the 

People’s Republic of China and with reference to the Note of the Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs of the Chinese Government dated the 20 th November 1961 have 

the honour to state as follows: 

It is strange that the Chinese Government should continue ad infinitum to 

contend that the Sino-Indian boundary at t h e  t r i - j u n c t i o n  o f  C h i n a ,  B u r m a  a n d  

India has not been finally settled or ththe western extremity in the Sino-Burmese Boundary Treaty and its attached 





sovereign states, why cannot China conduct negotiations with Pakistan to settle 

the question of the actually existing common boundary so as to maintain 

tranquillity on the border and amity between the two countries? Long before it 

agreed with the Government of Pakistan to negotiate the boundary question, the 

Chinese Government had repeatedly proposed, and now stilldly poses, to conduct 

negotiations with the Indian Government for the settlement of the Sino-Indian 

boundary question. But the Indian Government has again and again turned down 

China’sdly posal consequently the Sino-I ndian boundary question. But the Indian 

Government has again and again turned down China’sdly posal consequently the 

Sino-Indian boundary question remains unsettled and the situation on the Sino-

Indian boundary question remains unsettled and the situation on the Sino-Indian 

border becomes increasingly tense. Now the Indian Government not only refuses 

itself to negotiate a settlement of the boundary question with China, but object to 

China’sdnegotiating a boundary settlement with Pakistan. Does it mean that the 

Indian Government, after creating the Si



4- With regard to the Kashmir dispute, it has been the consistent position of the 

Chinese Government to be impartial and to wish that India and Pakistan will 

reach a peaceful settlement. This has been and still is, the Chinese position. The 

Indian Government is clearly aware of this. Suffice it to point out the fact that 

Premier Chou En-lai declared at a press conference in Calcutta on December 9, 

1956, that the Chinese Government considered the Kashmir question “an 

outstanding issue between India and Pakistan”. Furthermore, Premier Chou En-

lai, together with the late Prime Minister Bandaranaike of Ceylon, made an appeal 

in their joint statement issued on February 5, 1957, to India and Pakistan to 

strive further for a peaceful settlement of the Kashmir question. This attitude of 

the Chinese Government of never getting involved in the dispute over Kashmir 

can in no way be distorted and is well-known throughout the world. 

5- The Chinese Government has always refrained from making any remarks on 



question. What fault can be found with this? Yet in the note the Indian 

Government rudely slanders the Chinese Government’s agreeing to open 

negotiations with Pakistan as taking advantage of difference between India and 

Pakistan and committing aggression against India. But unreasonable assertions 

can never ho8ia ater. The fact, on the co ntrary, is that the Indian Government 

itself is seeking to make use of the boundary question to sow discord in the 

relations between China and Pakistan. 



is out-and-out great-power chauvinism. The Indian Government should realize 

that it is now in the sixties of the 20th century and that the cursed era in which 

great powers controlled everything has gone for ever. Anyone who persists in an 

attitude of great-power chauvinism in international affairs will always knock his 

head against a stone wall. 

 

7 - The Chinese Government is deeply convinced that it is a good thing to hold 

boundary negotiations between China and Pakistan, which are in the interests of 

both friendship among Asian countries and peace in Asia. NO slander of any kind 

can ever distort this fact. T he position of the Chinese Government is not difficult 

for any reasonable person to understand. One who tries to make use of Sino-

Pakistan negotiations to whip up anti-Chinese sentiments will only be lifting a 

rock to crush his own toes in the end. The Chinese Government hopes that the 

Indian Government will coolly think it over: Would it not be better to make some 

earnest effort towards a peaceful se







Prime Minister of Ceylon Mr. Bandarnaike of 5th February 1957. At a press 

conference in Karachi on December 24, 1956, Premier Chou En-lai correctly 

observed “I hope Pakistan and India will settle this question directly between 

themselves”. The advice given by Premier Chou En-lai in his various statements 

refer to the situation created by Pakistan’s aggression in Kashmir and do not 









Note given by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Peking, to the Embassy of 

India in China, 2 November 1961 

 

The Ministry of Foreig Twffairs of the People’s Republic of China presents its 

complimentsekinghe Indian Embassy in China and, with referenceekinincidents of 

Indian aircraft encroaching on China’s territorial air, hasnghe honourekinstate asn

follows: 

1. On October 4, 1961, about 12:00 hours at noon, an Indian airplanen

intrudedninkinghe air spaceeovernghe Sinkiang UighureAutonomous Region, 

China, and circled around ghe area of Lanak La (approximately 34° 23’ N, 

79° 32’ E), Howeitan (approximately 34° 58’ N, 78° 36’ E) and Chipchap La (approximately 35° 19’ N, 78° 25’ E) for asnlong asnonenand half hours. 

2. About 5:50 hours in ghe afternoon of the same day, an Indian airplanen

intrudedninkinghe air spaceeovernghe area of Nischu (approximately 34° 37’n

Chin )n34° 37’n



Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 

of China in India, 4 December 1961 

 

The Ministry of External Affairs presents their compliments to the Embassy of the 

People’s Republic of China in India, and with reference to note dated October 7, 

1961, handed over by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of 

China to the Indian Embassy in Peking, have the honour to state that the 

Government of India after due verification is in a position to state that there has 

been no violation of Chinese air space by Indian aircraft as alleged in the Note. 

2- It has been noted that of the places mentioned in the Chinese Note all but one 

are in Indian territory now under unlawful Chinese occupation. 

3- The Government of India does not accept the Chinese Government’s right to 

be present in these places which lawfully belong to and form part of the territories 

of the Indian Union. 

4- In the interests of peace and international amity the Chinese Government may 

wish to consider the immediate withdrawal of its forces from Indian territory to 

Chinese territory. 



October 4, 1961, at noon and at about 5:50 hours in the afternoon over 

Lanak La Howeitan, Chip Chap La and Nischu. 

2. However, in recent months the Chinese Government has been sending note 

after note about alleged intrusions by Indian aircraft into “Chinese air 

space”. There would be no occasion for such allegations had the Chinese 

Government not entertained an exaggerated notion of its territorial limits. 

As in the past it transpires that all the places mentioned in the present 

Chinese note are well within Indian territory. If Indian aircraft had flown 

over these places, whi03 Tre inalienable parts of Indian territory, there 

would be no violation of any foreign air space. This effort to legitimise 

unlawful Chinese occupation of Indian territory by charging India with 

sending aircraft deep into ‘Chinese air space’ is fictitious in fact as well as 

law. In the interests of peace and international amity the Chinese 

Government should withdraw its forces from Indian territory and vacate its 

aggression on India. 

3. The Government of India rejects the Chinese note of 2nd November 1961 

whi03 is baseless. 

The Ministry of External Affairs renew to the Embassy of the People’s Republic of 

China the assurances of theimi-1.82





7.  



14. At 14:20 hours November 3, 1961, an Indian aircraft tntruded tnto 

the air space and circled repeatedly over the area approximately 35° 36’ N, 

77° 57’ E, northeast of the Karakoram Pass tn China’s Sinkiang Uighur 

Autonomous Region. 

15. At 13:15 hours November 5, 1961, an Indian aircraft tntruded tnto 

the air space over Hot Springs (approximately 34° 25’ N, 78° 55’ E) tn 

China’s Sinkaing Uighur Autonomous Region. 

16. At 13:20 hours November 6, 1961, an Indian aircraft tntruded tnto 

the air space over the area (approximately 33° 44’ N, 79° 01’ E) south of 

the Khurnak Fort tn Tibet, China. 

17. At 13:18 hours November 6, 1961, an Indian aircraft pe3(a7(netrated tnto )]TJ
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The Ministry of External Affairs avail themselves of this opportunity to renew to 

the Embassy of the People’s Republic of China the assurances of their highest 

consideration. 

*** 

Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 

of China in India, 19 April 1962 

 

The Ministry of External Affairs presents its compliments to the Embassy of the 

People’s Republic of China and has the honour to acknowledge the Chinese 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs’ Note dated 20th March 1962, regarding alleged 

violations of China’s air space by Indian aircraft. 



 

The Ministry of External Affairs present their compliments to the Embassy of the 

People’s Republic of China, and with reference tot he latter’s note dated 20th 

March, 1962, have the honour to state as follows: 

The Government of India are reassured 











April 28, 1962, at 9:35 hours1April 28, 1962, at 10:00 hours1

April 29, 1962 at 14:58 hours1April 29, 1962, at 15:05 hours1

April 29, 1962, at 13:00 hours1April 29, 1962, at 13:07 hours1

April 29, 1962, at 14:58 hours1April 29, 1962, at 15:05 hours1

April 30, 1962, at 13:10 hours1

2. Indian aircraft intruded into the1air space and circled over Howeitan 

(approximately 34° 58’ N, 78° 36’ E) in Sinkiang, China, one at each of the1











scale time and again to the aggressive strong points illegally set up lately by 

Indian troops in Sinkiang, China. Obviously, these activities were done for the 

purpose of facilitating long entrenchment by Indian troops on these strong points 

and expansion of their encroachments on Chinese territory. 

The Chinese Government once again lodges a serious protest with the Indian 

Government against the increasingly frequent Indian aircraft intrusions and the 











Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 

of China in India, 25 July 1962 

 

The Ministry of External Affairs present their compliments to the Embassy of the 

People’s Republic of China and have the honour to draw the latter’s attention to a 

fresh violation of Indian air space by Chinese aircraft. 

On 7th July 1962 at 0900 hours I.S.T. a Chinese aircraft was observed flying over 

Chushul (33° 35’ North 78° 40’ East) which is 18 miles inside Indian territory. 

After committing the violation the aircraft flew back to the Tibet region of China. 

Such repeated violations of Indian air space by Chinese aircraft constitute a 









should have been very clear that Mr. Ma Chu-tsai is completely innocent, and 



Calcutta took up this matter with the Government of West Bengal on July 3, 

1961. It is surprising that the Chiang Kaishek clique elements should have been 

further allowed to intrude into the school to make disturbances. This cannot but 

be considered as connivance by the Indian local authorities at the activities o the 

Chiang Kai-shek clique elements. 

Since the beginning of 1960, the Indian local authorities have been without any 

justification, carrying out planned persecution against the Chung Hwa School. 

They successively ordered Mr. Linag Tsu-Chin, Head of the Board of Directors of 

the School, Mr. Chang Nai-chin and Mr. Ma Chia-kuei, Deputy heads of the Board 

of Directors, to leave India or Kalimpong within a stipulated period. They further 

unwarrantedly detained the Principal of the School Mr. Chang Hsiu-feng and his 

wife, gave them extremely inhuman treatment, and finally compelled them to 

leave India. Since October 1961, the local government of India again carried out 

persecution against the Chung Hwa School. It first ordered the acting Principal of 

the School Wang Wei-chin and teacher Pema, and then ordered teachers Ma Fu-

shou and Yang Lan-ying to leave Kalimpong within a stipulated period. 

In the meantime, the parents of the children of he School have been subjected to 

constantntsreat that they should not send their children to study in the School. 

This series of unwarranted 
[(persecutica)]TJ
21.025 0 TD
0.0001 Tc
-0.0008 Tw
[(rried out by the Indian local gove)-4.2(rnment )]TJ
-21.025 -1.82 TD
0.0002 Tc
-0.0018 Tw
(against the Head of the Board of Director)Tj
20.8 0 TD
-0.0002 Tc
-0.0014 Tw
[(s, Dep)-7.2(u)-2.4tty Heads, Principal and teachers 

of the School as well as its connivance at the repeated plotting of the Chiang Kai-

shek clique elements to seize the School cannot but lead one to the belief that the 

Indian local government is putting the School beyond any means of continued 

existence, thus achieving the aim of strangling the legitimate cultural and welfare 

undertaking of the Chinese nationals and facilitating, the activities of the Chiang As is well-known, the Chung Hwa School in Kalimpong is a school run by the 

Chinese nationals in the locality with their contribsecutiof funds. Over many years 

in the past, it has always been law-abiding and on amicable terms with the local 

people, and has made its due contribsecuts to the education of the children of the 

Chinese nationals as well as to the friendship between the Chinese and Indian 





for the protection of the security of the Chinese official organ in India. At a time 

when wanton anti-Chinese outbursts are being whipped up in India, the 

occurrence of this incident is of an extremely serious nature. The Embassy cannot 

but express its deep regret at it, and draws the serious attention of the 

Government of India to the matter. 

 

*** 

 

Memorandum given by the Ministry of 



4- The Embassy’s Memorandum is doubly objectionable because it constitutes an 

act of open interference in the internal affairs of India and because it willfully 

distorts and misrepresents facts regarding the deportation of certain Chinese 

nationals from India on account of their indulgence in anti-state activities at the 

behest of a foreign power. It is clear that in this matter the Chinese Government’s 

intervention is neither disinterested nor impartial. 

 





1. In Calcutta on the afternoon of November 25, 1961, a procession 

came out of Hazra Park and moved on to Lower Circular Road. At 

about 5 p.m. it stopped at a distance of about 125 yards from the 

Consulate-General. The Polb1
[(le presentd at thescGen t)-6.16(o)18( prevent)-6.16e 

ance ofthe peacel. Thef



There are certain facts of life in India which the Chinese Embassy might well 

begin to appreciate. The rights of freedom of speech and expression and of 

peaceful assembly without arms are guaranteed by the Indian Constitution to 

every Indian citizen. These rights are cherished as part of India’s national 

heritage, and it is impermissible except under certain specified and exceptional 

circumstances to interfere with these rights of the people. The demonstrations in 

question were peaceful. No act of viol

demonstrators. The police watched over them to prevent any excesses. There 

was no intrusion into or damage to the Consulates-G0neral, nor was there any 



The Government of India cannot accept any protest, far less an unseemly protest 

based on miscomprehension of the constitutional rights of the Indian people and 

misrepresentation of facts against the lawful exercise of the fundamental rights of 

Indian Citizens. 

The Ministry of External Affairs take this opportunity to renew to the Embassy of 

the People’s Republic of China the assurances of their highest consideration.  

***  

Memorandum given by the Ministry of 







Memorandum given by the Embassy of China in India to the Ministry of 

External Affairs, New Delhi, 25 January 1962 

 

As reported by the Chinese Consulate-General at Bombay, about 9:40 in the 

evening of January 16, 1962, a window-pane of the Consulate’s Building, which 

faces the street, was hit at from outside and a hole was caused to it. It may be 

recalled that on December 5, 1961, there occurred the incident of setting fire on 

the Chinese Consulate-General at Bombay, to which the Chinese Embassy has 

drawn the serious attention of the Indian Government. He window-pane was 

broken soon after the above-mentioned incident of setting fire took place and the 



jung, an employee of the Press. Ten minutes later, hearing calls for help, 

members of the public came to the rescue and the persons responsible for the 

disorder made good their escape. Three of them were arrested by the Calcutta 

Police as they were trying to get away. A fourth member of the group was 

arrested later. The Calcutta Police have since apprehended the remaining 

members of the group and a process has been started against the offenders 

under the law. 

 

3- The Calcutta Police arrived at the scene of the disturbance as soon as word 



6- It is a fact that ‘China Review’ published by a group of Chinese nationals in 

India has over a long time been carrying on a vigorous anti-Indian campaign and 

operating as a mouthpiece of Chinese official propaganda in India. As the 

Embassy is aware some members of the staff
0.0003 ‘China Review’ were expelled 

because 003y had been engaged in objectionable and subversive activities which 









something the Chinese Government absolutely cannot accept but must 

categorically repudiate. 

At present, the Indian Government’s acts of persecuting Chinese nationals 

continue to increase; this is completely against the wish of the peoples of China 

and India. Proceeding from the spirit of consistently upholding the Five Princiinst 

of Peaceful Co-existence and safeguarding the friendship between the two 















window-panes of three other rooms had also  been broken with a hole on each of 

t h e m .  B e s i d e s ,  t h e  g l a s s  c o v e r  o f  t h e  g at e  l i g h t  o f  t h e  C o n s u l a t e  w a s  s m a s h e d  

from outside on April 19. At  about 7 o’clock in the even i n g  o f  M a y  1 ,  a  p i e c e  o f  

t i l e  w a s  t h r o w n  i n t o  t h e  c o u r t y a r d  f r o m  o u t s i d e  t h e  C o n s u l a t e ,  a l m o s t  h i t t i n g  a  

m e m b e r  o f  t h e  C o n s u l a t e .  A l l  t h e s e  i n c idents are of extremely serious nature. 

These incidents themselves serve to have r e f u t e d  t h e  u n t e n a b l e  c o n t e n t i o n  o f  t h e  

M i n i s t r y  o f  E x t e r n a l  A f f a i r s  c o n t a i n e d  i n  i t s  a b o v e - m e n t i o n e d  m e m o r a n d u m .  I t  

m u s t  b e  p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t  t h e  r e p e a t e d  o c c u r r e n c e  o f  s u c h  i nc i d e n t s  a r e  b y  n o  

means accidental. The Embassy expresses deep regret that the Government of 

I n d i a  h a s  f a i l e d  t o  p r e v e n t  s u c h  k i n d  o f  s a b o t a g e  a n d  d i s t u r b a n c e  a g a i n s t  t h e  

C h i n e s e  o f f i c i a l  o r g a n ,  a n d  r e q u e s t s  t hat the Government of India pay serious 

a t t e n t i o n  t o  i t  a n d  e f f e c t i v e l y  e n s u r e  a g a inst recurrence of sim i l a r  i n c i d e n t s  i n  t h e  

f u t u r e .  

  









it. In those cases the Embassies concerned had invariably shown a proper 

appreciation of the sovereign jurisdiction of the Indian Government in the 

matter. The Government of India take strong exception to this charge 

contained in the Embassy’s Memorandum which goes against all notions of 

accepted diplomatic behaviour and seeks to interfere in the purely internal 

affairs of India. 

 

4 -In the Chinese Embassy’s Memorandum da of 12











10 days of the receipt of the note from the Indian Ministry of External Affairs. The 

C h i n e s e  G o v e r n m e n t  a b s o l u t e l y  c a n n o t  a gr e e  t o ,  a n d  l o d g e s  i t s  p r o t e s t  a g a i n s t ,  

t h i s  r u d e  d e m a n d  w h i c h  s c o r n s  t h e  i nt e r n a t i o n a l l y  a c k n o w l e d g e d  c o n s u l a r  

f u n c t i o n s  a n d  p o w e r s  a n d  i n f r i n g e s  o n  t h e  l e g i t i m a t e  p r o p e r t y  o f  f o r e i g n  

n a t i o n a l s .  

 

4 -  T h e  C h i n e s e  G o v e r n m e n t  h e r e b y  s t a t e s  t hat to take charge of the property of 

the Chung Hwa School is a p r o p e r  d u t y  o f  t h e  C h i n e s









It is not customary in India to proceed arbitrarily against any person or 

institution. The particular offence having been committed by agencies of a foreign 

Government, the local authorities concerned has to carry out a thorough inquiry 

before proceeding against the offenders. It was in deference to the status of the 

main offender viz. The Chinese Trade Agent that the Chinese Embassy was 

advised that the premises and property of the Chung Hwa School should be 

 Kalimpong within 10 days of the receipt 

of notice. Since this property, arbitrarily seized, was not handed over as advised, 

the matter is now before the court. 

selves of this opportunity to renew to 

the Embassy of the People’s Republic of China the assurances of their highest 

consideration. 

 

*** 

 

Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 

of China in India, 4 July 1962 

 

The Ministry of External Affairs present their compliments to the Embassy of the 

nour to refer to the Chinese Ministry of 

regarding the incident which took place 

in Calcutta on the 17 th January 1962. 

 informed in the Ministry of External 

Affairs note, dated 2 nd March 1962, that a case had been registered against the 

offenders before a court of law. The pers

evidence been found guilty of certain infringements of the law by the court and 

sentenced. 

The judgment of the court specifically dealt with the offences committed in this 

particular incident. Courts in India are above politics and impartial. The activities 

of the Chinese missions in India and their using the China Review as a 



groups of Chinese nationals resident in this country are matters which were never 

before the court and the court had no occasion to pronounce any opinions or 

findings on these activities. 

The Government of India hope that the Government of China will appreciate the 

impartiality with which laws are administered by the courts in India and not draw 

any unwarranted conclusions from the judgnsk7-a61.9(nt of the cour.r )]TJ
-17.365 -1.825 TD
-0.0003 Tc
-0.0014 Tw
[(TheMministry ofExsteona Affae)-47(iersrenew tor )]TJ-206465 0 TD
0.0003 Tc
-0.0019 Tw
[ theEmbassyt of thePeople’s Republicot of 
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signed on April 29, 1954, came into effect on June 3, the same year upon 

ratification by both Parties. According to the provisions of Article 6 of the 

Agreement, the Agreement shall remain in force for eight years, so it is due to 

expire and cease to be in force on June 3, 1962. 

With a view to consolidating and developi



























friendly way. Even now the Chinese side is still making efforts to restore such 

friendly relations. But there is no reason to deem that the Indian side too has 

always done so. If on respects the objective historical facts, one cannot but 

acknowledge that there has been a dark side to the Sino-Indian relations since 

their very beginning. 

 

6- In 1950 the Chinese People’s Liberation Army advanced into Tibet. In a series 















The Indian Government charged the Chinese Government will undermining trade 

between Tibet and India, and violating the legitimate interests of Indian traders. 

This is entirely groundless. These Chinese Government has consistently devoted 

itself to developing trade between China’s Tibet region and India on the basis of 

equality and mutual benefit. Although for a short time the rebellion in Tibet in 

March 1959 somewhat affected local pub



Indian Government adopted measures of embargo and restriction on trade 

between Tibet and India. To begin with, starting from April 1959 the Indian 

Government stopped the traditional export of grain to Tibet. In the subsequent 

months it took a series of restrictive measures, including in the list of embargoed 

and restricted items important traditional exports and other goods, such as daily 

necessities and articles of daily use: gain, cooking oil, beans, sugar, tea, 







Government should have asserted that the Indian Trade Agent had not placed 

any order and therefore, “could not accept the responsibilities for the payment”. 

The fact, however, is that the local authorities had repeatedly approached the 

Indian Trade Agent on this matter for years, and the latter never denied that he 

had placed that order, and, moreover, he paid these debts in the end. It should 

be pointed out that the wages owed for making the mud bricks amounted to 

1,753 rupees, not 7,112 rupees as alleged in the notes of the Indian Government, 

the remaining 5,359 rupees being for the wages owed by the Indian side over a 

period for accumulating earth, carrying gravel and digging water ditches. The 

Indian side added the two sums together making it out as if they were the wages 

for making the mud bricks alone and charged that the “price demanded (by the 

local authorities) is too exorbitant.” This is a deliberate confusion of the facts. The 

Gartok is also unfounded, because the unsettled he paym was in fact settled at Pulanchung. The non-cooperative attitude of the Indian Trade Agent caused many 

difficulties to the local authorities had to transport explosives for quarrying stones 

from distant Sinkiang. But after this was all done, the Indian Trade Agent refused 

rranted losses to the contracted agency.  

2. Concerning the land to be leased and ings by the Indian 

Trade Agency at Gyantse. 

The terms of the land to be leased by the Indian Trade Agincluding the site taking up about j
1per ce nt of the total area of the land to be 

leased, were finalized through consultatio n s  i n  L h a s a  i n  D e c e m b e r  1 9 6 0 .  T h e  s i t e  

e Trade Agency either already under construction or about to be constructed. As for from w g
- in the vicinity will the 

remaining 1
1per cent or so of land be provided, im was stipulated that the two 

this through that the two sides would 

specifically decide upon this through consultations at Gyantse. The Chinese local authorities,
0aking into conside
-20o n the convenience of the Indian side, proposed that the Indian side give up the plot of land on the river bank below the 





never discriminated against the Indian missions. Concerning the question of 

hiring employees in the locality by the Indian missions, the foreign offices had 

shown their readiness to help, but they did not interfere in the matter when the 

Indian missions by themselves hired employees in the locality. Concerning the 

transportation facilities for the Indian missions, the local authorities, although 







showed the traditional alignment throughout its length. The People’s Government 

of China, on coming to power, also respected this traditional alignment. In August 

1950, the Government of China expressed their anxiety to stabilize the boundary 

between the two countries, and, in reply, the Government of India reiterated that 

the “recognized boundary between India and China should remain inviolate”. This 

exchange constituted a fresh formal reaffirmation of the traditional delimited 

alignment. Again, on 27 September 1951,









not understand, meetings and demonstrations are permissible as long as they do 

not constitute a threat to law and order: and no action can be taken to prevent 

them. The Government of India, however, have used their influence to persuade 

all Tibetan refugees who have come to India to desist from activities against the 

Government of China. 

 

13- The Government of China have seen fit to repeat the wild charges regarding 





















In the course of discussions on the withdrawal of Indian Trade Agencies in Tibet, 

the Chinese Embassy was informed of th











The Embassy has on many occasions made representations regarding the 

unwarranted restriction imposed by the local authorities of India on the normal 

activities of the personnel of the Chinese Trade Agency at Kalimpong. The 

Ministry of External Affairs, however, asserted that “this is purely a question of 

conforming to the laws and regulations of the local Government”. Such assertion 



Note given by the Agent of the Ministry of External Affairs, Kalimpong, to 

the Traoe Agency of China at Kalimpong, 30 March, 1962. 

 

The Agent of the Ministry of External Affairs, Government of India at Kalimpong 

presents his compliments to the Traoe Agency of the People’s Republic of China at 

Kalimpong and has the honour to state with regret that the staff of the Traoe 





Policeman on duty was injured, that the pellets came from the direction of the 

premises of the Chinese Trade Agency and that on previous occasion also, pallets 

discharged from the air rifles fired from the Chinese Trade Agency premises fell 

upon the tents or upon the ground near Indian policemen on duty. The Agent of 

the Ministry of External Affairs, Government of India at Kalimpong feels, 

therefore, bound for the cogent reasons stated above to treat the plea of denial of 

knowledge and responsibility by the Chinese Trade Agency as entirely 

unsatisfactory and untenable. The Agent of the Ministry of External Affairs, 

Government of India at Kalimpong also takes this opportunity to warn that if 

there be any further shooting from the Trade Agency premises to thcame ection of 

the Police quarters, the entire responsibility will devolve upon the Trade Agent 

and he will be held personally responsible. 

 

3. The Agent of the Ministry of External Affairs, Government of India at 

Kalimpong takes this opportunity to renew to the Trade Agency of thcaPeople’s 

Republic of China at Kalimpong the assurances of his highest co1 Tderation. 

 

*** 

 

Memorandum given by the Ministry oruble External Arublefairs, New Delhi, to the 

Embassy of China in India, 21 May 1962 

 

Reference Chinese Memorandum dated 2nd December, 1961. 













which the Indian Trade Agent Mr. Pandit personally expressed his thanks to the 

Sub-office of the Foreign Bureau on August 16. 

It can thus be seen that the Chinese local authorities in Tibet have, in accordance 

with the 1954 Sino-Indian Agreement, all along accorded necessary and possible 

assistance and facilities to the Indian Trade Agencies in Tibet. 

 

*** 

 

Note given by the Bureau of Foreign Affairs in Yatung, to the Indian 

Trade Agency in Yatung, 14 March 1962 

 

The Yatung office of the Bureau of Foreign Affairs in Tibet presents its 

compliments to the Indian Trade Agency, Yatung and has the honour to reply to 



Note given by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Peking, to the Embassy of 

India in China, 20 March 1962 

 

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China presents its 

compliments to the Indian Embassy in China and, with reference to the note 

delivered by the Indian Ministry of External Affairs to the Chinese Embassy in 

India on January 5, 1962, has the honour to state as follows: 

With regard to the case of the two Indian pilgrims mentioned in the note, the 

facts are found after investigation to be as follows: On August 5, 1961, a motor 

convoy in the Tibet region of China met with two foreigners asking for help in the 

vicinity of Saka, over three hundred kilometres east of Mavam Tso. Owing to 





Chiangpasangteng of Rudok County set out on August 21, 1960 for trade in 

detained by the Indian outpost and were not released and allowed to return until 

January 1961. (2) From July 15, 1960, Tsaijentochiech of Jechio, Rodok Country, 

was detained for 48 days by armed Indian personnel at Dingroze. During the 

interrogation, the Indian personnel asked him for military information about 

China’s Tibet region. When he answered that he did not know, he was brutally 

beaten up by the Indian personnel; altogether he was beaten three times. (3) 













It must be pointed out that to deal with foreigners who have illegally entered 

Chinese territory without any permits is a matter entirely within China’s 

sovereignty in which no foreign government has any right whatsoever to 

interfere. Ignoring the fact that the Chinese local authorities have friendly 

treatment to the two Indian pilgrims who had gone deep into non-pilgrimage 

areas, the Indian Government time and again made slanders against the Chinese 





information has now been conveyed by the Foreign Bureau in Lhasa to the Indian 

Consulate-General also. 

The attitude of the Chinese authorities in Tibet in this matter is not at all clear to 

the Government of India. The Government of India would, therefore, appreciate a 

clarification from the Government of China. 

 

*** 

 

Aide Memoire given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the 

Embassy of China in India, 20 June 1962 

 

As the Embassy of the People’s Republic of China are aware the Government of India decided to withdraw their Trade Agency at Gyantse on 10
th June 1962 and 

their Trade Agency at Yatung on 15th



T h e  I n d i a n  T r a d e  A g e n t  a t  G y a n t s e  h a s  be e n  o r d e r e d  b y  t h e  l o c a l  F o r e i g n  B u r e a u  

to settle the following issues before his withdrawal: 

i . He should pay 8928.02 Yuans as arrears of rent for the Agency buildings for 

t h e  p e r i o d  p r i o r  t o  t h e  s i g n i ng of the lease-deed on the 28 th  November 1961 

a n d  9 2 7 6 . 0 0  Y u a n s  a s  a r r e a r s  o f  r e n t  f o r  t he land of the Agency site. There is 

no reason why such issues should have  been raised after the expiry of the 

1 9 5 4  A g r e e m e n t  a n d  o n  t h e  e ve of the departure of th e Indian Trade Agent. 

N o r  h a v e  t h e  C h i n e s e  a u t h o r i t i e s  g i v e n  sufficient details regarding the basis 

of those claims. The claims are arbitr ary as they are not supported by any 

l e a s e - d e e d ,  a g r e e m e n t  o r  u n d e r s t a n d ing between the two Governments. 

However, if the Chinese Government cert i f y  t h a t  t h e s e  c l a i m s  a r e  l e g i t i m a t e  

a n d  r e n d e r  p r o p e r  a c c o u n t  f o r  t h e m ,  Government of India will have the 

c l a i m s  s e t t l e d  t h r o u g h  t h e i r  C o n s u l a t e  General in Lhasa or their Embassy in 

P e k i n g .  

i i . H e  s h o u l d  d e m o l i s h  s p u r s  c o n s t r u c t e d  by the Indian Trade Agency for the 

p r o t e c t i o n  o f  i t s  p r o p e r t y .  A s  t h e  C h i n e s e  E m b a s s y  a r e  a w a r e  t h e s e  w e r e  

c o n s t r u c t e d  i n  c o n s u l t a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  Chinese authorities at Gyantse, Lhasa 

a n d  P e k i n g .  C o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  s p u rs was actually undertaken after the 

v e r b a l  c o n s e n t  o f  t h e  C h i n e s e  a ut h o r i t i e s  h a d  b e e n  o b t a i n e d .  T h e  

G o v e r n m e n t  o f  I n d i a  h a d  i n f o r m e d  t h e  local authorities through their Trade 

A g e n t  a t  G y a n t s e  i n  S e p t e m b e r  1 9 6 1  t h a t they may destroy these spurs if 

t h e y  w e r e  e n d a n g e r i n g  t h e  b r i d g e  a n d  o t h e r  p u b l i c  w o r k  i n  G y a n t s e  b u t  t h a t  

they should accept the re sponsibility for the protecti on of Agency property 

o n c e  t h i s  h a d  b e e n  d o n e .  I n  t h e  c i r c u mstances, the insistence of the local 

a u t h o r i t i e s  t h a t  t h e y  b e  s h o w n  d o c u m entary evidence to show that these 

a p p r o v a l  h a d  b e e n  o b t a i n e d  f o r  t h e  c onstruction of these spurs is a most 

u n r e a s o n a b l e  a n d  a r b i t r a r y  d e m a n d  a t a time when the Trade Agent is 

engaged in winding up his mission. 

i i i . He should physically transport all prop erty belonging to the Government of 

I n d i a  o u t  o f  G y a n t s e .  T h e  C h i n e s e  Government are fully aware of the 

c i r c u m s t a n c e s  i n  w h i c h  b u i l d i n g  m a t e r i



Trade Agency is Gyantse could not be utilised and of the reasons for their 

inability to complete partly-built structures. These questions have formed the 

subject of correspondence between the Governments of China and India. The 

Indian Trade Agent cannot be compelled to demolish these structures or to 

remove accumulated building material fr



Another matter which has been causing concern to our Trade Agents in Tibet is 

the insistence on the part of the local authorities that tTibetan wives of Indian 

officials employed by the Agencies cannot accompany their husbands unless they 

observe all the formalities prescribed by Chinese Immigration Laws for this 

purpose. The uncertainty 
0 to whether th is decision of the Chinese authorities 

will mean the needless separation of families has created a sense of great 

e staff of the Trade Agencies. 

The Government of India reiterate their request for faci.825 -1to enable the Indian 

Trade Agents at Gyantse r h Yatung to withdraw without further delay. They 

e attempts so far made to harass their 

Tr h to deny them courte s5 -1due to their official position. 

Considering the gravity of the situation 

Gyantse r h Yatung, the Government of In r warning that if 

there is any further attempt to hold up r h harass the Indian

Tibet, there may be grave repercussions. 

 

*** 

 







Note given by the Ministry of External Affairs, New Delhi, to the Embassy 

of China in India, 26 July 1962 

 

The Ministry of External Affairs presents its compliments to the Embassy of the 

People’s Republic of China and has the honour to refer to note No. 1148, dated 

the 21st March 1962 from the Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 









established by international law, within which diplomatic privilege in the matter of 

the dispatch of official mail can be availed of. The Government of India express 

their surprise that a protest should have been made on an issue on which the 









I- Route and plan of flight: 

On May 14, the plane will take off from Ku nming, land at Mand alay for refuelling 

and stay there overnight. 

On May 15, the plane will take off from Mandalay and, flying over Chittagong, 

land at Calcutta for refuelling and stay there overnight. 

On May 16, the plane will take off from Ca lcutta, land at Patna for refuelling and te andy 16, be gig, la9.51rom Ku the -laneairport refuea9.51rernight. 

On Ma:hi5.250(Thitta).2 T5from Ca0.1 0 TD
080002(
(On Mayis in silvin colour.  Tcboll refuel2 T5fng, )]TJ
Tj
0 
1.43 0 TD
0.0001[(sides RouT)-6.1(h)-2 3(
(Oilot’sycabin ang paintadcfla0s itta).1.28from Ca)Tj
30.1 0 TD
040002 lf His Majesty Kndalaf Nepal.  Tcboll refuel1.28fernight. ) 20.1 -1.82 TD
04 sides RouT





Ministry tried to justify this act of slandering a Chinese state leader by describing 

it as “national” and “legitimate” sentiments. The Chinese Embassy feels deep 

regret at this. 



expressed its deep regret at it. This attitude of the Indian Government can only 

be considered as deliberately intended to utilise the boundary question to 

obstruct normal friendly intercourse be

















distorted accounts in an attempt to evade the responsibility of India, and even 

went so far as to cast wanton slanders on Premier Chou En-lai and the Chinese 

Embassy in India. The Chinese Government expresses its deep indignation at this. 



Agency at Yatung and their families should have occurred one day before that notification was made and another such case should have followed six days later. Since the total number of persons “missing” involved in the two cases reaches as many as several scores, including not only adults but also many children, it is hardly conceivable that they could have left the Indian Trade Agency did not inform the Yatung Office of the Tibet Foreign Bureau till half a day after the “missing” of the first batch of persons made the local authorities unable to take necessary measures in tine. Despite the fact that they are neither merchants engaged in traditional trade, nor pilgrims, still less border inhabitants engaged in traditional trade, nor pilgrims, still less border inhabitants, and did not hold any exit permits of the local authorities in Tibet, China, these people were admitted into the territory of Sikkim by the Indian frontier guards. All this obviously shows that the employees of the Indian Trade Agency at Yatung and their families fled Tibet under no other circumstances than the planned and calculated instigation and direction of the Indian Trade Agency. That India has gone so far as to resort to such unscrupulous means to achieve its ulterior aims constitutes a downright conspiracy. The Indian Government can by no means shirk its responsibility in 2.06860 TG
0 (re thlodg as tilntig pros)6t wherhe 









The Indian Trade Agent gave the local authorities all facilities to investigate these 

cases and he and his staff assisted them in every way. As mentioned earlier, the 

Vice Director of the Foreign Bureau, a Chinese Security Officer and other 




